
1 
 

 
Statement from the Chancellery 

Royal House of Hawai‘i 
 
The Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands was founded in 1810 by King 
Kamehameha I, and lasted until the illegal deposition of Queen 
Lili‘uokalani in 1893. One common factor shared with the imperial and 
royal houses who are patrons of the Prester John Institute is that 
when a house is no longer ruling, other entities frequently make 
claims to be heirs to the throne, since the crown is no longer 
supported by the state.  The lack of a policing authority makes 
contestation for headship of the succeeding royal family an all-too-
common affair. In ruling monarchies, contending claims are enforced 
by dynastic and constitutional law.  It is usually the 

             King Kamehameha I 
prerogative of the sovereign to determine who is a member of a royal family and who isn’t, and to 
award honors reflective of both state and house wishes.  Lacking judicial and enforcement agencies, 
non-ruling houses have particular challenges in maintaining the integrity in exile of the crowns they 
represent. 

 
The situation of the Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands is no different.  
It has been 125 years since American planters and businessmen 
overthrew the last sovereign, Queen Lili‘uokalani, sister of the late 
King Kalākaua, with 
the military 
backing of the 
United States.  
They proceeded to  
lobby Congress in 
1898 to annex the 
country.  Without 
a bilateral treaty as 
required by the US 
Constitution, the 
former kingdom  
 
 

             King Kalākaua                                                                      Queen Lili‘uokalani 
 
became a territory of the USA in 1898.  The Queen was imprisoned, and royal institutions were 
suppressed.  Although not exiled, the two main branches of the royal family, the Kamehamehas and the 
Kalākauas, maintained a low profile throughout most of the twentieth century.  Crown Princess Victoria 
Ka‘iulani pre-deceased Queen Lili‘uokalani in 1898, the queen dying in 1917.   Although distant cousins 
of King Kalākaua and his sister Queen Lili’uokalani were supposedly adopted by King Kalākaua, they 
were not of the royal blood and could not succeed.  Nor have adoption papers ever surfaced, which was 
required for property inheritance according to Kingdom statutes of 1846. 
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Like most monarchies in the world, Hawaiians practiced primogeniture for the right to rule and the 
inheritance of property.  Usually the sovereign selected his or her successor from the senior-most 
relatives of the next generation.  This was the basic principle during the times of the smaller, island-
specific kingdoms, and it was assumed with the unification of the archipelago in 1810.  If there was no 
appointment during the rule of the sovereign, primogeniture provided a guideline for the choice of 
successor.  Since the first Hawaiian constitution in 1840, a legislative assembly is empowered to choose 
a successor should there not be a clearly mandated heir according to heredity, chosen by the preceding 
monarch, and acknowledged by the nobility during his or her reign.  This was designed in part to prevent 
warring lineages, thus weakening the state and inviting annexation by world powers. The elective 
provision did not extinguish the established preferential right of primogeniture.  It has been upheld 
through the courts to the present day. 
 
The Chancellery of the Royal House of Hawai‘i, representing the founding Kamehameha Dynasty, 
supports the right of the senior-most legitimate heir to the Crown according to the principle of 
primogeniture.  Since the institution of the Royal Hawaiian Legislature no longer exists, whereas the 
Royal Family does, the principle of primogeniture must prevail in determining who is currently the head 
of the Royal House.  Under this system, the Crown reverts to the family of the last surviving, legally 
named dynast, the first cousin twice removed of King Kamehameha III, Princess Elizabeth Keka‘aniau, 
and her legal descendants.  King Kamehameha III by an order-in-council in 1843 restricted the eligible 
pool of dynasts to 15 children of the highest rank, and by implication, their descendants. All other royal 
and noble lines in Hawai‘i’s complex system of rank were specifically dismissed by this act, a “pruning” 
of a royal family consistent with world practice. Furthermore, since the proclamation of King 
Kamehameha III in 1825, heirs to the throne henceforth had to be lawfully conceived under Christian 
principles, which eliminated many other noble families from eligibility to the Crown. Of these 15 
children, only one line survives today with legal heirs according to these rules of succession.  In addition, 
Princess Owana’s line also descends from the matriarch of the Kalākaua dynasty, Keohokālole, who was 
mother of Princess Owana’s direct ancestor, Kauahaka, as well as mother of King Kalākaua and the last 
queen, Lili‘uokalani. Thus, Princess Owana’s lineage is arguably heir to both ruling lines, which are in fact 
one extended family.  

 
In 1873, Princess Elizabeth was asked by the childless King 
Kamehameha V to succeed him at his deathbed, no doubt 
recognizing her seniority according to the principle of 
primogeniture and her exceptional personal suitability.  But the 
king died before the matter was settled, and the Legislature took 
the opportunity to elect a cousin, William Charles Lunalilo, king.  
Although a direct legal descendant of King Kamehameha I, 
Lunalilo had been specifically barred by Kamehameha V from 
succeeding.  Lunalilo ruled but one year, and thus the Legislature 
acted again, electing David Kalākaua in 1874.  Kalākaua was a 
distant cousin of the ruling Kamehameha line.  Kalākaua was 
succeeded by his sister, Lili’uokalani, in 1891 under the principle 
of hereditary succession. 
 

       Princess Elizabeth Keka‘aniau 
Princess Elizabeth maintained her unique position as senior dynast until her death in 1928.  She was 
accorded a place next to the deposed Queen Lili‘uokalani and acknowledged in the newspapers as likely 
heir should there be a restoration.  The succession was passed to her niece, Princess Theresa Owana, 
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who was also legally adopted and according to the traditional 
practices of acknowledging a successor during the reign (this case 
in pretense).  The claim to the Crown was published widely 
through each generation. The Crown succession was in-turn 
passed to the oldest son, Prince Robert Keōua Wilcox, and to his 
daughter Princess Helena Wilcox Salazar.  She publicly named the 
next two heirs in the succession, her daughter Princess Owana, 
and Owana’s son Prince Noa Kalokuokamaile III, before passing in 
1988.  Princess Helena had taken her prerogative as queen-in-
pretense to place her daughter in front of elder brothers, as King 
Kamehameha III had placed a younger nephew in front of his older 
brothers as heir. Princess Owana is thus the senior heir to the 
Kamehameha family, and its Kalākaua branch, and thus the Crown 
of the unified Kingdom of the Hawaiian Island, according to the 
principle of primogeniture operating at all times in the Hawaiian 
Kingdom and traditionally before unification of the islands into a 
single kingdom. 

         Princess Theresa Owana 
 

 
 
Prince Robert Keōua Wilcox, left                                Princess Helena Wilcox Salazar 
 

 
The House of Kamehameha is unified in maintaining the Crown as an 
institution that ties together all Hawaiian people, to their lands and to their 
inherent rights of sovereignty.  As such, it strictly follows the rules of 
succession that are centuries old, respecting the broad rights of each 
successive sovereign to name his or her heir within a pool of lawful blood 
relatives of the founder of the kingdom.  In the hereditary, constitutional 
monarchy that is the Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, continuing legally 
under international law, there can be but one royal line.  This must be the 
senior-most legal successors to the founder of the kingdom, Kamehameha 
I, i.e. the line descending from Kalokuokamaile, his eldest brother. 
 
 

 
   Princess Owana Ka‘ōhelenai 
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The rumor that King Kahekili of Maui was the father of Kamehameha, thus was not the brother of 
Kalokuokamaile, was never recognized by the seven kings and one queen regnant of the Hawaiian 
Kingdom, thus cannot be the basis of legality for disinheriting Kalokuokamaile.  Officially Kamehameha is 
the son of Keōua Nui.  Similarly, no written evidence of an alleged adoption of Kalākaua’s cousins the 
Pi‘ikoi brothers by that king,  nor their placement in the succession, has ever been found.  Rivals cannot 
make claims based on theoretical evidence, but only on legal precedence, thus the Chancellery dismisses 
these. 
 
These false and ill-spirited claims come and go and grow more numerous as the sovereignty movement 
advances in Hawai‘i.  But nothing can change the historic fact that both Kamehameha III and 
Kamehameha V recognized Princess Elizabeth as eligible for the Crown of the Hawaiian Kingdom, thus 
her legal heirs today cannot be dismissed, especially since all other potential heirs are non-dynastic or so 
far distant from the ruling line that their claims must be viewed as simply self-serving.  The Chancellery 
encourages inquiry and transparency and is empowered by the careful scrutiny of institutions such as 
the Prester John Institute who have the ability distinguish legitimacy from trumpery.  Concurrently, the 
pretender to the Crown of Hawaiian Kingdom must possess the characteristic of leadership, not self-
service, and must have had years of public service to the Hawaiian people.  The rightful heir must be a 
unifier, not a divider.  And a true caretaker of the Crown must have acknowledged their rightful heir 
according to dynastic law.  These are vital characteristics largely absent in the spurious contenders for 
the Hawaiian throne that appear from time to time. 
 
 
In service to the Hawaiian Crown, 
 
Dr. Paul Christiaan Klieger, KM, KC*HS, GCRC, GCSMA, etc. 
Chancellor 
Royal House of Hawai‘i 
 
 


