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MEETING OF THE
COMMITTEE ON BENEFICIARY ADVOCACY AND EMPOWERMENT

DATE: Tuesday, January 25, 2022
TIME: 10:00 a.m.
PLACE: Virtual Meeting

Viewable at www.oha.org/livestream OR
Listen by phone: (213) 338-8477,
Webinar ID: 898 9176 7910

Due to COVID-19, the OHA Board of Trustees and its standing committees will hold virtual
meetings until further notice. Pursuant to Governor Ige’s December 29, 2021 Emergency
Proclamation Related to Sunshine Law In-Person Meetings, there will be no in-person location
for this meeting that is open to the general public. The virtual meetings can be viewed and
observed via livestream on OHA’s website at www.oha.org/livestream or listen by phone: (213)
338-8477, Webinar ID: 898 9176 7910

AGENDA

I. Call to Order

II. Public Testimony on Items Listed on the Agenda* (Please see page 2 on how to submit written
testimony or provide oral testimony online. Oral testimony by phone will not be accepted)

III. Approval of Minutes
A.December 8, 2021
B.December 27, 2021

IV. New Business
A.Workshop: Policies - Series 2000 – Beneficiary Support and Services: Protect Ceded
Lands, OHA Water Policy and Water Backgrounder, Policy on Protecting Iwi Kupuna,
International Engagement, Beneficiary Support Services, Advocacy, Collaborations
with Other Agencies and Organizations, Repatriation, Housing, Wai, Iwi Kūpuna,
Disaster Resourcing; and consideration of a newly drafted Military Engagement Policy.

V. Announcements
VI. Adjournment

Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment
Trustee Kaleihikina Akaka, Chair
Trustee Keola Lindsey, Vice Chair
Members
Trustee Leina‘ala Ahu Isa, At-Large
Trustee Dan Ahuna, Kaua‘i / Ni‘ihau
Trustee Keli‘i Akina, At-Large
Trustee Luana Alapa, Moloka‘i / Lāna‘i
Trustee Carmen Hulu Lindsey, Maui
Trustee Brendon Kalei‘āina Lee, At-Large
Trustee John Waihe‘e IV, At-Large

http://www.oha.org/livestream
http://www.oha.org/livestream
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If you require an auxiliary aid or accommodation due to a disability, please contact Everett Ohta at
telephone number (808) 594-1988 or by email at: everetto@oha.org no later than three (3) business days
prior to the date of the meeting. Meeting materials will be available to the public 72 hours prior to the
meeting and posted to OHA’s website at: www.oha.org/bae.

In the event that the livestream or the audiovisual connection is interrupted and cannot be restored, the
meeting may continue as an audio-only meeting through the phone and Webinar ID listed at the
beginning of this agenda. Meeting recordings are available upon request to BOTmeetings@oha.org
until the written meeting minutes are posted to OHA’s website.

†Notice: The 72 Hour rule, pursuant to OHA BOT Operations Manual, Section 49, shall be waived for
distribution of new committee materials.

* PublicTestimony on Items Listed on the Agenda must be limited to matters listed on the meeting agenda.

Hawai‘i Revised Statutes, Chapter 92, Public Agency Meetings and Records, prohibits Board members
from discussing or taking action on matters not listed on the meeting agenda.

Testimony can be provided to the OHABoard of Trustees either as: (1)written testimony emailed at least 24
hours prior to the scheduledmeeting, (2)written testimonymailed and received at least twobusinessdays prior to the
scheduledmeeting, or (3) live, oral testimony online during the virtual meeting.

(1) Persons wishing to provide written testimony on items listed on the agenda
should submit testimony via email to BOTmeetings@oha.org at least 24 hours prior to
the scheduled meeting or via postal mail to Office of Hawaiian Affairs, Attn: Meeting
Testimony, 560 N. Nimitz Hwy., Suite 200, Honolulu, HI 96817 to be received at least two
business days prior to the scheduled meeting. Any testimony received after these
deadlines will be late testimony and will be distributed to the Board members after the
scheduled meeting. Due to COVID-19 office closure and limited in-office staffing,
please do not fax or hand-deliver written testimony.

(2) Persons wishing to provide oral testimony online during the virtual meeting
must first register at:

https://us06web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_HM21hkhXRt-
qMFTtwq9XAQ

You need to register if you would like to orally testify. Once you have completed your
registration, a confirmation email will be sent to you with a link to join the virtual meeting,
along with further instructions on how to provide oral testimony during the virtual meeting.
The registration page will closed once the Public Testimony orCommunityConcerns agenda
items have concluded.

To provide oral testimony online, you will need:
(1) a computer or mobile device to connect to the virtual meeting;
(2) internet access; and
(3) amicrophone to provide oral testimony.

mailto:everetto@oha.org
http://www.oha.org/bae
mailto:BOTmeetings@oha.org
mailto:BOTmeetings@oha.org
https://us06web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_HM21hkhXRt-qMFTtwq9XAQ
https://us06web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_HM21hkhXRt-qMFTtwq9XAQ
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Oral testimony online will be limited to five (5) minutes.
Oral testimony by telephone/landline will not be accepted at this time.

Once your oral testimony is completed, you will be asked to disconect from the meeting. If
you do not sign off on your own, support staff will remove you from the Zoom meeting.
You can continue to view the remainder of the meeting on the livestream or by telephone, as
provided at the beginning of this agenda.

Please visit OHA’s website for more detailed information on how to submit Public Testimony OR
Community Concerns at: https://www.oha.org/how-to-submit-testimony-for-oha-bot-meetings/

1/19/2022

Trustee Kaleihikina Akaka, Chair Date
Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment

https://www.oha.org/how-to-submit-testimony-for-oha-bot-meetings/
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STATE OF HAWAI‘I
OFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS

560 N. NIMITZ HIGHWAY, SUITE 200
(VIRTUAL MEETING - VIA ZOOM WEBINAR)

COMMITTEE ON BENEFICIARY ADVOCACY AND EMPOWERMENT
MINUTES

December 8, 2021 1:30 p.m.

ATTENDANCE:
Chairperson Kaleihikina Akaka
Trustee Leina‘ala Ahu Isa
Trustee Dan Ahuna
Trustee Keli‘i Akina
Trustee Brendon Kalei‘āina Lee
Trustee C. Hulu Lindsey
Trustee Keola Lindsey
Trustee John Waihe‘e, IV

EXCUSED:
Trustee Luana Alapa

BAE STAFF:
Brandon Mitsuda
Mark Watanabe

ADMINISTRATION STAFF:
Hussey, Sylvia, Ka Pouhana / CEO
Brown, Casey / COO
Hinck, Ramona / CFO
Kamali`i, Na’u / Chief Advocate
Freitas, Sharde / Public Policy Advocate
Ki, Nina / Public Policy Advocate
Gushiken, Raina, Senior Legal Counsel
Ohta, Everett, Assistant Legal Counsel
Chak, Kevin, IT
Nakama, Erin, IT

I. CALL TO ORDER

Chair Akaka calls the Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment meeting for Wednesday,
October 13, 2021 to order at 1:33 p.m.

Chair Akaka notes for the record that PRESENT are:

MEMBERS
AT CALL TO
ORDER

(1:34 p.m.)
TIME ARRIVED

CHAIR KALEIHIKINA AKAKA PRESENT
VICE-CHAIR KEOLA LINDSEY PRESENT
TRUSTEE LEINA‘ALA AHU ISA PRESENT
TRUSTEE DAN AHUNA PRESENT
TRUSTEE KELI‘I AKINA PRESENT
TRUSTEE LUANA ALAPA EXCUSED
TRUSTEE BRENDON KALEI‘ĀINA LEE PRESENT
TRUSTEE CARMEN HULU LINDSEY PRESENT
TRUSTEE JOHN WAIHE‘E, IV PRESENT

At the Call to Order, EIGHT(8) Trustees are PRESENT, thereby constituting a quorum.
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II. PUBLIC TESTIMONY on Items Listed on the Agenda*

Healani Sonoda-Pale: Aloha Chair Akaka, Vice Chair Keola Lindsey and Members of the Board. Ka Lahui
Hawai‘i Kōmike Kālaiʻāina is the ad hoc committee of the Nation of Hawai‘i Native Initiative for Self
Governance formed by and for Native Hawaiians and their descendants AKA Kanaka Maoli without the
interference of the state or federal governments or its agencies.

First, we'd like to commend the statement recently released by OHA regarding the Red Hill water issue calling
for the swift and safe removal of 200,000,000 gallons of jet fuel from the US Navy tanks which sits only 100
feet above one of Oahu's major aquifers. This holiday season should be a time for families to gather and
celebrate, but instead families from Hālawa to Hawai‘i Kai are worrying about whether the water coming out of
our faucets is safe to drink. Recent events that have unfolded show the lack of care and concern that the US
military has for the welfare of the people they are supposed to be protecting as well as our environment. In fact,
the military has lied and hid facts not only from the public, but from its own service men and women putting
everyone, men, women, children and even pets in harm's way.

They remain silent on what happened in the most recent November jet fuel leak. One in a long history of leaks
into the Red Hill Aquifer and to this day we still don't know the facts of what really happened. Today the US
military is here at OHA presenting a plan to extend their leases and use of so-called ceded lands, AKA illegally
seized Hawaiian Kingdom, crown and government lands. Even OHA has publicly stated multiple times that the
military cannot be entrusted with Hawaiian lands and cultural resources with their long history of poor
stewardship. They have bombed, polluted and destroyed lands, water, sacred sites and fragile habitats for
organisms found nowhere else in the world, all in the name of national security, freedom and protecting
America.

As the agency whose kuleana it is to advocate for the well being of all Kanaka Maoli and provide input in the
best use of ceded lands, we implore you to take a strong and public stance against the extension of leases of
stolen Hawaiian lands for the US military. As they present their master plan, we urge you to ask the hard
questions in the best interests of the Kanaka Maoli people and to always keep in mind as they speak, that
these are the same people who have not been forthcoming about the facts surrounding the jet fuel leaks in our
water, resulting in the poisoning of hundreds, perhaps thousands of military and local families.
Ola I Ka Wai, water is life. There is no substitute for fresh water. Mahalo for the opportunity to testify.

Manu Ka‘iama: Aloha mai kākou ‘O Manu Ka‘iama mahalo nui for the opportunity to share my concerns. As
you review the Hawai‘i Military Land Use Master Plan, I would like for you to consider the following:
Emergency alert ballistic missile threat inbound to Hawai‘i, seek immediate shelter. This is not a drill. On
Saturday, January 13, 2018, where were you? Maybe you were lucky and had some insider information so you
were not concerned. Maybe you slept through it. As for me, not so lucky. Most of our family was able to
congregate at my daughters home and we tried desperately to reach my other two sons while explaining to my
grandchildren not to be afraid. One son finally reached me on the phone with only five minutes of time left
before the big bang. He knew he wasn't going to make it to our location on time, so we had to say goodbye to
each other on the phone. This is disgusting. This is the life we have with unbridled military installations here.

I ask you where was the military? How were they going to help us in that situation? What could they have done,
nothing. We are a target of every enemy of America and there are lots of them. Especially now, since
somebody decided to stop being obsessed with the Middle East and arbitrarily decided to move to the Pacific,
their new combat playground. We all need to accept and embrace a new paradigm and OHA, you can be
instrumental in this.
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We have to stop being a target for our sake, for our mo‘opuna’s sake. We need to save our land and live a
normal life. We do not need the military here. Because of them we are a target. We have an opportunity before
us, in the late twenty 2020s a number of leases in all branches of the Armed Services are set to expire. Never
were these leases intended to be extendable. We must not allow them to continue to use these lands. We
know even when faced with a disaster, they will not take responsibility. Most current disaster, Red Hill or our
kapu kikī. It's our opportunity to sever ties with the military once and for all. Mahalo for Chair Hulu Lindsey’s
latest announcement for OHA’s position.

They are not going to get rid of those monster fuel tanks I bet you and do not care who it harms. You can see it
unfolding in real time, how they are planning to sidestep responsibility. Even now, millions of promises never
fulfilled my great grandmother and grandfather for example, promised their land back in Makua Valley. They
believed in the military. They are long gone now and the land is still in the military’s control, hewa. Let us not
forget the military also uses and abuses lands in our residential areas. The master plan should completely
delete the military’s BAH program. This is the basic allowance for housing for military with local median income
at 64,000 average a year and the median price of homes on Oahu at 1,000,000. No local average wage
earning person, especially not a Hawaiian, could afford to buy a house and it's 8,000 square feet land to live on,
no way. And yet the military subsidizes their people with monthly stipends of between 3000 to over 4500 a
month. How can we compete? The military is what is causing this problem.

Also, Realtors have the audacity to encourage them to do this. Practically guaranteeing military families, eh at
least a $100,000 windfall when you sell in two to three years, and when they return to their homelands, it's
deplorable, and yet they ignore the inflationary situation that they have created in our homeland. They do not
care. From a century of experience, we know that the military promises that they make will not be kept. It is
time to take the matter into our own hands. We need to care for our land and waters, something they do not
know how to do. Mahalo nui loa, me ke aloha. Lono ‘i ka makahiki, aloha.

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. November 17, 2021

Chair Akaka: Can I please get a motion to approve the November 17, 2021 BAE Committee Meeting minutes.

Vice Chair Lindsey: I move that we approve the November 17, 2021 meeting minutes.

Trustee Akina: I second

Chair Akaka: Mahalo Trustee Akina, the motion has been made by our BAE Vice Chair, Trustee Keola
Lindsey and seconded by Trustee Akina. Members, are there any changes to the minutes? Seeing none,
Brandon can I please have a roll call vote to approve the minutes.

1:49 p.m.

TRUSTEE 1 2
‘AE
(YES)

A’OLE
(NO)

KANALUA
(ABSTAIN) EXCUSED

LEINA‘ALA AHU ISA X
DAN AHUNA X
KELI‘I AKINA 2 X

LUANA ALAPA EXCUSED
BRENDON LEE X



BAE COMMITTEE MEETING Page 4 of 38 Minutes for 12/08/2021

DRAFT
For Approval on 01/25/22

KALEI‘ĀINA
CARMEN HULU LINDSEY X

VICE CHAIR
KEOLA LINDSEY 1 X

JOHN WAIHE`E, IV X
CHAIR KALEIHIKINA AKAKA X

TOTAL VOTE COUNT 7 0 1 1

MOTION: [ ] UNANIMOUS [ X ] PASSED [ ] DEFERRED [ ] FAILED

IV. NEW BUSINESS

A. Presentation: Native Hawaiian Veterans, Reyn Kaupiko, Native Hawaiian, VA
Advisory Committee on Tribal and Indian Affairs

Chair Akaka yields the floor to Ka Pouhana Hussey.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Thank you Chair Akaka, aloha Trustees we have Reyn and we mahalo him, and his
presentation is in there and we’ll give him the opportunity to introduce himself as well as the topic and
appreciate that he is coming to join the Trustees from the east coast. So thank you Reyn, go ahead.

Reyn Kaupiko: Alright, thank you very much Dr. Hussey, thank you very much Trustee Akaka and fellow
Trustees. Thank you very much for giving your time to hear me out and make this presentation for you guys.
So just a little bit about myself so you can just have an understanding of who I am and where I come from. So I
am a 2003 Kamehameha Alumni, 2008 Naval Academy Alumni, former Surface Warfare Officer in the United
States Navy, Navy Veteran, 2017 UH Mānoa MBA Alumni, 2020 University of San Francisco Alumni with
a Masters in Public Leadership. And through this journey I really got involved in the Veteran community, and at
my time at the University of San Francisco I made an emphasis on how to raise benefit awareness amongst
the Native Veteran community. Kind of like starting a cookie cutter method so we could apply it as Veterans to
other ethnic communities around the islands. Which leads me to my topic, Native Hawaiian military Veterans.
And for my briefing, my references are the Department of Veteran Affairs, Charter of Advisory Committee on
Tribal and Indian Affairs, the Federal Registrar printed 2021 May 03 notice, Department of Veteran Affairs
Advisory Committee on Tribal Indian Affairs, the establishment. The Federal Register 2021 printed May 05,
notice Department of Veteran Affairs, solicitation and nominations.

So the President directed down to the VA through the secretary of the VA that there will be a Committee on
Tribal and Indian Affairs, and this was relatively at the start of the Presidency and the Charter was signed by
the Secretary of the VA in April of 2021, and in the Charter, the objective is to form a committee that provides
advice and guidance to the Secretary of the VA on all matters relating to Indian Tribes, Tribal organizations,
Native Hawaiian organizations and Native American Veterans. So this is a two year appointment with two
terms and every year we will meet with the Secretary of the VA in person twice. On this board there are 16
people with the Native Hawaiians having one definite seat, and there's an additional at large seat.



BAE COMMITTEE MEETING Page 5 of 38 Minutes for 12/08/2021

DRAFT
For Approval on 01/25/22

So what is this committee and what is its duties? So in the Charter it outlines ten of their duties starting with
identifying for the department, the evolving issues of relevance to the specific community, so the Native
Hawaiian organizations and Native American Veterans programs and services. Describing purpose clarification
and recommendations, as well as issues that are raised. Providing forum for these entities to have discussions
with the Secretary of the VA, as well as on regulations, policies and procedures. Current standing and ones
and how we should they think they should be changed. Identify priorities and provide advice on strategies for
consultation. Ensure pertinent issues are brought to the attention of the Native Hawaiian organization, so
bringing that information that's discussed back. Talking within our community to get more ideas and present it
back to the Secretary of the VA. Encouraging the Secretary to work with other Federal Agencies to help fix the
issues that we’re enduring related to Veterans. As well as highlight the contribution of Native American
Veterans in the armed forces.

We'll also make recommendations to the consultations of policy for the department and support processes to
develop an urban Indian organization coffer policy. I've asked more about this one and I'll get more
understanding on this, that is the item nine. And the last one is with the secretary approval, conduct other
duties recommended by the committee.

Chair Akaka: Kala mai Reyn, I think it would be easier for those in attendance and watching this to see your
presentation on the screen, even though we have it ahead of time. But just so we can follow exactly where you
are, is it possible for you to share your screen with this?

Ka Pouhana Hussey: If it's okay Trustee Akaka, I could share it and then Reyn can focus on the
presentation.

Chair Akaka: That would be great. Mahalo, Ka Pouhana.

Reyn Kaupiko: So this is the item that I was inquiring more on from the Department of Tribal Affairs within
the VA to explain this. I need to get a better hold on what this is. So the first eight items were pretty self
explanatory in terms of like what we should be doing for this type of committee and it came to this one and
more needs to be learned.

And then item 10, so the next slide. This is the slide saying in addition to the the previous nine, whatever the
secretary approves for the committee to look into those duties will be carried out.
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Next slide, so description of committee duties at least once a year, the advisory committee will submit to the
Secretary of the VA and associated Congressional Committees action for legislation for the upcoming year.

At least every two years, the advisory committee will submit to the Secretary of the VA and associated
Congressional Committees a report describing the activities of the committee of the previous two years.
So for me those two items will be big, which brings us to the plight of the Native Hawaiian military Veterans
today.

So I also sit on the State Board for Veteran Affairs and for the last two years I've been advocating for a better
data study, both on the congressional scale as well as the state scale to get money so we could better
understand this group. The data is currently from the 2010 Census and it's not good at all. Hopefully with the
2020 Census though shed better light and it will tell us if we need to continue advocating for a study and will
show a little more direction that things need to be emphasized on.
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My second point that I am pushing in this Board is benefit awareness. Through all my readings of VA
publications and all my dealings with Veterans, the number one problem that the Veteran community faces is
benefit awareness, so the lack of knowing what your entitlements are. And right now it's all by word of mouth.
Sometimes these people will see stuff online and it might raise some curiosity, but this is what the VA struggles
with and this is what I go out into the community and preach to Veterans about. Hey man, I'm not a
professional VSO, but this is what I know and you might want to look into it. Or I might talk to their wives or
their kids because the motivating factor necessarily isn't always the Veteran. A lot of these older Veterans have
had very poor experiences with the VA and it causes disdain and an unwillingness to return. So that's a whole
separate issue, but it's all related back to the lack of benefit awareness.

My third item that I'm pushing for is to get monies made available or within the state somehow us as a
community finding a Native Hawaiian VSO, so somebody that is a professional Veterans Service Officer that
has worked in the VA and has done this type of paperwork 'cause this type of paperwork is very tedious and a
lot of people get lost along the way because they need a professional to fill this out.

What's not on here, but through my discussions recently in the community and I thought was a phenomenal
idea was getting Native Hawaiian medicines approved by the VA so Native Hawaiian treatments for something
like PTSD or whatever other ailments may be associated to that Veteran, that there are Native Hawaiian
remedies for. So that's something I'm going to throw on this list, but those three are definitely my top three
items of concern for our community.

With that my last slide is thank you and on this slide is the only two Native Hawaiians to ever win the Medal of
Honor, which raises a question, we've been fighting in American conflicts since the War of 1812. Why is there
only two Native Hawaiians that have ever won the Medal of Honor? And with that, I'll leave the floor open to
questions or comments.
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Chair Akaka: Mahalo, Reyn. Mahalo for all your work to present data gathered and also with spreading the
message to let those that are able to or qualified that there is more benefit awareness, so important. Members
are there any questions, comments?

Chair Akaka recognizes Trustee Akina

Trustee Akina: Thank you, Madam Chair. Reyn, I just want to say aloha to you. It's great to see you again and
thank you for your advocacy work for Native Hawaiian Veterans, you've got a commendable background and
career record behind you, and we look forward to what you're going to be doing for Native Hawaiian Veterans
and the broader community in the future. Thanks for coming today. Good to see you again.

Reyn Kaupiko: Trustee Akina, thank you very much for t he kind words.

Chair Akaka recognizes Vice Chair Lindsey

Vice Chair Lindsey: Thank you, Madam Chair. Aloha Reyn and thank you for joining us. I'd like to echo
Trustee Akina’s mahalo to you for the work that you do, and for your service. The question I have is, so in your
slides it talks about Native American Veterans and Native Hawaiian organizations. Are Native Hawaiians
included in the definition of Native American Veterans? And the second question is, are there examples of
Native Hawaiian organizations that are engaged in Veteran advocacy? Thank you.

Reyn Kaupiko: Trustee Lindsey, thank you for such a great question, and my apologies, I meant to bring this
up. The definition right now outlined is that of the federal definition of what it is to be a Native Hawaiian, and
that's something that I'm gonna be advocating for change on because this affects so much more, so many
more native Veterans. As well as existing organizations circling back to that, there is no one specific
organization that deals in this area. There are little things that a lot of organizations might do and somewhat
incorporate. For like employment, we might do like a briefing on Veterans employment, but it's nothing major
that I found any organization to be dealing with. At least from the aspect of native, while other tribes in the
mainland have had great success in creating their own departments within the tribes that focus on
this 'cause my whole idea for this is that if we're able to bring these Veterans to whatever entitlements they
have, the hopes are that this will lighten the burden of the existing NHO’s that are providing services and free
up funding for other avenues for us to consider.

Vice Chair Lindsey: Thank you, Reyn and I guess just a comment to your three points that you raised on your
slide about issues facing Native Hawaiian Veterans and then the 4th that you mentioned about getting VA
approval for traditional Hawaiian treatments. I know we can't make commitments today, but I'm hopeful there's
a way OHA can partner with the VA and other organizations to address those issues that are facing those of
our people who served in the US military so look forward to the path ahead, thank you.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo BAE Vice Chair Lindsey. It seems as if the native need their own committee and not just
be under the Indian Affairs.

Chair Akaka recognizes Trustee Lee

Trustee Lee: Thank you, Madam Chair. Thanks for the presentation Reyn. I have a follow up question to what
Trustee Keola Lindsey asked. So you said they’re using the federal definition of Native Hawaiian. Well, the
federal government has two different definitions for Native Hawaiian, so is it 50% or is it 25% that they're
using? And I have a second part to that question. But go ahead.

Reyn Kaupiko: The 50% definition.

Trustee Lee: Okay, and then I know to what Trustee Keola Lindsey said about not promising anything today,
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but what is the ask? What do you want from OHA? How can we help is a better way of putting it. How can we
help?

Reyn Kaupiko: So, one thing, the biggest thing is bringing, raising awareness and through many different
ways that can be done. Right now I've been so graciously given the opportunity by Dr. Hussey to write a
monthly column in Ka Wai Ola on these issues, and my plan is not only for myself to put my voice in there, but
to bring in resident experts, asking them hopefully to write a column that will be in my section, but as well as if
they're not willing to write it, you know, can I interview you? And I put all those questions and all those answers
of where people need to go and what they need to expect within that column.

Trustee Lee: So would it also then be fair to say that this would help, any intake that the Office of
Hawaiian Affairs or DHHL for that matter, if having a box for them to check to say that I am a Veteran.
And if they check that box, then they automatically are given literature or contact information or their
information is forwarded to you guys or something of that effect. So whenever OHA or DHHL takes in
information for somebody who fills out for a loan or somebody comes in for Native Hawaiian registry and they
check if there's a box and they check I'm a Veteran and we forward that information to you guys so that you
can contact them and make sure that they are aware of. These are all the benefits that are available to you as
a Veteran.

Reyn Kaupiko: Trustee Lee, that would be massive. But may I interject that I right now, I'm working as a kind
of a one man show and this is an unpaid appointment.

Trustee Lee: Yeah, I understand that you're not up and running yet. Well, I mean I'm just offering how OHA
can help and how other Native Hawaiian organizations can help. So when this is established and this is up and
running that all of these Native Hawaiian organizations have a box that says, I am a Native Hawaiian Veteran
and then that information gets forwarded to you guys. So that way yeah, not everybody reads our Ka Wai Ola
right? So this is a way that if we can't get the information to them because they don't know where to look, then
if we take in information that says they're a Veteran and we give it to you guys then you can contact them.

Reyn Kaupiko: That is exactly what we need. Thank you very much, great question.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo, Trustee Lee. Maybe another thing that we can offer is when we are speaking with our
State Legislators, that when they have their newsletters that go out to their different district communities that
we can mention that they share this to further the benefit awareness to their constituents as well.

Chair Akaka recognizes Board Chair Hulu Lindsey

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: I want to thank Reyn again and I want to thank you more so now that I know that
you're working for free. I mean that's quite a dedication and I'm a little upset that the Native Hawaiian that you
speak of is only the 50 percenters because that's only half of the Hawaiians that are present around the world.
We need to be a little bit more fair and tell us how we can help move that into changing that 50%. There's so
much disparity among the Hawaiians. Look at the Medal of Honor, two, give me a break. There were plenty
Hawaiians that deserved Medals of Honor and you know I feel bad for you that you work in a one man show,
but what can we do to get you more help?

Reyn Kaupiko: I mean, I welcome all help. I don't know how to answer that. Whether it's with somebody
within or another volunteer.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: In your volunteering position, who do you work under? What agency?

Reyn Kaupiko: The Department of VA. I technically am an unpaid federal employee.
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Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: And it's the VA department locally?

Reyn Kaupiko: Federal, so the D.C. Office.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Thank you for your devotion because you're helping plenty people. We we can
help more, thank you.

Reyn Kaupiko: Thank you, Trustee.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo, is there any other questions or concerns?

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Trustee Akaka, among the reasons we invited Reyn to come and voice the concerns is
to the Washington D.C. Bureau, Keone Nakoa and Christy had been working with Reyn to help navigate the
various Veteran as well as tribal advisory pathways and just this morning I had a call with the White House
Office with Tribal Advisory and in the Tribal Summit that was held two weeks ago there were a number
of commitments made by the Secretary for Veterans Affairs regarding Native Veterans. So that is one of the
things that we need to connect on that and how we can get into that resourcing for support for Native Hawaiian
Veterans. When language is used Native American, it includes all Natives, including Hawaiians. So I'm trying
not to separate the obligations for our Veterans. But working within the systems that are there as well, so that
is definitely an opportunity and among the reasons we asked Reyn to come and share is to highlight the
partnership and the ‘ohana that we need to work with for our constituents.

Chair Akaka recognizes Vice Chair Lindsey

Vice Chair Lindsey: Madam Chair, I just wanted to clarify one thing before we wrap up so earlier we talked
about the definition of a Native Hawaiian within Native American Veteran, but any Hawaiian who served is
eligible for VA benefits right? I guess there's a difference there right and I know this might be a longer
conversation, but I just want to make sure that's clear that if you're 49% you get benefits. If you're 1%, you're
eligible for benefits. That's correct, right Reyn?

Reyn Kaupiko: Trustee that is correct, honorable discharge in some cases, different levels of discharge might
be applicable.

Vice Chair Lindsey: Thank you, Reyn.

B. Presentation: Hawaii Military Land Use Master Plan: Key Assessments &
Processes, including Native Hawaiian Consultation, Coordination, Engagement
or Conference with the Federal Government

Chair Akaka yields the floor to Ka Pouhana Hussey.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Trustees, the next topic was selected in this month’s Ka Wai Ola Dr. Kajihiro gave an
overview of the Hawaii Military Land Use Master Plan and so we wanted to bring that to the awareness of
Trustees. Kehau Watson here who's a familiar advocate, is here to provide some insights into the various
processes that a company you know from EIS and other processes, and then so what we want to do is
Dr. Kajihiro will give a 10 minute overview. This is not the intent to study and digest the 100 some odd pages.
This is an overview as Dr. Kajihiro’s article was and then Kehau is here to help us understand the various
processes that are apart of such a plan, and more importantly, how does OHA and our beneficiaries, what are
those advocacy and insertion points in the various processes.
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And then both Syd and Ron are both from the Native Hawaiian Chamber of Commerce and have had recent
contributions in their feedback to some of the processes that were there and so we just wanted to take 10
minutes for an overview, 10 minutes for a process and then 10 minutes for Sid and for Ron to share the Native
Hawaiian (inaudible). All to ensure that we have a foundation for future discussion. I will share with you that I
have asked Na‘u our Chief advocate to help craft a policy for the Trustees to think about regarding military
engagement. So those are some of the long term policy matters. But today's presentation of again a short 30
minutes is to just inform, and set context for future action and consideration by the Trustees. So I'm going to
turn that over to Dr. Kajihiro and go ahead.

Dr. Kyle Kajihiro: Aloha kākou, thank you, Chair Akaka, Vice Chair Keola Lindsey and Pouhana Hussey for
the invitation to share with you all. So a little bit about myself, I'm a Lecturer at the University of Hawai‘i in
Geography and Ethnic Studies. Before that I used to be a Program Coordinator with the American Friends
Service Committee and now I'm a volunteer with Hawai‘i Peace and Justice. So as a group that works for
protecting Hawai‘i and its people and addressing some of the impacts of military activities on the environment.
What I'm gonna do today is give a brief overview of the Hawaii Military Land Use Master Plan and some of its
background, and focus on a couple of issues in there. One is the the leased lands, Hawaiian Trust Lands that
are leased to the military for $1.00 for 65 years, and then also the Red Hill issue that's been the news lately.

Before I get into that, I just want to say that one of the context that we have to always keep in mind is that there
was and is a broken relationship between Hawai‘i and Kanaka Maoli and the US military. It goes back to the
overthrow and before and the remarks by the Secretary of Navy I thought were pretty outrageous when he
considered Governor Ige’s order a “request.” So it just shows that there's a kind of a disdain or a disrespect
for the interests and the issues of people in Hawai‘i and our concerns for preserving the water and it brought
me back to 1872 when General John Schofield first did his surveillance of Hawai‘i and reported back that he
set his gaze on Pu‘uloa and he said this is valueless to them, to Native Hawaiians, but more valuable than
anything that Hawai‘i has to give to the United States. So again, it's showing a devaluation that the marvelous
local i‘a and lo‘i kalo and this kind of food system that was there was just dismissed and all he saw was the
military utility. So this is I think an ongoing, a very deep problem in the way that Hawai‘i is seen as just a tool
and it can be sacrificed for the purposes of the mission. And so this is where some of the contradiction arises.

So just a little background on the Hawaii Military Land Use Master Plan or HMLUMP as they called it. In 1992,
prior to that the military branches did their land use planning separately. Each branch did their own planning,
but in 1992 the Commander in Chief of the Pacific Command Admiral Larson decided that he was going
to do a joint planning effort and to bring the different branches together. He created a Joint Service Executive
Steering Committee and then a Joint Hawaii Land Use Affairs Board, which included government officials,
federal, state and county, as well as the Office of Hawaiian Affairs and the Chamber of Commerce, and so they
went about this process for several years.



BAE COMMITTEE MEETING Page 12 of 38 Minutes for 12/08/2021

DRAFT
For Approval on 01/25/22

The other context that's happening is 1976 of course, the Protect Kaho‘olawe ‘Ohana began their campaign to
stop the bombing, but in 1990 they succeeded in stopping the bombing, and in 1994 title was transferred from
the Navy to the state of Hawai‘i. So these were alarming to the military that they felt that they were losing
control of their land use in Hawai‘i.

Some other contextual events, the end of the Cold War happened, and so the Congress was looking at Base
Realignment and Closure. Barbers Point was one such site that was closed under BRAC, and then
the centennial of the overthrow was a kind of a high point in Hawaiian organizing where the Hawaiian Trust
Lands were again in people’s sights. In 1992, Congressman Abercrombie introduced a bill to reevaluate the
military’s need for Bellows Air Force Base, and this is also Hawaiian Trust Lands that you know, I think
Hawaiian communities there were advocating for its return, but it was not the Pacific Command and other
political leaders felt that that was not advisable.

So the Senator appropriated about $750,000 to do a land use study and then another $1,000,000 to do an
environmental impact statement for Bellows Air Force Station and then about $900,000 for the first Hawaii
Land Use Master Plan, a Military Land Use Master Plan. The EIS for Bellows effectively derailed
Abercrombie's efforts. It just prolonged the process and it allowed the military to advocate for its use, and so
the Marines got a large portion of Bellows for its training after that. But I think one thing to just keep in mind is
that the Military Land Use Master Plan was instituted at that time as a way to curtail these activist efforts to
reclaim Hawaiian Trust Lands.

So fast forward to a few years ago we have the Mauna Kea movement, sort of a new resurgence of activism.
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Mākua Valley been ongoing for a long time and we've haven't had, we're looking forward to celebrating 20
years without live fire training in the valley.

This is the context in which this new Hawaii Military Land Use Master Plan is being created. I think to look at
how the military can retain its lands, which goes at odds with groups that are trying to recover lands. So today
there's about 142 military sites, 221,000 acres, about 68% of the military lands come from the Hawaiian Land
Trust.

This chart comes from the plan. You can see how much land they claim to own in fee. How much is considered
ceded, leased and others include partnerships, easements and so forth. Importantly, this is the first Military
Land Use Master Plan and this one are the only times that I've seen the trust lands broken out as a separate
category. Usually the real estate reports treat all the military land holdings as fee, but here they recognize that
the ceded lands and trust lands have a different status and different rates attached to them.

And if you look at these two columns, 112,000 acres of ceded 39,000 of leased, together that's about 68% of
the overall military land holdings are the Crown and Government Lands.
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So in the Military Land Use Master Plan, they list six joint priorities and the top is to retain these expiring leases
and I'll get to that in a minute, supporting the missile defense radar which communities in Kahuku tried to stop.
Wai‘anae I think stop the Ka‘ena Point as a site for it and now it's probably going to be on Kaua‘i, and then if
you look down to #4 they're looking at retaining the Red Hill fuel tanks, finding some kind of a fix. #5 is
interesting to move munitions from Lualualei to Westloch, which I think people in ‘Ewa would have concerns for
munitions being in their neighborhood. But it may free up lands in Lualualei, so this is something that I think
folks in Wai‘anae have been looking at, because that's some of the best farm lands on O‘ahu.

So this is the table of the expiring leases and easements. If you look at the top four, I mean I'll go through
these one by one. So the top four are the army leases. About 22,000 acres on Hawai‘i Island, 1100 acres at
Kahuku, 4300 acres at Poamoho, Kawailoa and about 800 acres in Makua Valley. So these are the ones that
are currently undergoing environmental impact statement processes, which I think Kehau will we talking about
later.

These other leases that I wasn't aware of. The Navy has a number of leases and easements on Kaua‘i related
to the missile defense programs at PMRF. Some of these, including that yellow hatched area are easements,
so those are agricultural lands where the Navy has an easement on development there, but I wasn't aware of
these offshore leases and I don't have a copy of those lease documents, so I don't know what the terms are.
They also have a lease on Ni‘ihau, and then the Air Force has a number of leases that also expire 2029. These
are smaller sites, but they're most of these radar stations that you see at Kā‘ala, Ka‘ena Point, one up on
Haleakalā.
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And I think the thing to keep in mind. These are the leases that are $1.00 for 65 years, right. So there's very
little benefit and the military retains a lot of control, and so we've been active in efforts to try to, you know, stop
the renewal of these leases. This map just shows the lands on O‘ahu.

The lands on Hawai‘i island and these are the leases here where you have the yellow area of the lease lands.
Now on this map they show the green portion at the bottom as U.S. Government owned. Those are also
Hawaiian Trust Lands and also the ones that are most heavily impacted by live fire training. So we we have a
concern there because due to the unexploded ordinance, the Army has not done adequate environmental and
cultural assessments of the impact range itself. They don't know what they might be damaging in their training
activities, and I should mention too that one of the concerns is that in Army presentations they have raised the
issue of possibly condemning those lands in yellow there in order to acquire them for continued use, so that's
something that raises a lot of concern for us.
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And here on O‘ahu, these are the lands that are undergoing environmental impact statement right now.

A link to the Army site and then links to areas where you can submit comments on the cultural impact
assessment under the state environmental impact process.

So now moving on to Red Hill or Kapūkakī as the Hawaiian name is, you know this is one where you have this
the most important aquifer for O‘ahu and these leaking deteriorating fuel tanks sitting 100 feet over this
resource.

So to give you a sense of the scale of these tanks and they said 100 feet above the aquifer as I mentioned.
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There's been a number of leaks, I won't go through all of these, but the most recent was the 14,000 gallons of
fuel and water mixture, which possibly contaminated the military housing and their water sources, and more
than 180,000 gallons of fuel have leaked since its construction.

So this gives you an idea of where the Navy well is, where the water was pumped and fed to those military
housing areas, and you can see just above that is the Board of Water Supply Halawa well. It's about 5000 feet
from the tanks and so the concern is that if the Navy well stops pumping, which they did, and the Halawa shaft
kept pumping, it would draw contaminants towards their well and that's why they turned it off. So the concern
now is how do we get a fuel out of that area, so it's not a risk to the aquifer.

And if you live in any of these blue areas, this is who would be directly affected by any contamination in the
Halawa shaft, and going beyond that, if that water was contaminated, they would have to shift the sources
around and it would affect pretty much everyone on O‘ahu.

So a group, the O‘ahu Water Protectors Coalition formed around three principles. Water is life we need to
protect it as a basic human right. The tanks are a threat to the drinking water and must be retired as soon as
possible, and we're calling on all levels of government to take urgent actions to protect our water and shut
down those tanks.

And the City Council just recently, Councilmember Cordero and Waters introduced a bill for an ordinance to
regulate the underground storage tanks at the county level. So right now there's a contested case at the
Department of Health for the state level regulation. This would add another layer of regulation through the
county and the federal law allows the devolution of some authority down to the local level. So we're hoping that
this can be something that will pass and we'll give more control to local residents.



BAE COMMITTEE MEETING Page 18 of 38 Minutes for 12/08/2021

DRAFT
For Approval on 01/25/22

So that’s all I have by way of presentation. I'm open to answer any questions.

Chair Akaka recognizes Board Chair Hulu Lindsey

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: I wanted to ask Dr. Kajihiro, is it possible for us to get a copy of your
PowerPoint?

Dr. Kyle Kajihiro: Yes

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: It includes so much information for us and helpful kind too.

Dr. Kyle Kajihiro: Sure, I'll forward that, thank you.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Doctor, where do you come out of, the university?

Dr. Kyle Kajihiro: Yeah, so I got my degree in geography at UH Mānoa and I teach classes there in
geography and also ethnic studies as a lecturer.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Thank you for presentation it was very educational.

Dr. Kyle Kajihiro: Oh good, thank you and thank you very much for your comments on the Red Hill water
issue. That was that was really powerful and I think you know, this is a critical turning point so we really need to
join forces to push for protecting the wai?

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Yes, yes definitely, thank you.

Chair Akaka: Any other questions, comments?

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Chair Akaka, if no questions we’ll transition to Kehau to help us understand the various
processes mentioned by Dr. Kajihiro and then continue and then we can always come back for additional
questions for Trustees.

Dr. Kehaulani Watson: Aloha everybody,I want to say first of all, I'm very sorry I am not involved with the
HMLUMP, that’s I think a larger INDOPACOM initiative, and I do think you know it would be good to just have
this be the start of a discussion with INDOPACOM, I'm so sorry I can't speak to that. I'm a little itty bitty fish in
the little itty bitty pond that is the Army lease lands component of that. So as Kyle showed a second ago,
there is 2 EISs that are currently moving forward. One on Pōhakuloa and then a second one that is the Army
lease land on O‘ahu so that includes Makua, Poamoho and Kahuku. So my role in that and I certainly don't
speak for the Army or any other military outfit pretty much ever is we're engaged in doing the cultural impact
assessment, so this is a really unique opportunity for Hawaiians to be engaged. Thank you, Kyle for putting up
the links where we are right now, so just speaking to Pōhakuloa, we started that EIS process that is being led
by a prime contractor who's working with the Army and so it's gone through the notice of intent on the NEPA
side and the environmental impact statement preparation notice. I have a tendency to use acronyms, so if I do
and you don't know what. I'm talking about please just stop me. I also am Portuguese and will speak fast so
again feel free to stop me at any point along the way.

So that process is underway, that scoping period was sort of the first opportunity for the public and the Office of
Hawaiian Affairs to sort of speak to the EIS process on the CIA which is being done by my company. We really
did I think almost a substantial amount of outreach specifically to the Native Hawaiian community to make sure
that that process is being done well. So we put notices in the Ka Wai Ola, we actually took out ads on social
media, getting that and for the entire Island of Hawai‘i Island to invite Native Hawaiians or any ethnic groups
who had you know, cultural practices or traditional or customary practices within the area to participate in the
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CIA, and then also we looked at all of the comments that came in, so it was quite extensive. I will tell you, as
Kyle pointed out, even though it's just the state lands that are being looked at, our study area was all
of Pōhakuloa. So based on the scoping comments that came in, there was a lot of concern and interest from
the Hawaiian community to make sure that we were looking at traditional or customary practices throughout
that entire area where the Army is active, and so it's currently still under review, but I will tell you it is a very
long comprehensive document. I will say with appendices in its current form, it's I think over 1000 pages, so we
really have done an extensive job to look at traditional or customary practices in the historical record, including
English or Hawaiian language resources to make sure we are documenting and disclosing traditional or
customary practices that may have taken place throughout that entire area.

We are still underway for O‘ahu, so that will I imagine also be an incredibly comprehensive document, but
again, we put out notices in the Ka Wai Ola, we've again taken out ads. It's still open, so as Kyle shared there
is contact information plus surveys we've put up on the web for those who want to just and anything that
comes in, we're including verbatim in these documents, so we really I can only speak to the CIA process, but I
do think we've done an incredibly thorough and transparent job.

What will happen next is the draft document will come out for Pōhakuloa first and then the draft EIS for the
O‘ahu leased lands, and again that will be opportunity for the Office of Hawaiian Affairs, the public, Native
Hawaiians at large to comment on that process so we are still very early in these processes. We're just in
planning, so my hope is really twofold that this is just the beginning of a larger conversation, and that from here,
whether it's the BAE or the Board itself will reach out directly to the military to the Army for the Army lease
lands and their leadership to engage, and perhaps have a presentation done formally by the Army on this
project. I know none of you are quiet, I talk to you guys all the time, so there might be questions.

Chair Akaka recognizes Vice Chair Lindsey

Vice Chair Lindsey: Thank you, Madam Chair. I guess the question I would have for the CIA document that
Dr. Watson mentioned is about the scope. So she mentioned documenting and disclosing practices, but will
the document also move through phases of as the name of the document implies, talking about impacts and
then I guess will it reach a conclusion if those impacts are to a scale that will it say something about the
impacts I guess, just procedurally?

Dr. Kehaulani Watson: Yeah, that's an excellent question and yes is the answer, so there is as you very
astutely pointed out, an impact assessment section and I will say again I was perhaps as surprised as anybody
else that they would want me to write this document so it is transparent in the potential impacts identified to
traditional or customary practices. So thank you, yes.

Vice Chair Lindsey: Mahalo

Dr. Kehaulani Watson: I'll also say we very clearly and explicitly asked that anything that's included is
approved by those informants because we recognize that certain things are kapu and perhaps should not be
shared, so that's also been taken into consideration. But again, I look forward to people seeing it because I
think we have been very thorough and again, transparent. So mahalo for the question. Kalei‘āina I’d be
disappointed if you don’t ask me a question.

Trustee Lee: I don’t have questions to ask, this matter comes with the Association of Hawaiian Civic Clubs all
the time so I’m ma‘a and very well versed on the background of this issue because it comes before the
Association all the time.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: So Trustee Akaka with that piece Kehau will be with us, I believe she has another
commitment, but she'll be on as long as she can but Trustee Lee’s segue for Association of Hawaiian Civic
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Clubs and the Native Hawaiian Chambers and so I'm going to turn it over to both Ron and Syd to provide their
context and their connections to the subject matter.

Ron Jarrett: Thank you, Sylvia. I'm actually wearing multiple hats here, but I'm also speaking for the
Association of Hawaiian Civic Clubs. We have put together a joint committee with the Economic Development
and the Benefits and Trust Committees to look specifically into this issue, and we are also trying to take a
practical approach with the Native Hawaiian Chamber of Commerce with the Office of Hawaiian Affairs and
with the Council for Native Hawaiian Advancement and other groups that we can get to join this Hui.

Our desire is actually to get a Native Hawaiians representative, most likely by OHA as the legal state agency
a seat at the negotiating table to discuss what is it that Native Hawaiians should get out of these leases. We
don't really believe or I don't personally believe that the military is going to leave. Maybe some of our wishes,
but it's not going to happen, and so as long as their using our land, I think we should actually ask for something
concrete, we should ask for money, we should ask for perhaps the state to correct some of
their Kaka‘ako Makai land use issues. We should think out of the box and get something for our people
in exchange for us perhaps going along with the lease for another period of time. My biggest point is to get us
to the table and that's all I'm trying to do here because I don't think OHA or anybody is going to be invited to
that negotiating room, which is probably gonna take place behind closed doors despite all the EISs and all the
cultural impact statements. I think someone needs to be there, that's what I'm here to discuss and then go
ahead I’ll let Syd speak for Native Hawaiian Chamber of Commerce.

Sydney Keli‘ipuleole: Thank you, Ron. My name is Sydney Keli‘ipuleole, I'm a Board Member for the Native
Hawaiian Chamber of Commerce. Ron and I are also Committee Chairs and it's through these two committees
that we've become involved in this discussion about the DOD slash military in Hawai‘i. So specifically the
Native Hawaiian Chamber of Commerce did submit comments to the army on the scoping step in the EIS for
the Army training lands retention, O‘ahu. We submitted comments for the O‘ahu training lands retention EIS,
not the Hawai‘i Island or PTA property.

We chose not to take a position. The Board chose not to take a position on a full, modified or a minimum lease
retention. What we did want to do is in our letter dated September 1st, we asked for information that we hope
will be in the EIS, and culturally is one of them, and we’re grateful Kehau’s firm will be leading that cultural
impact analysis. But we also ask for very similar information on hydrology, ecology and specific to our
interest at the Chamber, economic impact. We're looking for information about the economic impact of the US
Army and the DOD in Hawai‘i. We think it'll be eye opening about what that impact is. So in doing so, it's a
strategy to get information out to decision makers around the EIS and also to us as Native Hawaiians and the
general community about the impact of the military.

As Ron said, we're not taking a position whether to boot the Army or the US military on Hawai‘i. They perform
a certainly a responsibility that we can all get behind. So we're looking for more information to come forward in
the EIS, and that was the basis of our comments, to ask for more information on specific areas and our strong
suit being economic impact.

Second thing I wanted to mention comment is this same matter, the same kind of topic, on economic
development is the subject of a letter in your Ka Wai Ola December issue talking about economic impact. To
echo Ron’s comments, we believe it's time for the military now to support Native Hawaiians in economic
development and in business.

The third thing maybe to make comment on is that it's really even less clear to us at the Chamber is that we
are also members of the Military Advisory Council of the Hawaii Chamber of Commerce. So we're on the
receiving end of all this information about the military presence in Hawai‘i, including HMLUMP but we feel like
the Native Hawaiians are getting forgotten as far as economic impact. Ron, through his company has provided
a little bit of statistical analysis at one of the last MAC meetings, and his conclusion was that Native Hawaiians,
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Native Hawaiian companies and businesses in Hawai‘i enjoy a 6.5% share of the DOD defense in Hawai‘i. I
think Ron and I will agree on the other side of the microphone, on the other side of that screen, the members of
the of the MAC said, wow great, we're really providing a great impact to Native Hawaiians. Ron and I said,
is that it, just 6.5%?

So I think that's kind of what I wanted to say, and representing the Native Hawaiian Chamber of Commerce,
our President Shannon, she could not be here. She would be more eloquent in a presentation. And last thing
for me to say is that one of the Trustees asked, I believe they asked Reyn what is it that OHA can do for us?
What can OHA do for the Veterans? You know, today I sat in on one of the sessions at the CNHA Convention
talking about economic development. The speakers were from the visitor industry, HTA, you'll know all the
names, Kalani Ka‘anā‘anā, from ‘Āina Aloha Economic Futures, Keoni Lee, from Purple Mai‘a, Donovan
Kealoha and I forget the others. I give them credit, technology and the visitor industry are taking the next step
forward in trying to transform the technology industry in Hawai‘i and the visitors industry here in Hawai‘i for the
benefit of Native Hawaiians and for a next generation of the state economy. We would be super if we could get
the military to see that as a role for them as they move forward with these HMLUMP plans. So that's kind of my
spiel from the Chamber, thank you very much.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Trustees, the reason again to bring this is just to tee up the topic, it's the first
conversation we do want to think about a series of informative pieces. The Military Communications Officer has
reached out to us regarding a formal presentation of the plan, and so we want to establish a rhythm about
informing as well as a place at the table and a consistent for meaningful consultation. So I will also remind
Trustees that OHA doesn't have any position until a policy is approved by the Trustees, and so Administration
will work on that policy. Our brand new Chief Advocate who is very seasoned in matters of this. That's the
piece that you should expect to come forward to the Trustees is a policy regarding military engagement before
any positions are taken on any of the matters, whether it's lease negotiation, EIS, etc. because there will be a
time when those specific positions will come back to the Board for action. So again, just an introductory
overview and a planful return of policy to guide the Boards and the execution of that with the military.

Chair Akaka recognizes Vice Chair Lindsey

Vice Chair Lindsey: Thank you, Madam Chair. So on the topic of what the Army pays for leases, and I'm in no
way saying that should justify anything whether they pay a lot or a little, but I guess this process to renew the
leases is going to enter into the BLNR and all that kind of stuff, and they're going to move forward, but I think
Dr. Kajihiro mentioned during his presentation that the Army pays a dollar a year for their, I don't know if it
was Pōhakuloa or both, but I guess the question I have is, is that something that the BLNR articulated at some
point why it's just a dollar and in other states when the military leases land, do other states give them the
same deal I guess, thanks?

Dr. Kyle Kajihiro: So it's a dollar for 65 years and each of those different parcels have their own lease, so
maybe they're paying about $12.00 or something like that. This is a special case because of the Hawaiian
Trust Lands and the transitions that were going on at the time of statehood. So there was a time period that
was set aside where the military had to account for its land use and negotiated with the state right up until the
deadline, and they agreed on these leases to retain these particular parcels for 65 years for a dollar nominal
lease. There are certain conditions in the leases and I have at least the Army ones. I have those and I'd be
happy to share any documents with folks, but the ones that the Navy and Air Force had I wasn't aware that
those were also on the same terms, and I don't have all of those leases. I also don't know that there's any
environmental impact study underway for renewal of those leases, so I don't know how they're making their
informed decision making. So that's a whole separate matter, but this is stuff that I will be trying to look into and
maybe this is something that OHA can also take a look at, thanks.
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Chair Akaka: Dr. Kajihiro, could you provide some examples of what some of those certain conditions are, just
so we are aware of some of them?

Dr. Kyle Kajihiro: So for example, the lease for Makua and Pōhakuloa allow for live fire training, the one in
Kahuku I think doesn't and Poamoho doesn't. So there are different conditions like that. I think Pōhakuloa has
a clause that allows for the removal and use of of rock minerals for construction and other things like that.
So yeah, there's certain differences between them, but mostly the template is pretty similar. The term, the fee
that they're paying and so forth. And there is a condition that they're supposed to take care of the land. So if
you recall, there was a lawsuit where Ching and Maxine Kahaulelio sued the state for failing to uphold the
terms of the lease with the army at Pōhakuloa, and the court affirmed that, yeah, the state had a duty as the
Trustee, as the owner of the land to enforce those terms, including removing you know contamination and so
forth that had happened. So those are some of the conditions that are in these leases, but they differ slightly
between each one.

Chair Akaka: Do you also know how often it is reevaluated or reassessed these conditions. In terms of some
of the conditions in terms of having live fire and the length of these conditions and so forth, and do they part
way through look at if it still makes sense or if there is community concern?

Dr. Kyle Kajihiro: I'm not aware that there was any regular cycle of review and revision of it. The only
revisions I'm aware of occurred at Makua where some lands were released towards the Ka‘ena Point side and
so small changes like that, but mostly initiated by the Army, and so this is why the lawsuit at Pōhakuloa was
important because it basically found that the state had not been doing its due diligence in investigating and
enforcing what was going on. They hadn't inspected in years and they're still waiting to have access to some of
these sites, accompanied by the kupuna, the plaintiffs. So yeah there's not much I think they have the right to
inspect but I don't know how regular that has been enacted.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo for that insight.

Chair Akaka recognizes Trustee Lee

Trustee Lee: Thank you, Madam Chair. Just some context for the question you asked. This is unprecedented
times, the State of Hawai‘i will be 62 years old next year. These leases were signed as a condition of
Statehood. So to Trustee Keola Lindsey’s question earlier, the reason why they got such a good deal was we
want these lands for a dollar for 65 years or you don't get to become a state. So those leases from 1959 are
coming due in three years, so that's the reason why they're having to go through all of these CIAs and EIAs
and everything because they obviously want to continue with the training that they do there. So this has never
happened before, ever. This is the first time this is ever gonna happen, so that's why it's so important that
these people are coming to talk to us because Hawaiians were not at the seat in 1959. This is the first time
we're going to get a chance to be at the seat and say, well, no. Now we understand our land and now we have
a voice, we have an Office of Hawaiian Affairs which obviously didn't exist in 1959. So you want our land
again? Then it's not going to be a dollar a year for 65 years.

Like Trustee Keola Lindsey said right, Camp Pendleton in San Diego. I promise you, I mean I don't know, but I
can promise you they don't pay a dollar for 65 years for hundreds and hundreds and hundreds of acres in San
Diego. So this is unprecedented that we have an opportunity now to either take our land back or get like what
Ron them said right. Get an economic value that will be useful and valuable to Native Hawaiians so that we
can further our people. Thank you, Madam Chair.

Chair Akaka recognizes Dr. Kehaulani Watson

Dr. Kehaulani Watson: Mahalo, I just wanted to point out, just make some clarification. So the lease cannot
be renewed. State law requires that it terminates after 65 years, so there's it's land retention. I think
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people often sort of confused, we're going to renew the lease. That's not really what's happening here. It's a
mechanism of land retention and then too, to Trustee Keola Lindsey’s point, we're just in planning right now.
It's still NEPA and HIPA, which is the EIS process, that's a disclosure process. So at the end of it, that is not
decision making, right? There's no, yes we're going to do this. No, we're not going to do this. It's just to
disclose all the information that people are looking for.

It is after that process as Trustee said, this goes through an entitlement process and decision making. So
again, we're very early and again it's why I would and I'm sorry I don't remember which Trustee said it. It is a
good opportunity to engage directly with the Army and send forward those requests for formal discussions
because I think we're not. I'm getting the sense that people think we're further along in this than we are, but
there's lots of time and I believe the leases expire in 2029, so there is a number of years left for which OHA
can engage in the process with the Army, thank you.

Chair Akaka recognizes Trustee Akina

Trustee Akina: Thank you, Madam Chair and thank you to our guests for joining us today, Ron and Syd and
Kehaulani and Kyle, appreciated very much. My question is directed to Dr. Kajihiro. I'm looking in our electronic
file for today's Board meeting at the Hawaii Military Land Use Plan. Right at the very beginning on page 3 of
that document, there's a list of priorities. These are joint priorities for land activities and there are six items in
priority order. One of them, #4 is a long term solution for Red Hill and Hawai‘i based fuel storage. Now in light
of recent events, I've got a couple of questions about this Dr. Kajihiro. First, what exactly is the status of that
priority, long term solution for Red Hill and Hawai‘i based fuel storage? Just in a nutshell, what is in mind there
and what's the status of it and then my second question is, could we see that lifted up higher as a priority, one
of the more important and maybe the first priority that should be looked at?

Dr. Kyle Kajihiro: Mahalo, Trustee Akina, those are great questions. So these are priorities that the Pacific
Command, Indo-Pacific Command put together through its consultation with the service branches. So I don't
know what exactly their thought process is in terms of how that moves. I'm assuming that they would probably
have to move it up in terms of the urgency of the matter, but I think events have also unfolded in ways that
were unexpected for them. I believe that when this was written they were still thinking that the administrative
order on consent, which was the agreement that was reached between the EPA, Department of Health and the
Navy about a process for addressing the spills, making sure that the tanks don't leak. I think they assumed that
that was something in place, and they had plans to try to develop new technologies that would create a lining
inside the tank that would hopefully meet the standards that the Department of Health had.

At this point, I think lots of people have lost confidence that those tanks can be repaired in a way that would be
safe and this is why there's been calls to, you know, the relocation option is really the only long term solution to
protect our water and how we get there. In the short term, the emergency of making sure that there's no fuel
in the tanks while they're figuring out what went wrong in these recent events, and so if that requires a
temporary removal to tankers or somewhere else. This is what some of the other Board of Water and some
other folks are advocating for. So yeah, I think it should move up as a priority, but maybe not for the same
reason that this land use document is prepared right. They're looking at how they're going to retain it and
what ways they can preserve its continued use, but I think at this point events have changed and maybe
we have to look at decommissioning these tanks permanently.

Trustee Akina: Thank you, Kyle.

Chair Akaka: Members are there any other questions or comments? Seeing none, I want to mahalo our
presenters for all the information they just shared with us, we look forward to continuing this conversation to
see how we can collaborate and as you said Dr. Kajihiro, join forces, so mahalo.
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Trustee Ahu Isa: I was at a dinner with an engineer with the Navy 10-15 years ago and he said he's very
familiar with that whole Red Hill thing, and he said they should have shut it down then. They should have shut
it down like 10 years ago and you folks know who he is because he's the CEO of Kuilei, our consultant. I was
at a dinner with him and he's an engineer. He said this Navy thing. I can say it because he did say it to me
in public so I don't think it's any secret, but they're just dragging us along and now they're gonna not listen to
our Governor about an order and they're saying it's a request. So that's another indication that they're not
going to do anything. Mahalo, Chair.

C. Action Item BAE #21-06: 2022 OHA Legislative Bill Package

Chair Akaka yields the floor to Ka Pouhana Hussey.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Thank you, Chair Akaka. We'll go ahead and ask Chief Operating Officer Casey Brown
and Na‘u Kamali‘i, our Chief Advocate to navigate the Trustees through this topic, and then we have our Public
Policy Advocates Sharde Freitas on as well as Nina Ki.

COO Brown: Mahalo, Sylvia, mahalo, Chair Akaka. Yeah, this is going to go straight to Na‘u who's going to
walk you guys through the package, and you folks have gotten two prior presentations on the package. There
is a new change to it which we will cover, but Na‘u them have their approach and ready to present so straight
over to you Na‘u.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: Alright, thank you very much. Aloha Trustees, again. For the audience, Na‘u
Kamali‘i the Chief Advocate, also presenting our Advocate Sharde Freitas and Nina Ki. Before we present, I
want to mahalo the community who have stepped forward on some of these measures, particularly the Building
Back Pono and the coordinated advocacy. The part of advocacy that is so important is that it doesn't come or
rise to the level of, you know, the Trustees unless our people participate in that, and that's what some of these
efforts are and they are tied closely to the discussion, at least the Building Back Pono that we just had about
the military and how important it is for our EIS statements, particularly when it addresses cultural impact to also
address the socioeconomic disparities.

Trustee Akaka, I'd like to move to action item two and four because our advocates will be speaking to that and
then perhaps the action item number one, which may include a brief pause by the Board if they wish to go into
Executive Session. So I'm just going to move on to get through the agenda. Action item number two is OHA-2,
Building Back Pono. There has been much discussion and education on this, including a leadership education
on what that is. However, I'd like to turn this over to Sharde to provide the Board with any updates and also to
answer any questions. We have prepared slides for your quick reference, those slides are also contained at
the end of the package, so if you wish to peruse that electronically you may do that as well. So Sharde would
you like to speak to your OHA-2.
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Public Policy Advocate Freides: Aloha Trustees, mahalo Na‘u for that introduction and yes, just adding to
what has already been said, this is indeed a legislative policy idea that came from our outreach efforts as has
been presented to you before. You know this has been quite an extensive effort to reach out into the
community and also across our different paia internally to come up with different ideas and that's what brought
us to today with the Building Back Pono. I'd also like to mahalo those who came before us and the kahua that
we stand upon as we bring forth this measure. It's my great honor and I just speak on behalf of our Public
Policy team.

So from start of my time, started along Wayne Tanaka and Leimomi Fisher, thank them for their leadership, as
they were part of this effort as well. Ultimately, as Na‘u had mentioned as well, you know the prior
presentations before and we also tee up nicely what we're about to talk about with this measure, and ultimately
it comes down to self determination. As the title of this measure describes, this is aimed at environmental
justice, and what this means for the lāhui.

Starting from our cultural foundation, we have long known as ‘ōiwi and research affirms that our mauliola is
influenced by our environment. Moreover, we have long known that the health of the land is indicative of the
health of its people. We have also long experienced impacts of our communities being historically excluded
and systemically under resourced. The lāhui along with other disenfranchised communities have experienced
environmental injustices with various projects and developments continuing to be sited in the same
communities. This measure aims to mitigate or prevent further environmental injustices by adding a
socioeconomic disparities analysis to the environmental review process, and when I say mitigate or prevent
further environments injustices, we believe that adding a socioeconomic disparities analysis to an EA or EIS
will provide decision makers and community with opportunity to take a hard look at socioeconomic,
environmental and cultural impacts of a proposed project and action and render decisions regarding such
proposals with fuller knowledge of their potential costs and benefits. I would like to emphasize that this added
layer of analysis, that of socioeconomic disparities, provides community to provide input as well. From the
perspective of decision makers, this provides them with critical information that should be considered as we
build back pono. Example projects that could have provided more information on the socioeconomic impacts
as this proposed bill entails include Waimānalo Gulch, PVT, Kahuku windmills, and chemical and industrial fuel
storage such as Red Hill.

In light of federal legislation and funding coming down, such as the infrastructure bill, the community is cited for
various projects with no benefit to those communities. In other words, we do not want these developments built
on the back of Native Hawaiians. And so again, the goal of this measure is to ensure that future developments
do not exacerbate socioeconomic divides in Hawai‘i as we build back smarter beyond the pandemic. This is
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page 210 in case folks are following along in the meeting folder and there's also draft language of what the
actual bill would look and the one pager as requested at the last BAE workshop.

The proposed legislation amends HRS343 to include socioeconomic disparities and this is all review at this
point and so if there are any questions I will be here, I will hand it off to Nina for our Coordinated Advocacy.

Public Policy Advocate Ki: Aloha Chair, aloha Board Members. So as you all know, Coordinated Advocacy is
different from our package measures and our pieces of legislation that we're working on with various
community members. You guys have been briefed on this before, but I'll briefly recap what we've been doing
with our criminal justice coordination. We've been working with the Hawai‘i State Oversight Commission, the
ACLU, and YWCA. Focusing on helping pa‘ahao transition from life behind bars, back into becoming
functioning members of society. So what is still in consideration is looking at a clean slate legislation that
numerous other states have passed and adopted and it's very similar to our pa‘ahao bill in our package last
year and also a resolution. So this is mainly for the Board’s information. We're just continuing to coordinate
with these initiatives and I'll be here for further questions as well and I'm gonna go ahead and turn it back to
Sharde to talk about our ‘Aha Kauleo Coordinated Advocacy, mahalo.

Public Policy Advocate Freides: Mahalo, no updates since the last time this was presented. I continue to
meet and work with ‘Aha Kauleo as they further define the exact measures that they want to pursue this
coming legislative session. But just as a review, one measure that they are considering is originally from
Representative Branco that would create a Native Hawaiian medium or emergent seat on the Board of
Education.
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The second measure is related to Kumu Kaiapuni Pathways, and this would be to equitably distribute and
allocate resources to incentivize creation of and fund more Kumu Kaiapuni to combat Kuma shortage.
There's two pieces of legislation that they are considering to use as a potential model. One is the Grow Our
Own and the second is a special education, and that's it. Back to you Na‘u, mahalo.

Chair Akaka recognizes Trustee Akina

Trustee Akina: Thank you and thank you Sharde, Na‘u and Nina. I appreciate your hard work in advocacy
when OHA-2 was introduced to us as Trustees, I raised a couple of questions and I realized that all of you
were not here. I think Wayne introduced it at that time. My question had to do with the impact that adding
another level of analysis and regulation would have on the supply of housing for Native Hawaiians, so right
now in some of the communities that that even were mentioned, as well as many neighbor island communities
in particular, a lot of Native Hawaiians have a very difficult time getting homes. That includes housing,
affordable housing. Many developments are roadblocked in addition to affordable housing developments.
Commercial housing has just gone through the roof in terms of affordability, and so I asked the question when
this was introduced, what impact would the increased regulation have on the supply and the cost of housing for
Native Hawaiians? I'm wondering if there were any responses to that?

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: The socioeconomic impact amendment is to beg the question you are asking.
So if we don't have that in the definition of what are the impacts, then they can't assess the impacts, so the
nature of the change is actually to beg the question. What is the cultural impact? What is the socioeconomic
impact and what are the disparities? So your concern if this language were not placed in the measure or not
changed, that question would never be asked, and so you are raising precisely the reason why this rises in the
community and the request for the change is being made.

Trustee Akina: Thank you, I understand the concern and I do share that concern. When I look at what is
required already, the social welfare impact, the economic welfare impact and the cultural welfare impact.
I'm assuming that these are categories that can be used to address the socioeconomic disparity. Is there a
reason why we couldn't use those existing categories to address socioeconomic disparity?

Chief Advocate Kamali'i:Well, one might argue that that's the art of the drafting, or that is the art that allows
some of these important questions that you're asking to be excluded. So if it is included, then we're assured
that those concerns that you raised are being addressed. If it is excluded, well, I think we have example of
what happens when it's excluded because we have communities that are referenced by Sharde who've been
deeply hurt or pained or disrespected, all of the dis words because those studies did not include those types of
concerns. So I hope that answers your question.

Trustee Akina: Are there means other than an amendment to the actual law itself to ensure that the questions
are addressed in the existing categories?

Chief Advocate Kamali'i:Well, I think from a social or a policy standpoint, this is what it reflects. Other means,
oh yes, there's protests. There are other ways in which it might be addressed, but we're here as social
advocates to introduce this type of change, which addresses it, which is which hasn't been there. Sharde, do
you wish to address that as well?

Public Policy Advocate Freides: Yes, I'd like to address all three questions if that's okay, and thank you I
appreciate your patience as I understand that you did ask these questions the last time on the workshop.
So for the first one, affordable housing is actually a statutory exclusion and so an EA or EIS would not be
required for affordable housing and then the second one with regards to social welfare and economic welfare
and cultural impacts already in statute. We feel that the socioeconomic disparities is a term of art, and so just
by definition of what socioeconomic disparities are, it's already a different level of analysis.
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Looking at existing EAs and EISs. Sometimes they do use the term socioeconomic impacts or even you know
just that term socioeconomic, but the level of analysis varies and so kind of going into that third question, we
have seen this pattern and trend that applicants who need to provide in EA or EIS they will not do anything
more than the bare minimum of what's required, and so that's why the statutory changes are needed.
Additionally from the statutory change, there can also be guidance as to what we want in this type of
socioeconomic disparities analysis, as was done with the cultural impacts analysis, thank you.

Trustee Akina: I do appreciate that Sharde and Na‘u very much and your concern is very much on my heart. I
just need to make it clear to my fellow Trustees that I'm very passionate about seeing that Native Hawaiians
have housing available and affordable, and I'm very cautious about anything that could put further roadblocks
to seeing that happen. I won't oppose this, but when it comes time to vote I'll ask for bifurcation and abstain
from this, but thank you. Just for the record, want to make that clear.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: Thank you, Trustee Akina for making that record and asking those very important
questions. If the questions can be asked internally by the Trustees, certainly there will be questions that are
going to be maybe anticipated to be asked as this bill makes its way through the Legislature, so I appreciate
that.

Trustee Akina: Thank you, I appreciate your spirit.

Chair Akaka recognizes Trustee Lee

Trustee Lee: Can I make a point of clarification please?

Chair Akaka: Yes

Trustee Lee: If Trustee Akina can clarify why he's gonna bifurcate this out. He said that his concern was about
affordable housing, but public policy just made it crystal clear that affordable housing projects are exempt. This
would not apply to affordable housing projects. So can Trustee Akina please clarify why the bifurcation of this
out if this measure has no impact whatsoever on affordable housing, because I want to better understand.

Trustee Akina: Very good, Madam Chair, I'll respond to Trustee Lee. Trustee Lee’s question is a good
question. Thank you for allowing me to clarify. You are correct, absolutely that the our policy team has
explained that this will not apply to affordable housing. I had actually mentioned three categories. The two
other categories beyond affordable housing are housing that is affordable and actually that's what I was
referring to, commercial level housing that is affordable both in terms of the supply that could be impacted and
the cost that could be impacted. So while I don't challenge what they say about the exclusion of affordable
housing, I still have concerns over the supply of commercial housing and the exorbitant cost of commercial
housing as well, so thanks for letting me clarify that, you were on point there.

Trustee Lee: Madam Chair if we could get further clarification from public policy. Would this impact housing
inventory of new housing whether it be affordable housing or housing that is affordable. I understand
the difference between the two that Trustee Akina is making, but can Public Policy speak to that. Is there an
impact that this measure will have on inventory of new housing being built?

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: Sharde, if you could speak to that.

Public Policy Advocate Freides: Sure, so I'll just kind of start at the 3000 foot level. There are nine triggers
that trigger when an EA or EIS are required, and so if the housing, not talking about affordable
housing, because that's in exclusion. But if the housing project is on state or county lands, then that is one of
the triggers. I mean, that's just kind of the main category that I would think captures a lot of what's being
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asked. Just kind of stepping back a little, you know the whole intent of this measure is to provide this needed
information, you know, going back to kind of what I said to frame and open up this measure at the beginning.

Trustee Lee: Sharde, I completely understand the reason for the measure. What I'm trying to
ascertain, because Trustee Akina's intent is to separate this out from the whole package and for us to vote
separately on it. And I'm trying to understand why. So what I'm seeking from Public Policy is, because
Trustee Akina's justification for that is he is saying that he is concerned that this added measure to an EIS will
impact or could impact, sorry Trustee Akina I should say that correctly, could impact the inventory of housing
being built, which could further raise the cost of living and the cost of housing in Hawai‘i. So I'm asking, is there
a potential for this to do that? I'm just trying to see justification for the bifurcation of this matter. Of us taking
separate votes on this. Because that will bring up different debates.

Chair Akaka: I believe that there's no bifurcation that is needed as each item is an action by itself, but maybe
our Ka Pouhana or Corporation Counsel can weigh in on this for clarification.

Trustee Akina: Madam Chair, excuse me. If we're voting separately on these items, no bifurcation would be
needed, so I wouldn't call for that. I was under the impression and I could be mistaken that these parts.

Trustee Lee: No, as was I Trustee Akina.

Chair Akaka recognizes Ka Pouhana Hussey.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Thank you, Chair Akaka, as pointed out in the action item. There are four actions
related to and each package item is a standalone motion for action by the Board. So correct, no bifurcation
needed, each trustee can vote on each of the action items independently.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo for the clarification.

Trustee Lee: Thank you, Ka Pouhana.

Chair Akaka: Any other questions or comments members?

Trustee Akina: If I may have the forbearance of the Trustees, Madam Chair, I'll make one brief comment.

Chair Akaka: Yes, Trustee Akina

Trustee Akina: Thank you, Trustee Lee did raise a very important point and that is he correctly recognized
that I am concerned that adding another layer of application and regulation could possibly impact the supply of
available housing and its cost. Part of that comes from the very purpose of the measure in attachment E of the
action item, which would be page 215 of our packet. One of the rationale mentioned is to provide another basis
to object to a proposed project or action in their neighborhood or community. Now I don't question
the justification of objecting to building projects in communities and I'm glad that our people have the capacity
to do that. But that objection to building, if successful, definitely affects supply. All I'm saying is that in our
commitment to giving the best opportunity to Hawaiians to have homes, we need to balance our advocacy with
this strategic game of ours at OHA to provide housing. That's all I'm saying, thank you.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Madam Chair, would you please put the action items up on the board please?

Chair Akaka: Yes, mahalo, Board Chair.
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Trustee Lee: Are we voting now Madam Chair? I didn't think Public Policy was done with their presentation
yet.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i:We aren’t done, that’s correct.

Chair Akaka: Are there any other questions or comments? Alright then, can we please have the motion put
up.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: Chair, to interject. We're not done with the presentation if I could proceed.

Chair Akaka: Okay, thank you.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: Thank you very much. Alright, as indicated earlier this is action item number 2,
action item number 4. Action item number 3 is drafting and editing our standard drafting and editing clause,
which makes it available to policy to make those appropriate technical, ministerial, non substantive edits.
Now going back to action item number one, that involves a Public Land Trust. This has been before the Board
before. I deliberately intended that this be last because I understand that the issues that are raised in it of itself
are not old, but it may cause or bring cause for the Board to go into Executive Session if that is necessary, not
to say that this is the time to do it, but this is why I took things out of order. If not, then we'll proceed.

All right, so action item number one is to approve the approve the policy to proceed with drafting and
submitting a Public Land Trust focused bill. The bill is not before the Board today, there are a number of issues
to continue to flush out and this was the way in which we perceived we'd be able to continue to do that
work, and also allow the Board to weigh in on that, i.e., the focus of the bill as indicated there are the three or
four or five areas that we've all been familiar with that deal with the current amount of 15.1 million. The existing
amount of what is the carry forward trust holding account as well as the projected difference between the
interim PLT and the 15 million. OHA has been through this before, so the focus and the weight in which this bill
is going to proceed in the drafting and going forward to the Legislature. The gist of the the action is to allow
Administration and allow policy to continue to work with the Committee and the Board in drafting the important
bill. And if I'm misstating that, I look back to you, Sylvia if I'm stating that correctly.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Yes

Chair Akaka: Trustee Lee, do you have a question?

Trustee Lee: I do, Madam Chair. If Administration can explain to the Trustees why the change? The last
time when we voted on and approved the legislative package, Administration had put forward to the Trustees
that they felt the strategy for PLT was best if OHA took a supporting role and that others brought the matter
forward. What has changed?

Ka Pouhana Hussey: So I will ask Na‘u to help as well. If you also recall Trustee that there were a number
of questions by the Trustees regarding a Public Land Trust bill and we said at the time that we are looking at all
of those pieces and will bring back to the Trustees and in those intervening weeks between the workshops as
well as the draft action item, discussions about all of the different pieces. The time and the confluence
of situation that we are in now and wanted to bring forward this to the Trustees because of that. You'll also
notice that there is one of the measures is not there and I'll ask Na‘u to follow up on that as to why, because
there is a remedy in an alternate to address that issue of the adoption and the descendant issue as well.

Trustee Lee: Madam Chair if I may, unless a Trustee asks for that, that's not what my question was. I was just
simply asking what happened for Administration to change the recommendation to the Board, that's all I was
asking.
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Ka Pouhana Hussey: The recommendation is because in between those two workshop pieces.

Trustee Lee: No, yeah you answered, that's all I was asking. I didn't ask about what's not here, that's all I
was asking and my question was answered so we can move on. Thank you, Madam Chair.

Chair Akaka recognizes Vice Chair Lindsey.

Vice Chair Lindsey: Thank you, Madam Chair. Just a question, so if action one passes, just so I'm clear at
least, will the Trustees see a draft bill sometime between now and I guess January is when or end of, or does
this action just authorize the bill to be finalized and sent in? Thank you, Madam Chair.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: So Madam Chair if I could address a Trustee Keola’s question.

Chair Akaka: Yes, please do.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: So action three if you'll notice the last bullet for the last measure, provide a final copy of
the measure to the Trustees prior to submission. The deadline that we are working with is December 30th for
all packaged bills to go through. So we hope to have a draft of the measure soon so that Trustees and internal
can vet these key points that are there but the target is to submit by the 30th as well. And I open for Na‘u and
Casey too, because these are the advocacy folks who are doing the drafting and so you can imagine OHA has
had a number of various facets of Public Land Trust from record keeping. We've also had measures in our
packages in the past regarding record keeping and other kinds of measures, so it's that kind of effort that is
needed. But again, I'll turn it over if it's okay Trustee Akaka to Casey as well as Na‘u to provide additional
insights as to the work before filing on the 30th.

COO Brown: Aloha Trustees, I would first want to hear what Trustee Lee's question might be first, if that's
okay.

Chair Akaka recognizes Trustee Lee

Trustee Lee: Thank you, Madam Chair. This is speaking to action one and I guess action three where they're
asking for permission to do what they've been doing this whole time with minuscule changes. But this is
a big, big topic and to Trustee Keola Lindsey’s point, after tomorrow. Should this pass the BAE tomorrow and
should it pass the Board tomorrow, the Board is done. The Board has no more business for the rest of 2021.
So the Trustees will not see, have input in, other than one on one if we want it, but there's no way for the Board
to weigh in on any of this measure before it's due at the Legislature on December 30th. After tomorrow the
Board is done and I think that's kind of what Trustee Keola Lindsey was asking. If they're going to draft a bill, a
major bill like this, because this addresses several different major PLT issues, not just one. The Board and
Committee won't have another opportunity to weigh in on this until after it's been submitted to the Legislature,
at which point it doesn't belong to us anymore.
Yeah, that that.

COO Brown: I'll mention something here, that's a fair point Trustee Lee and the thinking was because this
surfaced sort of later in the game and the package development that we're throwing whatever thinking and you
know, hustling around that we can do to put together a bill that would make sense, and the thought was we
would provide a draft to the Trustees outside of a meeting and I don't know if that's something that would
please the Trustees. If it's something that you folks deem you want a meeting to deliberate further over that,
then that's absolutely a fair point and it’s at your guys request and your call to make. But our thought was we
would submit the draft, you know, electronically, outside of holding an official meeting and we wouldn't move
forward with submitting anything without the Trustees final nod.
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Trustee Lee: Point of order, Madam Chair. Those words Madam Chair are concerning to me. The Trustees
cannot give a nod of any kind outside of an agenda. I know you know Chair, but I'll yield to you Chair if that's
the point that you're going to bring up, right. We cannot give our nod to anything outside of an agendized
meeting. That's a violation of sunshine law.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Yes, yes and naturally I was going to propose that we could have a meeting on
the 29th or 30th or both. BAE 29 or BAE, BOT, 29 morning, 29 afternoon. I'm willing to do that to just go over
this bill because it's very, very important to us. It's going to be the central concentration for the Office of
Hawaiian Affairs this year. So I'm willing to do that, especially since we can do it virtually. We're not
inconveniencing people to come out of their houses. We can all go on our computers and look at this bill prior.
It can be sent to us ahead of time and we look at it and we can digest it. If that is your desire?

Trustee Lee:Well, it's not my, but I would think that for a matter this important Trustee Hulu Lindsey, I would
think that we would need to do that right.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Yes

Trustee Lee: I mean if we want the whole Board to be able to weigh in on a matter of this importance. If this is
going to be the concentration of OHA’s efforts at the Legislature this year, then yeah I think we should. I think
the Committee, I mean I don’t have that say, it’s up to the Committee Chair but the Committee and the Board is
going to have to take this matter up before I would say before the 30th Madam Chair, if the deadline is the 30th.
I would think we'd have to meet on the 28th and the 29th, which is the Tuesday and Wednesday.

Chair Akaka recognizes Trustee Ahu Isa

Trustee Ahu Isa: Kala mai, I just want to let you folks know that I have a hearing that I have to go to at DCCA.
So I'm going to have to leave you in like 5 minutes so I can't vote on this. If it was that important, we shouldn't
have had all these presentations prior to this because our meeting went on for over two hours now and so I'm
not going to be here so I cannot. I'm going to be with my grandkids and I'm in a hotel where I can't even get
Wi-Fi sometimes, so I just can't vote on it just to let you know, mahalo.

Chair Akaka: Is there any more to the presentation? If not, then we can vote now.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: I'd like to propose that we have meetings on the 29th and 30th or both on the
29th. I'm coming back from my vacation with my grandson who's giving me my great grandbaby for the first
time. So I'm traveling on the 28th and I'm available 29, 30, you know at everybody's convenience.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo, Board Chair. Is there a motion?

Trustee Lee:We don't need a motion, Madam Chair, you're the Chair of the Committee. You call meetings
whenever you want to call meetings or five Trustees can call a meeting. But you don't need a motion in the
meeting, Madam Chair. Send out a 6 day notice to the public that we're having a meeting and we have a
meeting.

Chair Akaka: Kala mai, I was talking about the action item, but yes, going back to what the Board Chair had
said then just to make sure that everyone is on the same page is that this action item would not be taken up,
this meaning it would be on the 29th rather.

Trustee Lee: No, Madam Chair, we're taking it up. Administration is asking our permission to draft a bill on
this. If we don't pass this action item, they're not going to draft.



BAE COMMITTEE MEETING Page 33 of 38 Minutes for 12/08/2021

DRAFT
For Approval on 01/25/22

Chair Akaka: That's what I was asking to put a motion on for this here so that Trustee Ahu Isa can vote on this
as well if presentation is finished. So yes, we can still have the meeting for the 29th.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: Thank you Trustee, the presentation is finished. Thank you, so the action would be
to approve actions 1, 2, 3 and four. Thank you.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo, is there a motion?

Trustee Ahu Isa: I so move, Chair.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo, it's been moved by our Board Vice Chair Ahu Isa, is there a second?

Vice Chair Lindsey: I'll second, Madam Chair.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo, it has been seconded by BAE Vice Chair Keola Lindsey. Can we please have the action
item on the screen to be read.

BAE Staff Brandon: Chair, we're trying to get it up now.

Trustee Ahu Isa excused from the meeting at 3:49 p.m.

Chair Akaka: It looks like Trustee Ahu Isa is no longer on.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Madam Chair, are we going to take the actions one at a time?

Trustee Lee: No

Chair Akaka: I want to have clarification from Council here.

Trustee Lee: A motion was made and seconded.
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Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Yeah, but it didn't say what the motion was.

Trustee Lee: They moved to approve action 1, 2, 3 and 4 and it was seconded.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: I didn't hear the 1, 2, 3 and 4.

Chair Akaka: I just wanted to clarify it being that the Trustee that made the original motion is no longer on, are
we still good to continue?

Trustee Lee: Yes

Chair Akaka: Great, thank you.

Trustee Akina: Madam Chair, is there discussion?

Chair Akaka: Yes

Trustee Akina: First, since I don't have the screen, since I can't see the motion on the screen, just for
clarification. Is OHA-2 the second item listed out of four?

Chair Akaka: Mark, can you please put up the motion on the screen, it keeps dropping off.

Trustee Akina: Thank you, Madam Chair I can see that. Am I correct to understand that we would be voting
once for all four items? In that case, I would like to make a motion that we bifurcate item number two, OHA-2.
I'd like to move that.

Chair Akaka: Is there a second?

Vice Chair Lindsey: I'll second

Chair Akaka: It has been moved and seconded. I'm just double checking on my end regarding the voting and
how we will proceed on this.

Chair Akaka recognizes Board Counsel Kurt Klein

Kurt Klein: Good afternoon Chair, as a point of order here we have a pending motion that was seconded, it's
sitting on the table. Then Trustee Akina I believe, advanced a second motion and believe that motion should
be a motion to amend the first motion. The motion to amend would have to be voted on and approved before
hand. So if the motion is one to amend, I hear it's seconded and I believe it's seconded by Trustee Keola
Lindsey, is that correct? Okay, so then there should be a vote on the amended motion.

Chair Akaka: Alright, then we'll take a roll call vote on the amended motion.

Kurt Klein: Thank you.

Trustee Lee: Madam Chair, we are not voting on the amended motion we are voting on the amendment.
The motion has not yet been amended.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo for that clarification. Can we please have a vote on the amendment?

Trustee Akina: Just to clarify, I just want to make sure I know what we're voting on now. Could we have the
statement of this amendment?
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Chair Akaka: Would it help if we had it on the screen?

Trustee Akina: Yes, it would help.

Trustee Lee: Madam Chair, that is not what the amendment was. If we remove action item two from the action
item, that means it will no longer come to the Board for a vote. We have removed it from the package. The
motion was to bifurcate.

Chair Akaka: Mahalo, Kurt Klein if you could please help us with the language here.

Kurt Klein: Okay, motion to bifurcate action item BAE 21-06: 2022 OHA Legislative Package. I would rephrase
that as motion to bifurcate Action Item 2 from Action Item BAE #21-06: 2022. Now I believe this was Trustee
Akina’s initial motion to bifurcate and so if that is what Trustee Akina’s intention was, I think he should be the
Trustee to confirm.

Trustee Akina: Madam Chair, I confirm that my intention in making this motion was to bifurcate Action Item 2
from Action Item BAE #21-06: 2022 in the OHA Legislative Bill Package.

Chair Akaka: Alright, so to restate, it's been moved by Trustee Akina and seconded by BAE Vice Chair
Lindsey. Can I please have a roll call vote.

3:58 p.m.

TRUSTEE 1 2
‘AE
(YES)

A’OLE
(NO)

KANALUA
(ABSTAIN) EXCUSED

LEINA‘ALA AHU ISA EXCUSED
DAN AHUNA X
KELI‘I AKINA 1 X

LUANA ALAPA EXCUSED
BRENDON
KALEI‘ĀINA LEE X

CARMEN HULU LINDSEY X
VICE CHAIR

KEOLA LINDSEY 2 X

JOHN WAIHE`E, IV X
CHAIR KALEIHIKINA AKAKA X

TOTAL VOTE COUNT 3 4 0 2

MOTION: [ ] UNANIMOUS [ ] PASSED [ ] DEFERRED [ X ] FAILED

Chair Akaka: Motion has not passed. I want to make sure we're on track here and we have this
correct. So are we going then to the original motion?

Kurt Klein: The original motion Chair is pending. The motion to bifurcate has failed. The current motion now is
to approve all four items listed in the 2022 Legislative Action Item that you have, and it was seconded. So it's
now pending a vote.
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Chair Akaka: Mahalo, we will ask now for a roll call vote.

4:00 p.m.

TRUSTEE 1 2
‘AE
(YES)

A’OLE
(NO)

KANALUA
(ABSTAIN) EXCUSED

LEINA‘ALA AHU ISA 1 EXCUSED
DAN AHUNA X
KELI‘I AKINA X

LUANA ALAPA EXCUSED
BRENDON
KALEI‘ĀINA LEE X

CARMEN HULU LINDSEY X
VICE CHAIR

KEOLA LINDSEY 2 X

JOHN WAIHE`E, IV X
CHAIR KALEIHIKINA AKAKA X

TOTAL VOTE COUNT 6 0 1 2

MOTION: [ ] UNANIMOUS [ X ] PASSED [ ] DEFERRED [ ] FAILED

V. EXECUTIVE SESSION‡

A. Consultation with Board Counsel Robert G. Klein re: questions and issues
pertaining to the Board’s powers, duties, privileges, immunities, and liabilities with
respect to the Public Land Trust and associated legislation, pursuant to HRS§92-
5(a)(4)

Chair Akaka: My understanding is that we've talked about the matters that we would in there in open session.
Therefore, we would not need executive session unless Trustees would like to move to executive session.
I don't see any Trustee that is interested in doing so then we will move on to announcements.

V. ANNOUNCEMENTS

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: There is a meeting tomorrow at 10 a.m. We will be honoring Hokulani Padilla here
on Maui and the meeting will be conducted from the University of Maui Campus and we’ll be doing it virtually
but Hoku will be there.

VI. ADJOURNMENT

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: I move that we adjourn.



BAE COMMITTEE MEETING Page 37 of 38 Minutes for 12/08/2021

DRAFT
For Approval on 01/25/22

Chair Akaka: Mahalo, is there a second?

Trustee Waihe‘e: Second

Chair Akaka: It’s been moved and seconded. Can I please have a roll call vote.

4:02 p.m.

TRUSTEE 1 2
‘AE
(YES)

A’OLE
(NO)

KANALUA
(ABSTAIN) EXCUSED

LEINA‘ALA AHU ISA EXCUSED
DAN AHUNA X
KELI‘I AKINA X

LUANA ALAPA EXCUSED
BRENDON
KALEI‘ĀINA LEE X

CARMEN HULU LINDSEY 1 X
VICE CHAIR

KEOLA LINDSEY X

JOHN WAIHE`E, IV 2 X
CHAIR KALEIHIKINA AKAKA X

TOTAL VOTE COUNT 7 0 0 2

MOTION: [ ] UNANIMOUS [ X ] PASSED [ ] DEFERRED [ ] FAILED

Chair Akaka: The meeting is now adjourned, mahalo members, all in attendance, and to all live streaming. A
hui hou kākou, mālama pono.

Chair Akaka adjourns the BAE meeting at 4:03 p.m.
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Respectfully submitted,

____________________________
Brandon Mitsuda Trustee Aide
Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment

As approved by the Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment (BAE) on 1/25/21.

____________________________
Trustee Kaleihikina Akaka
Chair
Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment
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FAX (808) 594-1868

MEETING OF THE
COMMITTEE ON BENEFICIARY ADVOCACY AND EMPOWERMENT

DATE: Tuesday, January 25, 2022
TIME: 10:00 a.m.
PLACE: Virtual Meeting

Viewable at www.oha.org/livestream OR
Listen by phone: (213) 338-8477,
Webinar ID: 898 9176 7910

Due to COVID-19, the OHA Board of Trustees and its standing committees will hold virtual
meetings until further notice. Pursuant to Governor Ige’s December 29, 2021 Emergency
Proclamation Related to Sunshine Law In-Person Meetings, there will be no in-person location
for this meeting that is open to the general public. The virtual meetings can be viewed and
observed via livestream on OHA’s website at www.oha.org/livestream or listen by phone: (213)
338-8477, Webinar ID: 898 9176 7910

AGENDA

I. Call to Order

II. Public Testimony on Items Listed on the Agenda* (Please see page 2 on how to submit written
testimony or provide oral testimony online. Oral testimony by phone will not be accepted)

III. Approval of Minutes
A.December 8, 2021
B.December 27, 2021

IV. New Business
A.Workshop: Policies - Series 2000 – Beneficiary Support and Services: Protect Ceded
Lands, OHA Water Policy and Water Backgrounder, Policy on Protecting Iwi Kupuna,
International Engagement, Beneficiary Support Services, Advocacy, Collaborations
with Other Agencies and Organizations, Repatriation, Housing, Wai, Iwi Kūpuna,
Disaster Resourcing; and consideration of a newly drafted Military Engagement Policy.

V. Announcements
VI. Adjournment

Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment
Trustee Kaleihikina Akaka, Chair
Trustee Keola Lindsey, Vice Chair
Members
Trustee Leina‘ala Ahu Isa, At-Large
Trustee Dan Ahuna, Kaua‘i / Ni‘ihau
Trustee Keli‘i Akina, At-Large
Trustee Luana Alapa, Moloka‘i / Lāna‘i
Trustee Carmen Hulu Lindsey, Maui
Trustee Brendon Kalei‘āina Lee, At-Large
Trustee John Waihe‘e IV, At-Large

http://www.oha.org/livestream
http://www.oha.org/livestream
markmw22
Highlight

markmw22
Highlight
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STATE OF HAWAI‘I
OFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS

560 N. NIMITZ HIGHWAY, SUITE 200
(VIRTUAL MEETING - VIA ZOOM WEBINAR)

COMMITTEE ON BENEFICIARY ADVOCACY AND EMPOWERMENT
MINUTES

December 27, 2021 10:00 a.m.

ATTENDANCE:
Chairperson Kaleihikina Akaka
Trustee Dan Ahuna
Trustee Keli‘i Akina
Trustee Luana Alapa
Trustee Brendon Kalei‘āina Lee
Trustee C. Hulu Lindsey
Trustee Keola Lindsey
Trustee John Waihe‘e, IV

EXCUSED:
Trustee Leina‘ala Ahu Isa

BAE STAFF:
Brandon Mitsuda
Mark Watanabe

ADMINISTRATION STAFF:
Hussey, Sylvia, Ka Pouhana / CEO
Brown, Casey / COO
Hinck, Ramona / CFO
Kamali`i, Na’u / Chief Advocate
Ki, Nina / Public Policy Advocate
Ohta, Everett, Interim General Counsel
Aguinaldo, Arlene, IT
Koholua, Michelle, IT
Santos, Dan, IT

I. CALL TO ORDER

Chair Akaka calls the Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment meeting for Monday, December
27, 2021 to order at 10:01 a.m.

Chair Akaka notes for the record that PRESENT are:

MEMBERS
AT CALL TO
ORDER

(10:02 p.m.)
TIME ARRIVED

CHAIR KALEIHIKINA AKAKA PRESENT
VICE-CHAIR KEOLA LINDSEY EXCUSED 10:12 a.m.
TRUSTEE LEINA‘ALA AHU ISA EXCUSED
TRUSTEE DAN AHUNA PRESENT
TRUSTEE KELI‘I AKINA PRESENT
TRUSTEE LUANA ALAPA PRESENT
TRUSTEE BRENDON KALEI‘ĀINA LEE PRESENT
TRUSTEE CARMEN HULU LINDSEY EXCUSED 10:08 a.m.
TRUSTEE JOHN WAIHE‘E, IV EXCUSED 10:03 a.m.

At the Call to Order, FIVE(5) Trustees are PRESENT, thereby constituting a quorum.
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II. PUBLIC TESTIMONY on Items Listed on the Agenda*

NONE

III. NEW BUSINESS

A. Action Item BAE #21-07: Public Land Trust Bill, 2022 Legislature

Chair Akaka: I wanted to make note that members the Committee folder was distributed within the 72
hour deadline for Board materials, thereby requiring a waiver of the 72 hour deadline for Board materials.

Chair Akaka yields the floor to Ka Pouhana Hussey.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Good morning again Trustees, what Administration would like to do is help provide
some context for the bill, and we're going to have two presentations for you beginning this morning. We've
asked Sherry Broder to provide a contextual basis for the bill as well as then we will ask interim General
Counsel Everett Ohta to provide us the numbers portion of the bill. We will then follow with a presentation with
Chief Advocate Na‘u, walking through the actual bill itself so that Trustees you can see the foundational pieces,
the numeric expression and computations, and then how it is reflected in the bill and at that time once all
those presentation and pieces are there then Administration asks then if you will then hold your questions,
write them down, note them down, and then at the end I'll be able to have that discussion or have the
discussion with Council as you would see fit. So if we can start with that Trustees, we’ll go ahead and ask
Sherry to share her screen and begin walking through some of the foundational pieces of the draft bill that we
have before you, and that's in your packet.

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Trustee Akaka, I just want to let you know that I do not have visual. I only have
audio. So I cannot see the screen.

Chair Akaka: Yes, I did notice the change there, thank you.
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Sherry Broder: I'm going to be talking about OHA’s constitutionally mandated pro rata share and basically I'm
laying the groundwork for Everett’s presentation, and he's going to be talking about the numbers, so I'm going
to review the history and the legal and constitutional principles behind OHA's entitlement to its pro rata share.
And ever since the creation of OHA, the amount of the pro rata share has been a subject for dispute between
the state and OHA, so you'll get to see many different cases and many different things that happened over the
years. And so I'm going to talk about what are the ceded lands, how does the ceded lands differ from the
Public Land Trust and that's important because the pro rata share is computed on the Public Land Trust.
I'm going to review the legislation, litigation legislation over OHA’s pro rata share, and then I'm just going to
remind you that ACT 178 session was Hawai‘i 2006 set the current 15.1 million cap on PLT revenues and at
that time it was specifically labeled as interim funding. But now here we are now I guess 16 years later, but a
lot of years later.

So in 1898, as we all know, the Republic of Hawai‘i ceded 1.8 million acres to the United States of America.
Then in 03-03 this is another portion of the definition of what are the ceded lands and since the PLT is a subset
of the ceded lands, this same principle applies to it. So it's not just all the lands that were ceded to the United
States by the Republic of Hawai‘i under the joint resolution of annexation, but it also includes the water,
minerals, plants, and other things connected with the lands and every species of title in quite and complete.
And of course the submerged lands are also included in the ceded lands.
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So the Admissions Act section 5(f) created the Public Land Trust. So when Hawai‘i was admitted as a state,
the 5(a) lands, those were lands held by the territory, and those were transferred directly to the state. So for
instance, Sand Island, the reason OHA doesn't get any pro rata share from Sand Island is because those
lands were transferred to the state at the time of statehood. 5(b) lands were titled held by the United States,
but under control of the territory. Those were transferred from the United States to the state. 5(e) lands are
lands titled and controlled held by the United States like Schofield Barracks or other places here in Hawai‘i, the
National Parks. Those will be transferred from the United States to the state if land is no longer needed by the
United States.

So from the time of statehood until the 1978 Constitutional Convention, although the 5(f) lands had five
different purposes, including as you can see listed on this slide, public education, betterment of conditions of
Native Hawaiians, development of farm and home ownership, public improvements and public use, which is a
very general broad category. All the proceeds and revenues were utilized for the purpose of public education.

In 1978 the ConCon established Section 4 of Article 12, the Hawai‘i State Constitution, and the reasoning
behind this is because the funds were all going to public education from the Public Land Trust and so OHA
wanted to clarify. I mean the Constitutional Convention wanted to clarify that those lands actually are to be held
as a public trust for Native Hawaiians and the general public. So to make sure that those lands were used not
only for public education, but also for the benefit of the conditions of Native Hawaiians. This section was added
to the Constitution.

This is a picture of the first inauguration of OHA Trustees in 1980. So sections 4-5 and 6 were all added to the
Hawai‘i State Constitution and you know sections 5 and 6 really created the Office of Hawaiian Affairs created
OHA quote to manage all incoming proceeds from that pro rata portion of the public interest for Native
Hawaiians and also clarified as we saw earlier in Section 4 that 5(b) lands shall be held by the state as a public
trust for Native Hawaiians in the general public.
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In 1980, the Legislature was instructed to provide legislation to implement the formation and setup of OHA and
so among many bills, among many things that were done including setting up the election system and other
things. The Legislature passed 10-13-5 which specifically says 20% of all funds derived from the Public Land
Trust described in section 10-3 shall be expended by this office, which is the Office of Hawaiian Affairs.

So these are just some examples of Public Land Trust, so here are the airports, reef runway which is built on
submerged land it's also part of the Public Land Trust, Hilo International Airport. Harbors and housing, also
part of the Public Land Trust. These are all the big revenue generators. Hawai‘i Community Development
Corporation, the boating harbors because of the submerged lands.
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Here are some examples of the Public Land Trust agricultural land and irrigation systems, and of course as we
know, DLNR is one of the main stewards of the Public Land Trust.

Another very important event besides the 1978 Constitutional Convention was the passage of the apology
resolution by both Houses of Congress in 1993, and in that resolution the Congress finds and admits that the
Republic of Hawai‘i also ceded 1800 acres of crown, government and public lands of the Kingdom of Hawai‘i
without the consent of or compensation to the Native Hawaiian people of Hawai‘i or their sovereign
government.

The apology resolution also finds that the indigenous people, the indigenous Hawaiian people never directly
relinquished their claims to their inherent sovereignty as the people over their national lands to the United
States either through their monarchy or through a plebiscite or a referendum.

So now we're going to take a look at the litigation and legislation relating to OHA’s pro rata share.
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So one of the first things that the Office of Hawaiian Affairs did was when it was formed in 1980 and came into
being was to sue over the pro rata share, and this had to do with the removal of sand on Moloka‘i and whether
or not OHA was entitled to 20%. The Hawai‘i Supreme Court ruled that the issues are non justiciable. So what
it meant by that was that it's not a matter for court to decide because it doesn't have sufficient standards to
make the decision, and the Legislature must make the initial policy decisions about OHA’s pro rata share.
So as a result of that decision, when Governor Waihe‘e was elected, he set up a process to consider how
to.make fair the pro rata share to OHA, and so in 1990 Act 304 was passed and this was part of the settlement.
It defined revenue which is an important aspect of that settlement, and you'll see in the next slide, and I'll
explain why. It set the process to determine past due revenues. It segregated revenue from the actual use or
disposition of trust lands into two categories, sovereign and proprietary. OHA would not receive sovereign
revenues such as taxes, fines, federal grants and OHA would receive proprietary revenues such as leases,
rents, licenses and those would be subject to OHA’s pro rata share.

So just for your information, I thought that it would be good to include this slide, which is a little more detailed,
but it gives you the list of everything that OHA agreed it would not receive revenues from. So this is part of the
settlement that was arranged with Governor Waihe‘e and passed by the Legislature and then even though
eventually Act 304 was struck down by the Hawai‘i Supreme Court because of the the federal position on the
airport revenues. Nonetheless, even today the state continues to use these two definitions and there's other
aspects to Act 304 that the state does continue to use. But of course, the ones that it doesn't like it
doesn't use.
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So OHA had filed the suit over the issues that remained from the negotiations with Governor Waihe‘e. In other
words, these were four items that the state did not agree with OHA on, and OHA did make claim for these four
items. Judge Heely ruled that OHA was entitled to these four items in 1996. So hospital revenue, so patient
service fees and you can see here what Judge Heely ruled. I quoted a sentence or two from him. So it was
hospital revenue, public housing developments and rent, interests on investment of withheld revenue from
Public Land Trusts and the airports, Waikiki duty free. The state had agreed that OHA would get the airport
landing fee revenues, the 20% on that, but hadn't agreed on airports Waikiki duty free, but Judge Heely ruled
that OHA was entitled to all these four items that had been disputed, given the language of Act 304.

Well the airline industry didn't like this Act 304 and they complained to the FAA and the Department of
Transportation and so the FAA then reviewed this use of airport revenues to pay up the pro rata share and
found that it was contrary to the policies and conditions of grants provided under the Airport Improvement Act
1982. To prevent an airport owner or operator who receives federal assistance from using airport revenues for
expenditures unrelated to the airport. In a 1996 report, the USDOT Inspector General, the IG report concluded
that the state's payments to OHA between 1992 and 1995 in the amount of 28.2 million were a diversion of
airport revenue and violation of the different FAA authorization acts because OHA provided no services for the
28.2 million. Well OHA had tried very hard to argue against these different findings of the federal agencies and
argued that the revenue was for the rent, use of the ceded lands, but both the FAA and the IG rejected those
arguments.

This is just the beautiful reef runway which is on submerged lands.

So in 1997, Act 329 sent an interim revenue in response to this finding by the FAA and the USDT at $15.1
million a year.
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So when Governor Cayetano handled this matter, as soon as he got that USDOT opinion he halted transfers
from the Airport Special Fund to OHA in the third quarter of 1996. So Judge Heely had decided just prior to the
USDOT opinion and just prior to Cayetano halting all payments. Then in 1997, Congress passed the Federal
Forgiveness Act. This is really actually an airport revenue act, but it's called the Federal Forgiveness Act
because OHA was able to retain the $28.2 million transferred from the airport special fund. So of course we
had our US Senators at the time, Senators Inouye and Akaka to thank for making sure that OHA at least got
the 28.2 million to keep. Then Act 329 session laws 1997. That was the equivalent payment which I showed
you up above and that was for the 15.1 million.

Senator Inouye made a speech on the floor of the US Senate when the bill was passed and he was very clear
that this was not supposed to extinguish OHA’s claim to the airport revenues So Senator Inouye said however,
I would like to make clear that the removal of the airport revenue fund for use by the State of Hawai‘i as the
source of compensating the Office of Hawaiian Affairs for use of the ceded lands upon which the airports
sit should not equate to a like reduction in the state's obligation to OHA under state law. This forgiveness
provision should not be construed as a forgiveness of the state's obligation to OHA. Airports continue to sit on
ceded land. The state's obligations to compensate OHA for the use of the land upon which the airports sit
should also continue. The only difference would now be the source the state can draw upon to satisfy its
obligation. Then if you take a look at the Forgiveness Act itself, Section 340, subsection D, there's a
clarification. This is directly from the Act. Nothing in this Act shall be construed to affect any existing federal
statutes, trust obligations created there under or any statute of the several states that define the obligations of
such states to Native Americans, Native Hawaiians, or Alaska Natives in connection with ceded lands, except
to make clear that airport revenues may not be used to satisfy such obligations.
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So when Governor Lingle got elected Governor she immediately pursued restoring some version of the pro
rata share to OHA, so she issued her own Executive Order 03-03, which resumed pro rata payments. Because
remember, Cayetano had stopped all prorated payments and then Act 334 was also passed and that
appropriated back payments for the pro rata share transfers halted from 2001, 2003. Act 178 was passed in
her administration, and that's the current law and the one which OHA is looking to update to be more current
with, and also to include the Heely decision sources of revenue. And then ACT 178 also appropriates 17.5
million for under payments under Executive Order 03-03.

I just put this slide up to remind you that it doesn't have to be cash that OHA needs to receive for the purposes
of a settlement. So this was the land settlement. Whether or not it was the perfect settlement or a good
settlement or anything I don't comment on that, but I just show you this to suggest that there are other ways of
satisfying OHA’s obligation besides cash.

Mahalo nui loa for this opportunity to present the PowerPoint and let me know if anybody has any questions.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Chair Akaka, if it's alright we'll go ahead and have Everett begin his section.

Chair Akaka: That sounds great, thank you.

Interim General Counsel Ohta: Good morning Trustees. I'll be presenting now on the basis for the numbers
provided for in the bill that is being proposed as OHA's Public Land Trust measure to be introduced for the
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2022 Legislative Session. This presentation will be again based off of the information that Sherry Broder has
shared with you, which you know summarized a lot of the long history of Public Land Trust issues between
OHA and the state. The numbers provided for in this bill draw upon that long history and seek to build on that
by updating the amount that the state would transfer to OHA in satisfaction of its constitutional obligations to
provide for a pro rata share of revenues from the Public Land Trust to benefit Native Hawaiians.

In summary, the bill is comprised of two major components, the first being an updating of the annual payment
amount that OHA receives for the public Land Trust to the amount of $78.9 million. Of course, this is a
significant increase in what is currently provided for under Act 178 from 2006 and it's also a substantial
increase from the numbers that recent OHA bills have sought to increase in terms of PLT share. So I'll be
going into a little bit of detail of how we arrived at that figure. The bill also provides for, of course,
the mechanisms that amount would be transferred to OHA. The other major component is a lump sum
payment for the states past due obligations that really is the difference between what OHA is identified as a
truer accounting of the Public Land Trust share versus what we've been receiving since the last settlement
between OHA and the state in 2012 relating to the Kaka‘ako Makai settlement.

As Sherry mentioned, the basis for this update that we're seeking in this measure is really that ACT 178
passed by the Legislature in 2006 was always meant to be an interim measure. That measure was to be
updated over time and really we're looking now at 15 years since its passage, over 15 years actually since its
passage and of course we feel that it's long overdue for revisiting and updating of that annual amount.

The way that we are going about it is really a process by which OHA and the Legislature had originally
envisioned through the ACT 178 process, which was to first reestablish that amount for an annual transfer of
PLT monies but then also provide for an annual accounting of receipts from what was actually generated on
PLT lands. So this accounting comes to OHA through the Department of Land and Natural Resources, which
assembles the reported receipts from each of the agencies and combines it into a report. That report is to
provide for an accounting of all receipts from lands described under the 5(f) Public Land Trust.
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What OHA has determined over the years is that the numbers that have been reported on by DLNR from the
various agencies are not accurate and complete, and we looked at that through two financial reviews
conducted by outside accounting and consulting firms that OHA has contracted to take a closer look at what
the actual financials were from these agencies related to PLT lands. It was to look at the accounting gaps that
were provided for under these reports and to determine how accurate and complete these various reports
were.

Most recently, N&K CPAs conducted a financial review for us of the fiscal year 16 reporting from the state and
found that there were significant reporting gaps both in terms of what lands were reported on from the PLT
receipts as well as the completeness of those receipts that were reported by the agencies, meaning that they
weren't reporting all of the receipts that were actually generated from the Public Land Trust. With this
information in hand, combined with the information received from the annual DLNR reports, OHA identified
those sources of revenues that were generated from Public Land Trust lands or resources and which have
been historically claimed by OHA, whether through agreement with the state or through things like past
litigation, which Sherry touched on in her presentation. So in looking at those numbers, we reviewed them and
identify those sources, summed them up, and came up with an amount that we feel is much, much closer to a
true 20% share that OHA should be receiving to benefit Native Hawaiians.

That figure as provided for in this year's Public Land Trust Bill, is an amount of $78.9 million per year. That's
provided for under section two of the bill.

This amount comes from again those sources of revenue that OHA and the state have either previously agreed
to, or sources of revenue, Public Land Trust revenue that OHA has previously claimed in the past. They
generally can be categorized into these areas either you know those areas with historical agreements between
OHA and the state as provided for or summarized in this slide or those sources that OHA has previously
claimed on what we're identifying as the Heely revenue sources, a a name that comes from that 1996 decision
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from the Circuit Court Judge Heely identifying certain revenue sources that OHA claimed and he ruled on were
being subject to OHA’s pro rata share for Native Hawaiians. The amount that we're looking at is in the bottom
right corner. It's accumulative total that comes from those various sources of receipts, and it's the inclusion of
those Heely revenue sources is where we see the difference into what we're looking at this year in this PLT bill,
versus what we've claimed in the past where our prior bills have come out at that $35 million amount. So again,
this 78 rounded to $78.9 million is what we're including in this year's bill.

Just a little bit more, by way of explanation of you know the types of revenue sources that we're talking about.
The first categories that we're discussing are those that have been historically agreed to by OHA and the
state. Those revenue sources include things like Public Land Trust land leases, and other user charges related
to PLT lands. These sources are currently transferred to OHA by the agencies and we're capped by ACT 178
in terms of the amount that we can retain under Act 178. Other areas that were identified through the financial
reviews are errors by the state in terms of what should have been reported and transferred to OHA, but were
not for various reasons, but they were identified during these financial reviews as being subject and should
have been transferred to OHA. Another area is those revenue sources that have been inconsistently
transferred by the state agencies, where one agency will transfer certain receipts to OHA but another agency
will not transfer receipts that are almost, that are nearly identical onto those transferred by a sister agency, so
we identified those as areas that should be transferred and would in all likelihood should be transferred if the
state was just acting consistently across its agencies.

The final area where there has been a historical agreement between OHA and the state in terms of receipts
really come from the airports where the state has historically transferred receipts to OHA generated from the
airport lands which sit on Public Land Trust lands, and those airport receipts include receipts transferred or
factored into the amount that OHA receives after the Forgiveness Act. So even after the decision that said that
OHA was not able to receive monies generated directly from the airports. The state still factored into its
transfers to OHA the amounts generated from the airports consistent with the language I think that Sherry
referenced in her presentation or regarding the continuing obligation of the state to account for those revenues
and transfer the revenues from other sources to make up for that amount that can't be directly transferred from
the airports. Also included in here are non-patient hospital revenues related to more commercial activities that
can be characterized as related to more commercial activities within the hospitals.
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Through the financial review, we also identified other sources that hadn't been the subject of past agreement
between OHA and the state, but we believe them to be clearly analogous to receipts otherwise transferred to
OHA, and those newly identified sources through the financial reviews were also included in the calculations to
arrive at what OHA is claiming under its new updated amount.

And then the final areas of revenues that OHA has identified for this year's measure are the Heely sources,
those revenues that have been generated from Public Land Trust lands related to patient services at the state
hospitals that sit on Public Land Trust lands as well as public housing projects that sit on Public Land Trust
lands and the interests derived from the investing of Public Land Trust revenues in various accounts. All
of these categories were previously identified by OHA, and were the subject of litigation dating back from the
mid 90s and these were the categories of revenues that Judge Heely determined were subject to OHA’s pro
rata share back in 1996. So we're now including them, and that these three sources, in particular the hospital
revenues, make up the majority of what that increased amount we're looking at for this year's measure, as
opposed to more recent measures that OHA has either put forward, put forth, or supported.

This is how the figures generally breakdown in terms of their contributions to the $78.9 million amount. You can
see that it's broken down according to those categories that I previously described, but they can kind of be
viewed here as in their individual or categorical contributions to that amount.

Often given the amount that we're talking about here, we do recognize that there's going to have to be a
significant increase of revenue or PLT monies transferred to OHA under this measure. So there is a
mechanism for the Governor to set that amount that would be necessary to identify, I mean to account for the
receipts generated, particularly in the airports, but also if necessary for the Governor to set the amounts that
each agency transfers to OHA and that transfer amount can be set via Executive Order, which is currently the
process under Act 178.
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The next sections of the bills, Section 3 and 4 provide for the transfer procedures about how those receipts
would be transferred to OHA under this new amount. It largely follows the procedures set forth in Act 178 from
2006, as well as the Executive Order 06-06 which operationalizes those transfers from the State Executive
Branch to OHA.

And then moving on, the next major component of the 2022 PLT bill as proposed would be to provide for a
lump sum payment to OHA in the amount of $638 million.

This amount is calculated from the difference between the $78.9 million amount against what OHA has been
receiving as $15.1 million each year, the difference being $63.8 million multiplied by the number of fiscal years
since the last OHA and state settlement related to Kaka‘ako Makai. That is 10 years or 10 fiscal years since
that settlement, resulting in a $638 million amount for a back due payment. As Sherry noted in her presentation,
past bills or past Legislative Acts that have updated the amount that OHA has received as a PLT share
have almost always included a lump sum payment to account for these differences in what OHA has been
receiving and what the new annual amount is so we are also including a similar measure here to account for
what OHA should have been paid in this interim period. The last thing to note is that amount would include the
amount, the monies held in that carry forward trust holding account amounting to approximately $29 million
that's held as a result of this, transfer procedures set up by executive order 06-06.

Those amounts have accumulated in the carryforward trust holding account since approximately fiscal year
2013, when we have consistently seen the transfers to OHA from the various agencies exceeding that set forth
in Act 178. So we're looking to receive those monies as a clear source of PLT funds that the state has
recognized or subject to OHA’s pro rata share. But for Act 178, procedures were limited in how much of that
money we can actually retain. So this overage has gone into the carryforward trust holding account and sits
there unutilized when it is otherwise PLT monies.
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The final thing that we'd note for this bill is that the reporting obligations of the agencies would continue under
Act 178 from 2006 where these reporting requirements are not expressly changed under this measure, we
were only looking to update the amounts that OHA receives annually, as well as providing for an additional
lump sum payment as previously described.

That concludes my presentation, but I will along with Sherry and the other members of Administration be
available for for the discussion and questions, thank you.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Chair Akaka, we now like Chief Advocate Na‘u Kamali‘i and Nina to walk Trustees
through the actual bill based on these contextual pieces that have been shared.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: Thank you very much Chair Akaka, Chair Lindsey, Members of the Board of
Trustees, present on the Committee and as well as my fellow Administrative cohorts. Thank you for the
opportunity to present this bill and also just thank you very much to the Administration and the amount of work
that we have put into simplifying the ask that is reflected in the bill. There's a great effort to work on
clarification and also to work on simplification of the ask. So as I go through the bill, this came out of the prior
BAE meeting of December 8th. We had presented generally requesting that the Board and the BAE Committee
grant Administration more time to put this bill together and so here we are the bill itself is before the Committee
for review. As I go through the bill, it will make for easy for others to follow along, make reference to pages and
along the left hand side there are numbers and those are line numbers so that you can easily go to the various
sections that I speak to. So this is related to the increasing of the payment of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs in
the pro rata share. Sherry Broder has made just an amazing history to how we come to this point as well as
Everett providing the figures which will be referenced in the bill.

So the question that one of the Trustees had asked is you know why now? Well, it's always appropriate to
address constitutional obligations for the betterment of the conditions of Native Hawaiians and those words,
they come from the law itself, and the obligation that I'm speaking of is the state's obligation, as captured in
Admissions Act and the creation of OHA through the Constitution, its obligations to manage these funds for the
betterment of our Native Hawaiian people. So this is really what we're talking about today. There has been
history with regard to OHA’s efforts to work with the state, taking us to court, taking us back again, executive
orders being issued as well as acts being issued both in the state and in the congressional arena.

So we look at the very first sentence. This is about setting things right. Setting things right by the Legislature,
being that if it is time to set right and fulfill the trust responsibilities to the indigenous people of Hawai‘i
consistent with governmental action across America to address the injustices against indigenous people.
There are settings of rights that are occurring across the continent with tribes, Alaska Natives and so this is an
effort to do that. Which has its origins as you read the bill from the illegal overthrow of the Kingdom of Hawai‘i,
and I'm not making that up, I mean it already is in Congressional Act, it's embodied in the apology bill. So
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what we're seeing here is that it's incumbent upon the Legislature to enact legislation that upholds its trust
responsibilities, and duty of care to Native Hawaiians. This bill is not about OHA. Yes, we are the managers.
This bill is about a duty of care and responsibility to Native Hawaiians to account for all ceded lands in the
Public Lands Trust inventory to account for all income and proceeds derived from the Public Land Trust and to
transfer the full 20% pro rata share of income and proceeds from the Public Land Trust annually to the office of
Hawaiian Affairs. And that's so that OHA can do its job to manage and to develop programs to lift Native
Hawaiians up and out of poverty, out of cars, programs for education for the betterment of the condition of our
Native Hawaiian people.

Section 1 includes the genesis and the source of the state Public Land Trust. Sherry has done an amazing
excellent job of putting that together for you and a PowerPoint presentation as she remarks to us she could
spend days talking about the history with regard to the ceded lands and a ceded lands trust obligation. But we
don't have time for that and the task of the bill which is just to put all of that together as simply as we could to
capture our unique historical, legal and political context as a basis for the ask. For the monies that are due to
the Native Hawaiian people. The conditions, the lands that they are, how they were granted under the 5(f)
provision, Sherry has laid out more simply and more clearly the other provisions of the Admissions Act, which
addressed stresses the character of lands, the ceded lands where they went, and how title is held. But these
5(f) provisions for the betterment of the condition of Native Hawaiians as defined in the Native Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act of 1920 and is further addressed by state law is what we're talking about here. We're
talking about the income and the proceeds generated from those lands.

And in her presentation, Sherry has distinguished those other types of income and proceeds within the
sovereign rights, they're sovereign character to the state of Hawai‘i. Those are distinct and distinguished from
the income and the proceeds that we're talking about. So here in 78, establishment of OHA, going very quickly
through the history, which Sherry has already gone through. Not to belabor that, but as you read the bill, it
goes through that history very quickly to provide the legal, political and historical context for what we're talking
about in this bill.

So I'll move you to page 6 very quickly, line 9. The Legislature, in upholding its constitutional trust obligation
and duty to the indigenous people of Hawai‘i. We get to what is the purpose of the Act is to establish 78.9
million as the Office of Hawaiian Affairs annual share of the income and proceeds of the Public Land Trust
beginning in fiscal year 2022 and 23. In Everett’s presentation he laid out for the committee how we get there,
and certainly we can revisit that in questions that follow the explanation of the bill.

The second is to transfer the past due amount, the sum of $638 million for income and proceeds due from the
use of the Public Land Trust between July 1, 2012. Now that is the marker of the last settlement. Which in kind
brought us Kaka‘ako Makai. From that time of 2012 to 2022, we are again looking at money, income and
proceeds that are miss allocated or underreported, certainly underpaid to the Office Hawaiian Affairs. Now this
doesn't alter what the responsibility or the obligation of the state to require continued annual accounting of all
receipts from lands described in section 5(f) of the Admissions Act. Now, the way we address it very simply is
to make reference to Act 178, but I'll get get to that as well.

So Section 2, the annual payment due, page 6, line 20. You'll note that there is a bracket there and that is
to just to help guide you along that will be removed when the bill is actually submitted. So notwithstanding,
the provisions of Act 178, session laws, State of Hawai‘i 2006, except for Section 5 of Act 178, which
this actually states without substantive change. Now that's a lot of cross reference and mentions of acts and
sections in 178, but that was done intentionally so that it doesn't confuse the act that are the bill that we're
trying to introduce, and it also doesn't change what we already know. That we are operating under in Act 178,
it makes reference to it so that it's easier to read the legislation, and so the ask in Section 1 at the end of the
page 7, line 7, is as we have stated, consistently is now an increase from 15.1 million to 78.9 million annually.
And that is because reiterating, the obligation of the State of Hawai‘i, as managed by the Office of Hawaiian
Affairs to the Native Hawaiian people is not extinguished, it still exists and it's for us too to have the courage
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and the constitutional affirmation of what is due even if there are or maybe other discussions that result from
this bill. Regarding disputed sums, we must ask for what is due and that's what that figure represents, what is
due. Based on our work, as Everett reminded us. Our work produced a report and that's what we're relying on.
It's not a figure pulled out of the sky. It was a concerted effort by the Office of Hawaiian Affairs in 2015-16
to actually figure out what is due and that's what it's based on, so I would shift the burden back to the state and
say, well if we got it wrong, show us what's right. That doesn't change the obligation. That rests in the first
transfer from the, first transfer of title to lands from the United States of America to the State of Hawai‘i.
This is, we're talking about income. We're talking about income and proceeds. The obligation is well seated
and settled in our law.

Alright, that having been said, how is it being paid? We have worked with the Administration to receive
quarterly payments and of the 15.1 million. But the methodology, we don't dispute the methodology. The
quarterly payments due. That would increase to a total of 19.725 million. So our quarterly payments would
increase because our annual payment due has increased, makes sense.

Then we'll go to page 8, Section 4, line 6, the quarterly payments holding account. We're familiar with this.
It would try to resolve the circumstances that administration i.e. the State of Hawai‘i might face if there were not
enough money to pay for the quarterly amount i.e. subsection one, and in the case if there's more than enough
money, i.e. subsection 2, and what we have experienced since the onset is that there have been more than
enough money. Even in the instance where they may have been misallocation, underreporting, and sums not
paid and that has brought us to the CFTHA account and the CFTHA account is addressed in the obligation
regarding past due monies to OHA.

Section 4 simply speaks to this CFTHA account and how that is arrived at, and then finally Section 5. The
obligation regarding past due monies to OHA, page 9, line 11. When we add all of that up for 10 years of
underpayments, based upon our reports, not even saying that that's the total amount, it probably is quite a bit
more. But that sum is in the amount of 638 million and it does include the Trust Funds transferred to the Carry
Forward Trust Account and I spoke of earlier of about $29 million.

So again, that is the past due amount. So the bill speaks simply to the annual sum. How it's going to be paid
and how much quarterly and the obligation of past due monies to OHA and we tried to write it as simply as
possible. Making cross references to the law that already exists regarding our working with the state
and DLRN regarding receipts etc.

And Section 6 that's on page 10. Any funds transferred pursuant to the Act shall be deemed income and
proceeds from the Public Land Trust, just as if the funds have been paid out of the incoming proceeds from the
Public Land Trust pursuant to Article 7, Section 6 of the State Constitution. So we start with the genesis of
the obligation and we end with the obligation under the Constitution. So simply to the Committee, this is the
bill. And you know, again, I want to thank everybody that had worked so hard and everybody did. I think we've
all come to know each other a little bit better because of this and I want to thank our CEO and our CEO for
their patience in bringing us to something that I think is something that our people can support. That our people
can rise up for and some of those are monies that are part of the 43 million. You know one of the other
questions that arises is with regard to the hospitals and monies, we'd be taking money from the hospital.
We'd be taking money from other programs that Native Hawaiians benefit from. Well, those monies can be
paid for and covered by the general fund and those are obligations of the State of Hawai‘i to its citizens.
If our monies were used to cover those obligations which are already obligations by the by the State of Hawai‘i,
then we would be allowing a misallocation and that's not the obligation. It doesn't reflect the obligation. If it did,
it would expressly say i.e. written that it would be okay to misallocate or to reallocate funds for other purposes.
But it doesn't say that. It doesn't say that, it says these monies are to be used for the betterment of the Native
Hawaiians and that's why it should continue to be allocated appropriately to support programs that lift our
Native Hawaiian people out of poverty. That allow our businesses which are struggling to get a lift up so that
they thrive so that our people are not continuing to cycle and these programs that are the state’s responsibility
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programs that you might refer to as safety net programs. It is not OHA’s responsibility to support safety net
programs. It is the state's responsibility to do that.

So with that I want to end the discussion with regard to the bill and I will return it back to our CEO. My
understanding is that if there are any questions which require our attorneys to weigh in if those may be done in
Executive Session, thank you.

Ka Pouhana Hussey: Thank you, Na‘u. Chair Akaka, that ends Administration’s presentation one of the
constitutional foundation that Sherry provided to the numerical computations of the basis for the numbers
based on studies done by OHA and the agreements and calculations and then reflected in the actual bill itself,
which Na‘u just walked the Trustees through. So Administration opens it up Chair Akaka to Trustees’ questions
and or comments.

Chair Akaka: Yes, members is there any discussion? I also saw that.

Chair Akaka recognizes Trustee Lee.

Trustee Lee: Thank you, Trustee Akaka. I just have two questions. I tried to raise my hand when Na‘u was on
this part on page 7, line 7 where it talks about the amount that we're seeking now, the 78.9 million or present
real value. If Na‘u could speak to what that means.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: 78.9 million or present real value. What that means?

Trustee Lee:Well we're giving the legislation an either or. Right, it says shall be 78.9 million or present real
value. So we're saying that value might be different than 78.9 million or are we asking for something else in
lieu of 78.9?

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: Yes, present real value. Certainly our figures are lower based on a 2015, 2016
audit, present real value that would shift it to them to actually provide reliable, credible information or receipts.

Trustee Lee: Got it

Chief Advocate Kamali'i:Which certainly might be much higher.

Trustee Lee: Got it, that answers that question. Thank you, Na‘u and then Chair one more question and I'm
not sure if this is for Everett since this came from when he was presenting or anybody on Na‘u’s team who was
working on this I guess could answer this. So we're asking for a lump sum settlement of $630 million based on
the 17.9 million over the last 10 fiscal years. Not if, but when the somebody in committee asked this question
are we prepared to answer it when they say. Can you show that it was 78.9 million over those 10 fiscal years?
Do we have that breakdown that says that during each one of those fiscal years, it was in fact 78.9? Because
I find that hard to believe that every year was the same amount, that it wasn't lower 10 years ago and is higher
now. I just want to make sure that when we go in to testify in committee in both the Senate and the House that
we're prepared to answer that question that when, not if, when a Senator or Representative asks this question,
we don't go I don't know, let's go back in, we gotta go check. I want to know that we are prepared to answer
that question.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: Trustee Lee, I had submitted, a calculation has been provided. That's how we got
there.

Trustee Lee: That it was 70. I understand how we got to 78.9 for today, but we're asking for a lump sum based
on that figure over the last 10 fiscal years. So we have have that computation that shows that every single one
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of those fiscal years that computation came out to 78.9 million? That's all I'm asking because it's going to
be asked in committee, you know it is.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i:Well, I would submit that the misallocation, underreporting and underpayment is
reflected in the disputed sum. Shifting the burden to the state to show that we're wrong.

Trustee Lee: I'm not sure it answers my question, because to be clear I'm not disputing that we're wrong.
That's not my intention, I just want to know that when those that are sitting at that table, because I'm not going
to get to sit at that table. Those that are sitting at that table in front of the Legislators will be able to answer that
question, and if that's going to be our answer, well then prove us wrong.

COO Brown: May I add something, it might not help the conversation, but Chair Akaka? The 78 million was
based off a 20% calculation from the total receipts that was looked at in 2016, so Trustee Lee does have a
point because we picked a point in time or N&K study picked a point in time to conduct their math, that point in
time was 2016, which the 78 million is a result of. Based on if we were to do that calculation every year, the
gross receipts by the state would probably fluctuate, but we're choosing a number that probably represents,
you know, some kind of baseline because it likely goes up right, even though the years fluctuate, over time
those amounts like they go up due to inflation.

Trustee Lee: Perfect, perfect Casey. That's the answer I'm looking for. That although we cannot represent that
78.9 million represents an accurate accounting over the last 10 fiscal years, it also does not take into
account that it's probably more than 78.9 million where we sit today. So we took a point in time and we're using
that as an average over the last 10 fiscal years. Now if the Legislature wants to have DAGS go and figure that
out you probably might come up with a higher number. You might come up with a lower number, but for OHA’s
purposes where we're sitting here today, we took the snapshot in time of 2016 knowing that today it's probably
higher, Representative or Senator. So I just wanted to know that we're prepared. In my mind answering to a
Senator or Representative that well prove us wrong, I don't see that helping our case. But that answer I think
helps our case, that we took a snapshot of time in 2016 and I didn't know what it was that's why I'm asking, we
took a snapshot in time in 2016. This is the figure that OHA came up with based on the facts and figures
that we presented to you. If the Legislator, if this committee, whether it's in the House or the Senate would
like a more accurate accounting than the state is welcome to go and do that. It'll probably be higher than that
now because we did not take into account inflation and everything else of where we sit here in 2022. So thank
you, it did help. Thank you, Casey.

Chief Advocate Kamali'i: I apologize Trustee Lee. The calculation was presented in Everett's presentation.
Back due calculations based on fiscal year 16 sources 78.9 million less, 15.1 million is 63.8 million times the
number of years of 10 gets you 63.8 million, so I apologize my misunderstanding.

Trustee Lee: No it’s okay, that's how I came up with the question because it was taking that one figure and
then multiplying it out by 10 when I know that number isn't the same for all 10 years. So I just wanted to know
that we were prepared to answer that question because it's going to come up in both the House and Senate.
I promise you someone is going to ask that question because I would. So thank you, Casey. I hope someone
took note of that of who's going to be giving testimony that you guys are prepared to answer that question.
Thank you, Madam Chair.

Chair Akaka: Members are there any other questions or concerns? Any mana‘o to be shared? Ka Pouhana is
there anything else that the team would like to share?

Ka Pouhana Hussey: No Trustee, the team is ready with any questions, but if the Trustees have no
further questions then we turn that back over to you.
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Chair Akaka: Mahalo, alright Trustees I wanted to check if you folks are interested in going into Executive
Session if there are any other questions to be asked there otherwise we'll move ahead with the motion. Alright,
seeing none may I please have a motion to approve Action Item BAE #21-07 Public Land Trust Bill 2022
Legislature.

Trustee Waihe‘e: Madam Chair, I'd like to move to Approve the submission of the Public Land Trust Bill
(PLT) to the 2022 Legislature as OHA-1, that addresses the: 1) Federal Trust responsibilities to
Indigenous People; 2) 1959 Admissions Act and the conditions of the new State of Hawai’i to hold
lands in public trust; 3) Purposes of such public land trust, including the betterment of the conditions
of native Hawaiians; 4) Roles and responsibilities of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA); 5) Current
interim amount of $15.1MM; 6) Existing amount of approximately $29MM in the carry-forward trust
holding account; 7) Projected accumulation (since 2012) of the difference between the interim PLT
amount of $15.1MM and the OHA’s 20% pro-rata share of ceded land revenues; and 8) Accountability
and reporting processes, at Attachment A.

Vice Chair Lindsey: Second, Madam Chair.

Chair Akaka: It has been moved and seconded. Is there any discussion members?

Chair Akaka recognizes Trustee Lee.

Trustee Lee: Thank you, Madam Chair. I just need a little clarification since someone decided to make this
motion so detailed. I'm trying to look forward to it, but I don't see anywhere in here it addressing the lump sum
that we're seeking. I will take that number 5, the current interim amount addressing that 15.1. I'll take that as a
general way of saying that we're addressing it because we want more. We do address the carryforward trust
account. I see it, I got that clarification. Thank you Madam Chair.

Chair Akaka: Any other discussion members? Seeing none, can I please have roll call vote Brandon.

11:21 a.m.

TRUSTEE 1 2
‘AE
(YES)

A’OLE
(NO)

KANALUA
(ABSTAIN) EXCUSED

LEINA‘ALA AHU ISA EXCUSED
DAN AHUNA X
KELI‘I AKINA X

LUANA ALAPA X
BRENDON
KALEI‘ĀINA LEE X

CARMEN HULU LINDSEY X
VICE CHAIR

KEOLA LINDSEY 2 X

JOHN WAIHE`E, IV 1 X
CHAIR KALEIHIKINA AKAKA X

TOTAL VOTE COUNT 8 0 0 1

MOTION: [ ] UNANIMOUS [ X ] PASSED [ ] DEFERRED [ ] FAILED
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V. EXECUTIVE SESSION‡

A. Consultation with Board Counsel Robert G. Klein re: questions and issues
pertaining to the Board’s powers, duties, privileges, immunities, and liabilities with
respect to the Public Land Trust and associated legislation, pursuant to HRS§92-
5(a)(4)

NONE

V. ANNOUNCEMENTS

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: There is a Board of Trustee Meeting on Wednesday at 10 a.m.

VI. ADJOURNMENT

Chair Akaka: I will have a roll call to adjourn if there is a motion.

Trustee Waihe‘e: So moved, Madam Chair

Board Chair Hulu Lindsey: Second

Chair Akaka: Mahalo, Trustee Waihe‘e and it’s been seconded by our Board Chair Hulu Lindsey. Can I please
have a roll call vote.

11:23 a.m.

TRUSTEE 1 2
‘AE
(YES)

A’OLE
(NO)

KANALUA
(ABSTAIN) EXCUSED

LEINA‘ALA AHU ISA EXCUSED
DAN AHUNA X
KELI‘I AKINA X

LUANA ALAPA X
BRENDON
KALEI‘ĀINA LEE X

CARMEN HULU LINDSEY 2 X
VICE CHAIR

KEOLA LINDSEY X

JOHN WAIHE`E, IV 1 X
CHAIR KALEIHIKINA AKAKA X

TOTAL VOTE COUNT 8 0 0 1

MOTION: [ ] UNANIMOUS [ X ] PASSED [ ] DEFERRED [ ] FAILED
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Chair Akaka: The meeting is now adjourned, mahalo members, all in attendance, and to all live streaming. A
hui hou kākou, mālama pono.

Chair Akaka adjourns the BAE meeting at 11:24 p.m.
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Respectfully submitted,

____________________________
Brandon Mitsuda Trustee Aide
Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment

As approved by the Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment (BAE) on 1/25/21.

____________________________
Trustee Kaleihikina Akaka
Chair
Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment
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FAX (808) 594-1868

MEETING OF THE
COMMITTEE ON BENEFICIARY ADVOCACY AND EMPOWERMENT

DATE: Tuesday, January 25, 2022
TIME: 10:00 a.m.
PLACE: Virtual Meeting

Viewable at www.oha.org/livestream OR
Listen by phone: (213) 338-8477,
Webinar ID: 898 9176 7910

Due to COVID-19, the OHA Board of Trustees and its standing committees will hold virtual
meetings until further notice. Pursuant to Governor Ige’s December 29, 2021 Emergency
Proclamation Related to Sunshine Law In-Person Meetings, there will be no in-person location
for this meeting that is open to the general public. The virtual meetings can be viewed and
observed via livestream on OHA’s website at www.oha.org/livestream or listen by phone: (213)
338-8477, Webinar ID: 898 9176 7910

AGENDA

I. Call to Order

II. Public Testimony on Items Listed on the Agenda* (Please see page 2 on how to submit written
testimony or provide oral testimony online. Oral testimony by phone will not be accepted)

III. Approval of Minutes
A.December 8, 2021
B.December 27, 2021

IV. New Business
A.Workshop: Policies - Series 2000 – Beneficiary Support and Services: Protect Ceded
Lands, OHA Water Policy and Water Backgrounder, Policy on Protecting Iwi Kupuna,
International Engagement, Beneficiary Support Services, Advocacy, Collaborations
with Other Agencies and Organizations, Repatriation, Housing, Wai, Iwi Kūpuna,
Disaster Resourcing; and consideration of a newly drafted Military Engagement Policy.

V. Announcements
VI. Adjournment

Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment
Trustee Kaleihikina Akaka, Chair
Trustee Keola Lindsey, Vice Chair
Members
Trustee Leina‘ala Ahu Isa, At-Large
Trustee Dan Ahuna, Kaua‘i / Ni‘ihau
Trustee Keli‘i Akina, At-Large
Trustee Luana Alapa, Moloka‘i / Lāna‘i
Trustee Carmen Hulu Lindsey, Maui
Trustee Brendon Kalei‘āina Lee, At-Large
Trustee John Waihe‘e IV, At-Large

http://www.oha.org/livestream
http://www.oha.org/livestream
markmw22
Highlight



 
 

 
 
 

 

OFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS 

Interoffice Memorandum 

 
Date: January 20, 2022 
 
To:  

Ke Kauhuhu Carmen Hulu Lindsey 
Ke Kua Leinaʻala Ahu Isa 
Ke Kua Dan Ahuna 
Ke Kua Kaleihikina Akaka 
Ke Kua Keliʻi Akina 
 

Ke Kua Luana Alapa 
Ke Kua Brendon Kalei`āina Lee 
Ke Kua Keola Lindsey 
Ke Kua John Waiheʻe IV 
 

From: Sylvia M. Hussey, Ed.D., Chief Executive Officer   
 
cc: CEO Team  
 
Subject: Executive Policy Manual Series 2000 Beneficiary Support and Services and Newly 

Drafted Military Engagement Policy 
 
Attachments:   (1) – Action Item BAE #13-02 New Board of Trustees Executive Policy on 

Protecting the Ceded Lands Corpus, February 6, 2013; (2) – Action Item BAE 
#15-06 Adoption of an OHA Water Policy and a Water Backgrounder Appendix, 
October 21, 2015; (3) - Action Item BAE #15-07 New Board of Trustees 
Executive Policy on Protecting Iwi Kupuna, October 21, 2015; (4) – Action Item 
BAE #16-01 To approve an OHA Board of Trustee Executive Policy on 
International Engagement; (5) – Executive Policy Manual Series 2000 
Beneficiary Support and Services; (6) - Draft Military Engagement Policy; and 
(7) – Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, Consultation with Native 
Hawaiian Organizations in the Section 106 Review Process:  A Handbook 

 

The purpose of this memo, and its related attachments, is to:  A) Set context for the breadth of 
beneficiary related policy work;  B) Identify policies1; C) Share a newly drafted military 
engagement policy, including related exhibit; and D) Provide policy prompts for discussion in 
the workshop. 
 

 
1 1a: prudence or wisdom in the management of affairs; b: management or procedure based primarily on 
material interest; 2a: a definite course or method of action selected from among alternatives and in light of 
given conditions to guide and determine present and future decisions; b: a high-level overall plan embracing the 
general goals and acceptable procedures especially of a governmental body, https://www.merriam-
webster.com/dictionary/policy?src=search-dict-box, retrieved January 20, 2022. 
 

https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/policy?src=search-dict-box
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/policy?src=search-dict-box
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A. Setting Context 

1. OHA’s Role and Responsibilities.  Established by Hawai’i state’s Constitution,2 OHA 
is a semi-autonomous agency of the State of Hawai‘i mandated to better the conditions of 
Native Hawaiians. Guided by a board of nine publicly elected trustees, all of whom are 
currently Native Hawaiian, OHA fulfills its mandate through advocacy, research, 
community engagement, land management, and the funding of community programs. 
 
Hawai‘i state law recognizes OHA as the principal public agency in the state responsible 
for the performance, development, and coordination of programs and activities relating to 
Native Hawaiians.3 Furthermore, state law directs OHA to advocate on behalf of Native 
Hawaiians;4 to advise and inform federal officials about Native Hawaiian programs; and 
to coordinate federal activities relating to Native Hawaiians.5 

 
2. The Federal Trust Responsibility to Native Hawaiians.  Native Hawaiians are owed 

the same trust responsibility as any other Native American group. To meet this 
obligation, Congress enacted programs and policies to promote education, health, 
housing, and a variety of other federal programs that support Native Hawaiian self-
determination. Similar to American Indians and Alaska Natives, Native Hawaiians have 
never relinquished the right to self-determination despite the United States’ involvement 
in the illegal overthrow of Queen Lili‘uokalani in 1893 and the dismantling of the 
government.  
 
Over 150 Acts of Congress consistently and expressly acknowledge or recognize a 
special political and trust relationship to Native Hawaiians based on status as the 
Indigenous, once-sovereign people of Hawai‘i. Among these laws specifically benefitting 
Native Hawaiians are the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act, 1920, 42 Stat. 108 (1921); 
the Native Hawaiian Education Act, 20 U.S.C. § 7511; the Native Hawaiian Health Care 
Improvement Act, 42 U.S.C. ch. 122; and the Hawaiian Homelands Homeownership Act 
codified in the Native American Housing Assistance and Self Determination Act, Title 
VIII, 25 U.S.C. § 4221.   

 
3. Native Hawaiian Self-Determination.  Congress has consistently and expressly 

acknowledged or recognized a special political and trust relationship to Native Hawaiians 
based on our status as the Indigenous, once-sovereign people of Hawai‘i. Although the 
Native Hawaiian community has not yet reorganized a government, Native Hawaiians 
benefit from many federal programs and services—similar to American Indians and 
Alaska Natives. In lieu of a central Native Hawaiian government, Congress utilized a 
patchwork of programs administered through federally funded Native Hawaiian-serving 
organizations to deliver and coordinate many services to Native Hawaiian communities.  

 
2 HAW. CONST., art. XII, §5 (1978). 
3 Haw. Rev. Stat. § 10-3(3). 
4 Haw. Rev. Stat. § 10-3(4). 
5 Haw. Rev. Stat. § 10-6(a)(4). 
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4. Native Hawaiian Organizations and Communities.  Generally, and in the case of 
public emergencies and other crises, Native Hawaiian-serving organizations should be 
utilized as an effective service-delivery system to the extent possible. In some instances, 
organizations cannot fulfill the role of Tribal governments, like in providing law 
enforcement or fire and rescue services. In these situations, federal funding should be 
allocated to the State and County entities in Hawaiʻi that do provide these services to 
communities. However, experience is that when Native Hawaiians are not specifically 
identified, or funding is not set aside, the needs of communities may be overlooked by 
State and County agencies. Thus, it is critical for federal funding to flow to these entities 
and for the trust responsibility to Native Hawaiians to be specifically identified and 
addressed in those allocations. 
 

5. Consultation w Native Communities, Climate Change.  In the cases of foreseeable 
large-scale crises like climate change, the trust responsibility requires the federal 
government to consult with Native communities to better understand unique impacts and 
to best implement federal policy.  The federal government must work with the Native 
American community to incorporate Native wisdom and stewardship principles in its 
plans to address climate change. Although climate change is a global, existential 
problem, it must be addressed, in part, through place-based, traditional conservation and 
agricultural practices to restore environmental health, which then aggregate to large scale 
mitigation. Similarly, when other large-scale crises occur, Congress has been called upon 
to work on solutions that support Indigenous-led programs and practices that have proven 
successful. Native communities hold a wealth of traditional knowledge that can be 
utilized to address many crises that this country will face. 

 
6. Consultation, Conference, Coordination, and Engagement with Native Hawaiian 

Community.  While the federal trust responsibility has many facets, one of the most 
critical safeguards of effective self-determination is the ability to consult with the federal 
government. Under President Clinton’s Executive Order 13175, and subsequent 
memoranda from the Bush, Obama, and now Biden Administrations, the U.S. 
Government recognizes the right to sovereignty and self-determination of this nation’s 
Native people. While this is a step in the right direction, the omission of Native 
Hawaiians from federal consultation requirements has stifled and limited Native 
Hawaiian voices from being able to comment upon and inform federal projects and 
programs for the past two decades. Despite our exclusion from these executive orders, 
Congress’s thoughtful inclusion of Native Hawaiians in key legislation like the Native 
American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) (25 U.S.C. § 3001) and 
the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) (16 U.S.C. § 470 et seq.) have 
demonstrated that Native Hawaiians can be effectively included in consultation now, with 
representation through Native Hawaiian organizations. Indeed, Congress expressly 
established the Office of Native Hawaiian Relations (ONHR) within the Department of 
the Interior to implement the special legal relationship between the federal government 
and Native Hawaiians and to specifically integrate meaningful, regular, and appropriate 
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consultation with the Native Hawaiian community on issues significantly affecting our 
resources, rights, and lands. 
 
Moreover, OHA is already actively involved with federal consultations. OHA receives 
and reviews approximately 240 requests for federal consultations each year, including 
Section 106 NHPA and NAGPRA reviews. The federal government takes many more 
actions affecting the Native Hawaiian community than are covered by these two statutes 
without ever giving Native Hawaiians an opportunity to consult. This must change. 

 
Ensuring Native Hawaiians are informed of all proposed federal actions and allowed to 
voice their comments and perspectives on them will help to correct this country’s historic 
wrongs against Native Hawaiians. Moreover, this will also improve the quality of federal 
undertakings and projects. Federal consultation with entities that serve Native Hawaiians 
such as OHA, the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands, the Native Hawaiian Education 
Council, Papa Ola Lōkahi, and the Native Hawaiian Health Care Systems, among others, 
enables Native Hawaiians to access this basic tenet of self-determination—having a 
meaningful say in its own governance. 

 
B. Crosswalk of Policies 

The Executive Policy Manual (EPM), as depicted at 
right, was revised by the Board of Trustees in 
February 2012.  Subsequent policy changes (via 
action item) were tracked by Corporate Counsel 
(“CC”); who also reviewed new policies developed 
since 2012; and the application of policy to various 
organization actions.  CC has since incorporated all 
EPM impacted policy changes into one new EPM 
document and will issue an updated document to the 
BOT. 

 
As the OHA Policy Framework was approved6, 
Administration is in the process of:  mapping, 
crosswalking and proposing migration of policies 
and/or policy language from the EPM to the new 
Policy Framework, eventually sunsetting the EPM 
document itself.  Administration is also in the 
process of creating and populating a new electronic 
policy framework location, accessible to internal and 
external stakeholders. 

 
6 Action Item #21-18, Approve and Implement the OHA Policy Framework, December 9, 2021 (1st reading), 
December 29, 2021 (2nd reading) 

Figure 1:  Executive Policy Manual 
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In addition to the policies at Attachments 1 to 4, the EPM, Series 2000 Beneficiary Support 
and Services (Attachment 5) indicate policies related to Advocacy (2010), Grants (2020), Ka 
Wai Ola (2030), Repatriation (2040), Housing (2050), Collaboration with Other Agencies 
and Organizations (2060).  The work of mapping, crosswalking and proposing policies in the 
EPM will include the Series 2000 Beneficiary Support and Services. 

C. Draft Military Engagement Policy 
Mention or reference “Kaho’olawe”, “Makua”, “Pohakuloa”, “Barking Sands”, and 
Hawaiians have visceral reactions in mind, body and spirit because of land, ʻāina, the very 
essence of being Hawaiian.  In April 2021, the Hawai’i Military Land Use Master Plan 
(HMLUMP) was finalized and shared publicly, Table 1 on page 9 of the HMLUMP is 
detailed below, noting these are expiring leases and easements (vs. renewal options). 
 

      
 

A November 2021 leak of 14,000 gallons of jet fuel at the long-troubled Red Hill 
underground fuel-storage facility contaminated a Navy-operated well, sickening scores 
of people and driving about 3,500 military families from their homes.7  Because of the 
troubling response by the Navy, the justified community outrage of the Red Hill 

 
7  https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2021/12/28/red-hill-order-navy/, retrieved January 20, 2022. 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2021/12/28/red-hill-order-navy/
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situation, plus the HMLUMP lease expirations, the historic antagonistic interactions with 
the military as a whole (e.g., Kaho’olawe) and the relative immediacy of the lease 
expirations (i.e., 7 years), Administration recommends Trustees consider a military 
engagement policy.   

Attachment 6 provides a draft policy to:  facilitate, bridge and advance meaningful 
consultation, conference, coordination and engagement with the United States 
Department of Defense (DoD), Military in:  recognition of the federal trust responsibility 
to; and in exercising self-determination rights of, Native Hawaiians.  Further, any 
Military engagement outcome is to ensure, that any policies, processes, positions, places, 
decisions, actions, and/or activities, strengthen ‘ohana, mo‘omeheu and ʻāina, toward the 
overall mission of bettering the conditions of Native Hawaiians. 

Attachment 7 provides the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, Consultation with 
Native Hawaiian Organizations in the Section 106 Review Process:  A Handbook, as an 
exemplar of consultation process. 

 

D. Discussion Prompts for the Workshop 
Administration provides a few discussion prompts, that we ask Trustees to think about, and share 
mana’o at the workshop: 

• In understanding OHA’s roles and responsibilities, and in reviewing the materials 
provided thus far, are there any “policy gaps” (i.e., missing policies)? 

• Are there any consolidations of policies that can improve clarity of policy positions? 

• Are there any suggestions or recommendations that can make OHA’s policy positions 
clearer to beneficiaries and/or communities at large? 

After receiving feedback from the BOT, beneficiaries and stakeholders at large, Administration 
will bring forward for the Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment’s 
consideration, and two readings of the policy(ies) by the Board, a single stand-alone policy or a 
complement of policies for further discussion and action.   
 
E. Follow Up 
Please feel free to contact Administration with any questions, comments or follow up items. 
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ATTACHMENT 6 



Policy Number:  T-2022-XXXX 

Military Engagement Policy 

1 

Subject:  Military Engagement Effective Date: Upon 2nd Reading/Action of the 
Board of Trustees 

Policy Framework:  T-Trustee Level Policy  Date Reviewed/Revised:  Upon 2nd 
Reading/Action of the Board of Trustees 

Responsible Office:  Board of Trustees Next Scheduled Review Date:  Three (3) years 
from Effective Date or As Deemed Appropriate by 
the Policy Administrator 

Policy Administrator:   Chair, Beneficiary 
Advocacy and Engagement Committee 

I. POLICY AND GENERAL STATEMENT
It is the policy of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (“OHA” or “Office”) to facilitate, bridge and
advance meaningful consultation, conference, coordination and engagement with the United
States Department of Defense (DoD), Military in:  recognition of the federal trust responsibility
to; and in exercising self-determination rights of, Native Hawaiians.  Further, any Military
engagement outcome is to ensure, that any policies, processes, positions, places, decisions,
actions, and/or activities, strengthen ‘ohana, mo‘omeheu and ʻāina, toward the overall mission of
bettering the conditions of Native Hawaiians.

II. MO`OKUAUHAU 

A. Board Governance Framework.  The five elements of OHA’s Board Governance
Framework:  1) Identity; 2) Values and Mana; 3) Statutory Basis; 4) Policies; and 5)

Supporting Documents and Practices (Operations). 

Figure 1 – Board Governance Framework 

The core values articulated below and approved by the Board of Trustees (“BOT” or “Board”) in 
April 2019, as part of the Board Governance Framework above, provides the basis for the policy 
framework below and this policy itself cascaded to policy implementation procedures and processes. 

Lahui

Constitution, 
Chapter 10

By-Laws

Policies

Supporting 
Documents, Practices
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B. Core Values.  As part of the Board Governance Framework, the adopted core values inform 
and frame the policy itself and its implementation. 

 
Figure 2 – OHA 
Core Values 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 3 – 
Policy 
Framework 
(Depiction 1) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

C. Policy Framework.  The Policy Framework, approved and adopted by the Board in 
December 2021, provides the implementation and operationalization of this T-Trustee level 
policy and its associated and cascaded C-CEO level policies, processes and procedures. 
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Figure 4 – Policy Framework (Depiction 2) 
 
III. MANA I MAULI OLA ALIGNMENT 
Figure 5 – 
Strategic 
Outcomes 
(Endowment) 
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IV. LEGAL, STATUTORY and/or REGULATORY POLICY BASIS 
A. Board of Trustees – Purposes of the Office [§10-3] Hawaiʻi Revised Statutes (HRS) 

Chapter 10 provides that OHA is meant to address the needs of the Native Hawaiian 
people, including: (1) The betterment of conditions of native Hawaiians; (2) The 
betterment of conditions of Hawaiians; (3) Serving as the principal public agency 
responsible for the performance, development, and coordination of programs and 
activities relating to native Hawaiians and Hawaiians; except that the Hawaiian Homes 
Commission Act, 1920, as amended, shall be administered by the Hawaiian homes 
commission; (4) Assessing the policies and practices of other agencies impacting on 
native Hawaiians and Hawaiians, and conducting advocacy efforts for native Hawaiians 
and Hawaiians; (5) Applying for, receiving, and disbursing, grants and donations from all 
sources for native Hawaiian and Hawaiian programs and services; and (6) Serving as a 
receptacle for reparations.1  
 

B. Board of Trustees – General Powers [§10-4] (1)  To adopt, amend and repeal bylaws 
governing the conduct of its business and the performance of the powers and duties granted 
to or imposed upon it by law; BY-LAWS (2) To acquire in any lawful manner any 
property, real, personal, or mixed, tangible or intangible, or any interest therein; to hold, 
maintain, use, and operate the same; and to sell, lease, or otherwise dispose of the same at 
such time, in such manner and to the extent necessary or appropriate to carry out its 
purpose;  REAL OR PERSONAL PROPERTY (3) To determine the character of and 
the necessity for its obligations and expenditures, and the manner in which they shall be 
incurred, allowed, and paid, subject to provisions of law specifically applicable to the 
office;  OBLIGATIONS AND EXPENDITURES (4) To enter into and perform such 
contracts, leases, cooperative agreements, or other transactions with any agency or 
instrumentality of the United States, or with the State, or with any political subdivision 
thereof or with any person, firm, association, or corporation, as may be necessary in the 
conduct of its business and on such terms as it may deem appropriate; CONTRACTS, 
LEASES, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS (5) To execute, in accordance with its 
bylaws all instruments necessary or appropriate in the exercise of any of its powers; 
EXECUTE INSTRUMENTS (6) To issue revenue bonds pursuant to this chapter to 
finance the cost of an office project or to fund a loan program, and to provide for the 
security thereof, in the manner and pursuant to the procedure prescribed in part II; 
REVENUE BONDS  (7) To lend or otherwise apply the proceeds of the bonds issued for 
an office project or a loan program either directly or through a trustee or a qualified person 
for use and application in the acquisition, purchase, construction, reconstruction, 
improvement, betterment, extension or maintenance of an office project or the 
establishment, funding, and administration of a loan program, or agree with the qualified 
person whereby any of these activities shall be undertaken or supervised by that qualified 
person or by a person designated by the qualified person; REVENUE BONDS; (8) With 
or without terminating a project agreement or loan agreement, as applicable, to excercise 
any and all rights provided by law for entry and re-entry upon or to take possession of an 
office project or enforce a loan agreement at any time or from time to time upon breach or 
defaulty by a qualified person under a project agreement  or loan agreement, including any 

 
1 HRS §10-3; see also HRS §10-1.   
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action at law or in equity for the purpose of effecting its rights of entry or re-entry or 
obtaining possessioni of the project or enforcing the loan agreement or for the payments 
of rentals, user taxes, or charges, or any other sum due and payable by the qualified person 
to the office pursuant to the project agreement or laon agreement; and PROJECT OR 
LOAN AGREEMENT; (9) To take such actions as may be necessary or appropriate to 
carry out the powers conferred upon it by law.  ANY NECESSARY ACTION TO 
CARRY OUT POWERS 
 

C. Board of Trustees – General Powers [§10-4.5] (a)(b)(c)  Authority over disbursements:  
(a) Except as provided in subsection (b), and notwithstanding any other law to the contrary, 
the office shall have and exercise the power to make all necessary and appropriate 
disbursements of its moneys by issuing checks in its own name by any other means. 
DISBURSEMENTS/CHECK ISSUANCE (b) The office shall have and exercise the 
power to deposit any of its moneys in any banking institution within or outside the State, 
to the extent necessary to implement subsection (a).  BANKING The department of 
accounting and general services, with the approval of the office of Hawaiian affairs, may 
continue to perform the payroll function of the office, including the issuance of salary 
checks for the officeʻs employees. PAYROLL 

 
D. Department of Defense Instruction Number 4710.03, October 25, 2011, Incorporating 

Change 1, August 31, 2018 – Subject:  Consultation with Native Hawaiian Organizations 
(Refer to IX. – Exhibit). 

 
V. DEFINITIONS2   

For purposes of policy formulation, articulation and implementation, working definitions are 
provided and remain the same for this policy and any associated policies: 
A. Armed Forces or Military:  Collective reference for any of the existing United States 

branches:  Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps, Space Force, Coast Guard and National 
Guard.   

B. DoD:  United States Department of Defense, an executive branch department of the federal 
government charged with coordinating and supervising all agencies and functions of the 
government directly related to national security and the United States Armed Forces. 

C. Native Hawaiian Organizations:  Organizations that serve and represent the interests of 
Native Hawaiians, have a primary and stated purpose of providing services to Native 
Hawaiians, and have expertise in Native Hawaiian affairs. 
 

  

 
2 Definitions drafted for this section were derived after looking up the word in the on-line dictionary 
(https://www.merriam-webster.com/) and choosing the appropriate context for the policy. 
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VI. SCOPE AND DELEGATION OF POLICY AUTHORITY 

A. Policy Amendment.  Trustees of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (“Trustees”) 
collectively maintain the sole authority to amend this policy subsequent to a simple 
majority Board approval and two readings of the Board.3 
 

B. Retention and Delegation of Authority.  The following table describes the delegation 
and retention of authority by the Board of Trustees: 

 

Process BOT Administration 

1. Amend Policy  
 

Initiates Amendment 
 

Assists in analysis(es), 
workshop(s), 

recommendation(s), 
including related Action 

Item(s) as needed 

2. Approve Policy and/or 
Amendments 

Retains the Authority to 
Approve N/A 

3. Retire or Replace 
Policy 

 
 

Initiates Action 
 
 
 

Assists in analysis(es), 
workshop(s), 

recommendation(s), 
including related Action 

Item(s) as needed 

4. Create Related T-
Trustee Level Policies 

 
 

Initiates Amendment 
 

 

Assists in analysis(es), 
workshop(s), 
recommendation(s), 
including related Action 
Item(s), as needed 

5. Creation of Related C-
CEO Policies to 
Articulate 
Implementation 

Delegates the Authority 
to the Administrator 

 

Refer to Section VI. 
Related C-CEO LEVEL 
POLICIES, if applicable 

Table 1 – Retention and Delegation of Authority 
 

 
  

 
3 Reference to the Executive Policy Manual (EPM) for process to be included here. 
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VII. RELATED T-TRUSTEE LEVEL POLICIES  
A. T-2022-XXXX:  Protect Ceded Lands Policy – A T-Trustee level policy which outlines  

[to be determined] 
B. T-2022-XXXX:  Protecting Iwi Kupuna, Including Repatriation, Policy - A T-

Trustee level policy which outlines  [to be determined] 
C. T-2022-XXXX:  International Engagement Policy - A T-Trustee level policy which 

outlines   [to be determined] 
D. T-2022-XXXX:  Advocacy Policy - A T-Trustee level A T-Trustee level policy which 

[to be determined]   
E. T-2022-XXXX:  Water Policy - A T-Trustee level A T-Trustee level policy which         

[to be determined] 
F. T-2022-XXXX:  ʻĀina Policy - A T-Trustee level A T-Trustee level policy which [to be 

determined] 
 
 

VIII.  CONTACT 
The following organizational unit and position should be contacted regarding this policy and/or its 
implementation. 
 

Organizational Unit Position 

Board of Trustees Chair, Beneficiary 
Advocacy & Empowerment 
Committee 

 
IX. EXHIBIT   - Department of Defense Instruction, Number 4710.03 October 25, 2011, 

Incorporating Change 1, August 31, 2018 
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Department of Defense 
INSTRUCTION 

NUMBER 4710.03 
October 25, 2011 

Incorporating Change 1, August 31, 2018 

USD(A&S) 

SUBJECT: Consultation With Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs) 

References: See Enclosure 1 

1. PURPOSE.  This Instruction:

a. Reissues Directive-Type Memorandum 11-001 (Reference (a)) as a DoD Instruction in
accordance with the authority in DoD Directive 5134.01 (Reference (b)). 

b. Establishes policy and assigns responsibilities for DoD consultation with NHOs when
proposing actions that may affect a property or place of traditional religious and cultural 
importance to an NHO. 

c. Provides the DoD Components in Hawaii with a framework to develop localized
processes to facilitate consultation. 

2. APPLICABILITY.  This Instruction:

a. Applies to OSD, the Military Departments, the Office of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff and the Joint Staff, the Combatant Commands, the Office of the Inspector General of the 
DoD (IG DoD), the Defense Agencies, the DoD Field Activities, and all other organizational 
entities within the DoD with consultation responsibilities to NHOs (hereinafter referred to 
collectively as the “DoD Components”).  

b. Is intended only to improve the internal management of the DoD Components regarding
their consultation responsibilities and is not intended to, nor does it, create any right, benefit, or 
trust responsibility, substantive or procedural, enforceable at law or equity by any party against 
the DoD, its Components, officers, or any person. 

3. DEFINITIONS.  See Glossary.
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DoDI 4710.03, October 25, 2011 

Change 1, 08/31/2018   2 

 
4.  POLICY.  It is DoD policy that: 
 

a.  The DoD respects the traditions and cultures of all native peoples of the United States as 
well as the strong desire of Native Hawaiians to maintain their rich history and tradition amidst 
other prevalent influences in American society. 

 
b.  The DoD recognizes the special status afforded NHOs by the U.S. Government through 

various Federal laws, regulations, and policy.  The Military Services’ long presence in Hawaii 
has provided the DoD with a strong appreciation for the importance of consultation when 
proposing actions that may affect a property or place of traditional religious and cultural 
importance to an NHO. 

 
c.  The DoD shall conduct meaningful consultation for the purpose of avoiding or minimizing, 

to the extent practicable and consistent with law, the effects of DoD Component actions on a 
property or place of traditional religious and cultural importance to an NHO.   
 
 
5.  RESPONSIBILITIES.  See Enclosure 2. 
 
 
6.  PROCEDURES.  Enclosure 3 provides procedures and requirements for when, with whom, 
and how to consult with NHOs, including considerations for natural and cultural resources. 
 
 
7.  RELEASABILITY.  UNLIMITED.  This Instruction is approved for public release and is 
available on the Internet from the DoD Issuances Website at http://www.dtic.mil/whs/directives.  
 
 
8.  SUMMARY OF CHANGE 1.  This change reassigns the office of primary responsibility for 
this Instruction to the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and Sustainment in accordance 
with the July 13, 2018 Deputy Secretary of Defense Memorandum (Reference (c)). 
 
 
9.  EFFECTIVE DATE.  This Instruction is effective upon its publication to the DoD Issuances 
Website. 
 
 
 
 
 Frank Kendall 
 Acting Under Secretary of Defense for 
 Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
 
Enclosures 
 1.  References 
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 2.  Responsibilities 
 3.  Procedures 
 4.  Compliance Measures of Merit 
Glossary 
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ENCLOSURE 1 
 

REFERENCES 
 
 
(a) Directive-Type Memorandum 11-001, “Consultation with Native Hawaiian Organizations,” 

February 3, 2011 (hereby cancelled) 
(b) DoD Directive 5134.01, “Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology and 

Logistics (USD(AT&L)),” December 9, 2005 
(c) Deputy Secretary of Defense Memorandum, “Establishment of the Office of the Under 

Secretary of Defense for Research and Engineering and the Office of the Under Secretary 
of Defense for Acquisition and Sustainment,” July 13, 2018 

(d) Sections 691-716 of title 48, United States Code (also known as “The Hawaiian Homes 
Commission Act, as amended”)  

(e) Public Law 86-3, “The Admission Act,” March 18, 1959 
(f) Sections 4321-4370f1 and 2000bb-12 of title 42, United States Code  
(g) Sections 470-470x-6 of title 16, United States Code (also known as “The National Historic 

Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA), as amended”) 
(h) Sections 3001-3013 of title 25, United States Code (also known as “The Native American 

Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990 (NAGPRA), as amended”) 
(i) DoD Instruction 4710.02, “DoD Interactions with Federally-Recognized Tribes,” 

September 14, 2006 
(j) Public Law 103-150, “Overthrow of Hawaii,” November 23, 1993 (also known as “The 

Apology Resolution”) 
 

                                                 
1 Also known as “The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended” 
2 Also known as “The Religious Freedom Restoration Act of 1993, as amended” 
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ENCLOSURE 2 
 

RESPONSIBILITIES 
 

 
1.  UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR ACQUISITION, TECHNOLOGY AND 
LOGISTICS (USD(AT&L)).  The USD(AT&L) shall establish DoD policy for interactions with 
federally recognized tribes and requirements for DoD consultation with NHOs. 

 
 
2.  DEPUTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR INSTALLATIONS AND 
ENVIRONMENT (DUSD(I&E)).  The DUSD(I&E), under the authority, direction, and control 
of the USD(AT&L), shall: 
 

a.  Develop policy and guidance for interactions with federally recognized tribes and for 
consultation with NHOs. 

 
b.  Designate responsibilities and provide procedures for DoD consultation with NHOs. 
 
c.  Enhance DoD Component understanding of NHO issues and concerns through education 

and training programs and outreach activities. 
 
d.  Assist the DoD Components in identifying requirements of Presidential Memorandums, 

Executive orders, statutes, and regulations governing DoD consultations with NHOs. 
 
e.  Designate an NHO liaison within the Office of the DUSD(I&E) (ODUSD(I&E)) to 

coordinate DoD consultation activities. 
 
f.  As requested, assist the DoD Components with consultation with NHOs. 

 
 
3.  HEADS OF THE DoD COMPONENTS WITH CONSULTATION RESPONSIBILITIES TO 
NHOs.  The Heads of the DoD Components with consultation responsibilities to NHOs shall: 
 

a.  Ensure compliance with the applicable requirements of Presidential Memorandums, 
Executive orders, statutes, and regulations regarding DoD consultations with NHOs, and 
integrate required consultation activities into mission activities in order to facilitate early and 
meaningful consultation. 

 
b.  Plan, program, and budget for Presidential Memorandum, Executive order, statutory, and 

regulatory requirements applicable to consultation with NHOs consistent with DoD guidance and 
fiscal policies, and within available resources. 

 
c.  Ensure that consultation with NHOs occurs in accordance with Enclosure 3 of this 

Instruction. 
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d.  Notify the DUSD(I&E) of NHO issues that are controversial, cannot be resolved at the 
DoD Component level, and have the potential to be elevated to the USD(AT&L) for resolution. 

 
e.  Assign NHO liaison responsibilities to staff at the headquarters level to coordinate NHO 

consultation issues with ODUSD(I&E). 
 
f.  Assign a point of contact in Hawaii to ensure that NHO inquiries are channeled to 

appropriate officials and responded to in a timely manner. 
 
g.  Develop consultation procedures and provide cultural communications training for 

military and civilian personnel with consultation responsibilities. 
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ENCLOSURE 3 
 

PROCEDURES 
 
 
1.  WHEN TO CONSULT   
 
 a.  The DoD Components shall consult with NHOs:  
 
  (1)  When proposing an undertaking that may affect a property or place of traditional 
religious and/or cultural importance to an NHO. 

 
(2)  When receiving notice of or otherwise becoming aware of an inadvertent discovery 

or planned activity that has resulted or may result in the intentional excavation or inadvertent 
discovery of human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony on 
Federal lands or lands administered for the benefit of Native Hawaiians pursuant to sections 691-
716 of title 8, United States Code (U.S.C.) (also known as “The Hawaiian Homes Commission 
Act, as amended”) (Reference (d)) and section 4 of Public Law 86-3 (Reference (e)). 

 
(3)  When proposing an action that may affect a long term or permanent change in NHO 

access to a property or place of traditional religious and cultural importance to an NHO. 
 

(4)  When proposing an action that may substantially burden a Native Hawaiian’s 
exercise of religion (as defined in the Glossary).  
 

(5)  When proposing an action that may affect a property or place of traditional religious 
and cultural importance to an NHO or subsistence practices, and for which the DoD Components 
have an obligation to consult pursuant to sections 4321-4370f of title 42, U.S.C. (also known as 
“The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended” (Reference (f))) or any other 
statute, regulation, or Executive order. 
 
 b.  The DoD Components shall conduct their consultation activities early enough in the DoD 
project planning process to allow the information provided to be meaningfully considered by 
DoD project planners and decision makers.   
 

c.  Recognizing that consultation is most effective when conducted in the context of an 
ongoing relationship, the DoD Components are encouraged to, insofar as practicable, establish 
and maintain relationships with NHOs separate from consultations related to specific actions.  As 
part of this effort, the DoD Components and NHOs may exchange information related to 
operational and mission requirements, concerns about stewardship of important cultural 
resources and culturally-important natural resources, procedures to streamline action-specific 
consultations, and long-term planning. 
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2.  WHOM TO CONSULT 
 

a.  The DoD Components shall make a reasonable and good faith effort to contact and 
consult with NHOs whose members perform cultural, religious, or subsistence customs and 
practices in an area that may be affected by a proposed DoD Component activity in Hawaii.  

 
b.  As a State of Hawaii organization established to promote the interests of Native 

Hawaiians, the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) (see http://www.oha.org/) may provide the 
DoD Components with up-to-date information and recommendations for appropriate contacts 
relative to a particular proposed action.  OHA may also assist the DoD Components with 
consultation through dissemination of notices and announcements of proposed DoD Component 
actions that may affect resources of religious and cultural importance to NHOs. 

 
c.  As a practical matter, the DoD Components may find it helpful to contact: 

 
(1)  Individual Native Hawaiians and others who may have specific knowledge about the 

history and culture of an area that may have the potential to be adversely affected by a proposed 
DoD Component action. 

 
(2)  Individual Native Hawaiians and others who live near an area that may be affected by 

a proposed DoD Component activity and who regularly use the area for cultural, religious, or 
subsistence purposes. 

 
(3)  The U.S. Department of Interior, Office of Hawaiian Relations, which maintains an 

NHO Notification List at http://www.doi.gov/ohr/nativehawaiians/list.html.   
 
(4)  The Hawaii State Historic Preservation Officer at 

http://hawaii.gov/dlnr/hpd/hpgreeting.htm. 
 

 
3.  HOW TO CONSULT.  The DoD Components shall fully integrate, including staff officers at 
the installation level, the principles and practices of meaningful consultation and communication 
with NHOs by: 
 

a.  Providing interested NHOs an opportunity to participate in pre-decision consultation that 
will ensure that NHO concerns are given due consideration whenever a DoD Component 
proposes an action that may affect historic properties or places of traditional religious and 
cultural importance to an NHO as defined by sections 470-470x-6 of title 16, U.S.C. (also known 
and hereinafter referred to as “The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA), as 
amended” (Reference (g))). 

 
b.  Considering the advice and recommendations of OHA to facilitate effective consultation 

between NHOs and DoD Components, with the understanding that no single NHO is likely to 
represent the interests of all NHOs. 
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c.  Consulting in good faith, whenever a DoD Component proposes an action that may 
adversely affect resources of traditional religious or cultural importance to NHOs, and for which 
the DoD Components have an obligation to consult under any Presidential Memorandum, statute, 
regulation, or Executive order. 

 
d.  Initiating and maintaining effective communication with NHOs using tools and 

techniques designed to facilitate greater understanding and participation. 
 
e.  Providing continuity by ensuring new commanders are provided, as soon as possible, 

information regarding existing written agreements between the installation and NHOs, points of 
contact, and NHO areas of special interest concerning installation activities. 

 
f.  Recognizing the importance of improving communication between the DoD Components 

and NHOs by establishing a process for outreach regarding DoD activities that may have an 
effect on a property or place of traditional religious and cultural importance to an NHO or 
subsistence practices on each island to foster a positive relationship between the DoD 
Components in Hawaii and NHOs. 

 
g.  Involving the Hawaii State Historic Preservation Officer in consultations in accordance 

with NHPA, and, with respect to sections 3001-3013 of title 25, U.S.C. (also known and 
hereinafter referred to as “The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990 
(NAGPRA), as amended” (Reference (h))), appropriate Burial Councils. 
 
 
4.  CULTURAL AND NATURAL RESOURCE CONSIDERATIONS.  The DoD Components 
shall recognize and respect the significance that NHOs give to resources of traditional religious 
and cultural importance by: 
 

a.  Undertaking DoD Component actions and managing DoD lands and water resources so as 
to protect and preserve, to the extent practicable and consistent with the law and operational and 
readiness requirements, places that NHOs have identified, consistent with law, as being of 
particular significance to Native Hawaiian traditional religious and/or cultural practices. 

 
b.  Enhancing the ability of NHOs to help the DoD Components protect and manage a natural 

resource that is also a property or place of traditional religious and cultural importance to an 
NHO on DoD lands, through NHO participation in the development of Integrated Cultural 
Resource Management Plans (ICRMP). 

 
c.  Accommodating, to the extent practicable and consistent with the safety of NHO 

representatives, military training, security, and readiness requirements, NHO access to a property 
or place of traditional religious and cultural importance to an NHO for religious or cultural 
activities. 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT

10



DoDI 4710.03, October 25, 2011 

Change 1, 08/31/2018  ENCLOSURE 3 11 

d.  Developing written agreements to the extent practicable, appropriate, or required, among 
the DoD Components, the Secretary of the Interior, and NHOs to protect confidential 
information regarding a property or place of traditional religious and cultural importance to an 
NHO. 

 
e.  Developing written agreements, to the extent practicable, appropriate, or required, 

between the DoD Components and the Hawaii State Historic Preservation Officer, in 
consultation with NHOs, to address the effects of proposed DoD undertakings on a property or 
place of traditional religious and cultural importance to an NHO. 
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ENCLOSURE 4 
 

COMPLIANCE MEASURES OF MERIT 
 
 
1.  POLICY IMPLEMENTATION.  The ODUSD(I&E) shall assess the number of DoD 
Components that have incorporated a process for consultation with NHOs as part of an ICRMP 
when a property or place of traditional religious and cultural importance to an NHO has been 
identified. 
 
 
2.  NAGPRA.  The ODUSD(I&E) shall assess compliance with NAGPRA in accordance with 
the compliance measures of merit included in DoDI 4710.02 (Reference (i)). 
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GLOSSARY 
 
 

PART I.  ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS 
 

 
DUSD(I&E) Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Installations and Environment  
  
ICRMP Integrated Cultural Resource Management Plans 
  
NAGPRA Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990  
NHOs Native Hawaiian Organizations 
NHPA National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 
  
ODUSD(I&E) Office of the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Installations and 

Environment 
OHA Office of Hawaiian Affairs 
  
U.S.C. United States Code  
USD(AT&L) Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology and Logistics 
  
 

 
PART II.  DEFINITIONS 

 
 
Unless otherwise noted, these terms and their definitions are for the purpose of this Instruction. 
 
consultation.  Seeking, discussing, and considering the views of other participants and, when 
feasible, seeking a mutually acceptable understanding regarding the matters at hand.  As 
appropriate to the circumstances, consultation may include, but is not limited to, the exchange of 
written communications, face-to-face discussions, and telephonic or other means of exchanging 
information and ideas. 
 
cultural patrimony.  Defined in section 2(3)(D) of Reference (h).  
 
culturally affiliated.  Defined in section 2(2) of Reference (h). 
 
exercise of religion.  Defined in section 2000bb-1 of Reference (f) (also known as “The 
Religious Freedom Restoration Act of 1993, as amended”). 
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human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony.  Defined in 
Reference (h). 
 
Native Hawaiian.  Defined in Public Law 103-150 (also known as “The Apology Resolution” 
(Reference (j))).   
 
NHOs.  Organizations that serve and represent the interests of Native Hawaiians have a primary 
and stated purpose of providing services to Native Hawaiians, and have expertise in Native 
Hawaiian affairs.  Pursuant to NHPA and NAGPRA, NHOs include OHA and Hui Malama I Na 
Kupuna ‘O Hawai’I Nei (see http://huimalama.tripod.com/).  The DoD Components may identify 
any other organization as an NHO if they determine that the organization meets the criteria in 
this definition. 
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The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, an independent federal agency, promotes the 
preservation, enhancement, and sustainable use of the nation’s diverse historic resources and advises 

the President and the Congress on national historic preservation policy. 
 

Aimee Jorjani is chairman of the 24-member council, which is served by a professional staff with offices 
in Washington D.C. For more information about the ACHP contact: 

 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 

401 F Street NW, Suite 308 
Washington, D.C. 20001-2637 

Phone (202) 517-0200 
www.achp.gov 
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I. About This Handbook 
 

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), 16 U.S.C. Section 470f, requires federal 

agencies to take into account the effects of their undertakings on historic properties and provide the 

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) a reasonable opportunity to comment on those 

undertakings. The ACHP has issued the regulations implementing Section 106 (Section 106 regulations), 

36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The NHPA requires that, in carrying out the 

requirements of Section 106, each federal agency must consult with any Native Hawaiian organization 

that attaches religious and cultural significance to historic properties that may be affected by the agency’s 

undertakings.  

 

In 2008, the ACHP adopted the ACHP Policy Statement on the ACHP’s Interaction with Native Hawaiian 

Organizations. The policy is intended to set “forth actions the ACHP will take to oversee the 

implementation of its responsibilities under the NHPA with respect to the role afforded to Native 

Hawaiian organizations in the NHPA.” The policy includes three principles: 

 

1. The ACHP acknowledges Native Hawaiian traditional cultural knowledge, beliefs and 

practices and recognized their value in the understanding and preservation of historic 

properties in Hawaii; 

2. The ACHP commits to working with Native Hawaiian organizations to fully consider the 

preservation of historic properties of importance to them; and, 

3. The ACHP acknowledges the important contributions of Native Hawaiian organizations to the 

national historic preservation program. 

 

While the policy does not directly apply to other federal agencies, it serves as a model for how federal 

agencies should interact with Native Hawaiian organizations in meeting their Section 106 responsibilities. 

At the very least, it serves to inform federal agencies of the ACHP’s position regarding the role of Native 

Hawaiian organizations in the Section 106 process. 

 

In fulfillment of the commitments in the policy statement, the ACHP offers this handbook as a reference 

for federal agency staff in Hawaii with responsibility for compliance with Section 106. Native Hawaiian 

organizations, State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) staff, and other Section 106 participants may 

also find this handbook helpful. Readers should have a basic understanding of the Section 106 review 

process because this document focuses only on Section 106 consultation with Native Hawaiian 

organizations. It is not a source for understanding the full breadth of Section 106 responsibilities such as 

consulting with the SHPO or involving the public. 

 

This handbook will be updated periodically by the ACHP when new information is obtained or laws or 

policies change. Agencies should also supplement this document with their own agency-specific 

directives, policies, and guidance pertaining to consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations.  

 

In addition, federal agency staff may refer questions about the Section 106 review process, and the 

requirements to consult with Native Hawaiian organizations, to their agency’s Federal Preservation 

Officer (FPO).  
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Finally, agency staff may obtain assistance from the ACHP in understanding and interpreting the 

requirements of Section 106. For general information on the requirements of Section 106, access the 

ACHP website at http://www.achp.gov. For additional questions about Native Hawaiian organization 

consultation, contact:  

 

Office of Native American Affairs 

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 

401 F Street, NW 

Suite 308 

Washington, DC 20001-2637 

(202) 517-0200 
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II. Federal Government Consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations 
 

A. Legal Requirements and Directives to Consult with Native Hawaiian organizations 

 

1) Statutes  

 

A number of federal statutes require federal agencies to consult with Native Hawaiian organizations
1
. 

This section will address only those applicable to historic preservation and cultural resource protection. It 

is useful to be familiar with various statutory requirements not only to ensure compliance, but also to 

explore opportunities to maximize consultation opportunities. For instance, if a project requires 

compliance with both Section 106 of the NHPA and the Native American Graves Protection and 

Repatriation Act (NAGPRA), it may be helpful to carry out consultation in a comprehensive manner. 

However, consultation under another statute or regulation does not satisfy the consultation requirements 

under Section 106.  

 

The following are broad summaries of key federal historic preservation and cultural resource protection 

statutes that require federal agencies to consult with Native Hawaiian organizations or accommodate 

Native Hawaiian views and practices. This is not an exhaustive list of requirements, nor does it imply that 

each of these statutes is applicable to each proposed project.   

 

 Amended in 1992, the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) is the basis for Native 

Hawaiian organization consultation in the Section 106 review process. The two amended sections of 

NHPA that have a direct bearing on the Section 106 review process are:  

 

 Section 101(d)(6)(A), which clarifies that  properties of religious and cultural significance to 

Native Hawaiian organizations may be eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic 

Places; and  

 

 Section 101(d)(6)(B), which requires that federal agencies, in carrying out their Section 106 

responsibilities, consult with any Native Hawaiian organization that attaches religious and 

cultural significance to historic properties that may be affected by an undertaking.  

 

The Section 106 regulations incorporate these provisions. Section 106 requires federal agencies to 

consider the effects of their undertakings on historic properties and to provide the ACHP an opportunity 

to comment. Also known as the Section 106 review process, it seeks to avoid unnecessary harm to 

historic properties from such undertakings. The procedure for meeting Section 106 requirements is 

defined in the Section 106 regulations, 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.”
 2
 

 

The Section 106 regulations include both general direction regarding consultation with Native Hawaiian 

organizations and specific requirements at each stage of the review process. (Section 106 is discussed 

                                                           
1  

The NHPA defines a Native Hawaiian organization as “any organization which serves and represents the interests 

of Native Hawaiians; has as a primary and stated purpose the provision of services to Native Hawaiians; and has 

demonstrated expertise in aspects of historic preservation that are significant to Native Hawaiians. The term 

includes, but is not limited to, the Office of Hawaiian Affairs of the State of Hawaii and Hui Malama I Na Kupuna 

O Hawai’i Nei, an organization incorporated under the laws of the State of Hawaii.” 16 U.S.C. Section 470w(18). 

The NHPA defines Native Hawaiian as “any individual who is a descendant of the aboriginal people who, prior to 

1778, occupied and exercised sovereignty in the area that now constitutes the State of Hawaii.” 16 U.S.C. Section 

470w(17). 
2
  Available at https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/regulations/2017-02/regs-rev04.pdf  
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more fully in the next section, “Consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations under Section 106 of 

NHPA”). 

 

For more information about the NHPA and the Section 106 regulations, visit www.achp.gov 

 

Other relevant laws include: 

 

 The American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1978 (AIRFA) establishes the policy of the 

federal government “to protect and preserve for American Indians their inherent right of freedom 

to believe, express, and exercise the traditional religions of the American Indian, Eskimo, Aleut, 

and Native Hawaiians, including, but not limited to, access to sites, use and possession of sacred 

objects, and the freedom to worship through ceremonials and traditional rites.” For a copy of the 

act, go to: http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/FHPL_IndianRelFreAct.pdf. 

 

 Section 3(c) of the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990 
(NAGPRA) requires federal land-managing agencies to consult with Native Hawaiian 

organizations prior to the intentional removal or excavation of Native American human remains 

and other cultural items as defined in NAGPRA from federal lands. For more information, to go: 

https://www.nps.gov/archeology/tools/laws/nagpra.htm.  

 

In instances where a proposed project that is funded or licensed by a federal agency may cross federal 

lands, it is the federal land managing agency that is responsible for compliance with NAGPRA. Detailed 

information about NAGPRA and its implementing regulations is available at the National Park Service 

(NPS) National NAGPRA website.
3
 

 

Federal agencies should also be aware that Hawaii has state laws regarding historic preservation and the 

treatment of burials. For more information, go to: http://hawaii.gov/dlnr/hpd/hphrs.htm. 

 

 

                                                           
3
 Available at https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nagpra/index.htm  
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III. Consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations in the Section 106 Process 

 

Consultation means the process of seeking, discussing, and considering the views of other participants, 

and, where feasible, seeking agreement with them regarding matters arising in the Section 106 

process.(36 CFR Section 800.16 (f)). 

 

Consultation constitutes more than simply notifying a Native Hawaiian organization about a planned 

undertaking. The ACHP views consultation as a process of communication that may include written 

correspondence, meetings, telephone conferences, site visits, and e-mails.  

 

The requirements to consult with Native Hawaiian organizations in the Section 106 review process are 

derived from the specific language of Section 101(d)(6)(B) of NHPA.  

 

While federal agencies are required to consult with Native Hawaiian organizations at specific steps in the 

Section 106 review process, the ACHP suggests that agencies approach consultation with flexibility and 

in a spirit of cooperation. In fact, in its Policy Statement on the ACHP’s Interaction with Native Hawaiian 

Organizations, the ACHP states that “the NHPA and the regulations implementing Section 106 of the 

NHPA, 36 C.F.R. Part 800, set the minimum standards for federal agency interaction with its preservation 

partners.”  

 

Carrying out the process in the spirit and intent of the NHPA can lead to less adversarial relationships and 

better historic preservation outcomes. In fact, many Native Hawaiians believe that it is the kuleana 

(responsibility) of federal agencies to protect historic properties. Thus, a collegial or cooperative attitude 

or approach to the Section 106 process builds trust and good working relationships. 

 

Regulatory Principles and General Directions for Section 106 Native Hawaiian Consultation  

 

The procedures for meeting Section 106 requirements are defined in the Section 106 regulations, 

“Protection of Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800).
4
 Under the NHPA, “historic properties” are 

defined as those properties that are listed on the National Register of Historic Places, or are eligible for 

such listing.  

 

The regulations provide both overall direction as well as specific requirements regarding consultation at 

each step of the Section 106 review process. The Section 106 regulations at 36 CFR Section 800.2(c)(2) 

outline the following important principles and general directions to federal agencies regarding 

consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations:  

 

 The agency shall ensure that consultation provides the Native Hawaiian organization a reasonable 

opportunity to identify its concerns about historic properties; advise on the identification and 

evaluation of historic properties, including those of traditional religious and cultural importance to it; 

articulate its views on the undertaking’s effects on such properties; and participate in the resolution of 

adverse effects. 

 Consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations should commence early in the planning process, in 

order to identify and discuss relevant preservation issues and plan how to address concerns about 

confidentiality of information obtained during the consultation process. 

 Historic properties of religious and cultural significance to a Native Hawaiian organization may be 

located on ancestral or ceded lands, e.g. Hawaiian Homelands. For historical reasons, members of a 

Native Hawaiian organization may now be located on another Hawaiian island or other distant 

location far away from historic properties that still hold such significance for them. Accordingly, the 

                                                           
4
  Available at https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/regulations/2017-02/regs-rev04.pdf  
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regulations require that agencies make a reasonable and good-faith effort 
5
to identify Native 

Hawaiian organizations that may attach religious and cultural significance to historic properties that 

may be affected by the undertaking, even if Native Hawaiian organizations now are located a great 

distance away from such properties and undertakings. 

 A Native Hawaiian organization may enter into an agreement with a federal agency regarding any 

aspect of that organization’s participation in the review process. The agreement may specify a Native 

Hawaiian organization’s geographic area of interest, types of projects about which it wishes to be 

consulted, or provide the Native Hawaiian organization with additional participation or concurrence 

in agency decisions under Section 106 provided that no modification is made to the roles of other 

parties without their consent.  

 

While the Section 106 regulations are fairly prescriptive in nature, they only direct agencies on what to do 

and at which stages of the process to engage in consultation. They do not direct agencies on exactly how 

to otherwise carry out consultation. Thus, the following questions and answers are designed to clarify the 

most common questions and issues regarding consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations under the 

Section 106 review process.  

 

 

                                                           
5
  Tips on how to fulfill this requirement are provided under the heading “How do I identify Native Hawaiian 

organizations that must be invited to consult,” on page 11 of this handbook. 
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IV. General Questions and Answers 

 

The following list of questions is meant to address general issues that commonly arise in the Section 106 

review process, typically before an agency begins the review process or very early in the process. Section 

V of this Handbook addresses questions that might arise at each step of the Section 106 review process. 

 

When are federal agencies required to consult with Native Hawaiian organizations? 

 

The 1992 amendments to the NHPA require federal agencies, in carrying out the Section 106 review 

process, to consult with Native Hawaiian organizations when a federal undertaking may affect historic 

properties of traditional religious and cultural significance to them. An “undertaking” means a project, 

activity, or program funded in whole or in part under the direct or indirect jurisdiction of a federal agency, 

including those carried out by or on behalf of a federal agency; those carried out with federal financial 

assistance; or those requiring a federal permit, license or approval. This requirement applies to all 

undertakings regardless of where they are located.   

 

The Section 106 regulations, 36 CFR Part 800, identify the steps in the Section 106 process when 

consultation must take place. It is important to keep in mind that consultation should take place early in 

project planning when the widest possible range of alternatives still exists.  

 

It is also important to understand that Native Hawaiian organizations are not the “general public” for 

purposes of the NHPA and the Section 106 process. Federal agencies have a statutory, affirmative 

responsibility to consult with Native Hawaiian organizations and this responsibility cannot be satisfied 

through public notices or public meetings. NHOs can certainly participate in public meetings but such 

participation is not a substitute for the consultation required under the NHPA and laid out in the Section 

106 regulations. 

 

Which Native Hawaiian organizations must be consulted? 

 

Native Hawaiian organizations that attach religious and cultural significance to historic properties that 

may be affected by undertakings must be consulted. Federal agencies must make “a reasonable and good 

faith” effort
6
 to identify each and every such Native Hawaiian organization and invite them to be 

consulting parties in the Section 106 review process.  

 

This includes Native Hawaiian organizations that live nearby as well as those that no longer reside in or 

near the project area but that, for example, may still have ancestral ties to that area. It is also possible that 

a Native Hawaiian organization attaches religious and cultural significance to a historic property on 

another island. For example, Mauna Kea, on the island of Hawaii, is widely regarded as a place of 

religious and cultural significance to many individual Native Hawaiians and Native Hawaiian 

organizations throughout the state of Hawaii. Accordingly, a proposed undertaking that might affect 

Mauna Kea could necessitate consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations throughout the state.  

 

If a Native Hawaiian organization has not been invited by the agency to consult, that organization may 

request in writing to be a consulting party. The NHPA and the Section 106 regulations require that the 

agency grant consulting party status to any Native Hawaiian organization that attaches religious and 

cultural significance to historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking. 

 

Must a Native Hawaiian organization demonstrate its affiliation to an area to be considered a 

                                                           
6
  Tips on how to fulfill this requirement are provided under the heading “How do I identify Native Hawaiian 

organizations that must be invited to consult,” on page 11 of this handbook. 
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consulting party in the Section 106 process? 
 

No. A Native Hawaiian organization does not have to demonstrate its cultural affiliation in order to be a 

consulting party in the Section 106 process. The term “cultural affiliation” is used in the Native American 

Graves Protection and Repatriation Act and has no relevance in the Section 106 review process. In fact, 

the NHPA at Section 101(d)(6)(B) states that  “in carrying out its responsibilities under section 106 of this 

Act, a Federal agency shall consult with any Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian organization that attaches 

religious and cultural significance to properties” that are eligible for inclusion in the National Register. 

Therefore, any Native Hawaiian organization that attaches religious and cultural significance to historic 

properties that may be affected by an undertaking must be invited by the federal agency to participate in 

the Section 106 consultation process.  

 

What should a federal agency do if one NHO will not participate in the consultation process with 

another NHO or demands that the agency not consult with another NHO? 
 

It is important to remember that the NHPA requires a federal agency to consult with any Native Hawaiian 

organization that attaches religious and cultural significance to a historic property. Therefore, the views of 

one Native Hawaiian organization regarding the participation of another Native Hawaiian organization 

have no bearing on a federal agency’s obligation to extend an invitation to consult.  

 

If such conflicts arise in the Section 106 process, the federal agency should approach consultation with 

flexibility. For instance, it may be necessary to conduct meetings or teleconferences separately with each 

consulting party. 

 

What are appropriate consultation methods for individual undertakings? 

 

The consultation process must provide a Native Hawaiian organization a reasonable opportunity to 

identify its concerns about historic properties; advise on the identification and evaluation of historic 

properties, including those of religious and cultural significance to it; articulate views on the 

undertaking’s effects on such properties; and participate in the resolution of adverse effects. (See 36 CFR 

Section 800.2(c)(2)(ii)(A)). 

 

Appropriate consultation can take many forms or combine more than one type of interaction and should 

be commensurate with the nature of the undertaking and the properties which may be affected. For 

instance, face-to-face meetings or on-site visits may be the most practical way to conduct consultation. 

However, there is no specific way in which consultation must be conducted beyond the procedural 

specifics provided in the Section 106 regulations. In all cases, however, consultation should be 

approached with flexibility that respects the Native Hawaiian organization’s role within the overall 

project planning process and facilitates its full participation.  

 

Documentation of consultation is important because it allows consulting parties to more accurately track 

the stages of the Section 106 process. Federal agencies should document all efforts to initiate consultation 

with Native Hawaiian organizations, as well as documenting the consultation process once it has begun. 

Such documentation, in the form of correspondence, telephone logs, e-mails, etc., should be included in 

the agency’s official Section 106 record. Agencies should also keep notes so that the consultation record 

documents the content of consultation meetings, site visits, and phone calls in addition to information 

about dates and who participated. Doing so allows agencies and consulting parties to review proceedings 

and correct any errors or omissions, thus facilitating better overall communication. Keeping information 

confidential can present unique challenges (see Section V(B)(4) of this handbook).  

 

Finally, a federal agency and a Native Hawaiian organization may enter into an agreement in accordance 

ATTACHMENT 7

7 - 12



 

9 

with the Section 106 regulations at 36 CFR Section 800.2(c)(2)(ii)(E) regarding how Section 106 

consultation will take place. These are not project-specific agreements but, instead, are meant to address 

Section 106 consultation more broadly. Such agreements can cover all potential agency undertakings, or 

apply only to a specific undertaking. They can establish protocols for carrying out consultation, including 

how the agency will address concerns about confidentiality of sensitive information. Such agreements can 

cover all aspects of the Section 106 process, provided that no modification is made to the roles of other 

parties to the Section 106 process without their consent. Determining the types of undertakings and the 

potential geographic project areas within which a Native Hawaiian organization wants to be consulted, 

and how that consultation will take place can lead to tremendous efficiencies for both the federal agency 

and the Native Hawaiian organization. Filing such agreements with both the Hawaii SHPO and the ACHP 

is required per 36 CFR Section 800.2(c)(2)(ii)(E), and can eliminate questions about consultation with a 

Native Hawaiian organization when either the SHPO or the ACHP is reviewing a proposed undertaking. 

For more information about these types of agreements, see Section VI on Consultation Tools.  

 

Can a federal agency pay for expenses that facilitate consultation with Native Hawaiian 

organizations? 

 

Yes. The NHPA authorizes such expenditures, at 16 U.S.C. Section 470h-2(g), and the ACHP encourages 

federal agencies to take the steps necessary to facilitate Native Hawaiian organization participation at all 

stages of the Section 106 process. These steps may range from scheduling meetings in places and at times 

that are convenient for Native Hawaiian organizations, to paying travel expenses for participating Native 

Hawaiian organization representatives. Indeed, agencies are strongly encouraged to use available 

resources to help overcome financial impediments to effective Native Hawaiian organization participation 

in the Section 106 process. However, federal agencies should not expect to pay a fee to any consulting 

party to provide comments or concurrence in an agency finding or determination. 

 

Can a federal agency pay a fee to a Native Hawaiian organization for services provided in the 

Section 106 process? 

 

Yes. However, it should be noted that while the ACHP encourages agencies to utilize their resources to 

facilitate working with Native Hawaiian organizations, the NHPA or the ACHP’s regulations do not 

require an agency or an applicant to pay for any form of Native Hawaiian organization involvement.   

 

However, during the identification and evaluation phase of the Section 106 process, when the agency or 

applicant is carrying out its duty to identify historic properties that may be significant to a Native 

Hawaiian organization, it might ask a Native Hawaiian organization for specific information and 

documentation regarding the location, nature, and condition of individual sites, or even request that a 

survey be conducted by the Native Hawaiian organization. In doing so, the agency or applicant is 

essentially asking the Native Hawaiian organization to fulfill the duties of the agency in a role similar to 

that of a consultant or contractor. In such cases, the Native Hawaiian organization would be justified in 

requesting payment for its services, just as is appropriate for any other contractor.  Since Native Hawaiian 

organizations are a recognized source of information regarding historic properties of religious and cultural 

significance to them, federal agencies should reasonably expect to pay for work carried out by Native 

Hawaiian organizations on behalf of the agency. The agency or applicant is free to refuse just as it may 

refuse to pay for an archaeological consultant, but the agency still retains the responsibility for obtaining 

the necessary information for the identification of historic properties, the evaluation of their National 

Register eligibility, and the assessment of effects on those historic properties, through reasonable 

methods. 

 

It should be noted that reimbursing any party, including Native Hawaiian organizations, for work they 

perform on behalf of the federal agency is not reimbursement for consultation. Consulting parties should 
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not be expected to be reimbursed for participating in the consultation process. 

 

What specific activities might be reimbursed? 

 

Examples of reimbursable costs may include those costs associated with expert consultants to identify and 

evaluate historic properties as outlined in the immediately preceding answer. This may include field visits 

to provide information about specific places or sites, monitoring activities, research associated with 

historical investigation, documentation production costs, and related travel expenses. 

 

Can Native Hawaiian organizations, as well as federal agencies, request ACHP involvement in the 

Section 106 review process? 

 

Yes. Any party, including Native Hawaiian organizations, may request that the ACHP review the 

substance of any federal agency’s finding, determination, or decision or the adequacy of an agency’s 

compliance with the Section 106 regulations.  

 

A Native Hawaiian organization may request that the ACHP enter the Section 106 review process for any 

number of reasons, including concerns about the identification, evaluation or assessment of effects on 

historic properties of religious and cultural significance to it.  It may also request ACHP involvement in 

the resolution of adverse effects or where there are questions about policy, interpretation, or precedent 

under Section 106. The ACHP has discretion in determining whether to become involved in the process 

whether upon request or its own initiative. 

 

Does the ACHP have a policy on the treatment of Native American burials that are located on state 

or private lands (and thus not subject to the disinterment provisions of NAGPRA)? 

 

Yes. On February 23, 2007, the members of the ACHP unanimously adopted its revised “Policy 

Statement Regarding the Treatment of Burial Sites, Human Remains and Funerary Objects.” This policy 

is designed to guide federal agencies in making decisions about the identification and treatment of burial 

sites, human remains, and funerary objects encountered in the Section 106 process in various instances 

including those where federal or state law does not prescribe a course of action. The policy is not 

exclusively directed toward Native American burials, human remains or funerary objects, but those would 

be included under the policy. In accordance with Section 106, the policy does not recommend a specific 

outcome from the consultation process, but rather focuses on issues and perspectives that federal agencies 

ought to consider when making their Section 106 decisions. The policy is available at 

https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/policies/2018-

06/ACHPPolicyStatementRegardingTreatmentofBurialSitesHumanRemainsandFuneraryObjects0207.pdf. 

 

Federal agencies should be aware there is a state law in Hawaii regarding burials. For more information, 

go to http://hawaii.gov/dlnr/hpd. 
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V. Consultation with Native Hawaiian Organizations for Proposed Undertakings 

 

As noted earlier in the handbook, under the NHPA, consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations is 

required for all federal undertakings, regardless of whether the undertaking’s Area of Potential Effect 

(APE) includes federal, state, or private lands, so long as the undertaking may affect historic properties of 

religious and cultural significance to a Native Hawaiian organization. Consultation should begin early in 

project planning and continue throughout the Section 106 process when properties of religious and 

cultural significance to Native Hawaiian organizations may be affected.  

 

The organization of this section of the handbook corresponds with the Section 106 review process’s four 

steps of initiation, identification, assessment, and resolution. 

 

A. Initiation of the Section 106 Process 

 

1) How would I know if historic properties of traditional religious and cultural significance to 

Native Hawaiian organizations may be affected by the proposed undertaking? 

 

Unless such properties have already been identified and the information is readily available, you probably 

will not know in advance. As with any undertaking that might affect historic properties, you must 

determine whether the proposed undertaking is generically the kind that might affect historic properties 

assuming such properties are present. Therefore, if the undertaking is the kind of action that might affect 

places such as archaeological sites, burial grounds, sacred landscapes or features, or ceremonial areas, 

then you must identify Native Hawaiian organizations that might attach significance to such places and 

invite them to participate in the process. Please note that this list of examples is not all-inclusive. It is 

through consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations themselves that such properties can be properly 

identified and evaluated. 

 

2) How do I identify the Native Hawaiian organizations that must be invited to consult? 

 

Identification of Native Hawaiian organizations that must be invited to consult could include a number of 

initiatives. For instance, it might be useful to check with other federal agencies and their cultural resource 

specialists for a list of Native Hawaiian organizations with whom they have consulted in past Section 106 

reviews. The SHPO and the Office of Hawaiian Affairs might also be able to suggest which Native 

Hawaiian organizations to contact. Other sources for such information may include ethnographies, local 

histories, experts at local universities, oral accounts, and, of course, the Native Hawaiian organizations 

themselves. Do not hesitate to ask about others that might also be interested in participating in 

consultation. Finally, the Department of Interior’s Office of Hawaiian Relations maintains a list of Native 

Hawaiian organizations at https://www.doi.gov/hawaiian/NHOL. 

 

It may also be helpful to publish notices in local newspapers about the initiation of the Section 106 review 

process and the opportunity for Native Hawaiian organizations to participate in the consultation. For 

major or controversial projects, it might be advisable to work with the Office of Hawaiian Affairs to 

include information in its radio programs.  

 

Keep in mind that identification of Native Hawaiian organizations with ancestral connections to an area is 

not a “one stop shopping” endeavor in which any single source can be depended upon to fulfill the 

agency’s legal responsibilities. Agency officials should bear in mind that while Internet sources are 

convenient and can be useful, their informational content may be incomplete. 

 

Once the agency has identified Native Hawaiian organizations that may attach religious and cultural 
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significance to any historic properties that may exist in the APE, the agency must invite them to consult. 

 

Finally, it is important to remember that documentary or other sources of information that do not appear 

to support a Native Hawaiian organization’s assertions should not be used to deny the organization the 

opportunity to participate in consultation. A common misunderstanding is that a Native Hawaiian 

organization needs to document its ties to historic properties in the area of the undertaking. Instead, the 

NHPA requires agencies to consult with any Native Hawaiian organization that attaches religious and 

cultural significance to a historic property. It stands to reason that the best source for determining what 

historic properties have significance for a Native Hawaiian organization would be the experts designated 

by the Native Hawaiian organization to determine its own interest. Such experts might include elders, 

traditional practitioners, or Native Hawaiian historians.  The Native Hawaiian organization will designate 

the appropriate representative(s) to represent its interests in the Section 106 consultation process. 

 

4) Who initiates the consultation process with a Native Hawaiian organization? 

 

Consultation with a Native Hawaiian organization should be initiated by the agency official
7
 through a 

letter. It is helpful to follow up such correspondence with direct telephone communication to ensure the 

letter has been received.  

 

If the agency official has correspondence from the Native Hawaiian organization designating a person or 

position within the organization to act on its behalf in the Section 106 process, the agency may initiate 

consultation accordingly. It is good practice, in this instance, to send a copy of all correspondence to the 

organization’s leadership as well. 

   

5) Can applicants for federal permits or contractors hired by the agency initiate and carry out 

Native Hawaiian organization consultation? 

 

The Section 106 regulations at 36 CFR Section 800.2(c)(4) allow federal agencies to authorize an 

applicant or group of applicants to initiate consultation with the SHPO and other consulting parties. 

However, this is a formal authorization and requires notification from the federal agency to the SHPO. 

The federal agency remains responsible for all findings and determinations charged to the agency in the 

review process.  

 

The Section 106 regulations allow for federal agencies to use the services of consultants or designees to 

prepare information, analyses, and recommendations, but not to initiate and carry out consultation. 

 

6) What are the consultation responsibilities for undertakings that involve more than one federal 

agency? 

 

The Section 106 regulations at 36 CFR Section 800.2 (a)(2) provide that, if more than one federal agency 

is involved in an undertaking, some or all of the agencies may designate a lead federal agency who will 

act on their behalf to fulfill their collective responsibilities under Section 106, including consultation with 

Native Hawaiian organizations. Those federal agencies that do not designate a lead agency remain 

individually responsible for their Section 106 compliance; thus, they each would need to initiate and carry 

out Section 106 consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations for the undertaking. 

 

B. Identification of Historic Properties 

 

                                                           
7
  As defined in Section 800.2(a) of the ACHP regulations, an agency official is one who has jurisdiction over the 

undertaking and takes legal and financial responsibility for Section 106 compliance.  
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1) Does the federal agency consult with Native Hawaiian organizations to carry out identification 

and evaluation of historic properties? 

 

Yes, the agency consults with Native Hawaiian organizations to plan and carry out identification efforts 

and to evaluate the National Register eligibility of identified properties for proposed undertakings.  

 

Many agencies assume that agency or contract archaeologists can identify which properties are of 

significance to Native Hawaiian organizations when they conduct archaeological surveys. However, 

unless an archeologist has been specifically authorized by a Native Hawaiian organization to speak on its 

behalf on the subject, it should not be assumed that the archaeologist possesses the appropriate expertise 

to determine what properties are or are not of significance to a Native Hawaiian organization. The 

appropriate individual to carry out such a determination is the representative designated by the Native 

Hawaiian organization for this purpose. Identification efforts may include site visits to assist in 

identifying these types of properties.  

 

The Section 106 regulations state that the agency official shall acknowledge that Native Hawaiian 

organizations possess special expertise in assessing the National Register eligibility of historic properties 

that may possess religious and cultural significance to them (36 CFR § 800.4(c)(1)).  

 

The agency must provide Native Hawaiian organizations with the same information that is provided to the 

SHPO during consultation, including information on buildings and other standing structures that may be 

affected by the proposed undertaking. A federal agency should not presume to know what is of 

significance to a particular Native Hawaiian organization.  

 

2) How can I identify historic properties that may possess traditional religious and cultural 

significance to Native Hawaiian organizations and determine their National Register eligibility? 

 

The identification of those historic properties that are of traditional religious and cultural significance to a 

Native Hawaiian organization must be made by that Native Hawaiian organization’s designated 

representative as part of the Section 106 consultation process.  

 

The National Register eligibility of such places is determined in the same manner as any potentially 

eligible property, by applying the criteria of eligibility.  

 

3) What are Traditional Cultural Properties? 

 

The term “Traditional Cultural Property” (TCP) is used in the National Park Services (NPS) Bulletin 38, 

entitled “Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Traditional Cultural Properties.”
8
 That bulletin 

explains how to identify a property “that is eligible for inclusion in the National Register because of its 

association with cultural practices or beliefs of a living community that a) are rooted in that community’s 

history, and b) are important in maintaining the continuing cultural identity of the community.” For a 

TCP to be found eligible for the National Register, it must meet the existing National Register criteria for 

eligibility as a building, site, structure, object, or district. TCPs are defined only in NPS guidance and are 

not referenced in any statute or regulation, and refer to places of importance to any community, not 

just to Native Hawaiian organizations.  Therefore, this terminology may be used when an agency is 

considering whether any property is eligible for the National Register.   

 

Within the Section 106 process, the appropriate terminology for National Register listed or eligible sites 

of importance to Native Hawaiian organizations is “historic property of religious and cultural 

                                                           
8
  Available at https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/upload/NRB38-Completeweb.pdf  
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significance to Native Hawaiian organization.” Unlike the term TCP, this phrase appears in the NHPA 

and the Section 106 regulations. It applies (strictly) to Native Hawaiian sites, unlike the term TCP.  

Furthermore, Section 101(d)(6)(A) of the NHPA reminds agencies that properties of religious and cultural 

significance to Native Hawaiian organizations may be eligible for the National Register. Thus, it is not 

necessary to use the term TCP when considering whether a site with significance to a Native Hawaiian 

organization is eligible for the National Register as part of the Section 106 process. The NPS Bulletin 38 

guidelines are helpful, however, in providing an overview of how National Register criteria are applied.  

 

Another issue with the term TCP is that Bulletin 38 has sometimes been interpreted as requiring a Native 

Hawaiian organization to demonstrate continual use of a site in order for it to be considered a TCP in 

accordance with Bulletin 38. This could be problematic in that Native Hawaiian use of a historic property 

may be dictated by cyclical religious or cultural timeframes that do not comport with mainstream 

conceptions of “continuous” use; while in other cases, Native Hawaiian organizations may have been 

denied access to historic properties of religious and cultural significance to them. This is particularly true 

for historic properties located within military installations or on private property. It is important to note 

that under the NHPA and the Section 106 regulations, the determination of a historic property’s religious 

and cultural significance to a Native Hawaiian organization is not tied to continual or physical use of the 

property. Also, continual use is not a requirement for National Register eligibility. 

 

4) What procedures should be followed if a Native Hawaiian organization does not want to divulge 

information to the federal agency regarding places of traditional religious and cultural 

significance? 

 

Native Hawaiian organizations may have internal prohibitions against or cultural protocols about the 

disclosure of certain information about traditional religious and cultural properties. The ACHP’s 

regulations at 36 CFR Section 800.4(b)(i) state, in part, that “[t]he agency official shall take into account 

any confidentiality concerns raised by … Native Hawaiian organizations during the identification 

process.”  

 

The NHPA and the Section 106 regulations also provide a vehicle for protecting information that a Native 

Hawaiian organization has disclosed for the purpose of identification and evaluation in the Section 106 

process.  Section 304 of the NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470w-3(a)) and the regulations at 36 CFR Section 

800.11(c)(1) provide that an agency, after consultation with the Secretary of the Interior, “shall withhold 

from disclosure to the public” information about the location, character, or ownership of a historic 

property when the agency and the Secretary determine that the disclosure of such information may cause 

a significant invasion of privacy; risk harm to the historic property; or, impede the use of a traditional 

religious site by practitioners. After such a determination, the Secretary of the Interior will determine 

who, if anyone, may have access to the information for purposes of the NHPA. 

 

One important caveat: the Section 304 confidentiality provisions only apply to properties that have been 

determined eligible for the National Register. Thus, it is possible that information disclosed prior to an 

eligibility determination may not be protected. Therefore, the ACHP suggests that agencies and Native 

Hawaiian organizations contact National Register staff for guidance regarding the amount of information 

and detail needed to make a determination of eligibility when such information may be at risk of 

disclosure. It may be possible for a Native Hawaiian organization to share just enough information for the 

agency to identify the existence of a site and make a determination of eligibility without compromising 

the site or the Native Hawaiian organization’s beliefs. Such information might include general aspects of 

the historic property’s attributes, i.e., that an important yearly ceremony takes place in a certain general 

location, that quiet is required in an area where spirits reside, that visual impacts will impede the ability to 

properly perform a required ritual, or that important ceremonial harvesting activities must occur at a 

particular place, time, or under certain conditions. However, if there are questions about the adequacy of 
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such information in making determinations of eligibility, the National Register staff should be consulted.  

 

Issues of confidentiality and sensitivity of information require flexibility and cooperation among the 

consulting parties. There may be situations where a Native Hawaiian organization is only willing to share 

information with the federal agency and not with the other non-federal consulting parties. This can 

challenge the traditional Section 106 process where the federal agency also consults with the SHPO to 

determine the National Register eligibility of properties. In such cases, it is recommended that the agency 

promptly talk with the ACHP or the National Register staff about how to resolve such a situation.  

 

5) Is the federal agency required to verify a Native Hawaiian organization’s determination of 

significance with archaeological or ethnographic evidence before making a National Register 

eligibility determination? 

 

No. The agency is not required to verify a Native Hawaiian organization’s determination that a historic 

property is of religious and cultural significance to it. However, the fact that a property may be of 

religious and cultural significance to a Native Hawaiian organization does not necessarily mean that the 

property is eligible for the National Register. The ACHP regulations at 36 CFR 800.4(c)(1) do state, in 

part, that “[t]he agency official shall acknowledge that Native Hawaiian organizations possess special 

expertise in assessing the eligibility of historic properties that may possess religious and cultural 

significance to them.” Additionally, traditional knowledge and oral histories are sources of information 

which federal agencies should consider in assessing the National Register eligibility of properties. For 

additional guidance on making eligibility determinations, the agency should consult with the staff of the 

National Register.
9
 

 

6) Does the federal agency need to obtain a Native Hawaiian organization’s concurrence with the 

agency’s determination of National Register eligibility? 

 

No. The agency does not need to obtain a Native Hawaiian organization’s concurrence with eligibility 

determinations. The agency only needs the concurrence of the SHPO for a determination and, absent such 

concurrence, the matter goes to the Keeper of the National Register for final resolution. The federal 

agency must acknowledge, however, that Native Hawaiian organizations possess special expertise in 

assessing the eligibility of historic properties that may be of significance to them, as required in the 

Section 106 regulations at 36 CFR Section 800.4(c)(1).  

 

Also, if a Native Hawaiian organization disagrees with the federal agency’s determination of eligibility, 

the Native Hawaiian organization may, per the Section 106 regulations at 36 CFR 800.4(c)(2), ask the 

ACHP to request that the federal agency obtain a formal eligibility determination from the Keeper of the 

National Register.   

 

7) Once the required identification and evaluation efforts are completed, does the federal agency 

need to consult with a Native Hawaiian organization in reaching a finding that there are no historic 

properties that will be affected by the undertaking, or that there are historic properties present but 

the undertaking will have no effect on them? 

 

Despite the requirements for Native Hawaiian organization consultation up to this point in the process, the 

agency does not have to consult with a Native Hawaiian organization in reaching a finding that there are 

no historic properties present, or that the proposed undertaking will not affect an identified historic 

property. However, the agency must provide notification and documentation supporting its finding on 

                                                           
9
  Contact information for National Register headquarters in Washington, D.C., available at 

https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/index.htm  
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these questions to any consulting Native Hawaiian organization.  

 

If a consulting Native Hawaiian organization disagrees with the agency’s finding, it should immediately 

contact the ACHP and request that the ACHP object to the finding, per 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1)(iii). If, upon 

the review of the finding, the ACHP also objects to the finding, the ACHP may provide its opinion to the 

agency official, and, if the ACHP determines the issue warrants it, to the head of the agency.  The 

regulations stipulate that if the ACHP wants to objects to a no historic properties affected finding on its 

own initiative (as opposed to in response to a SHPO unresolved objection), it must do so within 30 days 

of the agency’s issuance of that finding. 

 

C. Assessment of Adverse Effects 

 

1) Which parties does the federal agency consult with to apply the criteria of adverse effect to 

historic properties within the APE? 

 

The agency consults with the SHPO and Native Hawaiian organizations in applying the criteria of adverse 

effect to historic properties within the APE. Again, federal agencies must recognize the special expertise 

of Native Hawaiian organizations in assessing the eligibility of properties of  religious and cultural 

significance to them per 36 CFR 800.4(c)(1), and 36 CFR 800.5(a) requires that agencies apply the 

criteria of adverse effect in consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations. Therefore, in assessing how 

a proposed undertaking might affect historic properties of religious and cultural significance to Native 

Hawaiian organizations, federal agencies need to consider the views of those Native Hawaiian 

organizations.  

 

2) When proposing a finding of “no adverse effect,” does the federal agency consult with Native 

Hawaiian organizations? 

 

No. The agency consults with the SHPO in proposing a finding of “no adverse effect,” but notifies 

consulting parties such as Native Hawaiian organizations, and provides them with documentation 

supporting that finding. The federal agency is encouraged, but not required, to seek the concurrence of 

Native Hawaiian organizations that attach religious and cultural significance to the historic property 

subject to the finding. 

 

3) What happens if a Native Hawaiian organization disagrees with a finding of “no adverse effect”? 

 

If a consulting Native Hawaiian organization disagrees with a proposed agency finding of “no adverse 

effect,” it must specify the reasons for its objection in writing within 30 days of receipt of the agency’s 

issuance of the proposed finding. Once a timely written objection is received, the agency must either 

consult with the objecting party to resolve the disagreement or request ACHP review of the “no adverse 

effect” finding, per 36 CFR 800.5(c)(2)(i). The agency must concurrently notify all other consulting 

parties that it has requested ACHP review of the finding. 

 

Consulting Native Hawaiian organizations can make a direct request to the ACHP to review the finding, 

specifying, in writing and within the 30 day review period, the reasons for its objection, per 36 CFR 

800.5(c)(2)(iii).  

 

After review of the objection, the ACHP may provide its opinion to the agency official, and, if the ACHP 

determines the issue warrants it, to the head of the agency.  The regulations stipulate that if the ACHP 

wants to object to a finding on its own initiative (as opposed to in response to a consulting party 

unresolved objection), it must do so within 30 days of receipt of the agency’s issuance of that finding. 
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D.  Resolution of Adverse Effects 

 

1) Which parties does the federal agency consult with to develop and evaluate alternatives or 

modifications to the undertakings to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects? 

 

The agency consults with the SHPO, Native Hawaiian organizations, and other consulting parties at this 

phase of the Section 106 process. The agency must provide project documentation to all consulting parties 

and invite the ACHP into consultation. Any consulting party may request ACHP participation in 

consultation to facilitate the resolution of adverse effects.  

 

In fact, the Section 106 regulations at 36 CFR Section 800.2(b) stipulate that the ACHP may enter into 

the consultation at any point in the Section 106 process without invitation when it determines that its 

involvement is necessary to ensure that the purposes of Section 106 are met. As specified in Appendix A 

to 36 CFR Part 800, the ACHP may elect to enter the consultation if, among other things, an undertaking 

presents issues of concern to Native Hawaiian organizations. 

 

2) What happens if agreement is reached on how to resolve adverse effects? 

 

If agreement is reached, the agency, SHPO and consulting parties, including Native Hawaiian 

organizations, develop a Section 106 memorandum of agreement (MOA) or programmatic agreement 

(PA) outlining how the adverse effects will be addressed. 

 

In order to go into effect, the agreement must be signed by the agency, SHPO, and the ACHP if it is 

participating in the consultation.  

 

3) Is the federal agency obligated to invite a Native Hawaiian organization to be a signatory or a 

concurring party to an MOA or PA? 

 

No. The agency may, but is not required, to invite a Native Hawaiian organization to become a signatory 

or concurring party. A signatory to an MOA or PA possesses the same rights with regard to seeking 

amendments to or terminating the agreement as all other signatories, which include the agency official, 

the SHPO, and the ACHP, if participating. Those that sign as a concurring party do not have such rights 

to amend or terminate the MOA or PA. Refusal by Native Hawaiian organization to become a signatory 

or concurring party to an MOA or PA, however, does not invalidate it. Certainly, agencies are encouraged 

to invite Native Hawaiian organizations that attach religious and cultural significance to affected historic 

properties to sign the agreement. If a Native Hawaiian organization is assuming review or other 

responsibilities under the MOA or PA, the agency should consider inviting the Native Hawaiian 

organization to become a signatory. 

 

4) What happens if agreement is not reached on how to resolve adverse effects? 

 

If agreement is not reached, the agency, the SHPO, or the ACHP (if participating), may terminate 

consultation. Other consulting parties, including Native Hawaiian organizations, may decline to 

participate, but they cannot terminate consultation. After consultation is terminated, the ACHP prepares 

its formal comments to the head of the agency, who must consider and respond to the ACHP’s comments 

before reaching a final decision on the undertaking. Per the Section 106 regulations at 36 CFR Section 

800.7 (c), the ACHP must provide an opportunity for the agency, all consulting parties, and the public to 

provide their views to the ACHP during the time in which the comments are being developed. When the 

ACHP issues comments, it means the ACHP membership issues the comments, not the ACHP staff. In 

addition to providing the comments to the head of the agency, the ACHP provides copies of those 

comments to each of the consulting parties. Once the head of the agency has received the ACHP’s 
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comments, he or she is required to prepare a summary of his or her final decision regarding the proposed 

undertaking that contains both the rationale for its decision as well as evidence that it had considered the 

ACHP’s comments when making that decision. In addition, the agency must provide copies of this 

summary to all consulting parties. 
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VI. Consultation Tools 

 

While the Section 106 regulations direct agencies to consult with Native Hawaiian organizations on 

proposed undertakings, the regulations do not offer guidance on how to carry out such consultation. The 

following are some examples of ways in which consultation could be achieved and improved. 

 

Agreements 

 

The Section 106 regulations at 36 CFR Section 800.2(c)(2)(ii)(E) provide for agreements between federal 

agencies and Native Hawaiian organizations that tailor how consultation will be carried out. Such 

agreements are not project-specific but, instead, are more general and are focused on the relationship 

between an agency and a Native Hawaiian organization. An agreement can cover all aspects of the 

consultation process and could grant a Native Hawaiian organization additional rights to participate or 

concur in agency decisions in the Section 106 process beyond those specified in the regulations. The only 

restriction on the scope of such agreements is that the role of other parties in the process may not be 

modified without their consent. 

 

Such agreements can be a means not only to ensure that consultation would be carried out to the 

satisfaction of both parties but also as a workload management tool. Agreements can outline the 

geographical areas within which a Native Hawaiian organization has an interest. 

 

The negotiation process to develop an agreement with a Native Hawaiian organization does not require 

participation by any other parties outside of the agency (there may be other entities within the agency, 

such as the agency’s office of legal counsel, that must participate). The only requirements for such 

agreements under the ACHP’s regulations are that: 

 

 the role of other parties is not modified without their consent; and 

 the agreement is filed with both the ACHP and the SHPO.  

 

Summits, Listening Sessions, and Meetings 

 

Some agencies have hosted summits with Indian tribes and continue to do so on a regular basis. These 

meetings provide a means for agencies to share information about proposed undertakings and for Indian 

tribes to voice their views and talk with agency personnel. They also serve to develop trust and build 

relationships. Federal agencies in Hawaii could certainly host summits with Native Hawaiian 

organizations and change the dynamic from one of consultation on specific projects to programmatic 

discussions.  

 

Listening sessions are another very useful tool for improving the relationship between agencies and 

Native Hawaiian organizations. The ACHP has hosted listening sessions in Hawaii and based, in part, on 

the feedback it received, decided that a policy regarding its interaction with Native Hawaiian 

organizations was called for. 

 

Some agencies also host annual or regular meetings with Indian tribes to ensure that the consultation 

relationships are working and to address any outstanding issues. These gatherings are separate from 

Section 106 consultation meetings. They provide a forum for airing more general concerns, a means for 

recharging the relationship, and an opportunity to meet new agency personnel and tribal representatives. 

Again, these kinds of meetings would be especially helpful in Hawaii.  

 

 

Guidance Materials and Training 
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Training is extremely useful in that it ensures that both federal agencies and Native Hawaiian 

organizations have a common understanding of legal requirements, organizational structures, decision-

making, and other important mechanics of the consultation relationship. Training can also address cultural 

issues to help foster greater mutual understanding. Some agencies have hosted joint training sessions, 

while others require new personnel to receive training specific to their new duties. For instance, the 

ACHP has an internal requirement to train all staff and members regarding tribal and Native Hawaiian 

consultation within the Section 106 process.  
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VII. Principles and Tips for Successful Consultation 

 

The key to success in any consultation relationship is building trust, having common goals, and remaining 

flexible. There is no “one size fits all” model for consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations. This 

final section of the Native Hawaiian Consultation Handbook provides helpful tips on how to put them 

into practice.  

 

Respect is Essential 

 

 Become aware of and respect Native Hawaiian conventions and protocols. Understand that they 

may vary from island to island. Do not take photographs without obtaining permission first. 

  

 Behavior you may perceive as normal may be insulting or offensive to others. Consider Native 

Hawaiian perspectives and values. When in doubt, ask respectfully. 

 

 Members of Native Hawaiian organizations may have many other duties and obligations. In fact, 

unlike their tribal counterparts, Native Hawaiians may not hold paid positions in a Native 

Hawaiian organization. They may have full-time jobs that make it challenging to participate in 

meetings held during the day, for example. Look for ways to work cooperatively, because this is 

your undertaking and consultation is your responsibility. 

 

 Be sensitive to time and costs. A Native Hawaiian organization’s lack of human and financial 

resources may impede its representatives’ ability to respond quickly or to participate in meetings. 

Do not demand that everyone adhere to your schedule and deadlines. Instead, explain why your 

deadline exists, who set it, and why it is important. Make an effort to facilitate and support 

consultation with available agency resources. Above all, strive to be as flexible as possible. 

 

 Do not voice your opinion on what is best for the Native Hawaiian organization; that is for its 

members to determine. 

 

 Be mindful of the significance of history. The history of U.S. government relations with Native 

Hawaiian organizations may color current perceptions and attitudes and cause distrust or 

suspicion. Take the time to learn about the unique history of Hawaii and Native Hawaiians.  
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Communication is Key 

 

 Communicate with Native Hawaiian organization representatives directly whenever possible—do 

not rely solely on letters. Follow up written correspondence by phone or in person. Create 

documentation of your communications, such as notes on the content of discussions, keep phone 

logs, etc. 

 

 Provide project information and timelines for the project as early in consultation as possible. 

Clarify any constraints or additional requirements which may impact the Section 106 process.  

 

 Do not expect quick answers. Native Hawaiian organization representatives may need time to 

consult with others in the organization. Make sure you understand their timelines for decision-

making. 

 

 Do not assume silence means concurrence; it could signal disagreement. Always verify views 

with the official Native Hawaiian organization representative. 

 

 Always ask the representatives of Native Hawaiian organizations about their preferred way of 

doing business and any specific protocols for meetings. Be aware that their cultural norms may be 

different from yours.  

 

 Be mindful of appropriate behaviors. Always show deference toward elders and allow them 

plenty of time to speak first. Do not interrupt or raise your voice. Learn by observation and by 

talking to others. Again, when in doubt, ask respectfully.  

 

Consultation: Early and Often 

 

 Make sure you identify and initiate consultation with Native Hawaiian organizations at the start 

of the planning process for your agency’s undertaking. 

 

 Suggest a process for consultation and discuss it with the Native Hawaiian organizations. 

Collaborate in a way that accommodates the protocols and schedules of Native Hawaiian 

organizations. The ACHP regulations at 36 CFR Section 800.2(c)(2)(ii)(E) provide for 

agreements with Native Hawaiian organizations that set out procedures for Section 106 

consultation and can address concerns of Native Hawaiian organizations about confidentiality of 

information. 

 

 Consider establishing an on-going working group that can provide continuity for future 

undertakings by your agency. 

 

 Focus on partnerships rather than on project-by-project coordination. 

 

 Remember to document all correspondence, follow-up telephone calls, consultation meetings and 

visits to project sites. Be sure to include the content of your communications in your 

documentation. 

 

 Ask Native Hawaiian organizations representatives to keep you up-to-date on any changes to 

postal or email addresses and contact information for new leadership. 

 

  Effective Meetings Are A Primary Component of Successful Consultation 
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   Consider requests from Native Hawaiian Organizations to meet to discuss the project or address 

concerns. Some Native Hawaiian Organizations might request individual meetings to discuss 

issues privately with the federal agency. 

 

 Offer to go on-site with traditional authorities. Some people may be uncomfortable relying solely 

on maps, and site visits may stimulate consideration of alternatives. 

 

 Do not create expectations or make commitments that you are unable or unwilling to fulfill. 

Before entering into consultation, be certain that what you are negotiating is supported by the 

Office of General Counsel or Solicitor of you agency, and anyone else who will need to review 

and approve your position. 

 

 Do not set your own meeting agenda or logistics without consulting with Native Hawaiian 

organization representatives to learn what they expect the process and substance to be. Native 

Hawaiian organizations may have their own ways of conducting meetings so be respectful of 

customs and protocols.  

 

 Inform Native Hawaiian organization representatives in advance of the meeting’s goal and what 

needs to be accomplished in the time you have, so that participants can stay focused. Like you, 

Native Hawaiian organizations representatives are there to work and accomplish results.  

 

 Give plenty of notice beforehand so that Native Hawaiian organization representatives have 

adequate time to prepare. Provide participants with a list of all attendees, an agenda, and most 

importantly, complete project documentation. 

 

 Speak to Native Hawaiian organization representatives by phone beforehand so that you know 

who will be attending the meeting.  Allow Native Hawaiian organizations to send as many 

representatives as they wish, but explain any limitations that your agency may have with funding 

travel. 

 

 Check if anyone has special needs. Some elders may need special accommodations. 

 

 Offer the Native Hawaiian organization participants the opportunity to make an opening or 

welcoming statement. 

 

 Make sure you invite Native Hawaiian organization representatives to sit at the table with you, 

and introduce all participants with their proper titles. Check with your Native Hawaiian 

organization contact beforehand so you know if certain officials or elders should be introduced 

and acknowledged first. 

 

 Review your agency’s mission and operations at the start of the meeting. Do not assume that 

everyone knows how your agency functions or is familiar with all of the programs it oversees.   

 

 Take accurate notes during the meeting, or, if the Native Hawaiian organization representatives 

agree in advance, arrange for meetings to be recorded (it is still advisable to take notes to avoid 

problems should a recording be lost or damaged). It is important to document not only that you 

have consulted, but the substance of the meeting and the views and concerns expressed by the 

Native Hawaiian organization, as well. Be sensitive to the issue of confidentiality, which may 

require that you switch the recorder off, or to omit certain sensitive information from your notes 
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if the Native Hawaiian organization representatives so request. Documenting meeting content 

ensures that participants can later review and correct any inaccuracies, and also provides the 

agency with a solid consultation record.  

 

 Be prepared on the issues and be open to Native Hawaiian organization perspectives. 

 

 

Conclusion 

 

We hope this handbook has been helpful. If needed, you may obtain further assistance from the ACHP in 

understanding and interpreting the requirements of Section 106, including Native Hawaiian consultation. 

For general information, please visit the ACHP web site at https://www.achp.gov/.  
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