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Valdez, Alaska 
February 15, 1956

Mr. George Lehleitner
P. 0. Box 1097
New Orleans, Louisiana

Dear George:

I t  is a great pleasure to transmit the enclosed 
resolution to you. I know that you fu lly  understand the 
sincere appreciation a l l  the delegates and s ta ff at 
Alaska' s Constitutional Convention had for the personal 
sacrifices you have made in our behalf. We adopted a 
number of other resolutions. This one, however, expresses 
the gratitude of Alaskans to a man who, though residing 
thousands of miles from us, has ignited a spark that was 
hitherto nonexistent.

I  am personally very sorry that it  had not been brought 
to my attention you were leaving on the train. I t  had been 
my understanding that you were to catch the plane the next 
day. Let me apologize fo r  not having seen you o ff .

I f  I  ever get to your part of the country you can 
rest assured that I  w i l l  come and v is it  you and I surely 
hope that i f  you ever return to Alaska, you w ill  come to 
Valdez and v is it  with me.

My very best wishes to you, George, and give my 
kindest regards to your family.

Sincerely yours,

WM. A. EGAN 
President

WAE/cwt

Encl.



RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, in a sp irit o f complete selflessness and at great 

personal expenditure of time, e ffort, and money; and

WHEREAS, as a fu lly  enfranchised American citizen, he shares 

with a l l  Alaskans an earnest desire to see that we achieve our 

rightful free-born heritage within the American nation; and

WHEREAS, he has made numerous trips to Alaska to assist us 

in our aspirations fo r statehood, and has outlined in great deta il 

to this convention and to the people of Alaska the h istorica l 

advantages of the Tennessee Plan;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Alaska Constitutional 

Convention that Mr. George H. Lehleitner o f New Orleans, Louisiana, 

be hereby designated and acclaimed by this body to be an Honorary 

Member o f  the Alaska Constitutional Convention and an Honorary 

Ambassador of Good Will from this Convention to the People of the 

United States and to the members of Congress in our endeavor to 

achieve Statehood for Alaska.

DONE at College, Alaska, this twenty-eighth day o f January, 

1956, by direction of the Convention.

William A. Egan
President

ATTEST: S e c r e t a r y



RESOLUTION

CERTIFICATION UNDER ALASKA-TENNESSEE PLAN

WHEREAS the Alaska Constitu tional Convention has adopted the 

Alaska-Tennessee Plan as Ordinance Number Two o f  the Constitution o f 

the State o f  Alaska; and

WHEREAS i t  has been the practice in t e r r i t o r ie s  which have e lected  

th e ir  members o f Congress before the enactment o f  statehood enabling 

le g is la t io n  to have the President o f  the Constutional Convention sign 

a memorial stating the reasons fo r  th is  action, and fo r  presentation 

to the United States Congress by the f i r s t  senators and representatives, 

the memorial serving as th e ir  credentia ls :

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Alaska Constitutional 

Convention that President William A. Egan is  hereby authorized to 

prepare and sign a memorial to the Congress o f  the United States, 

which memorial sha ll serve as the c e r t i f i c a t e  o f  e lect ion  and as the 

creden tia ls  of the senators and representative  elected by the people 

o f  Alaska, and which shall contain appropriate statements o f  the votes 

cast and the reasons fo r  the e lec t ion .

DOME at College, Alaska, th is  fourth day o f  February, 1956, by 

the d irec t ion  o f the Convention.

 ____________________________ President
William A. Egan

ATTEST:________________ ___________ ______
Secretary



Constitutional Convention 
February 4, 1956

RESOLUTION

Introduced by the Committee on administration on 

Recommendation o f the Committee on Ordinances

WHEREAS, the Convention has adopted the Alaska-Tennessee Ordinance 

as part of the Constitution, and

WHEREAS, i t  has been customary in t e r r i t o r ie s  using th is  method o f  

securing statehood, to have the president o f the convention sign a 

memorial to the Congress stating the reason fo r  th is  action and to 

d e liver  the memorial to the senators and represen tative-e lect for th e ir  

presentation to the Congress and to serve as th e ir  credentia ls , now 

therefore

BE IT RESOLVED by the Delegates in Convention assembled:

That President William A. Egan, be, and he is  hereby authorized to 

prepare and sign a memorial a fte r  the e lec t ion  o f senators and a 

representative, directed to the Congress o f  the United States, which 

momorial sha ll be the c e r t i f ic a t io n  o f  e lec t ion  and credentia ls of the 

o f f i c e r s - e le c t , and in substance shall contain a statement o f  the votes 

cast fo r  the o f f ic e s  and the reasons that the Terr itory  o f  Alaska used 

this method to petit ion  Congress.



OPERAT ION STATEHOOD
A N C H O R A G E  C H A P T E R  

P. O. BOX 407 

A N C H O R A G E , ALASKA

Honorable William Egan, President 
Alaska Constitutional Convention 
Un ivers ity  o f Alaska 
College, Alaska

Dear Mr. President:

January 30, 1956

The Board of D irectors of Operation Statehood re -a ff irm  
the support o f  th is  organization f o r  the "Tennessee P lan ", 
which plan w i l l  a fford  the opportunity fo r  Alaska c i t iz e n s  
to e le c t  a Congressional Delegation which w i l l  journey 
to Washington, D. C., and submit i t s e l f  f o r  recogn ition  
and proper seating.

Operation Statehood f i r s t  endorsed the e le c t ion  of a 
Congressional Delegation and o ffe red  fu l l  support o f  
such a program at i t s  general membership meeting in 1954. 
Since that date, the membership and the Board of D irectors  
has frequently  indicated an increasing b e l i e f  that such a 
procedure would expedite the granting of Statehood to the 
T e rr ito ry  o f Alaska.

Operation Statehood is  not blind to the improbable negative 
reactions to the Tennessee Plan, but rests secure in the 
b e l i e f  that, as is  the h istory in previous instances, the 
Congress o f The United States w i l l  not and cannot refuse 
f u l l  representation to i t s  taxpaying c it iz en s  once the 
issue is  c lea r ly  drawn.

We therefore urge the adoption o f  th is  program of action  
and remain assured that once undertaken the people o f  the 
Terr ito ry  w i l l  respond by en thusiastica lly  endorsing i t ,  
a l l  o f  which w i l l  measureably hasten Statehood fo r  Alaska, 
— which i s ,  a f te r  a l l ,  in ev itab le .

Respectfu lly ,

A nc il H. Payne 
P res iden t,
Operation Statehood

AHP:amw

A Non-Partisan Association Devoted to Immediate Statehood f or Alaska



Fairbanks, Alaska 
January 25, 1956

To the Honorables, the Delegates to the Alaska State 
Constitutional Convention:

Because I  am fea r fu l that I  may unintentionally f a i l  to  express 
to you, ind iv idua lly , my deep appreciation o f your very gracious 
reception la s t  evening, I  should like  to  use th is  means of so 
doing. I t  was a d is t in c t  p r iv i le g e  to  have been in v ited  to 
appear before you, and I  sh a ll  long remember the warmth o f  your 
welcome.

Too, because so many o f  you afterwards posed the question:
"What prompted your i n i t i a l  in te res t  in statehood?" , I  f e e l  
that I  am, in a sense, under ob liga tion  to s a t is fy  i t .

The question is  no stranger a f t e r  9 years o f statehood e f f o r t .  
Y e t , " it  is  one that i s  both easy...and d i f f i c u l t .. .to  answer.

I t  i s  easy, fo r  example, to  simply say that I work fo r  s ta te 
hood because I earnestly  b e l ie v e  i t  to  be in the best in teres ts  
o f  our nation that Alaska and Hawaii become sta tes .

But the answer becomes progressive ly  more d i f f i c u l t  to  compress 
in to  a few sentences when I  t r y  to ou tline ALL o f  the reasons 
WHY I  be lieve  th is  to  be tru e . So, in  the in te res t  o f  conserv
ing your time, I ’ l l  l im it  th is  answer to  the p r i ncipal reason.

Most Americans, I  b e l ie v e ,  are  coming around to  the rea l iza t io n  
that Lenin, S ta lin , Molotov and other Soviet leaders were 
deadly in earnest when they to ld  us, years ago, that the end 
ob jec t ive  o f  in ternational communism was domination o f  the 
en t ire  world. I t  has long been my studied b e l i e f  that the 
checkmating o f th is  Soviet aim is , by fa r ,  America’ s No. 1 
problem. For our su ccess . . .o r  our f a i lu r e . . . t o  do so w i l l ,
I b e lieve , determine whether your grandchildren and my own 
sh a ll  l i v e  as free  men end ’women. . .  or as to ta l i ta r ia n  slaves!

The war that is  being fought is  a d i f fe r en t  kind o f  struggle 
than that we are accustomed to  associate with the word "war".
I t  is , l i t e r a l l y ,  a war o f  IDEAS in which the ultimate v ic to ry  
w il l  go to the side that has won the most minds, rather than to 
they who have broken the most bodies.



In such a struggle, any American po licy  which fos te rs  or per
petuates d iscrim ination  and in ju s t ic e  IN ANY FORM w i l l  be 
exp lo ited  by the Communists to  our national disadvantage. I t  
becomes, then, each c i t i z e n ’ s duty to do everything in his 
power to aid in th e ir  elim ination. And, p rec ise ly  because 
t e r r i t o r i a l i t y  is  rankly d iscrim inatory, I  deeply be lieve  that 
i t s  elim ination would represent an important v ic to ry  fo r  our 
en t ire  nation in i t s  world-wide struggle with communism fo r  
the minds o f men.

For, in th is  war, our deeds must confirm our words, or they 
w i l l  be turned against us with devastating e f f e c t .  Consider 
th is  example:

Last year, the Congress of the United States passed a resolu
t io n  denouncing colonialism. The vote , I  b e l ie v e ,  was 
unanimous.

Within a few weeks o f  that vote the same Congress, fo r  the 
SEVENTH TIME since the end o f  World War I I ,  refused to pass 
le g is la t io n  that would have removed from Alaska and Hawaii 
the shackles o f colonialism !

Which Congressional action, do you suppose, b i t  deepest into 
the minds o f  the leaders o f present and recent co lon ia l peoples 
in  Asia and Africa?

You know what men o f  princ ip le , both at home and abroad, think 
o f  such d isg race fu l sh il ly -sh a lly in g .  They think p rec ise ly  
what you and I th ink...and respect f o r  high American in s t i tu 
tions and p r in c ip les  skids some more...and w e 've los t yet 
another skirmish in  our v i t a l  struggle fo r  the minds o f  men!

I  would not have you think I  am so naive as to be lieve  that 
the grant o f  statehood to Alaska and Hawaii would, alone, 
decide th is  war o f  ideas in our fa vo r .  Far from i t .

But I  DO mean to  convey to you that I  b e lieve  i t  to be a matter 
o f  much deeper world sign ificance than many o f us have rea l ized . 
For as long as America continues to practice raw colonialism  
in  Hawaii and Alaska, how can she even hope to  convince other 
co lon ia l p eop les .. .and those who have but recen tly  lo s t  th e ir  
own co lon ia l shack les.. .that our hearts are with them?

To those inclined to  doubt that the remainder o f  the world 
takes much note o f  700,000 Alaskans and Hawaiians, and the 
unjust discrim inations you are subject to ,  I  should l ik e  to  
pose th is  question:



How many tens of thousands o f men "on the fence" in other parts 
o f  the world, do you suppose, los t much of th e ir  fa ith  in 
America and American ju s tice  by consequence o f  the wanton kid
napping and murder o f one f i f t e e n  year old colored boy...and, 
more s ign if ican t ly ,  because of the subsequent refusal o f 
M ississippi authorities to  indict the self-confessed kidnappers?

I  would charge you to remember that that was a case o f  a grave 
in justice  to a so lita ry  person; you Alaskans and Hawaiians 
number three quarters o f  a m illion !

With a l l  my heart and a l l  my mind, I  firm ly be lieve , then, that 
each o f you who labors f o r  statehood not only works in his own 
best in terest as an Alaskan, but more importantly, you are 
f igh tin g  the good figh t f o r  your entire  country, and are there
by making a valuable contribution in i ts  war against communist 
world domination.

And, because I so b e lieve , I  work fo r  statehood.

George H. Lehleitner



Because of the in teres t shown in the congressional le t te rs  
read before the Convention, I  f e l t  you would welcome an oppor
tun ity  to examine them in d e ta i l ;  hence, the photostatic 
copies attached.

In addition to the seventeen views reproduced here, f iv e  other 
a ffirm ative  le t t e r s  arrived too la te  fo r  reproduction. These 
(from one Senator and four Congressmen whose voting records 
revea l them as true friends o f Alaska) uniformly stated that 
they would not be offended by the contemplated action. Two 
o f these also ca lled  attention to  their b e l i e f  that the p a r t i 
san composition o f  the congressional delegation would have a 
d is t in c t  bearing upon the reaction o f a considerable segment 
o f the Congress.

I t  is  but proper that I  should t e l l  you that in  addition to  
these twenty-two pos it ive  expressions, I  also received three 
negative le tte rs  (from Congressmen Utt and M etcalfe , and 
Senator Anderson), a l l  expressing their w r i t e r s ' b e l ie f  that 
the proposed action would be unproductive o f b en e fit .

And then, o f course, most s ign if ican t o f a l l ,  i s  a message 
the content o f which is  already known to  you. I  am re fe r r in g  
to the warmly a ffirm ative  telegram directed to  President 
Egan by your own outstanding Delegate to Congress, Bob B a rt le t t .

I  have also l e f t  with the Message Center some extra copies o f 
the Tennessee Plan presentation mailed you during the holiday 
recess.  You are welcome to such as can be used advantageously.

P.  s .

G. H. L.
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ftouft of BtpreamtatibN
■Uffcington. 9 . C.
January It, 1936

Airmailr:r. George H. Lchloltnor
?. 0. Box 1097
New Orleans - Louisiana

M  to co^

otio l* 1

 * a

Dear Hr. L e h le ltn e r :

I  want to apologlr.e  to you for toy delay In responding to your le c to r  of 
December 23rd concerning your proposed prusentatlon to the members o f 
the Aleska S tate  Constitution Convention. 1 en sure you w i l l  understand  
the delay in  view  o f the necessity o f forwarding I t  to oa In Washington.
I  have only now had tho opportunity to examine your proposed presentation  
In d e ta i l .

1 want to o f f o r  my highest compliments upon your exce llen t  an a ly s is  o f tho 
s itu a tion  con fron ting  the people o f Alaska, your an a ly s is  o f tha present 
situation  in  Congress respecting the statehood p roposa l, and your advance
ment o f tha "Tennessee" plan as o f fe r in g  the best p o s s ib i l i t y  o f A laska  
achieving statehood. I  an very much Impressed by the fa c ts  and h is to r ic a l  
m ateria l you have assembled, end my only conrcnt Is  to urgo most strongly
that you not f a l l  to d e live r your message to the member# o f tha C onstitu tiona l
Convantlon.

Ky conviction  that Alaska should be admitted as a s ta te  has been re ln fo rcod  
by my recant t r ip  thera. I  vent to  assure you that 1 w i l l  do a l l  In my
power toward e a r l ie s t  action and fo r  action I f  your proposals are executed
and what In e f f e c t  would be en eetab llshed  state  la  prascntcd to Congress 
fo r  admission during  the current aesslon . I  want to express my gratitude  
fo r  the opportun ity  you have extended me to fu rth er fa m ilia r is e  myself with  
these fa c ta .

Very tru ly  yours,

EFS:J/e

Congress of tfje ®  nlteb fttates
ftouat of Etprrttntatibt* 

■utlngtsn. B  C.

J.nuary Is, 1956

Mr. j« o. H. Lahleltner 
601 South Qalves Stra.t 
Hew Orleans, Louisiana

Daar Nr. Lshlaltnsn

Thank you for your latter of December 23 m l tha enclosed 
copy of tha ta lk  you proposed to f ir e  before the Alaska 
Constitutional Convantlon. I  find it  very intereating and 
you hare nj sincere ccnpiiAante upon i t .  Tha Delegates 
at Fairbanks w ill profit thereby.

Ix  to the e ffec t of choosing two Senators in advance of 
Statehood, 1 doubt th»t i t  would ba offensive to anyone.I t  Bight h e lp .

Sinceroly your., 

Frank T. Eov, M. C.



Anchorage

A i a s KA. t i -e s h a y . d e c k m b e h

Congress of tljc Clnitcb jfctatts
I>ou«t of JUprtatntatibts

Ma«t)lng!<m, S. €.

Xr. ieor^e H. Leh le itner  
t i l  aouth la lvex  - t r o e t
r*. I*. Box 1997).Vw rlear.s a , Louisiana

; neve rend uun  -tjc*-. in te res t your rote end the enclosed 
address w l«'h yo- are to rake before tho Alaska btate Constitu tional 
Tonvar.tioti In January. I t  is  a most fascinating analysis, and I can 
only sav tnat ' an in complete a.^ree.ment with your presentation.

In ny op in ion , only by such on approach can Alaska and 
naval* achieve ntatenood. Of course, i t  is  imperative that the in - 
Civisual constltu tlcr.s  c>e very c a re fu lly  dravr. so that no v a lid  ob
jection  to rne reoublican  fo ra  o f  *ovorm ent provided in the Consti
tution ran be made, 1 w i l l  bo neat in te rested  in your lrp reso ions 
o f the reception  which the Cor.ventlcn ijives to your orosentation 
and, of course, hope you w i l l  in form ally say that those o f us who 
have, in the past, supported statehood, w i l l  continue to do so and 
w il l  be haopy to  cooperate in every way p oss ib le .

r.ds takes to you, personally, not only sy keen admiration 
out a very warm nope fo r  a new year o f  happiness and ;ood luck fo r
you am a l l  c lose  to you.

Group Head* 
Oiler Recotr;

Sincerely yours,

Jlf&S KOOSEVEL1

f  rank t. aow

'I'CnifcS -S>fa(cs 'Scnolc

January

Lehlei

»n<i thlnkin.

y y ou r,,



QiCtiUod

J anuary  4, 1956

M r .  G ao . H . L eh le itn er  
601 South G a lv e s  S tree t  
N ew  O r le a n e  4, L ou is ia n a

D e a r  M r .  L eh le itn e r :

Thank you fo r  send ing  m e cop ies  o f the m a t e r ia l  
you p ro p o se  to subm it to the A la sk a  State C on stitu tion a l 
C onvention .

1 cannot speak  fo r  the other fr ie n d s  o f A la s k a  

in C o n g re s s ,  but I do not at th is  tim e see any  r e a s o n  w hy  
the action  you p ropose  w ou ld  p ro v e  o ffen siv e  to  m e . Y ou  
have p re sen ted  the le g a l  p re c e d e n ts  in v e ry  co n v in c in g  
te rm s .

I would  l ik e  to  su gg e s t , h o w e v e r , that you  a ls o  
su bm it the m atter to S e n a to rs  C lin ton  P .  A n d e rso n  and  
H e n ry  M . Jackson . S e n a to r  A n d e rso n  is  ra n k in g  M a jo r it y  

M e m b e r  o f the C om m ittee , and  Senato r J ackson  i s  C h a irm a n  

of the Subcom m ittee  on T e r r i t o r ie s ,  w h e re  the etatehood  
b i l l  now  re s t s .

Thank you fo r  le tt in g  m e know  o f you r
p ro p o sa l,

S in c e re ly  y ou rs ,

J am es  E . M u r r a y  
C h a irm a n

™  St
^  1097. *
»»n. u, u

tt***

"wuld h.,.



January  4, 1956

M r .  G ao. H . L eh le itn e r  
001 South C a lve s  S t re e t  
N e w  O rle an e  4, L o u is ia n a

D e a r  M r .  L eh le itn er;

Thank you  f o r  sending me c o p ie s  o f the m a te r ia l  
you  p ropose  to su bm it to  the A la sk a  S tate  C on stitu tion a l 
Convention.

I cannot speak for the other fr ien d s  of Alaska 
in Congress, but 1 do not at this time see any reason why 
the action you propose would prove o ffensive to me. You 
have presented the lega l precedents in ve ry  convincing 
terms.

1 w o u ld  l ik e  to suggest, h o w e v e r ,  that you a ls o  
subm it the m atte r to  S en ato rs  C lin ton  P .  A n d e rso n  and  
H en ry  M . J ackson . Senato r A n d e rso n  i s  ran k in g  M a jo r ity  
M em b er of tho C om m ittee , and S e n a to r  J ack son  is  C h a irm an  

of the Subcom m ittee  on T e r r it o r ie s ,  w h e r e  the statehood  
b ill now re sts .

T h an k  you  fo r  letting m e  k n ow  of your
p roposal,

J a m e a  E .  M u rra y  
C h a ir m a n

S lno.r.1^

* "•P i Bit 
> .k“ b«n „



. ■ :
George H. Lehleitr.er

Sooth Galvca Street 
O. Bom 1097 

N i t  Orleans 4. L a o it lu it
k '(

Deer M r. Lablnitner:

1 appreciate your le tter of D ec em b e r  13. end re g re t  
that I  have not bad a chance to r e p ly  to it so on er .

The procedure you are su ggestin g  fo r  A la sk a  and 
Hawaii to follow in their efforts to w in  atatehood 1a c erta in ly  
not objectionable to me, but 1 cannot o f c o u rs e , speak  fo r  m y  
colleagues in the Congress. The h is to r ic a l r e s e a r c h  you and 
O thers  ha vs done outlines a fa sc in a tin g  sto ry , and 1 find it very  

interesting.

As you know. 1 am stron g  fo r  g ran tin g  statehood to 
. Alaska and Hawaii, and hope that our w o rk  to this end 

will ultimately be crowned with su cc es s .

With bast wishes. 1 am

WKStep

o r r o n

S in ce re ly ,

W . K e r r  Scott

Congm ftf of tfje SHnitcb S tates
B o n «  of fteprrtrntatibtS 

■Mlirtffton. B. C

January 11. 19S6

Mr. Georgs H. Lehleltnsr 
601 South Calves Street 
New Orleans, Louisiana

My dear Georgs:

This w ill acknowledge with sincere thanks the 
copy of the address that you w ill dellvar before Che Alaska Constitutional Convention.

As per usual, your atcarlal Is excellancly pre
pared, factual, and convincing. Insofar u  I  a  personally
concerned, I  would not change one sentence In the entire sta tenant.

Ccorge, 1 have taken the liberty o f writing the 
President o f Che Alaska Constitutional Convention. I  hope 
Chat I shall not ba rsprlaandad for pointing out certain 
facts and pertinent Information to the President. Let that'*■ *  I - . . - . .  » ■ >  » *  —
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January 11, 1956

Richard L. Neuberger 
United States SenatorHr. George R. Leh le itner  

601 South Calves S tree t  
Mew Orleans, Louisiana

This w i l l  acknowledge w ith sincere thanks the 
copy o f  the address that you w i l l  d e liv e r  be fo re  Che Alaska  
C onstitutional Convention.

As per u su a l, your m ateria l i s  e x ce llen t ly  p re 
pared, fa c tu a l, and convincing. In ao far aa I  am personally  
concasned, 1 would not change one sentence In the en tire Hon. E. L. Bartlett 

House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C.

Miss lanthe Smith 
820 W Fourth Street 
Albany, Oregon

George, 1 have taken the l ib e r ty  o f  w rit in g  the 
Preeldenc o f  che Alaska C onstitu tional Convention. I  hope 
that 1 sh a ll not be reprimanded fo r  pointing  out certa in  
facta  and pertinent inform ation to the President. Let that 
be as i t  may, 1 d ic tated  the le t t e r  out o f  my heart; I  meant 
every word o f  i t ;  I  hope that i t  i s  h e lp fu l ra th er than hurt 
fu l .

Good luck to you on your m ission , and I  an c lc l
pate favorab le  resu lca

With kindest personal regards and every good wish  
to you and yours, I  r  easln

yours.

OtTOE. PASSMAN 
Member o f  Congress
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WILLIAM A EGAN, PRESIDENT CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION 

COLLEGE ALASKA
i .

FOLLOWING MESSAGE FROM ME IS BASED UPON MANY AND REPEATEDREQUESTS I MAKE PUBLIC MY POSITION REGARDING TENNESSEEPLAN AND I TRANSPIT IT TO YOU BECAUSE IT IS MYUNDERSTANDING CONSTITUTION CONVENTION IS GIVINGCONSIDERATION TO PLAN: "MANY TIMES DURING THE LASTSEVERAL MONTHS I HAVE BEEN ASKED TO GIVE MY OPINION AS TOWHETHER ALASKA SHOULD ADOPT THE SO-COLLED TENNESSEE 

PLANIN AN EFFORT TO PROMOTE THE CAUSE OF STATEHOOD. PARA MYRELUCTANCE TO STATE THAT OPINION UNTIL THIS TIME HAS BEENBASED UPON A NUMBER OF REASONS.  CHIEFLY, PERHAPS, I DESIRED TO MAKE AT LEAST A PRELIMINARY ESTIMATE OFSTATEHOOD ATTITUDES IN THE SECOND SESSION OF THE 84THCONGRESS IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE PRESIDENTS 1956 STATEOF THE UNION 
MESSAGE. PARA FURTHER, I WANTED ADDITIONALTIME TO MAKE A REASONABLE EVALUATION OF THE TENNESSEEPLANS CHANCES OF SUCCESS IN THE MID-20TH CENTURY,REMEMBERING THAT MANY, MANY YEARS HAVE GONE BY SINCE ITWAS LAST USED. WHETHER OR NOT IT CAN BE TRANSLATED TOTHESE TIMES WITH EQUAL EFFECTIVENESS IS OF COURSE THATWHICH ONLY THE FUTURE WILL DEFINITIVELY DISCLOSE. PARAA MORE POSITIVE STATEMENT CAN BE MADE AS TO THEPROBABILITIES OF ATTAINING STATEHOOD NOW BY THETRADITIONAL APPROACHES. THOSE PROSPECTS ARE BLEAK. NOHOPEFUL SIGN HAS PRESENTED ITSELF FROM ANY SOURCE SINCETHIS SESSION OF CONGRESS BEGAN EARLIER IN THE MONTH ANDHE WOULD BE AN OPTIMIST INDEED WHO WOULD PREDICTFAVORABLE ACTION SOON. PARA SO THE CAUSE OF STATEHOODIS 

N O T  A D V A N C I N G  N O W .  I N D E E D ,  

T H E R E  A R E  T H O S E  W H O  S U G G E S T

T H A T  I N T E R E S T  I S  T E N D I N G  

T O  D E C R E A S E  R A T H E R  T H A N

I N C R E A S E  A N D  T H A T  U N L E S S  

A  S T I M U L A T I N G  F A C T O R  I S  A D D E D

A L A S K A N S  M A Y  H A V E  T O  W A I T  

L O N G  B E F O R E  C O M I N G  I N T O  

T H E D A Y  W H E N  S T A T E H O O D  I S  

A T T A I N E D .  P A R A  T H E  T E N N E S S E E  

P L A N C O U L D  P R O V I D E  T H A T  

S T I M U L A T I N G  F A C T O R ,  I T S  I M P A C T  

C O U L D J A R  T H E  N A T I O N  A N D  T H E  

C O N G R E S S  F R O M  L E T H A R G Y .  

T H E E L E C T I O N  A N D  S E N D I N G  

T O  W A S H I N G T O N  O F  T W O  U N I T E D



FAVORABLE ACTION SOON. PARA SO THE CAUSE

IS  NOT ADVANCING NOW. INDEED, THERE ARE THOSE 

WHO SUGGEST THAT INTEREST IS TENDING TO 

DECREASE RATHER THAN INCREASE AND THAT UNLESS 

A STIMULATING FACTOR IS ADDED ALASKANS M AY 

HAVE TO WAIT LONG BEFORE COMING INTO THE DAY 

WHEN STATEHOOD IS ATTAINED. PARA THE TENNESSEE 

PLAN COULD PROVIDE THAT STIMULATING FACTOR, 

ITS IMPACT COULD JAR THE NATION  AND THE 

CONGRESS FROM LETHARGY. THE ELECTION AND SENDING 

TO WASHINGTON OF TWO UNITED STATES SENATORS 

AND A REPRESENTATIVE IN THE HOUSE MIGHT

PROVIDE THE FULCRUM NEEDED TO JAR STATEHOOD 
FROM DEAD CENTER OR, TO USE ANOTHER 
METAPHOR, MIGHT BE THE INSTRUMENT TO REMOVE THE 

KEY LONG CREATING THE JAM. PARA AFTER TALKING 

WITH MANY MEMBERS OF CONGRESS, AFTER MAKING A 
VERY CAREFUL ANALYSIS 

OF THE SITUATION IN GENERAL, I AM CONVINCED THAT IF 

ALASKA WERE TO ADOPT THE TENNESSEE PLAN PRACTICALLY ALL 

STATEHOOD SUPPORTERS IN WASHINGTON WOULD 

WELCOME THIS ACTIVE DEMONSTRATION OF 

ALASKAS DETERMINATION TO WIN A RIGHTFUL PLACE 

IN THE UNION OF STATES; AND WHATEVER RESENTMENT 

AT THIS BOLD BUT CERTAINLY NOT UNIQUE APPROACH 

WHICH MIGHT BE FELT, OR EXPRESSED, WOULD BE FAR MORE THAN 

OUTWEIGHED BY THE BENEFITS. PARA IN SUMMATION, I AM 

BOUND IN CANDOR TO STATE THAT WITHOUT THE TENNESSEE 

PLAN A COMBINATION OF CIRCUMSTANCES, NOT AT THIS TIME TO

BE READILY FORESEEN, WILL BE NEEDED TO 

BRING STATEHOOD SOON. PARA IF THE TENNESSEE PLAN 
IS ADOPTED IT MIGHT WELL SHORTEN THELONG ROAD TO STATEHOOD. I CAN SEE DISTINCT POSSIBILITY OF GAIN;I SEE ONLY REMOTE POSSIBILITES OF LOSS. PARATHE TENNESSEE PLAN HAS ELEMENTS OF THE DARING AND THE IMAGINATIVE ATTRACTIVE TO THE PEOPLE OF A FRONTIER LANDAS HAS BEEN MADE APPARENT TO ME BY THE MANY EXPRESSIONSOF SUPPORT FROM ALASKANS FOR THE PROPOSAL. PARA IT IS MYUNDERSTANDING THAT THE TENNESSEE PLAN IS BEFORE THECONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION NOW IN SESSION AT THEUNIVERSITY OF ALASKA. IF ADOPTED THERE, IT WILL BEPRESENTED TO ALASKA VOTERS FOR FINAL DETERMINATION INAPRIL. AS ONE WHO THROUGH THE YEARS HAS HAD AN ABIDINGCONVICTION THAT STATEHOOD MORE THAN ANY OTHER ONE THINGIS ESSENTIAL FOR ALASKA FOR ITS OWN SAKE AND FOR THESAKE OF THE NATION, I AM BOUND TO SUPPORT ANY JUST ANDREASONABLE AND AMERICAN WAY TO HASTEN STATEHOODSCOMING. THE TENNESSEE PLAN IS SUCH A WAY. PARA WITH THE ABOVE 

STATEMENT OF MY OWN POSITION, I DESIRE TO ADD THATIF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION AND THE VOTERS IN APRILDECIDE TO TRY THE TENNESSEE PLAN IT WILL HAVE MYCONTINUING SUPPORT.
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E L BARTLETT
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YOUR ARRIVAL FAIRBANKS JANUARY TWENTY-THIRD PERFECTLY ACCEPTABLE

HAVE ARRANGED FOR ACCOMODATIONS AT POLARIS APTS. REGARDS

IR jh a

WILLIAM A. EGAN 
PRESIDENT, ALASKA CONSTITUTIONAL 

CONVENTION
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BEND THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE. SUBJECT TO THE TERMS ON BACK HEREOF:

GEORGE H. LEHLEITNER 
601 SOUTH GALVEZ STREET 
NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA

January o, 1906

REURLET coma JANUARY 20TH WOULD BE PERFECT IF ACCEPTABLE DATE FOR YOUR ARRIVAL IN

FAIRBANKS STOP LOOKING FORWARD TO VISITING WITH YOU STOP ADVISE BY RETURN WIRE AND 

WE WILL ATTEMPT ARRANGE LIVING ACCOMODATIONS REGARDS

WILLIAM A. EGAN 
PRESIDENT
ALASKA CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION
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January 16, 1956

To the Honorables, the Members of the 
A laska State Constitutional Convention:

Had Alaskan distances been less form idable, or could I have "s tre tch ed "  my 
vacation, I would have been priv ileged to m eet and share these v iew s  with 
each of you on my October v is it to your magnificent area. These  are  the 
conclusions reached in eight years of labor in behalf of statehood fo r  Hawaii 
and Alaska, and have been prepared in this form  at the suggestion of you with 
whom it was my p r iv i lege  to have discussed them.

B r ie f ly  stated, it is my deep conviction that unless Alaskans, THEM SELVES, 
initiate som e action which w ill advance their cause more e f fe c t iv e ly ,  statehood 
w ill  remain a w ill-o -the-w isp , perhaps fo r  the remaining l i fe t im es  of you who 
read these pages. In justification of this statement, may I suggest that while 
the past ten years have revealed that there are many additional impediments to 
statehood, the chief obstacles seem to have been these:

E very  postwar Congress has been v e ry  c lose ly  divided between Dem ocrats and 
Republicans. In such a situation it is a lm ost impossible fo r  one m ajor Pa r ty  to 
fo rce  its w ill  upon the other in issues involving partisan considerations. While 
statehood, properly, should not be a partisan matter, rea lism  prompts one to 
recogn ize  that Congress has permitted it to degenerate into exact ly  that.

Nor is the situation apt to change m ater ia l ly  in the near future. A lm ost every  
politica l scientist expects the next Congress to again be c lo s e ly  divided. And 
the next. As a m atter of fact, such IS the traditional A m erican  Congress; 
generally it has taken some earth-shaking event, such as a m a jo r  depression or 
a great war, to disturb this pattern and provide a top-heavy m a jo r ity  fo r  one 
Party.

Too, a c lose ly  divided Congress is "m ade to o rd e r "  for a t igh tly  knit m inority  
group - -  and we now know that statehood's most dedicated opponents are p r e 
c ise ly  that. Under these circumstances, such a group w i l l  invariab ly  w ield  the 
balance of power; particularly if its membership holds a m a jo r ity  of the vital 
Congressional control posts. E spec ia lly  is this true when a substantial segment 
of the proponents of a measure are e ither lukewarm or unstable in their support.

In the present Dem ocratic  Congress, anti-statehood Southerners, though r e p re 
senting less than 25% of the country's population, hold 11 of the 16 key committee 
chairmanships in the House, and 7 out o f 12 in the Senate. M oreove r ,  the 
M a jor ity  Leader of the Senate, as w e ll  as the Speaker of the House, and the

W H O L E S A L E  0  N 1. Y
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Chairman of the a ll- im portan t Rules Com m ittee of that body, are A L L  
Southerners. . . . and outspoken opponents of statehood!

There fo re , should the D em ocra ts  contro l the next Congress, is it not reasonable 
to expect a continuation o f the status quo? The South’ s single party sys tem  w ill  
certa in ly  insure  the re tu rn  to Washington of most, and perhaps all, key in cu m 
bents. I am even m ore certa in  there  w ill not be any diminution in the in tensity  
of their anti-statehood z e a l !

Even were those p resen tly  holding com m ittee  chairmanships and other k ey  
positions to pass from the political scene, the p icture would not be a lte red  
m ater ia lly , as the Congress iona l D irec to ry  revea ls  that opposed Southerners 
a lso occupy 16 of the N o .  2 spots on the 28 basic Congress iona l c om m itte es !

N o r  can the passage o f any reasonable period of tim e, alone, be expected  to 
soften the opposition o f  m ost of these men. F ro m  my vantage point as a third 
generation Southerner, I believe I can fully understand the basis fo r  th e ir  oppo
sition, even though I do not share it. They are  NO T wanton obstruction ists . 
Rather are  they a group o f u ltra -conserva t ives  who earnestly  be lieve  that the 
best in teres ts  of the South would be jeopard ized  by an expansion of the Congress, 
and of the Senate in particu lar .

N o r  has Southern opposition to the Union's expansion come into being co incidenta l 
with the blossom ing o f  Haw aii 's  and A laska 's  statehood aspirations. Instead, it 
is a trad ition  that p reda tes  the W ar  Between the States. Only when this fact is 
c le a r ly  grasped can one fully comprehend why it  is  that not even the poss ib il ity  
of A laska AN D  Hawaii sending 100% D em ocra tic  delegations to both H ouses of 
Congress would, of i t s e l f ,  reconc ile  those men to the adm ission of e ith e r  area.

It occurs to me that I should point out that H awaii is no longer the ro ck -r ib b ed  
Republican bastion o f fo rm er  y e a rs .  Indeed, a study of voting trends in Hawaii 
w il l  qu ick ly convince one that within a r e la t iv e ly  short time it is a lm ost  certain  
to become a nominally D em ocra tic  area. Which is another way of say ing  that if 
statehood is  de ferred  until this presumption becom es an actuality, the Republican 
Pa r ty  in Congress wou ld  then be faced with the pro  ab ility  that adm iss ion  of both 
areas would buttress only the D em ocra tic  P a r ty .  A  further stiffen ing in many 
R epublican M em bers ' opposition to Alaska would, inevitably, fo llow .

Should the Republicans capture the next C ongress , and/or the P res id en cy ,  
would it not seem lo g ic a l  to conclude that the m a jo r ity  of the M em bers  of 
Congress in that P a r ty ,  the P res ident, and the House M inority  L ea d e r ,  Mr. 
Martin (who, in such an event, would probably again be Speaker), w i l l  continue 
to obstruct Alaskan statehood? Add to the ir  opposition that of the Southern bloc 
p rev ious ly  discussed, and there becomes apparent the reasoning behind my 
sober b e l ie f  that in s tead  of s tead ily  inching TO W A R D  statehood, w e 'v e  been
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drift ing  farther A W A Y  from  it. In support of this contention, may I r e sp ec t fu l ly  
point out it  is gen era lly  conceded that s e v e ra l  C on gresses  ago we cam e within 
one vo te  o f statehood. The gap has n e v e r  since been so sm a ll !

Another handicap A la sk a  and Hawaii m u st hurdle is this: When new states w e re
added prev ious ly  the House of R ep resen ta t iv es  made room  fo r  the ir  R e p re s e n ta 
t ives  by expanding its  m em bersh ip  a cco rd in g ly .  In 1929, how ever, House 
m em bersh ip  was " f r o z e n "  at its p re v a i l in g  strength, 435. Thus it is  that b e fo re  
a Representative  v o te s  "a y e "  on a statehood b ill he must re con c i le  h im s e l f  to the 
p o ss ib i l i ty  that the new  state 's  ad m iss ion  may cost his state a seat (perhaps his 
ow n !) when reapportionment next r o l l s  around.

It is m y  considered judgment that the in frequency with which this ob jec t ion  is  
ra ised  is  not an accu ra te  index of its  s ign if icance . T ru e , C ongress  IS at l ib e r ty  
to in c rea se  House m em bersh ip  beyond 435 by passing a b i l l  to this e f fe c t .  It 
has a lso  been at l ib e r t y  to pass a statehood b il l  - -  but it hasn 't ! And because 
a ll e f fo r t s  to expand its m em bersh ip , since 1929, have m et with fa i lu re  it  must 
be conceded that th is  is a v e ry  r e a l  hurdle.

But b leak  as this analys is  paints the scene - -  and I do not b e l ie ve  it  e xagge ra tes  
the d if f icu lty  of the situation - -  I hasten  to say that there  a lso  appears  to be a 
dec ided ly  brighter a lternate route to statehood. . . .  i f  A laskans w i l l  but take it !

F o r  an intensive study of the h is to r ie s  of other A m er ic a n  T e r r i t o r i e s  - -  
e sp e c ia l ly  those that, like A laska, had found th em se lves  repea ted ly  ign o red  or 
rebu ffed  by Congress  - -  prompts the equally strong b e l ie f  that an e f fe c t iv e  action 
DOES l ie  within the power of A la skan s . . . . I F  they and the ir  leaders ,  and e sp ec ia l ly  
the M em bers  of th is  Constitutional Convention, want statehood badly enough to 
pursue it with the boldness, the ingenuity, and the dedication  applied  by an e a r l i e r  
generation  of A m er ica n  p ioneers  in Tennessee , M ich igan , O regon  and C a li fo rn ia .

In each  of these fou r  cases, the ir  c i t iz e n s ' p leas fo r  Constitutional s e l f -  
governm ent had a lso  fa llen  upon dea f or ineffectual C on gress ion a l e a r s .  . . . 
until the delegates to their Constitutional Conventions, by means o f a l i f e - g iv in g  
c lause  W R IT T E N  IN TO  THE D O C U M E N TS  T H E Y  FASH IONED, p rec ip ita ted  the 
action  that ach ieved  statehood w ith in  two y ea rs  th e r e a f t e r !

T h e i r  story is, to me, a l l  the m o re  fascinating because it is  not com m on ly  known 
that F IF T E E N  A m er ica n  areas  en te red  the Union without the authority  o f p r io r  
Congress iona l enabling acts. And, because the c ircum stances  that p reced ed  the 
adm issions of T ennessee , M ich igan , C a lifo rn ia  and O regon  o f f e r  many p a ra l le ls  
to those which, today, p reva i l  as re g a rd s  A laska, i t  is  hoped that the h is to r ic a l  
happenings r e la ted  in the pages that fo llow  w i l l  hold pa rt icu la r  in te re s t  f o r  you, 
the Members o f  A la ska 's  Constitutional Convention.

I would not le a v e  you with the im p ress ion  that these pages have s tem m ed  so le ly  
f r o m  my own in te re s t  and r e s e a rc h .  W hile it is true that I have long s ince lost 
count of the h is to r ic a l  vo lum es p erson a lly  exam ined in pursuit o f  this unique
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approach to statehood, there have been two fa r  m ore  sign ificant studies made 
on this subject, and it is  from  these that the bulk of my documentation has been 
drawn. The ea r l ie r  o f the two was made in 1951 by the Un ivers ity  of Hawaii 's  
D r. R obert  M. Kam ins. It is a m ost exce llen tly  prepared  document of 49 fact- 
f i l l e d  pages.

The second study was made this sum m er by the L ib ra ry  o f Congress ' L eg is la t iv e  
R e fe ren ce  Serv ice . It was conducted by Dr. W il l iam  R. Tansill, and its w e ll-  
documented nineteen pages attest to the accuracy of the statement made in its 
introduction that

"One hundred and nineteen vo lum es of loca l h istory  w e re  examined in an 
e f fo r t  to ascerta in  popular attitudes; and to capture Congressional v ie w 
points, loca l h is to r ies , po lit ica l b iographies and m em o irs ,  the 'Annals of 
C on gress ',  the 'R e g is te r  of Debates ',  and 'C ongress iona l Globe' (p red e 
c e s s o r  to the 'Congress iona l R eco rd ') ,  and numerous Congressional 
Journals and repo rts  were pe ru sed . "

I a lso  w ish to re co rd  my ve ry  g rea t  obligation to Senator Russell B . Long, of 
Lou is iana, at whose request the L ib ra r y  o f Congress made the intensive study 
r e f e r r e d  to in the preceding paragraph.

A  debt is  also owed D r, W ill iam  R. Hogan, Chairman, Department of H istory, 
Tulane U n ivers ity  o f Louisiana, f o r  his encouragement, suggestions, and, m ost 
part icu la r ly , fo r  his having ed ited  my manuscript.

Las t ly ,  I wish to acknowledge m y  obligation to M rs . A l len  Lew is, my secretary , 
fo r  her indefatigable labors, o v e r  the yea rs , in the in te res t  of statehood.

I f  I w e re  to com press  into one sentence the m ora l to be drawn from  the case 
h is to r ie s  of other statehood-seeking Am ericans  d iscussed herein, it would be this: 
W ork ing  on the assumption that the fu ll c it izenship  poss ib le  only in statehood was 
the ir  natural entitlement, they bold ly  acted a c co rd in g ly . . . .  and, without exception, 
the ir  a reas  B E C AM E  STATE S !

S incere ly  yours,

GEO. H. LEHLEITNER

GH L:jl
Attach.



G e o . H . L e h l e i t n e r  &  Co.
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January 5, 1956

P H O N E  C A N A L  9131

M r, J. F. McKay 
Executive D irector 
A laska Leg is la t ive  Council 
Box 51
Juneau, Alaska

My dear Jack:

I fe lt  you would be interested in knowing that the attached final dra ft of 
m y le tter to the Constitutional Convention delegates went forward 
during the holiday recess .

A s  you w il l  note from  the date used, it was my or ig ina l intent to with
hold this m ateria l until the closing weeks o f  the convention. However, 
the premature publicity that broke unexpectedly made it advisable to 
step up the mailing.

I am also attaching a copy of a letter I have this day written the Alaska 
Resource: Development Board. This copy is being sent you in the hope 
that you might have available the data I am  requesting. If so, I would 
be m ost grateful i f  you w ill rush it to m e by air m a il  as I would like to 
work it into the m ater ia l I plan presenting the Constitutional Convention 
la ter this month.

With warmest regards  and every  good w ish for a happy and healthy 1956, 
I am

 
G H L ::j l
Encl.

S incere ly  yours,

GEO. H. LE H LE ITN E R

W H O L E S A L E  O N L Y
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January 5, 1956

P H O N E  C A N A L  9 131

M r. J. F. McKay 
Executive Director 
Alaska Legislative Council 
Box 51
Juneau. Alaska

My dear Jack:

1 felt you would be interested in knowing that the attached final draft of 
my letter to the Constitutional Convention delegates went forward  
during the holiday recess.

As you will note from the date used, it was my original intent to with
hold this m aterial until the closing weeks of the convention. However, 
the premature publicity that broke unexpectedly made it advisable to 
step up the mailing.

I am also attaching a copy of a letter I have this day written the A laska  
Resource Development Board. This copy is being sent you in the hope 
that you might have available the data I am requesting. If so, I would 
be most grateful if you will rush it to me by air mail as I would like to 
work it into the m aterial I plan presenting the Constitutional Convention 
later this month.

With warmest regards and every good wish for a happy and healthy 1956,
I am

Sincere ly  yours,

GEO. H . L E H L E IT N E R

G H L:jl
E ncl.
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P H O N E  C A N A L  9 1 3 1

January 5, 1956

Alaska Resource Development Board  
Juneau, Alaska

Gentlemen:

As a student of Alaskan government I have found most interesting your 
July, 1955 publication, Financial Data Regarding the Incorporated  
Towns and Cities of A laska, 1954. Perm it me to commend you on the 
orderliness of your presentation.

I have urgent need of some supplementary information on the cities of 
Anchorage, Fairbanks, Ketchikan and Juneau, and I am  writing in the 
hope that you have this data available.

What I would like very much to know is the total amounts expended 
individually by these four cities in 1954 for the servicing and re t ire 
ment of their outstanding obligations. (Both general and revenue.)

If possible, I'd  a lso  like to know what percentile part of the total budgetary 
expenditures of those particular cities was actually required in the 
servicing of their outstanding indebtednesses.

A  stamped, se lf-addressed  envelope is enclosed for your convenience in 
replying, and I shall be most grateful for anything you can do to expedite 
this information, the need for which is truly urgent.

Yours very sincerely,

GEO. H. LE H LE IT N E R

G H L :jl
E ncl.

W H O L E S A L E  O N L Y
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VIA AIR  M AIL January 5. 1956

Alaska Resource Development Board 
Juneau, A laska

Gentlemen:

As a student of Alaskan government I have found most interesting your 
July, 1955 publication, Financial Data Regarding the Incorporated  
Towns and C ities of A laska , 1954, Perm it me to commend you on the 
orderliness of your presentation.

I have urgent need of some supplementary information on the cities of 
Anchorage, Fairbanks, Ketchikan and Juneau, and I am writing in the 
hope that you have this data available.

What I would like very much to know is the total amounts expended 
individually by these four cities in 1954 for the servicing and re tire 
ment of their outstanding obligations. (Both general and revenue.)

If possible, I 'd  also like to know what percentile part of the total budgetary 
expenditures of those particular cities was actually required in the 
servicing of their outstanding indebtednesses.

A  stamped, se lf-addressed  envelope is enclosed for your convenience in 
rep ly ing, and I shall be most grateful for anything you can do to expedite 
this information, the need for which is truly urgent.

Y ours very sincerely.

GEO. H. LEH LEITNER

G H L :j l
Encl.

W H O L E S A L E  O N L Y



THE "TENNESSEE P L A N "  
- -  Adm ission  of the Bold

This is the story o f what has always seemed to me to be som e of the most fascinating 
(and exc it in g ! )  chapters of our country 's  history: the re c o rd  of how an ea r l ie r  genera
tion of Am erican  p ioneers  secured their birthrights of f i r s t - c la s s  American citizenship, 
through the attainment of statehood, in the face of major obstacles which - - a s  with 
Alaska - -  included repeated Congressional refusals to pass enabling legislation.

Tennessee. -- Because this approach to statehood was f i r s t  conceived and executed by 
the T e r r i t o r y  of Tennessee, I shall take the liberty  of r e fe r r in g  to it as "The Tennessee 
Plan". The l i fe -g iv in g  clause which the members of the Tennessee Convention wrote 
into the ir  Constitution was simply the proviso that all state offic ia ls called for by that 
document were to be elected im m ediate ly  following ratification . Because the Federa l 
Constitution at that t im e provided fo r  the choosing of U. S„ Senators by the various 
state legis latures, Tennessee 's  Senators were selected by the Tennessee General 
A ssem bly  which convened in it ia lly  fo r  that purpose M arch  28, 1796, or about one month 
follow ing the election of that body 's  membership.

Shortly after their designation as such, Senators-elect W il l iam  Cocke and W ill iam  
Blount departed fo r  Washington with their credentials. Although the Senate, under
standably, refused to seat them p r io r  to Tennessee's fo rm a l  admission, they must, 
indeed, have done an admirable job of lobbying their "S ta te 's "  case as Congress, which 
prev ious ly  had re fused  to consider an enabling act fo r  this T err ito ry ,  completed passage 
of an admission b i l l  on May 31, 1796! President Washington signed the b ill the fo l low 
ing day, and Tennessee became our 16th S ta te .. . . less than four months fo llow ing the 
sp ir ited  action o f these pioneer Am ericans in THEM SELVES setting into motion the 
events that brought them statehood!

It is interesting to note that even p r io r  to the election o f their State and F ed e ra l o f f ic e rs  
the Tennesseans wished to make it c lear that they were  through with "the hat-in-hand 
approach" to statehood. Believ ing  that, as Am erican c it izens, they were entitled to 
the sovereignty o f  statehood - -  and without undue delay - -  T e r r i to r ia l  G overnor W il l iam  
Blount (who also had served as Chairman of the Constitutional Convention) w rote  the 
U.S. Secretary o f State February 9, 1796, three days a fte r  the final draft of T ennessee 's  
Constitution had been completed:

"A s  Governor, it is my duty, and as President o f the Convention I am instructed, 
by a resolution of that body, to forward you a copy o f the Constitution form ed  
fo r  the permanent government of the State of Tennessee, which you w il l  herewith 
rece ive  by the hands of M a jo r  Joseph McMinn. . . .

"The  sixth section of the f i r s t  artic le  w ill  inform you that the f irs t  General 
Assem bly to be held under this Constitution is to commence on the last Monday 
in March next. The ob ject o f the Convention, in determining on this e a r ly  day, 
is a representation in the Congress of the United States before the termination 
o f  the present session. . . . "  1

M ich igan. - -  Th irty-n ine y ea rs  after Tennessee's success, the L eg is la t ive  Council o f 
the Michigan T e r r i t o r ia l  L eg is la tu re  decided that this was the log ica l avenue for 
85, 816 Michiganders to take to achieve statehood, as Congress had failed to pass an 
enabling act fo r  i t  despite the fact that the Northwest Ordnance of 1787 had indicated 
that statehood would follow when a population of 60, 000 had been achieved.

A  c a l l  was issued  for the e lection  of delegates to a Constitutional Convention and that 
body convened M ay 11, 1835. The document that resu lted  was ratified by the people in 
October, by a vo te  of 6, 299 to 1, 395. At the same election, a complete slate of State 
o f f ic e rs  was chosen, as w e l l  as Isaac E. Crary, to s e rv e  as Michigan's f i r s t  R ep resen 
ta tive  in Congress.

Next, the State Leg is la ture  convened November 2, 1835, as ordained by the Constitution 
and selected two U.S. Senators. The Senators, Lucius Lyon and John N orve ll ,  together

1. J .G .M .  Ramsay, The Annals of Tennessee (Kingsport, Tenn. ) 669-670
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with R ep resen ta t ive -e lec t  C rary, proceeded to Washington, where they presented 
their credentia ls . . . .  and began lobbying for  the passage o f an admission act.

M ich igan 's  admission was delayed longer than was that of Tennessee, partly because 
the State of Ohio protested  her entry into the Union on the grounds that M ich igan 's  
Constitution laid c laim  to the Toledo area, which Ohio considered  to be her t e r r i t o r y .  
A fte r  some delay, M ichigan consented to the deletion of this area fro m  its boundaries, 
and in January, 1837, Congress passed, and the President signed, a b i l l  adm itting 
M ichigan as the 26th State.

Thus, again - -  and within sixteen months of the date the Am erican  c it izens o f M ichigan 
had v igo rous ly  ex e rc ised  their fundamental r igh t of se lf-d e te rm ina tion  by approving a 
State Constitution, and had selected  the o f f ic ia ls  called fo r  by that document - -  there 
was demonstrated the power of the people, when their ob jec t  was just, and they 
approached it with su ffic ient determination.

O regon. - -  Twenty y ea rs  later, in 1857, men of leadersh ip  and v is ion  in the T e r r i t o r y  
of Oregon, impatient o v e r  Congress ' fa ilu re  to pass enabling acts which it had consid
e red  at two p r io r  sessions, decided to use the "Tennessee  P lan ". A cco rd in g ly ,  
fo llow ing a favorab le  p leb is c ite  on the subject, delegates were e lec ted  to a Constitutional 
Convention which sat in August and Septem ber, 1857.

The resultant Constitution contained a p rov is ion  (Sec. 6) that, a fte r  ra t if ica t ion , there 
would follow, in June, 1858, a spec ia l e le c t ion  for State, County, and F e d e ra l  o f f ic e rs .  
Further, it provided fo r  the assem bly  of the State Leg is la tu re , one month th erea fte r ,  
in o rd er  that that body might choose two U .S . Senators.

Th is  Constitution was ratif ied  by a vote o f 7, 195 to 3, 215 on N ovem ber  9, 1857, and 
the elections p rev ious ly  r e fe r r e d  to were  duly held. La fayette  G ro v e r  was e lec ted  to 
s e rv e  as Representative , and the leg is la tu re  chose D elazon  Smith and Joseph Lane as 
U. S. Senators. G ro v e r  and Smith le ft im m ed ia te ly  fo r  Washington; Lane w as  a lready 
there in the capacity o f O regon 's  T e r r i t o r ia l  Delegate to Congress.

C o lle c t iv e ly ,  the three  labored hard and w e l l  for their cause. C arey , in h is  exce llen t 
w ork  on the Oregon Constitution, states that "they d il igen tly  sought out and in terv iew ed  
the m em bers  of both Houses, and w ere  e a g e r  to get th e ir  seats and to begin  drawing 
the ir  pay". 2 Delazon Smith, in N ovem ber , 1858, w r it in g  a fr iend  back in Oregon, 
revea led  his own ac t iv it ies  on behalf of statehood:

"You  may bet high on the adm ission o f  Oregon ea r ly  in the sess ion . I have seen 
every  m em ber now in the city, and you better b e l ie v e  I have ' labored ' w ith  them! 
Everybody is fo r  u s ! "  3

Alaskans who are nettled by the opposition to statehood expressed  by some Alaskan 
newspapers can, perhaps, d e r ive  some com fo r t  from  the fact that Oregon a lso  had to 
c a r ry  a s im ila r  c ro s s .  Senator-e lect Sm ith wrote on this score:

" I  must say, in a l l  candor, that I d e r iv e  but very  l it t le  satisfaction f r o m  the 
perusal of our O regon  papers. It r e q u ir e s  more labor here  in Washington to 
counteract the influence of the Oregon  press  than it does to m eet  and vanquish 
a ll its other e n e m ie s ! "  4

Though the m argin  of v ic to ry  (the Senate passed the b i l l  35 to 17, the House 114 to 103) 
was not as broad as Smith's p rev ious ly  expressed  optim ism , the im portant point is that 
an admission b ill did pass, and was s igned  by P res id en t Buchanan on F eb ru a ry  14, 1859, 
only eight months a fte r  the people of O regon , under a gg ress iv e  and com petent leadership, 
e lected  their State and Federa l o f f ic e rs ,  and in all other salient respects  fo llowed the 
unique path to statehood blazed by Tennessee  and M ichigan.

2. Charles H enry  Carey, The O regon  Constitution (Salem, Oregon, 1926), 46.
3. Ib id ., 47. 
4. Ib id ., 47.
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C a li fo rn ia . - -  But, unquestionably, the m ost spectacu lar resu lt  obtained from  use of 
the "T en n essee  P la n "  was the ach ievem ent of statehood by C a li fo rn ia  in 1850.

You w i l l  r e c a l l  that tit le  to C a li fo rn ia  was obtained fro m  M ex ico  by the trea ty  o f  peace 
that fo l low ed  the Mexican W a r .  Congress, however, "n e v e r  got around" to organ iz ing  
it as a T e r r i t o r y ;  the gen era l b e l ie f  seem ed  to be that that a rea  was much too rem ote , 
and too lacking in potential, to justify  an organic ac t  which, by h is to r ic  precedent, 
would g ive  C a li fo rn ia  the status of an ap p ren t ice -s ta te .  Instead, Congress was content 
to le t  this a rea  rem ain  an unorganized M i l i ta r y  D is tr ic t ,  with B r ig .  Gen. Bennet R i le y ,  
the m i l i ta r y  commander, doubling as its c iv i l  g o ve rn o r .

Then, in 1848, with the d is c o v e r y  of gold, there suddenly began to flow  into C a li fo rn ia  
a deluge of new se t t le rs .  But these w ere  not the fa rm e r s ,  hom esteaders , and re s t le s s  
fron t ie rsm en  who had populated the other western  lands. These  w ere  go ld -s e ek e rs ,  
and they came in vast num bers from  the populous c it ie s  of the East and South. Shop
k eep e rs .  . .  . law ye rs .  . . . a r t isan s . . . . d oc tors . . . . 'the butcher, the baker, and the 
cand le -s t ick  m a k e r ' . . . .  a l l  poured into C a li fo rn ia  in search  o f quick fortunes.

Some w ere  ir respon s ib le  and law less, and with th e ir  com ing there developed p rob lem s 
in law -en fo rcem en t  and governm ent which soon o v e r - ta x e d  the shoddy, inadequate 
m i l i t a r y  governm ent p rov ided  by Washington.

Others w ere  conscientious men of good w il l .  And, m ost had this in common; Com ing 
from  the o lder Am erican  states they had known the benefits  o f stable, constitutional 
governm ent, under statehood, and they w ere  d e te rm in ed  that no in fe r io r  fo rm  would 
be acceptable . It is both in teresting  - -  and in sp ir in g  - - t o  note the enthusiasm and the 
dispatch with which they acted .

In June, 1849, Gen. R i le y  was p reva i led  upon to  issue a c a l l  f o r  a Constitutional 
Convention. Th is  he did (without p r io r  C ongress iona l authorization ) and the de lega tes  
there to  w ere  e lec ted  August 1, 1849.

The Convention convened at M onterey  one month la te r ,  and sat until O ctober 13, 1849. 
The document it produced prov ided  fo r  the estab lishm ent o f a state governm ent, and 
spec if ied  that a ra t if ica t ion  election  would be he ld  th irty  days a fte r  adjournment, at 
which tim e a l l  the e le c t iv e  state o f f ic e s  would be f i l led ,  as w e l l  as those of the two 
R ep resen ta t ives  to C on gress .

On N ovem ber  13, the peop le  enthusiastically app roved  this Constitution by a vo te  of 
12, 061 to 811. The f i r s t  State L eg is la tu re  convened th ir ty  days la ter and s e le c ted  
John C. F rem on t and W il l ia m  M. Gwin as C a l i fo rn ia 's  f i r s t  Senators. Within a few  
days of their se lection  they, and the two R e p re s en ta t iv e s -e le c t ,  Edward  G i lb e r t  and 
G eo rge  W. W right, le f t  by stagecoach for  Washington, to u rge  im m ediate  adm iss ion .

T h e ir  a r r iv a l  created  quite a st ir  at the Cap ito l - - a s  may w e l l  be im agined  - -  fo r  it 
w i l l  be rem em bered  that Congress had not been w i l l in g  to grant even T e r r i t o r i a l  status 
to this area, and now these brash W es te rn e rs  had com e demanding statehood!

Bancroft, in his H is to ry  o f Ca lifo rn ia , repo rted  that " th e ir  p resence in Washington 
was regarded  by some o f both sections, but e s p e c ia l ly  by the South, as unwarranted, 
even  im pertinent". 5

P r o - s la v e r y  Southerners were  enraged  because C a li fo rn ia  proposed to be adm itted  as 
a " f r e e "  state. W il l iam  R. Tans il l ,  L ib r a r y  of C on gress  analyst, states: "T h e  South 
was so strong in its denunciation o f the p roposed  adm iss ion  that talk of s ecess ion  was 
heard in m ore  than one Southern State. "  ^

The Congressional debate which C a l i fo rn ia 's  bold action prec ip ita ted  lasted e igh t months. 
During its course Califo rn ians w e re  b it te r ly  a ssa i led  as "a  group o f  i l l -m a n n ered  
adventurers  and ru ffians who had not bothered to wait fo r  an enabling a c t" .  7

5. Hubert Howe Bancro ft, H is to ry  of C a l i fo rn ia  (San F ranc isco , 1888), V I, 342.
6. W il l iam  R. T an s i l l ,  E lection  of C ongress iona l Delegations P r i o r  to the 

A ccord ing  o f Statehood (L ib ra r y  of C on gress ,
7. Ib id ., 14.



But, whereas Congress ional sentiment in it ia lly  appeared to be against her, the weight 
o f Justice, (and the persuasiveness of her four s te lla r  " lobby is ts " ) ,  u ltimately tipped 
the sca les  in h e r  favor, and on September 9, 1850, Californ ia  was admitted. . . . eleven 
months after i ts  Constitutional Convention had completed its labors on the document 
which set into motion the chain of events that led to statehood.

It  s eem s p ecu lia r ly  appropriate that the documentary section of this presentation 
should be concluded with an h istorian 's  fo rce fu l comment on the m em or ia l C a li fo rn ia 's  
C on gress ion a l delegation-e lect presented to the Congress:

" A  state government, and such a system  of m easures as a state leg is lature, 
alone, cou ld  enact was im pera t ive ly  necessary . The neglect of Congress had 
fo rced  C a li fo rn ia  to fo rm  such a government.

"T h ey  (Ca liforn ians) did not present them selves as supplicants, nor with 
arrogance  or presumption. They came as free  Am erican  c it izens - -  c itizens 
by treaty, by adoption, and by birth - -  and asked only fo r  a common share in 
the com m on benefits and common il ls ,  and for an opportunity to promote the 
general w e lfa re  as one of the United States. "  8

Conclusion. - -  The deeper this re s ea rch e r  has probed into the subject during the past 
e igh t years , the stronger his convictions have become that the "Tennessee  P lan " o ffe rs  
Alaskans th e ir  most lo g ica l  avenue to statehood.

N o t  m e re ly  because of h istoric precedent - -  though it is certa in ly  true that the plan has, 
h ere to fo re ,  been fo llow ed  by statehood in a ll seven instances 9 in which it was used. 
W h ile  this unbroken chain of successes is, in itself, quite encouraging, it is fe lt that 
th ere  are  o ther, and even more positive, advantages which may reasonably be expected 
to fo llow  such an action. Among them are these:

1. Such an action by Alaskans would almost surely "capture the headlines". . .  . and 
i f  the s to r y  of A laska  and its entitlement to statehood is to be gotten across  to 
stateside Am ericans, it w il l  have to be by use of page one, for, as e v e ry  editor 
knows, M r .  and M rs .  A verage  Am erican  do not read even the best written ed itor ia l 
page.

2. The dramatic values of such an action would also, I be lieve , cause A laska 's  
Senators and Congressm an-e lect to be much sought-after fo r  appearances on 
national TV  and rad io  program s, and fo r  a rt ic les  in broad ly  read magazines.
Here would be further opportunities to te ll A laska 's  story, and to en list that 
m easure  o f militant public support which, to date, has been sadly lacking.

3. T h is  story, i f  told broadly and e ffec t ive ly , w il l  make it c lea r  not only to 
A m er ican s , but to other peoples as well, that Uncle Sam, the leader o f the F r e e  
W orld , would, h im self, be guilty o f "co lon ia l ism " were Congress to continue 
te r r i to r ia l ism  in Alaska and Hawaii. F o r  in the final analysis " t e r r i to r ia l is m " ,
as p rac t iced  in A laska and Hawaii, is s imply the Am erican  vers ion  o f "co lon ia lism ". 
It is m y  deep conviction that the untenability of this position, once the floodlights 
of fu ll publicity w ere  turned upon it, would, itself, v ir tua lly  guarantee that A laska 's 
statesm en would not be sent home empty-handed.

4. Perhaps the most positive single benefit which could reasonably be expected 
to s tem  from this action would be this: It would give A laska three "Super- 
L ob b y is ts "  to p lead her just cause.

8, Zoeth  Skinner Eldredge, H is to ry  of Californ ia  (New York, 1915), 278-374.
9. In  addition to Tennessee, Michigan, Californ ia  and Oregon, the T e r r i t o r ie s  of 
Iowa, Minnesota and Kansas took s im ila r  action. Though they, too, were successful, 
th e ir  case h is to r ies  have not been detailed here because of some unusual c ircu m 
stance that attended their adm issions. Kansas, fo r  example, was admitted in 1861 
a fte r  the Southern States had seceded. 
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Can anyone question the salutary e ffect of calls upon Senators and Representatives 
by these, the elected representatives  of the people of Alaska, who, if  seated, would 
thereafter cas t A laska 's  VOTES on measures that com e before the Congress? 
Including, I  might add, numerous bills  in which the gentlemen called upon would 
have a v e r y  deep in te res t !

While re a l ism  prompts the feeling that many Southern opponents w ill remain such to 
the end, it seems equally rea lis t ic  to expect that such face -to - face  conversations 
w ill  surely help to a llay  some of the present concern of this group.

M oreover, ir r e sp e c t iv e  of what one may think of the brand of a rch-conservatism  
espoused by these men, it must be conceded that they are, indeed, astute practical 
politicians.

5. F inally , but su re ly  not least in importance, would be the invigorating e ffect of a 
dynamic deed of this kind upon the people of Alaska.

Is it not reasonable to presume that this essentially Am erican action could w e ll p ro 
vide the spark which would ignite latent public enthusiasm for  statehood? That, at 
least, was the experience  of the other statehood-seeking areas discussed. . . .and I 
do not b e l ie v e  Alaskans would react differently. That is, i f  they rea lly  W ANT 
statehood to the d eg ree  it was des ired  by those e a r l ie r  Am ericans.

I  am not blind to the poss ib ility  of fa ilure. . .  . even though the "Tennessee  P lan " has 
succeeded each time it has been used. Each of those successes could have been a 
failure, had the leadersh ip  of those areas been less astute, or w ere  they lacking in 
vision, boldness, or enthusiasm. However, even had they fa iled  there can hardly be 
any question but that the ir  dynamic action would have brought the ir  areas c loser  to 
ultimate statehood. In this respect the "Tennessee P lan " appears to be the sort of 
endeavor wherein  Alaskans would have everything to gain. . . . a n d  nothing to lose!

But, subject only to the proviso that it be properly executed, it is d ifficu lt to believe 
that the plan would fa i l .  A laska 's  chances of success with it should be grea ter  than 
were those of Ca lifo rn ia  or Oregon. F o r  you, today, would have the tremendous 
advantage o f modern communication fo r  the task of molding public opinion.

Principally , however, the "Tennessee P lan" would provide a veh ic le  fo r  an aggress ive  
attack. N o  people in h istory e ve r  accomplished anything worth-while without making a 
commensurate e ffo rt.  No nation has ever won a war by remaining on the defensive. 
Deeds win wars. . . . and achieve ideals!

That there would be protests against this action, both from within and without, is a 
foregone conclusion. Some w il l  p erce ive  to see in it the seeds of anarchy; others w ill  
base the ir  objections upon its " ir regu la r ity " .

You have a lready seen that it is NOT irregu lar. N or  is it i l lega l.  F o r  the v e ry  f ir s t  
A rtic le  o f  our B il l  of Rights, you w il l  recall, guarantees that "Congress  shall make no 
law .. ,  . prohibiting the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the 
Government for a red ress  of gr ievances".

In its v e r y  essence the "Tennessee P lan" is a forthrigh t and log ica l fo rm  in which to 
petition the Government for the redress  of a monstrous grievance. Because the 
grievance is rea l and stubborn the petition for its correction  must be vigorous and 
dramatic. For these reasons the "Tennessee P lan "  has A LW A Y S  succeeded in the past.

I f irm ly  be lieve  that it can succeed again - -  for Alaska.



OUR 49th and 50th STAT5S
BY

GEORGS. LEHLEITNER

(D e livered  to Baton Rouge, Louisiana, 
Lions Club, May 1955)

Though not a mind reader I  b e lieve  I  can imagine that when 
your President announced my subject would deal with s ta te 
hood f o r  A laska and Hawaii, some o f you asked yourselves:
"d idn ’ t  Congress k i l l  that proposal a few weeks ago” ?

So i t  did . . , f o r  the current session o f Congress. But 
when th e  next Congress convenes the statehood issue w i l l  come 
up AGAIN; and i t  w i l l  continue to come up in every Congress u n t i l  
Hawaii and Alaska become our 49th and 50th s tates .

Inc iden tly , i f  I  appear to concentrate my remarks on Alaska I  do 
so because i t  is  the lesser  known o f  the two T e r r i to r ie s .  But 
substantia lly  every in equ ity  suffered by Alaskans is a lso the l o t  
o f our Hawaii-Americans, . . and f o r  the id en tica l reason that 
neither area is  a s ta te .

P r in c ipa lly  I  fa vo r  statehood fo r  Alaska and Hawaii because o f 
what i t  would do f o r  the United States.

Alaska is  more than twice as large as Texas. I t  is  NOT a vast 
area o f  perpetual ic e  and snow. Much o f i t  is  f e r t i l e  and adapt
able to  agricu ltu re ; the climate o f  those sections compares very  
favorably with some o f  our more northerly  s ta tes . The winter 
temperatures o f Juneau, Alaska’ s c a p ita l ,  are approximately the 
same as those o f  Washington, D.C. !

Despite the d isgrace fu l fa c t  that a f t e r  88  years of Federal
stewardship most o f  Alaska yet remains to be accurately surveyed, 
i t  is  known that the T e rr ito ry  contains important deposits o f  
copper, iron, coa l, t i n ,  cobalt, n i c k e l ,  tungsten, molybdenum, 
zinc, titanium, platinum, lead, antimony, f lu o r i t e ,  chromite, 
zirconium, magnetite, bismuth and mercury. You, of course, know 
o f Alaska’ s gold - -  o f  which there has already been mined an amount 
that has returned Uncle Sam his purchase price 100 times over, 
and geo log is ts  b e l ie v e  the Terr ito ry  contains huge petroleum and 
uranium reserves, Yes, Alaska is ,  by fa r ,  our Nation’ s r ichest 
mineral storehouse.

In addition, Alaska’ s sw ift  r ive rs  represent hundreds o f  m ill ion s  
o f undeveloped k ilowatts o f  power, She has more timber than a l l  
48 states combined; that which ripens annually — and goes to 
waste — in her tremendous softwood fo rests  could be converted 
into paper su f f ic ie n t  to take care o f  a large part o f  our national 
needs in  perpetu ity !
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But, lad ies  and gentlemen, these are la rge ly  la ten t resources.
L i t t l e  has been done to develop them fo r  the very good reason that 
Alaska has been f irm ly  held in a bureaucratic v ise  since aqu is i-  
t io n ,  and th is  handicap has th ro tt led  her economic and p o l i t i c a l  
development. For the s ta r t l in g  tru th  is that today, 88 years 
a f t e r  annexation, the Federal government s t i l l  owns 99.4% o f Alaska.

I t  is  fundamental that the development o f any f r o n t ie r  area de
pends la rg e ly  upon i t s  transportation  f a c i l i t i e s .  Because the 
Federal government has owned over 99% of Alaska; the construction 
o f  that area 's  transportation  system, obviously, has been a Fed
e ra l r esp o n s ib i l i ty .  Louisiana, on ly  one-twelfth as large as 
Alaska, has constructed more than 1 5 ,0 0 0  m iles of  highways; the 
Federal government has b u i l t  3,500 miles in Alaska . . . and most 
o f  that is  m ilita ry ,  or wholly w ith in  a Federal rese rva t ion !

Federal development o f other modes o f  transportation has lagged  
equally . There is  one Federally-owned ra ilroad , 470 miles long, 
to develop an area o n e - f i f th  as la rg e  as the en tire  United States!  
You can judge the manner in  which th is  government-operated r a i l 
road performs i t s  assignment of "develop ing the T e rr ito ry "  by the 
fa c t  that i t s  ton-mile f r e ig h t  ra te s  are EIGHT TIMES the U.S. 
average!
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Our American h is to ry  revea ls  that, without a s ing le  exception, in 
each o f  the 35 s ta tes  added to the o r ig in a l 1 3 , development was 
retarded until AFTER those areas became s ta tes . And, i f  i t  took 
the s t a b i l i t y  o f  statehood - - and the in i t ia t i v e  o f  private enter
prise which flou rishes  ONLY in such an atmosphere - - fo r  each o f 
the 35 to  develop i t s  po ten t ia ls ,  why should not the same hold true 
fo r  Alaska?

Where is  the lo g ic  - - or the fa irn ess  - - in asking Alaska to  
develop more f u l l y  PRIOR to statehood when every h is to r ic a l  pre
cedent p la in ly  t e l l s  us statehood PRECEDES, rather than fo l low s , 
economic and p o l i t i c a l  development? A recent Scripps-Howard 
e d i to r ia l  very ap tly  poin ts out that those who contend Alaska 
should develop more f u l l y  before the grant o f statehood are 
taking the position  o f  a parent who in s is ts  that her child learn 
to swim BEFORE going in to  the w a ter !

To those who b e lieve  that Alaska' s northerly location - - rather 
than i t s  inadequate form of government - - has been the prime 
b a rr ie r  to. her growth, I 'd  l ik e  to  suggest that Denmark, Norway, 
Sweden and Finland share Alaska's la t itu des , topography and climate; 
yet they, in a smaller area - - and, I b e l ie v e ,  w ith  less natural 
resources - - support a healthy, prosperous population o f 19 
m illions  of people I

Our Nation urgently needs a robust Alaska and the f u l l  development 
o f A laska's r ich  resources. She can - -  and w i l l  - - become one 
o f our great states i f  we w i l l  on ly cast o f f  her bureaucratic



shackles and give her the statehood her people need, want, and 
deserved

But there seems to me to be a yet more compelling reason fo r  
statehood: These T e rr ito r ie s  are America’ s showcase of democracy,
and as such, are on view to the entire world.

And what do we display to the world in our Alaskan and Hawaiian 
showcases? An in te l l ig en t ,  well-educated, and devoutly loya l 
c it izen ry , who have fought with va lor and d is t inction  in four 
American wars. Many are your and my former neighbors. This is  
particu lar ly  true in Alaska where more than three-fourths of the 
people are former residents o f the 48 states, who, fo llow ing  the 
examples o f th e ir  American pioneer ancestors, moved to our Nation’s 
la s t  f ro n t ie r  to carve homes, businesses and professions from the 
w ilderness.

I  would not leave you with the impression that Alaska is  a l l  
wilderness. For despite the hardships they ’ ve had to contend with 
because o f the inadequacies o f  T e r r i to r ia l  government, these hardy 
Americans have transplanted th e ir  s k i l ls  and cultures to that 
area. You would f e e l  very much at home there. Alaskans have ex
ce llen t schools, churches and towns; over 80,000 people l i v e  in 
Anchorage, Alaska’ s largest c i ty ,  and you would find  i t  to  be as 
modern as your own splendid c i ty .

Alaska pays i t s  teachers higher sa laries  than do ANY of the 48 
states; and the average Alaskan has had more years of schooling 
than his cousin back home. Alaskan women were p r iv i leged  to vote 
six years before our 48 states r a t i f ie d  the Nineteenth Amendment 
to the Constitution. Alaska was also the f i r s t  American community 
to establish the 8 hour day. In short, Alaskans have shown them
selves to be good c it izens .

But good citizenship is  a two-way contract. A nation has a right 
to expect that i t s  people w i l l  be good c it izens  . . ., and they, 
in turn, are entitled  to expect equality o f  treatment from the 
nation. Especially when a crysta l -clear promise to that e f fe c t  
has been made. I should l ik e  to read A r t ic le  I I I  o f the Treaty 
o f Cession between the U. S. and Russia, by which Alaska was 
acquired in 1867. I  quote:

" The inhabitants o f  the ceded te r r i to ry ,  according to th e ir  choice 
reserving thei r  natural a lleg iance, may return to  Russia within 
three years, but i f  they should pre fer to  remain in the ceded 
te r r i to ry ,  they, with the exception of unciv ilized  native tr ibes, 
shall be admitted to  the enjoyment, o f a l l  the r igh ts , advantages 
and immunities of c it izen s  o f  the United States, and shall be 
maintained and protected in the free  enjoyment o f  th e ir  l ib e r ty ,  
property and re l ig ion . "  (A rt. I I I  o f Treaty of Cession between 
United States and Russia; r a t i f i e d  by the U„ S., May 28, I 86 7 . )
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How have we kept that solemn trea ty  ob ligation  to admit Alaskan- 
Americans " to  the enjoyment of ALL the RIGHTS, ADVANTAGES and 
IMMUNITIES o f c it izen s  of the United States"'?

The greater part of 100 years have passed since that pledge was 
given . . . and no Alaskan has yet voted fo r  a President o f the 
United States!

Nor for th e ir  own Governor. Or Judiciary. For Alaskan and Hawaiian 
governors and judges are not selected by the people they are to
go vern and judge: instead they are p o l i t i c a l  appointees o f the 

party in power in Washington.

Hawaiians and Alaskans are permitted to se lect th e ir  own T e r r i to r ia l  
Legislatures, but even this turns out to  be a hollow p r iv i le g e  . . . 
fo r  every act o f these leg is la tu res  is  subject to TWO vetoes; one, 
by i t s  Washington-appointed governor, and the second (and this 
one is absolute!) by the U. S. Congress!

Perhaps the most v i t a l  RIGHT denied them is  one we are sometimes 
inclined to take fo r  granted: the protection we rece ive from our 
Senators and Representatives. Alaskans and Hawaiians have no 
vote in Congress . . . for  only states may send Representatives and 
Senators to Washington.

What, do you suppose, would happen were some northern Congressman 
to propose that a l l  o i l  produced in Louisiana be shipped in crude 
form to northern-refineries fo r  re fin ing  and processing? The 
question, I  know, is  academic . . . fo r  i f  any such law had ever 
been proposed our Louisiana Congressmen would STILL be ta lk ing 
against i t .  Were such a discriminatory law passed i t  would be 
short-lived, fo r  the Supreme Court would have no choice but to 
declare i t  unconstitutional under that clause of the Constitution 
which prohibits discrimination against any State.

I t  happens that sugar is  as important to Hawaii as petroleum is  
to  Louisiana. I t  - - and not tourists - - is  Hawaii's biggest 
industry.

In 1934 Congress passed the Jones-Costigan Act which made i t  manda
tory that a l l  sugar grown in Hawaii must be shipped in raw form 
to some mainland refinery fo r  refin ing and processing as fin ished 
sugar!

Alaska has been the victim o f a similar v ic iously  discriminatory 
law passed by Congress in 1920. Sponsored by a Senator from 
Washington State, i t  gave the port o f Seattle - - and Seattle 
railroad and steamship interests - - a monopoly on fre igh t moving 

      to and from Alaska. In the intervening 35 years Alaskans have had 
to pay exhorbitant fre igh t rates that have been as much as four 
times higher than those applying to sim ilar movements between the 
states. I  might also add that this unjust l aw is  s t i l l  on the 
statute books, and w il l  probably remain until statehood expunges i t .



Naturally, these cases were taken to the U. S. Supreme Court, That 
body frankly  recognized that discrimination existed which would 
have n u l l i f i e d  these laws had they applied to  Americans residing 
in a s ta t e ; but these were not i l l e g a l  because the discrimination 
was against Americans l i v i n g  in a T e r r i t o r y !

In other words, the only r e l i e f  open to these Americans is :  
Statehood!

In the ear ly  years o f  th is  century, when Alaska’ s huge coal deposits 
were found, Pennsylvanians and Vest Virginians in Washington made 
the alarming discovery that the ir  s ta tes ’ coal reserves would be 
depleted ( in  about 6,000 years) and so the Federal government 
promptly designated the Alaskan area containing the newly discovered 
coal deposits a “Federal Forest Reserve” - - and that very e f f e c t 
i v e l y  put the padlock on Alaska’ s coal . . . and, inc idently ,  
e liminated i t  as a poten t ia l  competitor o f  Pennsylvania and West 
V irg in ia  mines!

Ladies and Gentlemen, "co lonia l ism" is  s t i l l  " colonialism” , no 
matter by what name i t  i s  called - - and these pract ices  are 
"co lon ia l ism ” in i t s  crudest form. To my eyes - - and, I ’ m sure, 
to  yours as we l l  - - the ugly cape o f  colonialism doesn’ t look 
good on my Uncle Sam!

I  only wish I  could, somehow, inde l ib ly  implant in your minds the 
fa c t  that these in ju s t ices  and in d ign i t ie s  are being imposed upon 
f e l lo w  Americans. Fellow Americans, I  might add, who are required 
to  pay Uncle Sam every Federal tax you and I  pay as Louisianians!

Let us be honest with ourselves: in  the face  of such examples of 
raw “ colonialism", are we p r iv i leged  to point an accusing f in ge r  
at Soviet Russia, or at Communist China, because they make a 
mockery o f  the democratic process by permitting but ONE name on 
each ba l lo t?

Our country came into being 179 years ago because the degradation 
o f  " colonialism"  was repugnant to  our Founding Fathers. They 
be l ieved  that " Taxation Without Representation" was tyranny . . . 
and that "Government Without the Consent o f  the Governed" was an 
e v i l  thing.

Are these in just ices  l e s se r  e v i l s  in 1955? Rather am I  inclined 
to  f e e l  that you share my b e l i e f  that they are greater  e v i l s ,  today, 
when the practice o f  "co lon ia l ism" is  despised throughout the world. 
And, may I  add, a world in which, even now, a t i t a n ic  struggle is  
being waged fo r  the minds of men.

Thus fa r  we appear to be try ing to  buy the l o y a l t i e s  of the so- 
ca l led  "uncommitted peoples" with do l la rs .  I t  is  a matter o f  record



that since the end o f World War I I  we’ ve given away about s ix ty  
b i l l io n s  o f do lla rs  in various ’’ fo re ign  a id” programs.

I  submit, my fe llow -L ions , that inso far as the peoples o f  Ind ia , 
Indonesia, Burma, Korea, and many another former colony are 
concerned, the act o f granting the equality o f  statehood to 
Alaska and Hawaii would carry more weight than a l l  o f  the b i l l io n s  
we’ ve already spent — or intend to  spend. For u n t i l  th is is  done 
we stand equally gu ilty , w ith the ’’ Colonial Powers” , o f  practic ing  
’’ colon ialism ” upon a subject people. I f  anything, our offense is  
the g rea ter , as we, while professing to be against i t ,  have 
imposed i t  upon a group o f  our own fe l lo w -c i t i z e n s !

There is  yet a f in a l  in ju s t ic e  I  am sure you would have me bring 
to your a tten tion ; the young men o f  Alaska and Hawaii are 
dra fted  by Uncle Sam even as you and your sons are. Almost
30, 000 young men from Alaska and Hawaii were conscripted in 
the f i r s t  World War; over 60,000 served in World War I I ,  and
30, 000 more were drafted — and wore American uniforms with honor 
and d is t in c t ion  — in the Korean War.

Please do not misunderstand me; Alaskans and Hawaiians are PROUD 
to serve th is , th e ir  Country, whenever i t  needs them. But they, 
too, are en t it led  to the d ign ity  and the comfort that comes from 
knowing that they are r isk in g  th e ir  l iv e s  to  preserve the 
"democratic way of l i f e "  f o r  themselves, and th e ir  f a m i l i e s . . . .  
as w e l l  as f o r  others!  That ominous telegram which begins;
"The Secretary o f  Defense deeply regrets the necess ity  of informing 
y o u . . . "  brings as much pain to the hearts o f  Alaskan and Hawaiian 
mothers, fathers and wives as i t  does to Louisianians.

Yes, when the world looks into our Alaskan and Hawaiian "showcases" 
i t  f in ds  in con trovert ib le  evidence o f an American which — as fa r  
as her c it iz en s  in those T e rr ito r ie s  are concerned — has turned 
her back upon the p r inc ip les  upon which she was founded. They 
are, indeed, shabby showcases fo r  American democracy!

In var iab ly , then, the question ar ises ; "Why hasn’ t  Congress 
granted statehood"? My answer can be b r i e f ;  s e l f i s h ,  partisan 
p o l i t i c s !  While I  do not personally subscribe to th is  arb itrary  
conclusion, i t  is  unfortunately true that many men in  Congress 
f e e l  that Alaska would send Democrats to  Washington, and Hawaii 
would e lec t  Republicans.

Consequently, each Party has str iven  to bring in the Terr itory  
i t  be lieved  would add to  i t s  own numerical strength, and because 
Congress, f o r  years, has been almost evenly d iv ided  i t  has been 
impossible f o r  one Party  to enforce i t s  w i l l  upon the other.



And when the two b i l ls  are tied together — as has been the case 
in the two past Congresses — the leaderships of BOTH Parties 
lose th e ir  enthusiasm f o r  statehood and the joined measure 
a ttracts  the combined opposition!

Typical o f that opposition is the position taken by some Texans: 
they are frank to admit they w i l l  always oppose Alaska because 
i t  would become the la rges t  s ta te !

And, as a Southerner, I  am ashamed to say that many Southern 
Congressmen oppose both because they fear  that Alaskan and Hawaiian 
Congressmen w i l l  not vote  as they (the opposed) would want them 
to vote . This is ,  to my mind, the most d isgracefu l of a l l  reasons 
fo r  opposing statehood. May I  add, also, that u n ti l  Alaska’ s 
and Hawaii’ s Congressmen are chosen how can anyone short o f God 
presume to know how those men w i l l  vote on any given issue?

I  am immensely proud, as a Louisianian, to  t e l l  you that several 
Louisiana Congressmen have consistently favored statehood.
Senator Long, in particu lar, has been outstanding in his support 
and has thereby added considerably to his stature as a statesman 
of v is ion  who places the best in terests  o f  his Nation and i t s  
people above petty considerations o f partisan p o l i t ic s .

When w i l l  Alaska and Hawaii become States? This w i l l  occur when 
enough Americans take su ff ic ien t  in teres t in this disgraceful 
situation to write th e ir  Congressional representatives and ins is t 
upon i t s  correction. Only Congress has the power to admit new 
states ...and  Congress, apparently, w i l l  not act u n ti l  YOU, the 
people back home, express your wishes c lea r ly  and d is t in c t ly .  
Certainly your fe l low -c it izen s  in Alaska and Hawaii are powerless 
to influence Congress; they have no v o te !

No...the respon s ib il ity  rests squarely upon you...and me...and 
upon our fellow-Americans in the 48 s ta tes .

May I  suggest, then, that you — this very day — write Congressman 
Morrison and Senator Ellender your views on this v i t a l  matter?
And while you’ re w rit ing , drop Senator Long a note to l e t  him 
know you appreciate the statesmanlike stand he has taken. I t  is  
both our p r iv ilege  and our duty, as good c it izens, to l e t  our 
Congressional representatives know our fee lings  on such v i t a l  
issues.

I f  you w i l l  do these things — and w i l l  help spread the Hawaiian 
and Alaskan story among your friends - -  you’ l l  have the deep 
sa tis fac t ion  that comes from knowing that you did your part to 
help correct a long-standing in ju s t ice .



Moreover, you w i l l  know that you helped make your Country b igger and 
stronger.. .both physically and morally.

Perhaps most important of a l l ,  at th is c r i t i c a l  period in h istory, 
you w i l l  have helped our beloved Nation stand before the world 
erect and with clean hands, and proudly show that i t  tru ly  
’'practices what i t  preaches1' when i t  advocates government "OF 
the people, BY the people, and FOR the people” . . . fo r  a l l  men... 
everywhere.

I  am most gratefu l fo r  the p r iv ilege  o f  appearing before you, and 
fo r  your very gracious attention.

(Delivered to Baton Rouge, Louisiana, Lions Clubs, May, 1955.)



The 
Tennessee Plan

. . . how the bold became States



—FOREWORD—

As was the case with so many of us who saw 
service in that conflict, World W ar II brought me 
into initial contact with Hawaii and Alaska. It also 
served as my introduction to the vast problems our 
fellow Americans in those Territories must contend 
with as a result of the inadequacies and inequities 
of Territorial government. Ever since I’ve considered 
it a privileged duty to aid the Alaska-Hawaii state
hood movement.

Out of the disappointments and frustrations that 
have attended those efforts, there developed a strong 
curiosity over the manner in which other American 
areas —  especially the more remote ones —  had 
attained statehood.

Curiosity begat research; and, out of that labor 
there developed the realization that several of the 
states had to hurdle the identical barriers of distance, 
non-contiguity, bitter opposition from a powerful 
segment of Congress, and broad public and Congres
sional apathy, which are, today, the principal obstacles 
that stand between Alaska and Hawaii, and statehood.

In itself that was no unique discovery; Congres
sional friends of the Territories have long known and 
stressed that fact. W hat did come to light that is 
unique, however, was the METHOD by which 
several of those pioneer areas won statehood from 
the frequently reluctant Congresses of their day.

It has been almost 100 years since this unusual 
highway to statehood was last used by an American 
people determined to obtain their proper birthrights 
of representation in their national government, and 
the privilege of administering their own local affairs. 
Perhaps it was because of this long period of disuse 
that the road's contour had become hidden from 
popular view.

But, when the overgrowths and dusts of the in
tervening century are removed the tracks left by our 
pioneer forefathers from Tennessee, Michigan, Cali
fornia and Oregon lie in dear relief. It is my earnest 
hope that our Nation's pioneers of today —  the 
Alaskans — will find the road as serviceable as did 
those earlier Americans, who, through its use, secured 
for themselves and their children their full measure 
of the dignity and freedom of American citizenship.

Geo. H. Lehleitner
New Orleans, La.
October, 1956



— ACKNOWLEDGMENTS— THE TENNESSEE PLAN
It would not be accurate to  leave you with the 

impression that the evidence of the following pages 
stems exclusively from my own research. In addition, 
there have been at least two very scholarly studies on 
this subject, and I have drawn liberally upon both.

The earlier was that made in 1951 by the Uni
versity of Hawaii’s Drs.. Robert M. Kamins and 
Daniel W. Tuttle, Jr., titled State Elections Prior to 
Admittance into the Union. Its 49 fact-filled pages 
reflect intense study.

The other was done by the Library of Congress. 
This study, by Dr. W illiam  R. Tansill, of the 
Library’s American National Government Division, 
began in the summer of 1955 and carried over into 
1956. Its results are documented in the paper, Election 
of Congressional Delegations Prior to the According 
of Statehood, in the foreword to which Dr. Tansill 
states:

"One hundred and nineteen volumes of 
local history were examined in an effort 
to ascertain popular attitudes; and to 
capture Congressional viewpoints, local 
histories, political biographies and mem
oirs, the 'Annals of Congress’, the 'Reg
ister of Debates’, and 'Congressional 
Globe’ (predecessor to the ’Congres
sional Record’), and numerous Congres
sional Journals and reports were perused.’’

I also wish to record m y very great obligation to 
Senator Russell B. Long, of Louisiana, at whose 
request the Library of Congress made its exhaustive 
study.

A debt is owed Dr. W illiam  R. Hogan, Chairman, 
Department of History, Tulane University of Loui
siana, for his encouragement and suggestions. Simi
larly, 1 am indebted to Dr. Ernest R. Bartley, Professor 
of Political Science, University of Florida, for his 
many helpful suggestions.

And, lastly, I am grateful to the President and the 
Delegates of the Alaska Constitutional Convention 
for their gracious invitation to place before that body 
the historical background of the Tennessee Plan. This 
was done in January, 1956.

The Convention’s decision to recommend its use, 
and the subsequent ratification of this action by the 
people of Alaska, followed.

The material in this booklet is a summation of 
that placed before the Convention. G.H.L.

— How the Bold Became States—
This is the story of what has always seemed to 

me to be some of the most fascinating (and excit
ing! ) chapters of our country's history; the record 
of how earlier generations of American pioneers 
secured their birthrights of first-class American citi
zenship, through the attainment of statehood, in the 
face of major obstacles which — as with Alaska — 
included repeated Congressional refusals to pass 
enabling legislation.

Today, Tennessee, M ichigan, C alifornia and 
Oregon do not, in any sense, appear to us to be 
isolated or remote parts of our Union. Nor will 
Alaska or Hawaii so appear to our children and 
grandchildren.

But, in 1795, the highest mountains in the Appa
lachians, which lay astride the North Carolina- 
Tcnncssee border, were looked upon by many short
sighted men of that day as virtually impassable bar
riers to the extensive development of Tennessee and 
other western lands then owned by the infant Nation.

Fortunately for the Nation, there lived in those 
areas sufficient men of vision and vigor, and, to a 
very appreciable degree, we are indebted to their fore
sight and zeal for the unparalleled speed with which 
the United States evolved from a handful of relatively 
weak colonies hugging the Atlantic coastline to a 
continent-spanning giant.

Because this unique approach to statehood was 
first conceived and applied by the men who settled 
Tennessee, it seemed both fitting and proper that it 
should be designated as "The Tennessee Plan". In 
addition to Tennessee, six other American areas 
attained statehood through use of The Tennessee 
Plan, and this is the way it happened:

TENNESSEE

Angered and impatient over the failure of the 
Nation’s first three Congresses to award them state
hood, the rugged frontiersmen of the Tennessee area 
(then known as the Southwest Territory), in 1796, 
held a Constitutional Convention. The historic docu
ment drafted by that body was described by Jefferson 
as "The least imperfect and most republican of any 
state."1 Into it was written a simple, life-giving clause
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that fixed a date on which all federal and state 
officials were to be elected.

Because the Federal Constitution at that time pro
vided for the choosing of U. S. Senators by the state 
legislatures, Tennessee's Senators were selected by the 
Tennessee General Assembly which convened initially 
for that purpose March 28, 1796, or about one month 
following the election of that body’s membership.

Shortly after their designation as such, Senators- 
elect William Cocke and William Blount departed 
for Washington with their credentials. Although the 
Senate, understandably, refused to seat them prior to 
Tennessee’s formal admission, they did such an admi
rable job of lobbying their "State's” case that Con
gress, which previously had refused to consider an 
enabling act for this Territory, completed passage of 
an admission bill on May 31, 1796! President Wash
ington signed the bill the following day, and thus 
Tennessee became our 16th State . . . the first state 
to be carved from national territory . . . and less 
than four months following the spirited action of 
these pioneer Americans who, THEMSELVES, set 
into motion the events that brought them statehood!

It is interesting to note that even prior to the 
election of their State and Federal officers the Ten
nesseans wished to make it clear that they were 
through with the "hat-in-hand approach” to statehood. 
Believing that, as American citizens, they were 
e n t i t l e d  to the sovereignty of statehood — and with
out undue delay — Territorial Governor William 
Blount (who also had served as President of the 
Constitutional Convention) wrote the U. S. Secretary 
of Stare February 9, 1796, three days after the final 
draft of Tennessee’s Constitution had been completed: 

"As Governor, it is my duty, and as 
President of the Convention I am in
structed, by a resolution of that body, 
to forward you a copy of the Constitu
tion formed for the permanent govern
ment of the State of Tennessee, which 
you will herewith receive by the hands
of Major Joseph McMinn.....................
The sixth section of the first article will 
inform you that the first General As
sembly to be held under this Constitu
tion is to commence on the last Monday 
in March next. The object of rlic Con

vention, in determining on this early 
day, is representation in the Congress of 
the United States before the termination 
of the present session. . . ."2

Among the inspired delegates to the trail-blazing 
Tennessee Constitutional Convention of 1796 was 
a spirited young lawyer whom the people chose to 
be their new state’s first Representative in Congress. 
Later, he became our seventh President, Andrew 
lackson.

M ICHIGAN

A  generation later, in 1835, it was the settlers 
of Michigan Territory who found their political and 
economic progress blocked by those who felt that the 
area was yet "too remote” to justify statehood.

The Northwest Ordinance of 1787 had indicated 
that statehood would follow when a population of 
sixty thousand had been attained . . . and the most 
recent census had shown the Territory's population 
to have been 85,816 . . .  but the intervening Con
gresses had failed to pass an enabling act.

Thus, in 1835, the Territorial Legislative Council 
decided that it was logical that Michigan, too, should 
follow the road Tennessee had blazed. A call was 
issued for the election of delegates to a Constitutional 
Convention. That body convened in May, 1835, and 
the document it produced was ratified by the people 
in October of that year, by a vote of 6,299 to 1,395. 
At the same election a complete slate of State officers 
was chosen, as well as Isaac E. Crary, to serve as 
Michigan's first Representative in Congress.

Next, the State Legislature convened November 
2, 1835, as ordained by the Constitution, and selected 
two U. S. Senators. The Senators, Lucius Lyon and 
John Norvcll, together with Representative-elect 
Crary, proceeded to Washington, where they pre
sented their credentials . . . and began lobbying for 
the passage of an admission act.

Michigan's admission was delayed because the 
State of Ohio protested her entry into the Union on 
the grounds that Michigan's Constitution laid claim 
to the Toledo area, which Ohio considered to be her 
territory. After some delay, Michigan consented to 
the deletion of this area from its boundaries, and in 
January, 1837, Congress passed, and the President 
signed, a bill admitting Michigan as the 26th State.
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Thus, again — and within sixteen months of the 
date the American citizens of Michigan had vigo r

ously exercised their fundamental right of self- 
determination by approving a State Constitution, and 
had selected the officials called for by that document 
— there was demonstrated the power of the people, 
when their object was just, and they approached it 
with sufficient determination.

OREGON

Twenty years later, in 1857, men of leadership 
and vision in the Territory of Oregon, impatient over 
Congress’ failure to pass enabling acts which it had 
considered at two prior sessions, decided to use the 
Tennessee Plan. Accordingly, following a favorable 
plebescite on the subject, delegates were elected to a 
Constitutional Convention that sat in August and 
September, 1857.

The resultant Constitution contained a provision 
(Sec. 6 ) that, after ratification, there would follow, 
in June, 1858, a special election for State, County, 
and Federal officers. Further, it provided for the 
assembly of the State Legislature, one month there
after, in order that that body might choose two U. S. 
Senators.

This Constitution was ratified by a vote of 7,195 
to 3,215 on November 9, 1857, and the elections pre
viously referred to were duly held. Lafayette Grover 
was elected to serve as Representative, and the legis
lature chose Delazon Smith and Joseph Lane as U. S. 
Senators. Grover and Smith left immediately for 
Washington; Lane was already there in the capacity 
of Oregon’s Territorial Delegate to Congress.

Collectively, the three labored hard and well for 
their cause. Carey, in his excellent work on the 
Oregon Constitution, states that "they diligently 
sought out and interviewed the members of both 
Houses, and were eager to get their scats and to 
begin drawing their pay.’’8 Delazon Smith, in Novem
ber, 1858, writing a friend back in Oregon, revealed 
his own activities in behalf of statehood:

"You may bet high on the admission of 
Oregon early in the session. I have seen 
every member now in the city, and you 
better believe I have 'labored' with 
them! Everybody is for us!”4

Alaskans who are nettled by the opposition to 
statehood expressed by some Alaska newspapers 
can, perhaps, derive some comfort from the fact that 
Oregonians also had to carry a similar cross. Senator- 
elect Smith wrote on this score:

"1 must say, in all candor, that 1 derive 
but very li t t le  satisfaction from  the 
perusal of our Oregon papers. It requires 
more labor here in W ash ing ton  to 
counteract the influence of the Oregon 
press than it does to meet and vanquish 
all its other enemies!”5 

Though die margin of victory ( the Senate passed 
the bill 35 to 17, the House 114 to 103) was not as 
broad as Smith’s previously expressed optimism, the 
important point is that an admission bill did pass, 
and was signed by President Buchanan on February 
14, 1859, only eight months after the people of 
Oregon, under aggressive and competent leadership, 
elected their State and Federal officers, and in all 
other salient respects followed the unique path to 
statehood blazed by Tennessee and Michigan.

CALIFORNIA 

But, unquestionably, the most spectacular result 
obtained from use of the Tennessee Plan was the 
achievement of statehood by California in 1850.

You will recall that title to California was 
obtained from Mexico by the treaty of peace that 
followed the Mexican War. Congress, however, "never 
got around” to organizing it as a Territory; the gen
eral belief seemed to be that that area was much too 
remote, and too lacking in potential, to justify an 
organic act which, by historic precedent, would give 
California the stants of an apprentice-state. Instead, 
Congress was content to let this area remain an 
unorganized Military District, with Brig. Gen. Bennet 
Riley, the military commander, doubling as its civil 
governor.

Then, in 1848, with the discovery of gold, there 
suddenly began to flow into California a deluge of 
new settlers. But these were not the farmers, home
steaders, and restless frontiersmen who had populated 
the other western lands. These were gold-scekers, and 
they came in vast numbers from the populous cities 
of the East and South. Shopkeepers . . . lawyers . . .



artisans . . . doctors . . . ‘the butcher, the baker, and 
the candle-stick maker’ . . .  all poured into California 
in search of quick fortunes.

Some were irresponsible and lawless, and with 
their coming there developed problems in law- 
enforcement and government which soon overtaxed 
the shoddy, inadequate military government provided 
by Washington.

Others were conscientious men of good will. And, 
most had this in common: coming from the older 
American states they had known the benefits of 
stable, constitutional government, under statehood, 
and they were determined that no inferior form 
would be acceptable. It is both interesting —  and 
inspiring —  to note the enthusiasm and the dispatch 
with which they acted.

In June, 1849, Gen. Riley was prevailed upon to 
issue a call for a Constitutional Convention. This he 
did (without prior Congressional authorization) and 
the delegates thereto were elected August 1, 1849.

The Convention convened at Monterey one month 
later, and sat until October 13, 1849. The document 
it produced provided for the establishment of a state 
government, and specified that a ratification election 
would be held thirty days after adjournment, at which 
time all the elective state offices would be filled, as 
well as those of two Representatives to Congress.

On November 13, the people enthusiastically 
approved this Constitution by a vote of 12,061 to 811. 
The first State Legislature convened thirty days later 
and selected John C. Fremont and W illiam  M. Gwin 
as California's first Senators. W ithin a few days of 
their selection they, and the two Representativcs-elect, 
Edward Gilbert and George W . W right, left by stage
coach for Washington, to urge immediate admission.

Their arrival, more than a month later, created 
quite a stir at the Capitol —  as may well be imagined 
—for it will be remembered that Congress had not 
been willing to grant even Territorial status to this 
area . . . and now these brash Westerners had come 
demanding statehood!

Bancroft, in his History of California, reported 
that "their presence in Washington was regarded by 
some of both sections, but especially by the South, as 
unwarranted, even impertinent.”6

Pro-slavery Southerners were enraged because 
California proposed to be admitted as a “free” state.

William R. Tansill, Library of Congress analyst, 
states: "The South was so strong in its denunciation 
of the proposed admission that talk of secession was 
heard in more than one Southern State.”7

The Congressional debate which California's bold 
action precipitated lasted eight months. During its 
course Californians were bitterly assailed as "a group 
of ill-mannered adventurers and ruffians who had 
not bothered to wait for an enabling act.”8

But, whereas Congressional sentiment initially 
appeared to be against her, the weight of Justice, and 
the persuasiveness of her four stellar apologists, ulti
mately tipped the scales in her favor, and on 
September 9, 1850, California was admitted . . . 
eleven months after its Constitutional Convention had 
completed its labors on the document which set into 
motion the chain of events that led to statehood.

C alifo rn ia’s successful app lica tio n  of the 
Tennessee Plan becomes all the more remarkable 
when one remembers that it occurred at the height 
of the sectional controversy over slavery'. For when 
California’s "Congressional delegation" reached Wash
ington there were fifteen "slave" and fifteen "free" 
states; her intent to enter the Union as a "free state" 
was the principal factor that enkindled the South’s 
bitter opposition.

California’s admission, in the face of that enor
mous obstacle, combined with the further handicap 
of her remoteness, would appear to be incontrovert
ible proof of the inherent efficacy of the Tennessee 
Plan, as well as of the outstanding abilities of the four 
indomitable men she sent to Washington.

The rancor this action aroused among the "slave 
states" was a strong factor in Congress’ decision (the 
1850 Compromise) to award territorial status, rather 
than statehood, to New Mexico after that area 
followed California’s lead and drafted a constitution 
forbidding slavery.

It seems peculiarly appropriate that the docu
mentary section of this presentation should end with 
the ringing declaration that concluded the memo
rial that first California delegation presented the 
Congress:

"The people of California are neither
rebels, usurpers, nor anarchists..............

"They do not present themselves as sup
pliants, nor do they bear themselves
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with arrogance or presumption. They 
come as free American citizens—citizens 
by treaty, by adoption, and by birth — 
and ask that they may be permitted to 
reap the common benefits, share the 
common ills, and promote the common 
welfare as one of the United States of 
America!

CONCLUSION

The deeper this researcher has probed into the 
subject during the past eight years the stronger his 
convictions have become that the Tennessee PUtn 
offers Alaskans their most logical avenue to statehood.

While the record of its past successes is, of itself, 
quite encouraging, is it not reasonable to anticipate 
that these developments would logically follow were 
Alaska to adopt the Tennessee Plan:

1. Such a newsworthy action would surely cap
ture the headlines . . . and this is a prerequisite if 
the story of Alaska and its entitlement to statehood 
is to be gotten across to stateside Americans.

2. The drama of such an action would, I believe, 
cause Alaska's Senators and Congressman-elect to be 
much sought after for appearances on national TV 
and radio programs, and there would be articles in 
broadly read magazines. Here would be further 
opportunities to tell Alaska’s story, and to enlist the 
essential element of militant public support which, 
to date, has been lacking.

3. This story, told broadly and effectively, will 
make it clear not only to Americans, but to other 
peoples as well, that Uncle Sam, the leader of the 
Free World, would, himself, be guilty of "colonial
ism" were Congress to continue territorialism in 
Alaska and Hawaii against the express wishes of the 
peoples of those areas. For in the final analysis 
"territorialism”, as practiced in Alaska and Hawaii, is 
simply the American version of "colonialism”, and 
it is my deep conviction that the untenability of this 
position, once the floodlights of full publicity are 
turned upon it, would itself virtually guarantee that 
Alaska's statesmen would not be sent home empty- 
handed.

Perhaps the most positive single benefit which 
could reasonably be expected to stem from this action 
would be this: It would give Alaska three "Super- 
Lobbyists” to plead her just cause.

Can anyone question the salutary effect of calls 
upon Senators and Representatives by these, the 
elected representatives of the people of Alaska, who, 
if seated, would thereafter cast Alaska’s VOTES on 
measures that come before the Congress? While 
realism prompts the feeling that some opponents 
will remain such to the end, it seems equally realistic 
to expect that such face-to-face conversations will 
surely help to allay some of the present concern of 
this group.

1 am not blind to the possibility of failure, even 
though the Tennessee Plan has succeeded each time 
it has been used with boldness and dispatch. Each 
of its seven successes10 could have been a failure had 
the leadership of those areas been less astute, or were 
they lacking in vision, courage, or enthusiasm. Or, 
had they procrastinated.

Therefore, were I to inject a sober note of caution 
into this presentation it would be this: in my judg
ment it would be better that Alaska N O T apply the 
Plan unless Alaskans are resolved to execute it 
promptly, wholeheartedly, and with the intelligent 
enthusiasm of the American pioneers who previ
ously attained statehood with this vehicle.

Otherwise the Territory could lose, rather than 
gain ground, in its quest for statehood.

Historical support for this view exists in the 
case of New Mexico which, you will recall, was a 
Mexican War prize, as was California. Both areas had 
been occupied since 1846 and were governed by 
American military commanders.

Spurred by C alifornia’s application of the 
Temtessee Plan the New Mexicans belatedly decided 
to do likewise, and convened a constitutional conven
tion 8*/2 months following that of California. There
after, the entire chain of events that constitute the 
Tennessee Plan necessarily were executed with about 
that same time lag.

As a result, when Richard H. Weightman, a 
Senator-elect (and, apparently, the sole member of 
the New Mexico "Congressional delegation” to make 
the journey)11 arrived in Washington, September 11, 
1850, it was too latel Two days before his arrival 
Congress had approved the Compromise of 1850 
which awarded statehood to California . . .  whose four- 
man Tennessee Plan delegation had been on hand, 
working diligently, for eight months. The same act



gave unrepresented New Mexico the politically im
potent status of "Territory”, and as a consequence of 
this compromise New Mexico's Americans had to 
endure the frustrating inequities of tcrritorialism for 
sixty-two years thereafter. Statehood finally came, in 
1912.

Is there not, then, a cogent moral in New Mexico's 
experience that might be profitably examined by 
Alaskans and Hawaiians? Especially by those who 
do not see the hidden danger to their statehood 
aspirations concealed in the various compromise 
measures —  such as "commonwealth status”, or, "an 
elective governorship” —  proposed as "intermediate 
steps" to statehood.

One cannot leap a chasm in two jumps. Equally 
so, under our American system of government there 
is no intermediate stage between the colonialism of 
territoriality and statehood. Participation in our 
Federal government is constitutionally limited to its 
member stales; and an area either is — or isn’t — a 
state.

Hence, subject to the proviso that it be promptly 
and properly executed, it is difficult to believe that 
the plan would fail. Alaska’s chances of success should 
certainly be greater than were those of California or 
Oregon. For you would have the tremendous advan
tage of modern communication for molding favorable 
public opinion.

Principally, however, the Tennessee Plan would 
be a program of aggressive action. No people in 
history ever accomplished anything worth-while with
out making a commensurate effort. No nation has 
ever won a war by remaining on the defensive. Deeds 
win wars . . . and achieve ideals!

That there would be protests against this action, 
both from within and without, is a foregone con
clusion. Some will perceive to sec in it the seeds of 
anarchy; others will base their objections upon its 
"irregularity”.

You have already seen that it is NO I irregular. 
Instead, it seems to have been a regular route to 
statehood for those Territories whose geographical 
remoteness was being used in the Congress as an 
excuse for the denial to  their peoples of their funda-

from the Nation s capital — two of them (California 
and Oregon) came into the Union through the use 
of the Tennessee Plan? As you have seen, it brought 
them statehood in 1850 and 1858, respectively. The 
third Pacific Coast area, Washington, did not use 
this vehicle; it was not admitted until 1889 . . .  31 
years after its neighbor, Oregon, and 39 years 
following California's admission.

Nor is the Tennessee Plan illegal. The very first 
Article of our Bill of Rights, you will recall, guaran
tees that "Congress shall make no law . . .  prohibiting 
the . . . right of the people peaceably to assemble, 
and to petition the Government for a redress of 
grievances.”

In its very essence the Tennessee Plan is a forth
right petition to the Government for the redress of 
a monstrous grievance. Because th e  grievance is 
stubborn the petition for its correction must be 
vigorous and dram atic. For these reasons the 
Tennessee Plan has succeeded in the past.

I firmly believe that it can succeed again — for 
Alaska.
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