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I. CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chair Galuteria called the February 4, 2026 meeting of the Committee on Beneficiary 
Advocacy and Empowerment to order at 9:03 a.m. 
 
Chair Galuteria shared that this committee serves as a voice and bridge between our Native 
Hawaiian beneficiaries and all our policies, programs, and resources. This committee also works 
in close partnership with the Hawaiʻi State Legislature as OHA moves forward into the 2026 
legislative session. 
 
Chair Galuteria welcomed everyone to todayʻs meeting and acknowledged his trustee aide, 
Lei-Ann Stender Durant, serving as the Committee Recording Secretary and his secretary, Kyla 
Hee, serving as the Committee Technology and Information Specialist. 
 
Chair Galuteria called for the roll to confirm attendance: 
 
Roll Call (Time Stamp: 1:36/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:06:45 a.m.) 
Present: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria 
Not Present at time of vote: Trustee Waiheʻe, IV 
With eight (8) trustees in attendance, a quorum was established. 
 
 
II. NEW BUSINESS 
(Time Stamp: 2:58/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:08:07 a.m.) 
 
Chair Galuteria asks Chief Advocate, Leināʻala Ley, to join the Trustees at the board table. 
 
A. United States Department of Education Consultation on Interagency Partnership Agreements 
witht he Departments of Education, Interior, and Labor (Feb. 10, 2026) – Administration  
(Time Stamp: 3:27/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:08:36 a.m.) 
 
Chair Galuteria asked committee members for unanimous consent to take Item. II. New 
Business, A. (regarding the United States Department of Education Consultation on Interagency 
Partnership Agreements witht he Departments of Education, Interior, and Labor (Feb. 10, 2026) 
– Administration) out of order and asked if there were any objections.   
 
There being no objections, the item will be the last item of New Business. 
(Time Stamp: 3:54/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:09:03 a.m.) 
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B. 2026 OHA State Legislative Package – Matrix 1 
(Time Stamp: 3:58/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:09:07 a.m.) 
 
Public Testimony 
None 
 

MOTION made by Trustee Ahuna to Approve/Amend the 2026 OHA State 
Legislative Bill Package – Matrix 1  
(Time Stamp: 6:16/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:11:25 a..m.) 

 
Discussion 
Trustee Akina asks that Item 6, SB2105, in Matrix 1, be bifurcated.  
(Time Stamp: 6:48/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:12:08 a.m.) 
 

MOTION made by Chair Galuteria to Bifurcate Item 6, SB2105, out of  OHA’s 
2026 Legislative Package - Matrix 1. 

 
Discussion 
Chair Galuteria called for further discussion.  There being none, Chair Galuteria called for the 
vote. 
 
Roll Call 
Motion carried: (8 – 0) 
Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria  
Not present at vote: Trustee Waiheʻe 
(Time Stamp: 8:13/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:13:22 a.m.) 
 

MOTION made by Chair Galuteria to Approve/Amend the 2026 OHA State 
Legislative Bill Package – Matrix 1 except for: 
- Item 6., SB2015 
(Time Stamp: 8:58/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:14:20 a.m.) 

 
Discussion 
None 
 
Roll Call 
Motion carried (8 - 0) 
Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria 
Not present at vote: Trustee Waiheʻe 
(Time Stamp: 9:14/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:14:23) 
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Chair Galuteria calls for the vote on the original motion: 
 

[MOTION made by Trustee Ahuna to Approve/Amend the 2026 OHA State 
Legislative Bill Package – Matrix 1  
(Time Stamp: 6:16/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:11:25 a..m.)] 

 
Discussion 
None 
 
Roll Call 
Motion carried (7- 1) 
Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria 
Abstain: Trustee Akina 
Not present at time of vote: Trustee Waiheʻe 
(Time Stamp: 10:37/1:38:00 ~ Real Time:9:15:46 a.m.) 
 
 
C. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Naming OHA – Matrix 2 
(Time Stamp: 11:17/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:16:26 a.m.) 
 
Public Testimony 
None 
 

MOTION made by Trustee Ahuna to Approve/Amend 2026: Legislature: OHA 
Position on Bills Naming OHA – Matrix 2. 
(Time Stamp: 11:34/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:16:43 a.m.) 

 
Public Testimony 
None 
 
Discussion 
Trustee Akina asked, for clarification about why Item 16., SB2823, had a position of Comment.  
Public Policy Manager, Deja Ostrowski, explained that the Advocacy team decided not to draw 
attention at this time by taking a position of Oppose, but offered to change that position if the 
Trustees decided to do so.  
 
The following changes appear in Matrix 2: 

- HB1917 Relating to the Public Land Trust Working Group (PLTWG) that 
appropriates moneys to the Office of Hawaiian Affairs to facilitate the hiring 
of necessary staff, purchase equipment, and contract professional services on 
behalf of the Public Land Trust Working Group. Position change from  
Support with Amendments to Support.     
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- HB2231 Relating to Island Burial Councils (IBCs) transfers the 
appointment authority for Island Burial Council members from the Governor 
and Senate to the Board of Trustees of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA).  
Position is Comment.    ** Bill waived to the Board of Trustees  

- HB2238 Relating to Public Financing of Elections establishes a 
comprehensive system of public financing for all candidates seeking election 
to state and county public offices in Hawaiʻi beginning with the 2026 General 
Election year. This requires the Campaign Spending Commission to submit 
reports to the Legislature and appropriates funds.  Position change from  
Monitor to Comment. 

- HB2438 Relating to the Hawaiʻi Cultural Trust which establishes the Hawaiʻi 
Cultural Trust within the Department of Business, Economic Development, 
and Tourism. Position change from Comment to Support.      

 
In response to Trustee Akinaʻs inquiry, Deja explained this fund will allow the State to set up an 
account that can receive federal, state, county, and private money that must be expended for the 
purposes of supporting culture and the arts. Fifty percent (50%) of the money would be put into 
the trust account to ensure that Native Hawaiian artists and institutions that support arts and 
culture for Native Hawaiians will receive funding.  That is an important aspect of the bill.  
 
The Advocacy and Grants Teams believe OHA could administer this trust, if it passes; and 
funding will be provided through this trust account. The Bill is modeled after one in Oregon, 
where they have $43,000,000 in their cultural trust account; and the incentive is that donors get a 
tax break/write-off. It is structured so it does not detract from existing state funding. Donations 
must go to both an existing institution and to the cultural trust account. This is also how Oregon 
is set up; donors cannot switch funding from private institutions to the trust account; donors have 
to donate twice to claim the tax break. Oregon’s approach has been successful. The Advocacy 
Team is recommending support because they believe OHA has the capacity to support the 
program as well as help direct the funds.  
(Time Stamp: 21:24/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:26:33 a.m.) 
 
Trustee Ahuna inquired about how the 50% share of donations came about to which Deja 
explained that she hadnʻt asked, but the 50% is the amount that appears in the existing Oregon 
system which has been successful. This local innovation will ensure Native Hawaiian artists are 
properly represented and funded. This is the overall purpose of the donations. 
(Time Stamp: 23:14/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:28:23 a.m.) 
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Trustee Akina asked if contributions and expenditures would be restricted or unrestricted for 
OHA.  Deja explained it would be restricted to perpetuating culture in the arts. Trustee Akina 
further inquired if the funds would be restricted to donor intent. Deja said she didnʻt think the 
program was established that way; it’s a program where donations are sent directly to the trust 
account for culture in the arts and donors would understnd it feeds into the fund. Trustee Akina 
asked her to please confirm unrestricted usage for the Office of Hawaiian Affairs. Deja will 
follow up. (Time Stamp: 23:59/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:29:08 a.m.) 
Chair Galuteria asked Trustee Ahuna to withdraw his original motion since no action was 
taken.  Trustee Ahuna removed his motion to Approve/Amend 2026 Legislature: OHA 
Position on Bills Naming OHA – Matrix 2. 
(Time Stamp: 25:15/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:30:24 a.m.) 
 

MOTION made by Trusee Ahuna to Approve OHA Staffʻs Bill Position 
Recomendations for Bills as amended  – Matrix 2: 
- HB1917 Relating to the Public Land Trust Working Group - Change from 

Support with Amendments to Support 
- HB2231 Relating to Island Burial Councils –  

** Bill Waived to the Board of Trustees 
- HB2238 Relating to Public Financing of Elections - Change from  

Monitor to Comment 
- HB2438 Relating to the Hawaiʻi Cultural Trust - Change from  

Comment to Support 
 
Public Testimony 
None 
 
Discussion 
Trustee Akaka inquired about Item 1, HB1829 and Item 18, SB2907 – both relating to Marine 
Affairs  - and suggested OHA take the same position on both bills in order to be consistent.  She 
asked the Advocacy team to take a position of Comment or Support with Amendments (rather 
than Monitor) on both bills. Deja agreed. 
 
Trustee Akaka also expressed it would make sense if the office and coordinator positions being 
considered is created (along with any other positions created in that office) and that there be a 
requirement to provide training for Native Hawaiian traditional and customary rights. Additional 
training should be provided since that office will oversee marine resources and the industry in 
that jurisdiction. 
(Time Stamp: 26:21/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:31:80 a.m.) 
 
Trustee Akaka asked what Advocacyʻs comment was regarding Item 19, SB3173 relating to 
Cultural Education (specifically Lāhaina Harbor). Chief Advocate, Leināʻala Ley, explained 
that this bill was a little concerning because the Lāhaina community is concerned about overuse 
of the harbor and the inability for local families to paddle and fish because it is hard to get access 
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to the ocean because of lack of parking due to commercial operators. 
Advocacyʻs intent to Comment that while we understand it is well-intentioned, teaching 
commercial operators about Hawaiian culture doesnʻt actually address the community issue of 
acess to the ocean.  In addition and concurrent with any education, there should be real progress 
toward addressing the communityʻs concern about ocean access.  Trustee Akaka asked 
Leināʻala for confirmation that the issue was not about the current or new commercial operator 
applicants, the bigger issue was about community access to the ocean and that is what advocacy 
wanted to highlight in the comments because that issue needs to be addressed.  The community 
is not saying that people are rude because they donʻt understand native foreign culture; they are 
saying they cannot access the ocean because of commercial overuse of the harbor. (Time Stamp: 
29:33/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:34:42 a.m.) 
 
There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote. 
 
Roll Call 
Motion carried (9 – 0) 
(Time Stamp: 31:43/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:36:52 a.m.) 
 
D. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting the Public Land  Trust – Matrix 3 
(Time Stamp: 32:57/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:38:06 a.m.) 
 
Public Testimony 

o James Maioho (See attached written testimony) 
 
Key Points 

• Public Trust/ Lands are trust assets 
• OHA is a trustee of those lands 
• Trustees should not remain neutral when the Trust is placed at risk 
• When OHA responds to a bill with ‘comment,’ legislators may interpret that 

silence as acceptance 
• Public trust law does not lower the standard, it raises it 
• Mr. Maioho respectfully asked the Board to clarify that a ‘Comment’ position on 

Matrox 3, Item 8, SB2759 Relating to Public Land Acquisitions does not signal 
that these bills are harmless. He further asks the Trustees to direct staff to clearly 
articulate beneficiary objections and conditions regarding the Public Land Trust 
lands are effective and to affirm OHA’s role as a proactive trustee. 

• SB2759, wholesale, extends these military leases without any further review 
which gives the Governor’s signatory power to move this through and make it 
happen. 

• Some people might see that as pragmatic for buying time because of the failed 
EIS; however, Mr. Maioho sees it as a sinister piece of legislation 

• His hope is that OHA will firmly voice opposition to that 
(Time Stamp: 33:38/1:38:00 ~ Real Time:9:38:50 a.m.) 
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MOTION made by Trustee Ahuna to Approve OHA Staffʻs Position 
recommendations for Bills Affecting the Public Land Trust – Matrix 3 
except for: 
 - HB2266 and SB3308 Relating to the Hawaiʻi Film Studio  
**Bill Waived to the Board of Trustees 
(Time Stamp: 36:26/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:41:35 a.m.) 

 
Discussion 
Chief Advocate, Leināʻala Ley, asked to respond to the testimony given by James Maioho. She 
explained that position of Comment regarding SB2759 Relating to the Public Land Trust was 
intended to clarify the language of the Bill which currently says that all military leases shall be 
extended; the Advocacy Team disagrees with that language.   

The Board discussed proposed legislative language and expressed disagreement with certain 
words, noting that the matter at this stage was primarily one of clarification rather than 
opposition. Members agreed to proceed with the current staff recommendations as reflected in 
the legislative matrix and to monitor further legislative developments, recognizing that multiple 
referrals could effectively halt a bill’s progress. 

Clarification was provided that the relevant Senate bill carried a double referral and therefore 
remained viable, while the House companion bill had a triple referral. The Board then addressed 
Item 10, SB3146 / HB2326, relating to the Department of Land and Natural Resources. It was 
clarified that the bill concerns public notification of fee changes (e.g., parking and concession 
fees) rather than the disposition of revenues or proceeds. Staff confirmed that the bill would not 
affect Public Land Trust revenues or the pro rata share. 

The Board discussed proposed legislative language and expressed disagreement with certain 
words, noting that the matter at this stage was primarily one of clarification rather than 
opposition. Members agreed to proceed with the current staff recommendations as reflected in 
the legislative matrix and to monitor further legislative developments, recognizing that multiple 
referrals could effectively halt a bill’s progress. 

Leināʻala commented on a proposed bill that would grant discretionary authority to the Board of 
Land and Natural Resources (BLNR) to extend military land leases to allow completion of 
required Environmental Impact Statements (EIS). Leināʻala acknowledged that many 
beneficiaries oppose the bill but stated that OHA has been working to expedite the EIS process 
under the Kapakai Analysis framework to avoid lease extensions. Leināʻala noted that, if the 
EIS is not completed before lease expiration, limited discretionary extensions may help ensure 
legal compliance and avoid potential condemnation pressure. Leināʻala stated that this  
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reflects the intent of the bill and expressed openness to trustee perspectives, recognizing the 
sensitivity of the issue. (Time Stamp: 35:56/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:43:11 a.m.) 

Additional discussion addressed concerns regarding proposed legislation involving the 
disposition and set-aside of public lands, with specific reference to HB2266 and its companion 
bill SB3085. Trustee Akaka expressed concern regarding provisions related to the disposition of 
lands and noted that, based on a review of available information, the affected lands appear to fall 
within the Crown and Government Lands/Public Land Trust classification, as reflected in the 
Public Land Trust matrix, although the classification was not clearly presented on the reference 
site. 

Chief Advocate, Leināʻala Ley, confirmed that the lands in question are public lands and 
proceeded to further explain OHA’s comment position. She stated that the bill was not clearly 
written, which raisesd concern. Leināʻala noted that the bill’s preamble references the intent to 
expedite the use of a film studio, an objective which, if narrowly limited to maximizing use of an 
existing facility for state benefit and revenue, would not necessarily warrant opposition. 

However, Leināʻala expressed concern that the bill was written too broadly, potentially granting 
the Governor authority to set aside public lands for film-related purposes beyond the existing 
studio, and without oversight by the Board of Land and Natural Resources (BLNR). It was stated 
that such authority would be inconsistent with established Public Land Trust oversight processes. 

Leināʻala emphasized that the Governor should not be exempted from BLNR oversight when 
setting aside public lands, and that any legislation authorizing such actions should remain subject 
to normal statutory and trust requirements. She also stated that OHA’s position would be that the 
bill should not exempt the Governor from the normal public land disposition process. 

Chief Advocate Ley further suggested that, if the intent of the bill is limited solely to facilitating 
use of a specific existing film studio, the bill should be more narrowly drafted so as not to affect 
other public lands or create unintended expansion of executive authority. Trustees discussed 
whether OHA should merely monitor the bill or submit formal comments. 

Leināʻala indicated that OHA would submit comments with recommended amendments, rather 
than only monitoring the measure, emphasizing the need to narrow the language and prevent the 
Governor from exercising unilateral authority to set aside lands outside established oversight 
processes. Leināʻala clarified that the concern was not primarily consultation with OHA but 
rather preservation of BLNR’s oversight role. 

In response to the question, it was confirmed that the bill is not part of the Governor’s legislative 
package. (Time Stamp: 39:55/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:45:04 a.m.) 
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Discussion was held regarding HB2395, relating to the taking of marine deposits. Trustee 
Akaka requested clarification on the Office of Hawaiian Affairs’ (OHA) potential comment 
position on the measure and raised concerns about provisions referencing sand, particularly the 
possibility that sand removal could implicate Environmental Values (EV). Trustee Akaka also 
expressed concern that the bill did not appear to include references to kuleana or lineal 
descendants as part of the considerations or decision-making framework. 

Chief Advocate, Leināʻala Ley, responded that OHA’s comments would align with the 
concerns raised. She stated that the bill should more clearly and accurately define allowable 
purposes such as research and education, which were described as categories that already exist in 
law. Leināʻala noted concern with the bill’s inclusion of “management” as a purpose, stating 
that this term is overly broad and insufficiently defined. 

Leināʻala emphasized that OHA would not want marine sand to be removed for purposes such 
as commercial use (e.g., conversion into cement), particularly given potential impacts to 
environmental values. She also stated that the bill requires additional safeguards to ensure that 
marine deposits are protected and that any authorized activity is appropriately limited and clearly 
defined. 

The discussion concluded with Chief Advocate Ley indicated that OHA would seek clearer 
statutory language and stronger protections in the law to address these concerns. 
(Time Stamp: 43:12/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:48:21 a.m.) 
 
Discussion was held regarding HB2406 and its companion bill SB2492, relating to public lands. 
It was noted that the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) is referenced in the bill, specifically with 
respect to receiving a copy of a draft resolution. Trustee Akaka raised concern that the bill 
involved the disposition of more than 1,000 acres of land, and stated that, pursuant to existing 
law, OHA is entitled to consultation regarding such dispositions. 
 
Trustee Akaka expressed concern that while consultation may be legally required, the bill does 
not clearly state this requirement. Trustee Akaka suggested that the bill could be strengthened 
by an amendment explicitly requiring consultation and further proposed that approval by a 
supermajority of the OHA Board of Trustees be required for any changes or disposition affecting 
these lands. (Time Stamp: 44:24/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:49:33 a.m.) 
 
Trustee Kahele provided comments clarifying the legal consistency of the bill under discussion 
with existing law. He stated that, as written, the bill’s language is consistent with current 
statutory provisions, particularly as they relate to the disposition of leased public lands to private 
entities. Trustee Kahele explained that the proposed amendment to Section 171-95, Hawaiʻi 
Revised Statutes, which governs dispositions involving government-to-government entities, 
incorporates protections that are already applicable under existing law to government-to-private 
entity dispositions. He emphasized that these protections are not new and are already embedded 
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in the current statutory framework. Trustee Kahele further noted that under existing law, such 
dispositions require notification to the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) within 90 days of the 
convening of the next legislative session, rather than prior approval. He concluded that the bill 
does not alter this requirement and remains consistent with the law as it exists today. 
(Time Stamp: 49:13/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:54:22 a.m.) 
 
(See also Agenda Item: HB2406/SB2492 – Public Lands, 44:24–46:17, and Trustee clarification 
at 49:13–50:09 regarding statutory notification requirements under HRS §171-95 and the 
distinction between notification and consultation or approval by the Office of Hawaiian Affairs.) 
 
Trustee Souza stated agreement with Trustee Kahele’s prior comments regarding the bill’s 
consistency with existing law and raised additional questions concerning the legislative approval 
process. He noted that final action on the bill would occur through votes on the House and 
Senate floors, and questioned what role, if any, the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) would 
have in that process. 
 
Trustee Souza specifically asked how OHA could obtain prior approval authority before a vote 
is taken on the House and Senate floors and requested clarification on whether such a mechanism 
exists or could feasibly be implemented. 
 
In response, Chief Advocate, Leināʻala Ley, clarified that a prior suggestion—attributed to 
Trustee Akaka—was understood to propose requiring that certain actions be brought to OHA 
before legislative approval. However, it was noted that, as previously pointed out by Chair 
Kahele, the relevant statutory sections, including Chapter 171, Hawaiʻi Revised Statutes, do not 
contain provisions requiring OHA approval prior to legislative votes. It was further stated that 
similar approval requirements do not exist in other statutes governing private land exchanges or 
dispositions. 
 
The Trustees agreed that imposing a prior approval requirement would be inconsistent with 
existing law and legislative practice. Discussion continued as to whether proposing such a 
requirement could jeopardize the passage of the bill. In response, it was affirmed that adding a 
requirement for prior OHA approval could potentially risk the bill’s advancement or passage. 
The matter was acknowledged, and the discussion concluded. 
(Time Stamp: 50:14/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:55:23 a.m.) 

Trustee Waiheʻe engaged in discussion to clarify that the bill under consideration does not 
change or affect existing law, nor does it alter how the law is implemented. He emphasized that 
the bill’s purpose is limited to requiring additional information disclosure when certain actions 
are taken. 
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Trustee Waiheʻe explained that the bill would require the responsible entity to provide 
information to the Trustees at seven specified points, noting that this information is data the 
Trustees would likely want to have in order to better understand and monitor what actions are 
being taken. He expressed some confusion as to why there would be opposition or concern, as 
the bill appears focused on information-sharing rather than regulatory change. 

Trustee Waiheʻe further characterized the bill as being primarily about transparency and 
ensuring information is provided to all relevant parties, rather than affecting substantive legal 
authority or altering how the bill would be carried out in practice. The overall assessment 
conveyed was that the bill’s intent and effect are centered on improving visibility and access to 
information. (Time Stamp: 51:27/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:56:36 a.m.) 
 
Trustee Kahele stated the core of the bill concerns the exchange or disposition of public trust 
land from the State of Hawaiʻi to another governmental or sovereign entity, including the federal 
government or a county. 
He explained that under current law, government-to-government land exchanges require action 
by the Board of Land and Natural Resources (BLNR), with public input through the Land Board 
process, but does not require legislative oversight or notification. 
Trustee Kahele stated the proposed amendment to Section 171-95 would require a simple 
majority vote of the Legislature to affirm a government-to-government exchange of public trust 
land and would require notification of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs if the transfer exceeds 
1,000 acres. He provided an example of a smaller transfer, such as 20 acres for public housing, 
noting such actions should not be delayed by additional legislative processes. 
Trustee Kahele stated the bill applies only to exchanges exceeding 1,000 acres, adding a check 
and balance by allowing legislative review and affirmative action, while still requiring approval 
by the Land Board. Trustee Kahele stated the bill provides legislative oversight for large-scale 
public trust land exchanges and characterized the measure as beneficial. 
(Time Stamp: 52:32/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:57:39 a.m.) 

Trustee Akaka stated that the primary concern is ensuring appropriate oversight and inclusion 
of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) in matters involving the disposition of crown and 
government lands. Trustee Akaka emphasized that when land transfers or exchanges are 
proposed - particularly those involving parcels exceeding 1,000 acres - should be included in the 
discussion and decision-making process, rather than only being notified after actions are taken. 
She reiterated that participation is critical when crown and government lands is being disposed of 
and stated that this concern was the central point of their comments. 

In response, another participant remarked that OHA remains closely informed on land matters 
and suggested that OHA would likely become aware of any significant proposed land 
transactions.  
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Deja explained that the bill has received a triple committee referral and has not yet had a hearing 
scheduled, noting that if the bill does not receive a hearing, it will not advance. She also stated 
that the measure is expected to face substantial opposition, particularly due to provisions related 
to establishing additional oversight. She explained that while requesting greater oversight by 
OHA could be considered, staff recommended supporting the bill as drafted, noting that seeking 
further changes at this stage could increase the likelihood of the bill failing. Deja emphasized the 
importance of balancing policy goals with the practical realities of the legislative process. 

Trustee Akaka asked whether, with respect to other bills addressing the disposition of lands, the 
existing comments were sufficient, given prior discussion regarding the Office of Hawaiian 
Affairs’ (OHA) role in those conversations. Trustee Akaka stated that OHA’s comments 
consistently emphasize OHA’s rights and that, at this stage, the issue appeared to be more about 
clarification rather than opposition. She indicated that supporting the bills with clarifying 
comments was more appropriate under the circumstances. 

Chair Galuteria stated an intention to proceed with staff’s recommendations as presented in the 
legislative matrix. He noted that, given the presence of triple committee referrals, some bills may 
not advance regardless and suggested allowing the legislative process to proceed to determine 
how matters develop. He commented that, considering this context, it may be prudent to allow 
the bills to move forward without additional proposed amendments at this time. Chair Galuteria 
asked whether any additional amendments would be suggested. Public Policy Manager 
Ostrowski responded that there was one additional item to raise.  
(Time Stamp: 55:16/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:25:00 a.m.) 

During the discussion, Trustee Kahele provided clarification regarding referral status. He 
explained that the Senate bill in question has a double referral; and, therefore, remains active, 
while the corresponding House bill carries a triple referral. He acknowledged the clarification. 
(Time Stamp: 56:45/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:01:54 a.m.) 

Committee Vice Chair Akaka was recognized to address Item 10, SB3146 / HB2326, relating 
to the Department of Land and Natural Resources. The Vice Chair noted that the item was 
currently listed as Monitor in the legislative matrix and raised questions based on previous 
discussion concerning Crown and Government Lands. Vice Chair Akaka inquired whether the 
bill implicated pro-rata share revenues or proceeds; and if so, whether an Opposition 
recommendation would be more appropriate. 

Chief Advocate, Leināʻala Ley, responded that the bill does not concern revenues, proceeds, or 
distributions related to public land trust assets. She clarified that the bill addresses public 
notification requirements for changes in fees, such as parking or concession fees, administered 
by the Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR). She explained that the measure does 
not impose or alter fees, but instead requires notice to the public when fees are adjusted. 
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Chief Advocate Leināʻala further stated that the bill is being monitored due to potential public 
access considerations, but noted that public land trust revenue is not the primary concern 
addressed by the legislation. Vice Chair Akaka asked whether there was any possibility that the 
bill could affect proceeds or revenues subject to pro-rata share distribution. 

Leināʻala responded that the bill would not affect revenues or proceeds, nor would it impact the 
receipt of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs’ share of public land trust income. The Vice Chair 
acknowledged the clarification and thanked staff. 
(Time Stamp: 58:28/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:03:37 a.m.) 
 
There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.  
 
Roll Call 
Motion carried (8-0) 
Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria 
Not present at time of vote: Trustee Souza 
(Time Stamp: 1:01:11/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:06:21 a.m.) 
 
 
E. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and Native Hawaiian 
Traditional & Customery Practices – Matrix 4 
(Time Stamp: 1:01:14/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:06:23 a.m.) 
 
Public Testimony 
None 
 
   MOTION made by Trustee Alapa to Approve/Amend the 2026   
   Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and  
   Native Hawaiian Traditional and Customary Practices – Matrix 4  
   (Time Stamp: 1:01:36/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:06:45 a.m.) 
 
Discussion 
Chief Advocate, Leināʻala Ley, presented a review of  the following bill changes: 

- Item 13, HB2424 Relating to Land Use and the Commisionʻs powers. This 
bill allows counties to reclassify or to peition to reclassify lands that are in that 
agricultural district to rural if they are already being used for housing 
purposes.  Position recommendation is Monitor. 

- Item 24, SB2328 Relating to Air Pollution.. While the policy concept is 
viewed as positive, the agency does not currently have sufficient technical 
expertise to provide substantive comments. Position recommendation is 
Monitor. 

- Item 26, SB2404/HB2205 Relating to Emergency Erosion Mitigation. 
Modifications related to shoreline erosion and emergency authorization 
processes. Position recommended is Comment due to the following rationale: 
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     Acknowledges legitimate concerns regarding shoreline erosion and  
    impacts to private property.  
     Notes that existing emergency procedures already exist under DOH  
    and Office of Coastal Management rules.  
     The bill would effectively extend “emergency” authorization periods  
    up to five years, exceeding current allowances.  
     Raises concerns regarding shoreline hardening, coastal erosion, and  
    impacts to Native Hawaiian practices, while remaining sensitive to  
    property owner concerns. 
 
Due to this discussion, Chair Galuteria clarified the motion to read: 
 
   MOTION made by Trustee Alapa to Approve/Amend the 2026   
   Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and  
   Native Hawaiian Traditional and Customary Practices – Matrix 4  
   except for:  

  - [Item 33] SB2685 and HB2218 Relating to the Department of  
  Land and Natural Resources 

   (Time Stamp: 1:03:55/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:09:04 a.m.) 
 
Trustee Akina offered remarks expressing appreciation for the work of the organization’s Public 
Policy Division in its review and analysis of the legislative matrix. Trustee Akina noted that the 
matrix and the associated policy considerations are complex and involve a significant amount of 
technical subject matter. He further observed that, beyond technical complexity, the process 
highlights legislation that may have significant impacts that are not always apparent at the outset. 
 
Trustee Akina stated that the approach taken reflects a balanced and thoughtful review of the 
bills. He emphasized that the organization is appropriately considering its responsibility to 
protect environmental resources and Native Hawaiian rights, while also recognizing the practical 
needs of Hawaiians and the broader community related to housing development and the 
responsible use of resources. He commended staff for striking an effective balance between 
advocacy, monitoring, and responsiveness. 
 
Trustee Akina further expressed his view that the comments and positions developed to date are 
well-reasoned and appropriately calibrated, noting that the strategy of monitoring certain 
measures preserves the organization’s ability to respond as circumstances evolve. He concluded 
his remarks by commending the staff for their work and stating, “Well done.” 
(Time Stamp: 1:04:21/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:09:30 a.m.) 
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The Chair called upon Vice Chair Akaka regarding Item 37, SB2795, relating to the Hawaiian 
flag. Vice Chair Akaka requested that, in future versions of the legislative matrix, HB2532, 
identified as a companion bill to SB2795, be included under the organization’s position of 
Support for that item. 

Chief Advocate Ley acknowledged the request and confirmed that the companion bill would be 
added accordingly. (Time Stamp: 1:06:02/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:11:11 a.m.) 

The discussion then transitioned to other legislative matters.  Vice Chair Akaka referenced Item 
1 – HB1738, relating to land use decision-making and the authority of counties to amend district 
boundaries and asked whether there were any concerns associated with that measure. 

Leinā’ala responded that the organization is currently taking a position of Monitor on HB1738. 
She explained that, under existing law, counties presently have authority to approve district 
boundary amendments of up to 15 acres, and the bill would constitute a significant change to that 
framework. She also noted that the issue is complex and consistent with earlier remarks 
regarding the technical and policy challenges involved in land use legislation. 

Leināʻala elaborated that a key concern being monitored is how to maintain the integrity of 
agricultural districts while remaining responsive to legitimate agricultural workforce housing 
needs. There is an ongoing challenge in distinguishing bona fide agricultural workforce housing 
from situations in which agricultural lands could be incrementally converted into 
non-agricultural uses, such as low-density residential or “gentleman farm” developments that are 
agricultural in name only. Leināʻala emphasized that this issue has important implications for 
genuine agricultural operators and long-term land use planning. 

Leināʻala further stated that the organization is monitoring HB1738 closely due to concerns 
about potential abuse of Agricultural District classifications and the broader impacts on bona fide 
farmers, surrounding communities, and land use policy. At the same time, staff acknowledged 
that legitimate agricultural workforce housing needs do exist. As a result, the organization is 
monitoring the bill’s progression and direction while emphasizing the importance of protecting 
the integrity of agricultural districts. 

The discussion then moved to Item 5, HB1848, relating to land use. The Chair asked what the 
organization’s comments would entail for this measure. 

Leināʻala indicated that HB1848 had been deferred, noting some uncertainty as to whether the 
bill had been deferred in the House or the Senate, and that it could still move forward on one 
side. She explained that the comment the organization had intended to submit, should the bill 
advance, would highlight the organization’s own Land Use Commission-related proposal, which 
is intended to achieve a similar policy goal. 
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Leināʻala described that the organization’s approach seeks to address water planning earlier in 
the entitlement process so that water availability receives greater consideration at the appropriate 
stage. She reported having consulted with the Commission on Water Resource Management 
(CWRM) regarding the bill and noted that CWRM agreed that a certification requirement for 
future water availability is not appropriate, as future availability cannot be certified. She further 
explained that CWRM manages water resources based on supply-side considerations such as 
sustainable yield and instream flow standards, while counties generally have more current 
information regarding demand. 

Leināʻala noted that CWRM recommended that any statutory requirement be revised from a 
certification requirement to a requirement that applicants consult with the commission. She 
further suggested that an appropriate approach would be to require petitioners to demonstrate 
consultation with both the Commission on Water Resource Management, for supply-side 
considerations, and the relevant county, for demand-side considerations. She reiterated that while 
the organization is generally supportive of the bill’s underlying concept, its own Land Use 
Commission proposal is viewed as a more effective and appropriate mechanism. 

The discussion then turned to Item 6, HB1932. The Vice Chair observed that the measure was 
currently listed as Monitor and noted that there had been consideration of a possible Support 
position. 

OHA’s Chief Advocate responded by providing context based on legal and policy background. 
Leināʻala explained that Hawaiʻi case law is well-established and provides strong protections for 
public trust resources, including water and land. She noted that although there is a growing 
“rights of nature” movement in other jurisdictions, often used as a foundation for advancing 
environmental protections, Hawaiʻi already has a robust public trust doctrine rooted in 
Kingdom-era law and embedded in the State Constitution. 

Staff stated that the Public Trust Doctrine already protects many of the same interests that 
rights-of-nature frameworks seek to address. As such, she advised against amending or 
“tinkering with” the Constitution to import an external legal concept when existing constitutional 
and legal frameworks already provide strong protections. In conclusion, that HB1932 should 
continue hold a position of Monitor to observe how the measure develops. 

In closing remarks related to prior discussion, Chair Galuteria commented that it seemed 
unusual that legislation would be necessary to practice aspects of our culture, including the 
flying of the Hawaiian flag.” (Time Stamp: 1:06:43/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:11:52 a.m.) 

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote. 
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   [MOTION made by Trustee Alapa to Approve/Amend the 2026   
   Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and  
   Native Hawaiian Traditional and Customary Practices – Matrix 4  
   except for:  

  - [Item 33] SB2685 and HB2218 Relating to the Department of  
  Land and Natural Resources] 

Roll Call 
Motion carried (9-0) 
(Time Stamp: 1:11:31/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:16:40 a.m.) 
 
 
F. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Housing – Matrix 5 
(Time Stamp: 1:12:00/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:17:09 a.m.) 
 
Public Testimony  
None 
 
   MOTION made by Trustee Alapa to Approve/Amend the 2026   
   Legislature: OHA Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Housing – Matrix 5. 
   (Time Stamp: 1:12:10/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:17:19 a.m.) 
 
Discussion 
None 
 
Roll Call 
Motion carried (9-0) 
(Time Stamp: 1:12:38/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:17:47 a.m.) 
 
 
G. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Health – Matrix 6 
(Time Stamp: 1:13:01/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:18:40 a.m.) 
 
Public Testimony  
None 
    
   MOTION made by Trustee Alapa to Approve/Amend the 2026   
   Legislature: OHA possition on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Health –  
   Matrix 6 
   (Time Stamp: 1:13:12/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:18:21 a.m.) 
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Discussion  
Vice Chair Akaka reviewed proposed legislation that would revise existing youth curfew 
provisions by increasing the applicable age from 16 to 18 years. She noted that the proposal 
accounts for youth leaving workplaces or school-related activities and includes the imposition of 
fines on parents when youth are cited for violations and expressed concern that the proposal does 
not appear to address university students who are under the age of 18, as the language seems 
limited to students in lower grade levels. This omission should be considered. 

Public Policy Manager, Deja Ostrowski, acknowledged the comments and reported that 
discussions had taken place with Representative Kila, who introduced the House version of the 
bill. She explained that the House bill was not included in the legislative matrix because it had 
not been available at the time the matrix was published in compliance with Sunshine Law 
requirements and that conversations with Representative Kila occurred the previous day. The bill 
was introduced by Representative Kila along with Senator Favella. 

Deja further reported that the concerns raised by the vice chair had already been discussed with 
Representative Kila. In addition, she highlighted to him prior board concerns regarding 
sentencing youth to education-based approaches rather than fees and fines. Representative Kila 
reportedly indicated that the bill was originally drafted for age 16 and that the current language 
did not reflect his intent, noting that it had been drafted differently than intended. Deja further 
stated that they are currently working with Representative Kila to address these issues. 

A change in the board’s position on the bill is anticipated at a future meeting, pending continued 
coordination and receipt of updated bill language. The Advocacy team had not yet engaged in 
discussions with Senator Favella, but background research and outreach efforts were ongoing. 

Chair Galuteria asked whether the House and Senate measures were companion bills. Deja 
responded that Representative Kila indicated they were intended to be companion bills, although 
they were not formally marked as such, and that this issue had been flagged for clarification. 

Board members expressed appreciation for the updates provided by Advocacy staff. 
(Time Stamp: 1:13:36/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:18:45 a.m.) 
 
There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote. 
 
Roll Call 
Motion carried (9-0) 
(Time Stamp: 1:16:01/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:21:10 a.m.) 
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H. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Educarion – Matrix 7 
(Time Stamp: 1:16:28/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:21:37 a.m.) 
 
Public Testimony 
None 
 
   MOTION made by Vice Chair Akaka to Approve/Amend the 2026  
   Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian   
   Education – Matrix 7 
   (Time Stamp: 1:17:02/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:22:11 a.m.) 
 
Discussion 
Chief Advocate Ley acknowledged there were no changes in the Matrix, but did note that 
Advocacy had been coordinating with partners so the team had been taking a position of 
Monitor, but a few bills would be appearing in the near future that they would be recommending 
a position of Support in the area of education.  
(Time Stamp: 1:17:11/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:22:36 a.m.) 
 
There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote. 
 
Roll Call 
Motion carried (9-0) 
(Time Stamp: 1:17:48/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:22:57 a.m.) 
 
 
I. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Economic Stability – 
Matrix 8 
(Time Stamp: 1:17:54/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:23:03 a.m.) 
 
 
Public Testimony 
None 
 
   MOTION made by Trustee Ahuna to Approve/Amend the 2026   
   Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawiian Economic  
   Stability – Matrix 8, except for: 
      - Item 5, HB1754 Relating to General Excise Tax 
   (Time Stamp: 1:18:07/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:23:34 a.m.) 
 
Discussion 
None 
 
There being no discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote. 
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Roll Call 
Motion carried (9-0) 
(Time Stamp: 1:18:40/1L38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:23:49 a.m.) 
 
 
J. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on bills Affecting Hawaiʻi Revised Statutes Chapter 6E (ʻIwi 
Kūpuna and Historic Preservation – Matrix 9  
(Time Stamp: 1:19:06/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:24:15 a.m.) 
 
 
Public Testimony 
None 
    
   MOTION made by Trustee Akaka to Approve/Amend the 2026   
   Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Hawaiʻi Revised Statutes  
   Chapter 6E (ʻIwi Kūpuna and Historic Preservation) – Matrix 9 
   (Time Stamp: 1:19:08/1:38:00 – Real Time: 10:24:17 a.m.) 
 
Discussion 
The Chair invited staff input regarding proposed changes to the organization’s positions on two 
legislative measures. Staff clarified that the changes related to Item 2 and Item 3, both of which 
are Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) package bills. 

Chief Advocate, Leināʻala Ley, explained that the change in position does not reflect a 
substantive policy shift. Rather than submitting formal comments in opposition or with concerns, 
staff recommended revising the positions to reflect Support for the bills, while including minor 
suggested edits. These suggested edits were intended to ensure that any assessments required 
under the bills are conducted by individuals with appropriate professional qualifications. 

Leināʻala noted that this qualification requirement was a standard comment made on all bills 
relating to assessment provisions, due to the importance of ensuring that individuals conducting 
such assessments possess the necessary professional background and expertise. 

Staff emphasized that the intent of the position change was to clearly communicate Support for 
DHHL and its legislative requests, while still identifying minor technical considerations through 
suggested edits. For this reason, staff recommended changing the position on the two bills 
accordingly. (Time Stamp: 1:20:29/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:25:38 a.m.) 

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote. 
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Roll Call 
Motion carried (9-0) 
(Time Stamp: 1:21:04/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:20:13 a.m.) 
 
 
**Item taken out of order 
A. United States Department of Education Consultation on Interagency Partnership Agreements 
with the Dpartments of Education, Interior, and Labor (Feb. 10, 2026) – Administration 
(Time Stamp: 1:21:07/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:26:16 a.m.) 
 
Presentation by Interim CEO, Summer Sylva:  
(See attched letter from Linda E. McMahon, Secretary of Education) 
 
A briefing was provided regarding an upcoming federal consultation scheduled for February 10, 
convened by the U.S. Department of Education, concerning a proposal to transfer interagency 
partnerships and education programs affecting Native Americans, Alaska Natives, and Native 
Hawaiians. 

It was explained that these proposed changes stem from the President’s March 2025 Executive 
Order, which directed steps toward the closure of the U.S. Department of Education and the 
transition of long-standing responsibilities to other federal agencies. The presenter emphasized 
that these changes represent a consequential shift in the national educational funding and 
services landscape. 

The discussion highlighted that Native Hawaiian education programs, which have long been 
authorized by Congress and administered almost exclusively by the U.S. Department of 
Education, may be significantly affected. It was noted that these programs are relied upon by 
Native Hawaiian communities, and that the evolving federal structure necessitates the inclusion 
of Native Hawaiian voices before decisions are finalized. 

The presenter explained that the proposal involves interagency agreements among the U.S. 
Department of Education, the Department of the Interior (DOI), and the Department of Labor, 
which could substantially alter federal roles and responsibilities. As a result, Native Hawaiian 
education providers in Hawaiʻi face uncertainty regarding which agencies will administer their 
programs, how grants will be competed for and administered, and whether funding timelines will 
be maintained. 

It was noted that many affected organizations have worked closely with the Office of Hawaiian 
Affairs (OHA) and may look to the agency for advocacy, coordination, or potential funding 
supplementation should disruptions occur. Accordingly, participation in the consultation was 
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described as falling squarely within OHA’s mission and fiduciary responsibility to anticipate 
impacts and help protect stability for Native Hawaiian learners and families. 

In preparation for the consultation, Native Hawaiian education leaders have convened broader 
coordination efforts, including through the Hawaiʻi Education Alliance Task Force and the 
Legislative Hui. Considerable planning and advocacy have occurred to ensure that messages 
delivered to federal agencies are coordinated, accurate, and grounded in shared priorities. OHA’s 
role was described as participating as a listener, convener, and advocate, while not supplanting 
community voices, but instead providing support through its institutional capacity, funding 
experience, and networks. 

Specific concerns were raised regarding the proposed transfer of major grant-making and 
administrative functions away from the Department of Education to multiple federal agencies. It 
was noted that such fragmentation could complicate policy authority, grant administration, and 
program oversight. Additionally, while the Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) within the 
Department of the Interior has extensive experience administering education programs for tribal 
communities, it lacks experience administering education programs for Native Hawaiians. The 
limited administrative footprint for Native Hawaiian programs within DOI was identified as an 
area likely requiring additional coordination, partnership, and support during any transition. 

The presenter stated that OHA’s participation in the consultation is intended to ensure 
engagement in the federal decision-making process, assist in navigating a rapidly changing 
federal landscape, anticipate impending changes, and help facilitate a more seamless transition 
for affected organizations and institutions. 

The discussion also underscored the importance of strengthening OHA’s federal presence. The 
speaker referenced prior discussions with trustees regarding the need to open an OHA office in 
Washington, D.C., noting the unpredictability of ongoing federal restructuring. An update was 
suggested for a future meeting regarding progress toward that goal. 

An update was provided on organizational preparations, including coordination with corporation 
counsel to finalize job descriptions for a Chief Advocate position funded in the current fiscal 
year and a Deputy or Assistant Advocate position anticipated for funding in a future fiscal year. 
advocate in Washington, D.C. The presenter stated that these steps position the agency to serve 
as a federal convener by the end of the current fiscal year and into the next. 
(Time Stamp: 1:21:47/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:26:56 a.m.) 

Vice Chair Akaka shared observations regarding ongoing news reports about changes at the 
federal government level and the resulting impacts on displays and interpretive content at 
national institutions, including the Smithsonian museums and the National Park Service. Trustee 
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Akaka specifically referenced concerns related to signage, land acknowledgements, and 
recognition of the historical and ongoing challenges faced by Indigenous peoples in those areas. 

Trustee Akaka expressed particular concern about potential implications for Hawaiʻi Volcanoes 
National Park, noting the importance of recent efforts to restore original Hawaiian place names 
on signage, replacing names that were assigned at later points in history. She also stated concern 
that such culturally restorative changes could be reversed or removed, which would diminish 
recognition of Native Hawaiian connections to place. 

Trustee Akaka conveyed frustration regarding what was characterized as a lack of spirit and 
consideration for Indigenous cultures, original peoples, and their enduring ties to ancestral lands. 
She emphasized the value of unity among Indigenous peoples and noted concern regarding the 
direction of federal actions over the coming years and their potential impacts on Indigenous 
recognition and cultural representation. 
(Time Stamp: 1:28:03/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:33:12 a.m.) 

Chair Galuteria remarked that recent actions appear to reflect a broader trend affecting the 
recognition and preservation of Indigenous peoples and cultures. 

In response, Summer Sylva, acknowledged the concern and stated that the issue appropriately 
relates to the perpetuation of Native American languages. She noted that the Native American 
Languages Act is a foundational statute underpinning both the U.S. Department of Education and 
the Department of the Interior’s commitments to supporting and funding language preservation 
activities and related educational programs. 

Summer indicated that the Chair’s comments were well taken and relevant to ongoing 
considerations regarding federal responsibilities and support for Indigenous language and 
cultural initiatives. Summer noted that there is an opportunity for further discussion regarding 
geographic names and historic place names within the broader context of education. It was 
suggested that these topics intersect with educational conversations and warrant continued 
attention. 

Chair Galuteria expressed that the board would appreciate receiving periodic reports on 
developments and progress related to this area. 

Summer acknowledged the comment and indicated appreciation for the request. 
(Time Stamp: 1:29:52/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:35:01 a.m.) 
 
 
 
III. COMMUNITY CONCERNS AND CELEBRATIONS 
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(Time Stamp: 1:30:31/1:38:00 ~ Real Tme: 10:35:40) 
 
Germaine Meyers, OHA Beneficiary and Nanakuli Homesteader:  
Germaine Meyers provided public testimony expressing concern regarding the advice and 
leadership relied upon by the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) in decision-making, particularly 
as it relates to historical accuracy, judgment, and accountability. 

Ms. Meyers referenced the Native Hawaiian Congressional Fellowship, which was co-sponsored 
by OHA prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, was later renamed to honor Senator Daniel K. Akaka 
in recognition of his lifetime of service and commitment to Native Hawaiian representation. Ms. 
Meyers stated that she became concerned following a proposal, introduced during the October 
29, 2025 OHA Budget and Finance Committee meeting held in conjunction with the Hawaiian 
Civic Club Convention, to remove Senator Akaka’s name from the fellowship program. 

According to Ms. Meyers, the proposal was justified by statements from the Fellowship Chair, 
who indicated that Senator Akaka’s name had become problematic in Washington, D.C., citing 
personal experience during the 2022 congressional vote to name the Daniel K. Akaka VA 
Community Based Outpatient Clinic in Kapolei. Ms. Meyers summarized that the cited 
objection related to Senator Akaka’s party affiliation and past voting record. 

Ms. Myers stated that this rationale was not supported by the congressional record, noting that 
legislation naming the clinic passed both the U.S. Senate and the U.S. House of Representatives 
unanimously by voice vote and was signed into law in June 2022. She asserted that this outcome 
contradicts the claim that Senator Akaka’s name is politically divisive in Washington, D.C. 

Ms. Meyers raised broader concerns regarding reliance on interpretations of Washington, D.C. 
politics offered by an individual who served a single two-year term in Congress from January 
2021 to January 2023 and who faced public scrutiny, including a House Ethics review related to 
proxy voting and outside employment, and later chose not to seek reelection. Ms. Meyers 
questioned whether such advice should outweigh the legacy of Senator Akaka, who served 36 
years in the U.S. Congress. 

In drawing comparisons to OHA governance practices, Ms. Meyers referenced OHA’s recent 
decision to revisit a prior financial matter involving a $6 million drawdown and a related 
withholding, stating that OHA’s actions demonstrate that past decisions remain relevant for 
accountability and public trust. He asserted that the same standard should apply to decisions 
regarding legacy and naming. 

Ms. Meyers summarized Senator Akaka’s service, stating that he served 14 years in the U.S. 
House of Representatives and 22 years in the U.S. Senate, and was the first Native Hawaiian 
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United States Senator. She emphasized Senator Akaka’s role in ensuring that Native Hawaiians 
were included directly in federal dialogue. 

Ms. Meyers concluded her testimony by stating that removing Senator Akaka’s name based on a 
single anecdote is not supported by the historical record, that the Senator’s full name should 
continue to be used for the fellowship program, and that his testimony was offered in the interest 
of stewardship, historical accuracy, and accountability in decision-making. She clarified that his 
testimony was not intended to be personal in nature 

Germaine Meyers provided public testimony expressing concern regarding the advice and 
leadership relied upon by the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) in decision-making, particularly 
as it relates to historical accuracy, judgment, and accountability. 

Ms. Meyers referenced the Native Hawaiian Congressional Fellowship, which was co-sponsored 
by OHA prior to the COVID-19 pandemic and later renamed to honor Senator Daniel K. Akaka 
in recognition of his lifetime of service and commitment to Native Hawaiian representation. Ms. 
Meyers stated that he became concerned following a proposal, introduced during the October 29, 
2025 OHA Budget and Finance Committee meeting held in conjunction with the Hawaiian Civic 
Club Convention, to remove Senator Akaka’s name from the fellowship program. 

According to Ms. Meyers, the proposal was justified by statements from the Fellowship Chair, 
who indicated that Senator Akaka’s name had become problematic in Washington, D.C., citing 
personal experience during the 2022 congressional vote to name the Daniel K. Akaka VA 
Community Based Outpatient Clinic in Kapolei. Ms. Meyers summarized that the cited 
objection related to Senator Akaka’s party affiliation and past voting record. 

Ms. Meyers stated that this rationale was not supported by the congressional record, noting that 
legislation naming the clinic passed both the U.S. Senate and the U.S. House of Representatives 
unanimously by voice vote and was signed into law in June 2022. She asserted that this outcome 
contradicts the claim that Senator Akaka’s name is politically divisive in Washington, D.C. 

Ms. Meyers raised broader concerns regarding reliance on interpretations of Washington, D.C. 
politics offered by Chair Kahele who served a single two-year term in Congress from January 
2021 to January 2023 and who faced public scrutiny, including a House Ethics review related to 
proxy voting and outside employment, and later chose not to seek reelection. Ms. Meyers 
questioned whether such advice should outweigh the legacy of Senator Akaka, who served 36 
years in the U.S. Congress. 

In drawing comparisons to OHA governance practices, Ms. Meyers referenced OHA’s recent 
decision to revisit a prior financial matter involving a $6 million drawdown and a related 
$576,609 withholding, stating that OHA’s actions demonstrate that past decisions remain 
relevant for accountability and public trust. She asserted that the same standard should apply to 
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decisions regarding legacy and naming. Kahikina is insufficient; he served as Senator Daniel 
Kahikina Akaka for 22 years in Washington, D.C. 

Ms. Meyers summarized Senator Akaka’s service, stating that he served 14 years in the U.S. 
House of Representatives and 22 years in the U.S. Senate, and was the first Native Hawaiian 
United States Senator. She emphasized Senator Akaka’s role in ensuring that Native Hawaiians 
were included directly in federal dialogue. 

Ms. Meyers concluded her testimony by stating that removing Senator Akaka’s name based on a 
single anecdote is not supported by the historical record, that the Senator’s full name should 
continue to be used for the fellowship program, and that her testimony was offered in the interest 
of stewardship, historical accuracy, and accountability in decision-making. She clarified that her 
testimony was not intended to be personal in nature. 
 
 
IV. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
       None 
(Time Stamp: 1:36:15/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:41:24 a.m.) 
 
 
V. ADJOURNMENT 
 
   MOTION made by Trustee Lindsey to adjourn the meeting of the  
   Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment. 
   (Time Stamp: 1:36:39/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:41:51 a.m.) 
 
Roll Call 
Motion carries (9 – 0) 
 
The February 4, 2026 meeting of the Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy was adjourned at 
10:42 a.m. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
 

 
 
Lei-Ann Stender Durant, Trustee Aide 
Committee Recording Secretary 
 
 
 

 
 
Brickwood Galuteria, Trustee At-Large 
BAE Committe Chair 
 
 
 
 
Approved: June 24, 2026 
 


