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MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE ON BENEFICIARY ADVOCACY AND
EMPOWERMENT

DATE: Wednesday, June 24, 2026

TIME: 10 A.M. or immediately following the conclusion of the
Investment and Land Management (ILM) Committee Meeting

PLACE: Remote Meeting by Interactive Conference Technology

Viewable at https://www.oha.org/livestream OR
Listen by phone: (213) 338-8477 Webinar ID: 950 5492 9640

This meeting can be viewed via livestream on OHA’s website at www.oha.org/livestream or
listened to by phone using the call-in information above. Additionally, this meeting can be
viewed live on ‘Olelo Community Media http://olelo.org. A physical meeting location, open
to members of the public who would like to provide oral testimony or view the meeting, will
be available at 560 N. Nimitz Hwy., Suite 200, Honolulu, HI 96817.

AGENDA
I. Call to Order
II. Approval of Minutes
A. February 4, 2026
B. February 11, 2026
C. February 18, 2026

I11. Executive Session§

A. Update on Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument and Sanctuary and Recent Federal
Action Concerning Commercial Fishing Access. The BAE Committee anticipates convening in
an executive meeting pursuant to HRS § 92-5(a)(4) to receive updated information and consult
with its legal counsel regarding the Board of Trustees’ powers, duties, privileges, immunities,
and liabilities with respect to OHA’s legal options and potential litigation related to the defense
of resource protections in Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument and Sanctuary.

B. Approval of Executive Session Minutes

a. September 17, 2025

IV. Community Concerns and Celebrations
V. Announcements
VI. Adjournment

If you need an auxiliary aid/service or other accommodation due to a disability, please contact Keola Fong
at (808) 626-5484 or by email at keolaf(@woha.org as soon as possible. Requests made as early as possible



have a greater likelihood of being fulfilled. Upon request, this notice is available in alternate/accessible
formats.

In the event that the livestream public broadcast is interrupted and cannot be restored, the meeting may
continue as audio-only through the phone number and Webinar ID provided at the beginning of this
agenda. Meeting recordings will be made available on OHA’s website
https://www.oha.org/about/leadership/board-of-trustees/ as soon as practicable after the meeting.

Public Testimony will be called for each agenda item and must be limited to matters listed on the meeting
agenda. Community Concerns and Celebrations is not limited to matters listed on the meeting agenda. Hawai‘i
Revised Statutes, Chapter 92, prohibits Board members from

discussing or acting on matters not listed on the meeting agenda.

* The board packet will be available for the public to inspect at OHA’s main office located at 560

N. Nimitz Hwy., Suite 200, Honolulu, HI 96817, no later than three full business days before the meeting. The
board packet will also be made available on OHA’s website,

https://www.oha.org/bae, as soon as practicable thereafter.

§ Notice: This portion of the meeting will be closed pursuant to HRS § 92-5

Testimony can be provided to the Board of Trustees either as: (1) written testimony or (2) live, oral
testimony online, by telephone, or at the physical meeting location during the remote meeting.

(1) Persons wishing to provide written testimony on items listed on the agenda should submit
testimony via email to botmeetings(@oha.org or via postal mail to Office of
Hawaiian Affairs, Attn: Board of Trustees Meeting Testimony, 560 N. Nimitz Hwy., Suite 200,
Honolulu, HI 96817. Testimony is requested to be received at least twenty-four hours prior to the

scheduled meeting to allow board members with sufficient time to
review the testimony before the meeting. Please note that all written testimony will be posted on
OHA'’s meeting website. Please omit or redact any personal information (e.g., name, email

address, phone number, home address, or materials) that you do not want to be disclosed publicly
online.

(2) Persons wishing to provide oral testimony online during the remote meeting, please click on the
link: https://zoom.us/j/95054929640

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

Persons wishing to provide oral testimony by telephone during the remote meeting may dial the phone number
listed at the beginning of this agenda and enter the corresponding Webinar ID. Telephone participants will be able

to provide oral testimony during the meeting.

Persons wishing to provide oral testimony at the physical meeting location can sign up the day of the meeting at the

physical meeting location.

If you willfully disrupt the meeting, 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.

Oral testimony online, by telephone or at a physical meeting location will be limited to five (5) minutes.

(= —

Trustee Brickwood Galuteria, Chair Date: 6/17/26
Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment
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II1. Approval of Minutes
A. February 4, 2026
B. February 11, 2026

C. February 18, 2026 — Minutes will be deferred
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COMMITTEE ON BENEFICIARY ADVOCACY AND EMPOWERMENT (BAE)

February 4, 2026
9 a.m.
(via Interactive Conference Technology)

To view this meeting’s recording, please click on the link below:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dZKIlqDNMeho&t=29s

MINUTES

TRUSTEES PRESENT
Brickwood Galuteria, Chair
Kaleihikina Akaka, Vice Chair

Dan Ahuna

Keli’i Akina

Luana Alapa

Kaiali‘i Kahele

Carmen Hulu Lindsey

Keoni Souza

John Waihe‘e, IV (arrived 9:21 a.m.)

BAE STAFF

Kyla Hee

Lei-Ann Stender Durant
Mark Watanabe

Nathan Takeuchi

BOT STAFF

Carina Lee

Kanani laea

PG6hai Ryan

Remy Keli‘iho‘omalu
Morgan Kaui Robello
Sommer Soares

ADMINISTRATION
Summer Sylva, Interim CEO
Sean Kekina, COO

Bill Brennan

Daniel Santos

Deja Ostrowski

Kamakana Ferreira

Ku‘ulei Awo-Chun
Leina‘ala Ley

BOARD COUNSEL
Kapono Kiakona

GENERAL COUNSEL
Everett Ohta
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I. CALL TO ORDER

Chair Galuteria called the February 4, 2026 meeting of the Committee on Beneficiary
Advocacy and Empowerment to order at 9:03 a.m.

Chair Galuteria shared that this committee serves as a voice and bridge between our Native
Hawaiian beneficiaries and all our policies, programs, and resources. This committee also works
in close partnership with the Hawai‘i State Legislature as OHA moves forward into the 2026
legislative session.

Chair Galuteria welcomed everyone to today‘s meeting and acknowledged his trustee aide,
Lei-Ann Stender Durant, serving as the Committee Recording Secretary and his secretary, Kyla
Hee, serving as the Committee Technology and Information Specialist.

Chair Galuteria called for the roll to confirm attendance:

Roll Call (Time Stamp: 1:36/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:06:45 a.m.)

Present: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria
Not Present at time of vote: Trustee Waihe‘e, IV

With eight (8) trustees in attendance, a quorum was established.

II. NEW BUSINESS
(Time Stamp: 2:58/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:08:07 a.m.)

Chair Galuteria asks Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, to join the Trustees at the board table.

A. United States Department of Education Consultation on Interagency Partnership Agreements
witht he Departments of Education, Interior, and Labor (Feb. 10, 2026) — Administration
(Time Stamp: 3:27/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:08:36 a.m.)

Chair Galuteria asked committee members for unanimous consent to take Item. II. New
Business, A. (regarding the United States Department of Education Consultation on Interagency
Partnership Agreements witht he Departments of Education, Interior, and Labor (Feb. 10, 2026)
— Administration) out of order and asked if there were any objections.

There being no objections, the item will be the last item of New Business.
(Time Stamp: 3:54/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:09:03 a.m.)
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B. 2026 OHA State Legislative Package — Matrix 1
(Time Stamp: 3:58/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:09:07 a.m.)

Public Testimony

None
MOTION made by Trustee Ahuna to Approve/Amend the 2026 OHA State
Legislative Bill Package — Matrix 1
(Time Stamp: 6:16/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:11:25 a..m.)

Discussion

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

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

Discussion
Chair Galuteria called for further discussion. There being none, Chair Galuteria called for the
vote.

Roll Call

Motion carried: (8 — 0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria
Not present at vote: Trustee Waihe‘e

(Time Stamp: 8:13/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:13:22 a.m.)

MOTION made by Chair Galuteria to Approve/Amend the 2026 OHA State
Legislative Bill Package — Matrix 1 except for:

- Item 6., SB2015

(Time Stamp: 8:58/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:14:20 a.m.)

Discussion
None

Roll Call

Motion carried (8 - 0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria
Not present at vote: Trustee Waihe‘e

(Time Stamp: 9:14/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:14:23)
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Chair Galuteria calls for the vote on the original motion:

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

Discussion
None

Roll Call

Motion carried (7- 1)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria
Abstain: Trustee Akina

Not present at time of vote: Trustee Waihe‘e

(Time Stamp: 10:37/1:38:00 ~ Real Time:9:15:46 a.m.)

C. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Naming OHA — Matrix 2
(Time Stamp: 11:17/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:16:26 a.m.)

Public Testimony
None

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

Public Testimony
None

Discussion

Trustee Akina asked, for clarification about why Item 16., SB2823, had a position of Comment.
Public Policy Manager, Deja Ostrowski, explained that the Advocacy team decided not to draw
attention at this time by taking a position of Oppose, but offered to change that position if the
Trustees decided to do so.

The following changes appear in Matrix 2:

- HB1917 Relating to the Public Land Trust Working Group (PLTWG) that
appropriates moneys to the Office of Hawaiian Affairs to facilitate the hiring
of necessary staff, purchase equipment, and contract professional services on
behalf of the Public Land Trust Working Group. Position change from
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Support with Amendments to Support.

- HB2231 Relating to Island Burial Councils (IBCs) transfers the
appointment authority for Island Burial Council members from the Governor
and Senate to the Board of Trustees of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA).
Position is Comment. ** Bill waived to the Board of Trustees

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

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

In response to Trustee Akina‘s inquiry, Deja explained this fund will allow the State to set up an
account that can receive federal, state, county, and private money that must be expended for the
purposes of supporting culture and the arts. Fifty percent (50%) of the money would be put into
the trust account to ensure that Native Hawaiian artists and institutions that support arts and
culture for Native Hawaiians will receive funding. That is an important aspect of the bill.

The Advocacy and Grants Teams believe OHA could administer this trust, if it passes; and
funding will be provided through this trust account. The Bill is modeled after one in Oregon,
where they have $43,000,000 in their cultural trust account; and the incentive is that donors get a
tax break/write-off. It is structured so it does not detract from existing state funding. Donations
must go to both an existing institution and to the cultural trust account. This is also how Oregon
is set up; donors cannot switch funding from private institutions to the trust account; donors have
to donate twice to claim the tax break. Oregon’s approach has been successful. The Advocacy
Team is recommending support because they believe OHA has the capacity to support the
program as well as help direct the funds.

(Time Stamp: 21:24/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:26:33 a.m.)

Trustee Ahuna inquired about how the 50% share of donations came about to which Deja
explained that she hadn‘t asked, but the 50% is the amount that appears in the existing Oregon
system which has been successful. This local innovation will ensure Native Hawaiian artists are
properly represented and funded. This is the overall purpose of the donations.

(Time Stamp: 23:14/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:28:23 a.m.)
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Trustee Akina asked if contributions and expenditures would be restricted or unrestricted for
OHA. Deja explained it would be restricted to perpetuating culture in the arts. Trustee Akina
further inquired if the funds would be restricted to donor intent. Deja said she didn‘t think the
program was established that way; it’s a program where donations are sent directly to the trust
account for culture in the arts and donors would understnd it feeds into the fund. Trustee Akina
asked her to please confirm unrestricted usage for the Office of Hawaiian Affairs. Deja will
follow up. (Time Stamp: 23:59/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:29:08 a.m.)

Chair Galuteria asked Trustee Ahuna to withdraw his original motion since no action was
taken. Trustee Ahuna removed his motion to Approve/Amend 2026 Legislature: OHA
Position on Bills Naming OHA — Matrix 2.

(Time Stamp: 25:15/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:30:24 a.m.)

MOTION made by Trusee Ahuna to Approve OHA Staff*s Bill Position

Recomendations for Bills as amended — Matrix 2:

- HB1917 Relating to the Public Land Trust Working Group - Change from
Support with Amendments to Support

- HB2231 Relating to Island Burial Councils —
** Bill Waived to the Board of Trustees

- HB2238 Relating to Public Financing of Elections - Change from
Monitor to Comment

- HB2438 Relating to the Hawai‘i Cultural Trust - Change from
Comment to Support

Public Testimony
None

Discussion

Trustee Akaka inquired about Item 1, HB1829 and Item 18, SB2907 — both relating to Marine
Affairs - and suggested OHA take the same position on both bills in order to be consistent. She
asked the Advocacy team to take a position of Comment or Support with Amendments (rather
than Monitor) on both bills. Deja agreed.

Trustee Akaka also expressed it would make sense if the office and coordinator positions being
considered is created (along with any other positions created in that office) and that there be a
requirement to provide training for Native Hawaiian traditional and customary rights. Additional
training should be provided since that office will oversee marine resources and the industry in
that jurisdiction.

(Time Stamp: 26:21/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:31:80 a.m.)

Trustee Akaka asked what Advocacy‘s comment was regaarding Item 19, SB3173 relating to
Cultural Education (specifically Lahaina Harbor). Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, explained
that this bill was a little concerning because the Lahaina community is concerned about overuse
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of the harbor and the inability for local families to access the ocean because of lack of parking
due to commercial operators.

Advocacy‘s intent is to express that while we understand it is well-intentioned, teaching
commercial operators about Hawaiian culture doesn‘t actually address the community issue of
acess to the ocean. In addition and concurrent with any education, there should be real progress
toward addressing the community‘s concern about ocean access. Trustee Akaka confirmed that
the issue is not about the current or new commercial operator applicants, the bigger issue is about
community access to the ocean. The community is not saying that people are rude because they
don‘t understand Native Hawaiian culture, they are saying they cannot access the ocean because
of commercial overuse of the harbor. (Time Stamp: 29:33/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:34:42 a.m.)

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

Roll Call
Motion carried (9 —0)
(Time Stamp: 31:43/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:36:52 a.m.)

D. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting the Public Land Trust — Matrix 3
(Time Stamp: 32:57/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:38:06 a.m.)

Public Testimony
o James Maioho (See attached written testimony)

Key Points
e Public Truste Lands are trust assets

e OHA is a trustee of those lands

e Trustees should not remain neutral when the Trust is placed at risk

e  When OHA responds to a bill with ‘comment,’ legislators may interpret that
silence as acceptance

e Public trust law does not lower the standard, it raises it

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

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

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

e His hope is that OHA will firmly voice opposition to that
(Time Stamp: 33:38/1:38:00 ~ Real Time:9:38:50 a.m.)
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MOTION made by Trustee Ahuna to Approve OHA Staff‘s Position
recommendations for Bills Affecting the Public Land Trust — Matrix 3
except for:

- HB2266 and SB3308 Relating to the Hawai‘i Film Studio
**Bill Waived to the Board of Trustees
(Time Stamp: 36:26/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:41:35 a.m.)

Discussion

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

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

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

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

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

Additional discussion addressed concerns regarding proposed legislation involving the
disposition and set-aside of public lands, with specific reference to HB2266 and its companion
bill SB308S. Trustee Akaka expressed concern regarding provisions related to the disposition of
lands and noted that, based on a review of available information, the affected lands appear to fall
within the Crown and Government Lands/Public Land Trust classification, as reflected in the
Public Land Trust matrix, although the classification was not clearly presented on the reference
site.

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

However, Leina‘ala expressed concern that the bill was written too broadly, potentially granting
the Governor authority to set aside public lands for film-related purposes beyond the existing

studio, and without oversight by the Board of Land and Natural Resources (BLNR). It was stated
that such authority would be inconsistent with established Public Land Trust oversight processes.

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

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

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

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

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

Leina‘ala emphasized that OHA would not want marine sand to be removed for purposes such
as commercial use (e.g., conversion into cement), particularly given potential impacts to
environmental values. She also stated that the bill requires additional safeguards to ensure that

marine deposits are protected and that any authorized activity is appropriately limited and clearly
defined.

The discussion concluded with Chief Advocate Ley indicated that OHA would seek clearer

statutory language and stronger protections in the law to address these concerns.
(Time Stamp: 43:12/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:48:21 a.m.)

Discussion was held regarding HB2406 and its companion bill SB2492, relating to public lands.
It was noted that the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) is referenced in the bill, specifically with
respect to receiving a copy of a draft resolution. Trustee Akaka raised concern that the bill
involved the disposition of more than 1,000 acres of land, and stated that, pursuant to existing
law, OHA is entitled to consultation regarding such dispositions.

Trustee Akaka expressed concern that while consultation may be legally required, the bill does
not clearly state this requirement. Trustee Akaka suggested that the bill could be strengthened
by an amendment explicitly requiring consultation and further proposed that approval by a
supermajority of the OHA Board of Trustees be required for any changes or disposition affecting
these lands. (Time Stamp: 44:24/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:49:33 a.m.)

Trustee Kahele provided comments clarifying the legal consistency of the bill under discussion
with existing law. He stated that, as written, the bill’s language is consistent with current
statutory provisions, particularly as they relate to the disposition of leased public lands to private
entities. Trustee Kahele explained that the proposed amendment to Section 171-95, Hawai‘i
Revised Statutes, which governs dispositions involving government-to-government entities,
incorporates protections that are already applicable under existing law to government-to-private
entity dispositions. He emphasized that these protections are not new and are already embedded
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in the current statutory framework. Trustee Kahele further noted that under existing law, such
dispositions require notification to the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) within 90 days of the
convening of the next legislative session, rather than prior approval. He concluded that the bill
does not alter this requirement and remains consistent with the law as it exists today.

(Time Stamp: 49:13/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:54:22 a.m.)

(See also Agenda Item: HB2406/SB2492 — Public Lands, 44:24—46:17, and Trustee clarification
at 49:13-50:09 regarding statutory notification requirements under HRS §171-95 and the
distinction between notification and consultation or approval by the Olffice of Hawaiian Affairs.)

Trustee Souza stated agreement with Trustee Kahele’s prior comments regarding the bill’s
consistency with existing law and raised additional questions concerning the legislative approval
process. He noted that final action on the bill would occur through votes on the House and
Senate floors, and questioned what role, if any, the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) would
have in that process.

Trustee Souza specifically asked how OHA could obtain prior approval authority before a vote
is taken on the House and Senate floors and requested clarification on whether such a mechanism
exists or could feasibly be implemented.

In response, Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, clarified that a prior suggestion—attributed to
Trustee Akaka—was understood to propose requiring that certain actions be brought to OHA
before legislative approval. However, it was noted that, as previously pointed out by Chair
Kabhele, the relevant statutory sections, including Chapter 171, Hawai‘i Revised Statutes, do not
contain provisions requiring OHA approval prior to legislative votes. It was further stated that
similar approval requirements do not exist in other statutes governing private land exchanges or
dispositions.

The Trustees agreed that imposing a prior approval requirement would be inconsistent with
existing law and legislative practice. Discussion continued as to whether proposing such a
requirement could jeopardize the passage of the bill. In response, it was affirmed that adding a
requirement for prior OHA approval could potentially risk the bill’s advancement or passage.
The matter was acknowledged, and the discussion concluded.

(Time Stamp: 50:14/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:55:23 a.m.)

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

Trustee Waihe‘e further characterized the bill as being primarily about transparency and
ensuring information is provided to all relevant parties, rather than affecting substantive legal
authority or altering how the bill would be carried out in practice. The overall assessment
conveyed was that the bill’s intent and effect are centered on improving visibility and access to
information. (Time Stamp: 51:27/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:56:36 a.m.)

Trustee Kahele stated the core of the bill concerns the exchange or disposition of public trust
land from the State of Hawai‘i to another governmental or sovereign entity, including the federal
government or a county.

He explained that under current law, government-to-government land exchanges require action
by the Board of Land and Natural Resources (BLNR), with public input through the Land Board
process, but does not require legislative oversight or notification.

Trustee Kahele stated the proposed amendment to Section 171-95 would require a simple
majority vote of the Legislature to affirm a government-to-government exchange of public trust
land and would require notification of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs if the transfer exceeds
1,000 acres. He provided an example of a smaller transfer, such as 20 acres for public housing,
noting such actions should not be delayed by additional legislative processes.

Trustee Kahele stated the bill applies only to exchanges exceeding 1,000 acres, adding a check
and balance by allowing legislative review and affirmative action, while still requiring approval
by the Land Board. Trustee Kahele stated the bill provides legislative oversight for large-scale
public trust land exchanges and characterized the measure as beneficial.

(Time Stamp: 52:32/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 9:57:39 a.m.)

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

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

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

Chair Galuteria stated an intention to proceed with staff’s recommendations as presented in the
legislative matrix. He noted that, given the presence of triple committee referrals, some bills may
not advance regardless and suggested allowing the legislative process to proceed to determine
how matters develop. He commented that, considering this context, it may be prudent to allow
the bills to move forward without additional proposed amendments at this time. Chair Galuteria
asked whether any additional amendments would be suggested. Public Policy Manager

Ostrowski responded that there was one additional item to raise.
(Time Stamp: 55:16/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:25:00 a.m.)

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

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

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

Leina‘ala responded that the bill would not affect revenues or proceeds, nor would it impact the
receipt of the Office of Hawaiian Affairs’ share of public land trust income. The Vice Chair
acknowledged the clarification and thanked staff.

(Time Stamp: 58:28/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:03:37 a.m.)

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

Roll Call

Motion carried (8-0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria
Not present at time of vote: Trustee Souza

(Time Stamp: 1:01:11/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:06:21 a.m.)

E. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and Native Hawaiian

Traditional & Customery Practices — Matrix 4
(Time Stamp: 1:01:14/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:06:23 a.m.)

Public Testimony

None
MOTION made by Trustee Alapa to Approve/Amend the 2026
Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and
Native Hawaiian Traditional and Customary Practices — Matrix 4
(Time Stamp: 1:01:36/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:06:45 a.m.)
Discussion

Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, presented a review of the following bill changes:

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

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

- Item 26, SB2404/HB2205 Relating to Emergency Erosion Mitigation.
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Modifications related to shoreline erosion and emergency authorization
processes. Position recommended is Comment due to the following rationale:
"1 Acknowledges legitimate concerns regarding shoreline erosion and
impacts to private property.
1 Notes that existing emergency procedures already exist under DOH
and Office of Coastal Management rules.
71 The bill would effectively extend “emergency” authorization periods
up to five years, exceeding current allowances.
1 Raises concerns regarding shoreline hardening, coastal erosion, and
impacts to Native Hawaiian practices, while remaining sensitive to
property owner concerns.

Due to this discussion, Chair Galuteria clarified the motion to read:

MOTION made by Trustee Alapa to Approve/Amend the 2026
Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and
Native Hawaiian Traditional and Customary Practices — Matrix 4
except for:
- [Item 33] SB2685 and HB2218 Relating to the Department of
Land and Natural Resources
(Time Stamp: 1:03:55/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:09:04 a.m.)

Trustee Akina offered remarks expressing appreciation for the work of the organization’s Public
Policy Division in its review and analysis of the legislative matrix. Trustee AKkina noted that the
matrix and the associated policy considerations are complex and involve a significant amount of
technical subject matter. He further observed that, beyond technical complexity, the process
highlights legislation that may have significant impacts that are not always apparent at the outset.

Trustee Akina stated that the approach taken reflects a balanced and thoughtful review of the
bills. He emphasized that the organization is appropriately considering its responsibility to
protect environmental resources and Native Hawaiian rights, while also recognizing the practical
needs of Hawaiians and the broader community related to housing development and the
responsible use of resources. He commended staff for striking an effective balance between
advocacy, monitoring, and responsiveness.

Trustee Akina further expressed his view that the comments and positions developed to date are
well-reasoned and appropriately calibrated, noting that the strategy of monitoring certain
measures preserves the organization’s ability to respond as circumstances evolve. He concluded
his remarks by commending the staff for their work and stating, “Well done.”

(Time Stamp: 1:04:21/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:09:30 a.m.)
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The Chair called upon Vice Chair Akaka regarding Item 37, SB2795, relating to the Hawaiian
flag. Vice Chair Akaka requested that, in future versions of the legislative matrix, HB2532,
identified as a companion bill to SB2795, be included under the organization’s position of
Support for that item.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

Page 17|28
Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment
Minutes 04FEB2026



DRAFT

[MOTION made by Trustee Alapa to Approve/Amend the 2026
Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and
Native Hawaiian Traditional and Customary Practices — Matrix 4
except for:
- [Item 33] SB2685 and HB2218 Relating to the Department of
Land and Natural Resources]

Roll Call
Motion carried (9-0)
(Time Stamp: 1:11:31/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:16:40 a.m.)

F. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Housing — Matrix 5
(Time Stamp: 1:12:00/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:17:09 a.m.)

Public Testimony

None
MOTION made by Trustee Alapa to Approve/Amend the 2026
Legislature: OHA Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Housing — Matrix 5.
(Time Stamp: 1:12:10/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:17:19 a.m.)

Discussion

None

Roll Call

Motion carried (9-0)
(Time Stamp: 1:12:38/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:17:47 a.m.)

G. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Health — Matrix 6
(Time Stamp: 1:13:01/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:18:40 a.m.)

Public Testimony
None

MOTION made by Trustee Alapa to Approve/Amend the 2026
Legislature: OHA possition on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Health —
Matrix 6

(Time Stamp: 1:13:12/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:18:21 a.m.)
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Discussion

Vice Chair Akaka reviewed proposed legislation that would revise existing youth curfew
provisions by increasing the applicable age from 16 to 18 years. She noted that the proposal
accounts for youth leaving workplaces or school-related activities and includes the imposition of
fines on parents when youth are cited for violations and expressed concern that the proposal does
not appear to address university students who are under the age of 18, as the language seems
limited to students in lower grade levels. This omission should be considered.

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

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

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

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

Board members expressed appreciation for the updates provided by Advocacy staff.
(Time Stamp: 1:13:36/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:18:45 a.m.)

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

Roll Call
Motion carried (9-0)
(Time Stamp: 1:16:01/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:21:10 a.m.)
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H. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Educarion — Matrix 7
(Time Stamp: 1:16:28/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:21:37 a.m.)

Public Testimony

None
MOTION made by Vice Chair Akaka to Approve/Amend the 2026
Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian
Education — Matrix 7
(Time Stamp: 1:17:02/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:22:11 a.m.)
Discussion

Chief Advocate Ley acknowledged there were no changes in the Matrix, but did note that
Advocacy had been coordinating with partners so the team had been taking a position of
Monitor, but a few bills would be appearing in the near future that they would be recommending
a position of Support in the area of education.

(Time Stamp: 1:17:11/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:22:36 a.m.)

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

Roll Call
Motion carried (9-0)
(Time Stamp: 1:17:48/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:22:57 a.m.)

1. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Economic Stability —
Matrix 8
(Time Stamp: 1:17:54/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:23:03 a.m.)

Public Testimony

None
MOTION made by Trustee Ahuna to Approve/Amend the 2026
Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawiian Economic
Stability — Matrix 8, except for:
- Item S, HB1754 Relating to General Excise Tax
(Time Stamp: 1:18:07/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:23:34 a.m.)
Discussion
None
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There being no discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

Roll Call
Motion carried (9-0)
(Time Stamp: 1:18:40/1L38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:23:49 a.m.)

J. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on bills Affecting Hawai‘i Revised Statutes Chapter 6E (‘Iwi
Kiupuna and Historic Preservation — Matrix 9
(Time Stamp: 1:19:06/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:24:15 a.m.)

Public Testimony

None
MOTION made by Trustee Akaka to Approve/Amend the 2026
Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Hawai‘i Revised Statutes
Chapter 6E (‘Iwi Kiipuna and Historic Preservation) — Matrix 9
Discussion

The Chair invited staff input regarding proposed changes to the organization’s positions on two
legislative measures. Staff clarified that the changes related to Item 2 and Item 3, both of which
are Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) package bills.

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

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

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

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.
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Roll Call
Motion carried (9-0)
(Time Stamp: 1:21:04/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:20:13 a.m.)

**[tem taken out of order

A. United States Department of Education Consultation on Interagency Partnership Agreements
with the Dpartments of Education, Interior, and Labor (Feb. 10, 2026) — Administration

(Time Stamp: 1:21:07/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:26:16 a.m.)

Presentation by Interim CEQ, Summer Sylva:
(See attched letter from Linda E. McMahon, Secretary of Education)

A briefing was provided regarding an upcoming federal consultation scheduled for February 10,
convened by the U.S. Department of Education, concerning a proposal to transfer interagency
partnerships and education programs affecting Native Americans, Alaska Natives, and Native
Hawaiians.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

An update was provided on organizational preparations, including coordination with corporation
counsel to finalize job descriptions for a Chief Advocate position funded in the current fiscal
year and a Deputy or Assistant Advocate position anticipated for funding in a future fiscal year.
advocate in Washington, D.C. The presenter stated that these steps position the agency to serve
as a federal convener by the end of the current fiscal year and into the next.

(Time Stamp: 1:21:47/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:26:56 a.m.)

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

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

Trustee Akaka conveyed frustration regarding what was characterized as a lack of respect and
consideration for Indigenous cultures, original peoples, and their enduring ties to ancestral lands.
She emphasized the value of unity among Indigenous peoples and noted concern regarding the
direction of federal actions over the coming years and their potential impacts on Indigenous
recognition and cultural representation.

(Time Stamp: 1:28:03/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:33:12 a.m.)

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

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

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

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

Summer acknowledged the comment and indicated appreciation for the request.
(Time Stamp: 1:29:52/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:35:01 a.m.)
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III. COMMUNITY CONCERNS AND CELEBRATIONS
(Time Stamp: 1:30:31/1:38:00 ~ Real Tme: 10:35:40)

Germaine Meyers, OHA Beneficiary and Nanakuli Homesteader:

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

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

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

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

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

In drawing comparisons to OHA governance practices, Ms. Meyers referenced OHA’s recent
decision to revisit a prior financial matter involving a $6 million drawdown and a related
withholding, stating that OHA’s actions demonstrate that past decisions remain relevant for
accountability and public trust. He asserted that the same standard should apply to decisions
regarding legacy and naming.
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Ms. Meyers summarized Senator Akaka’s service, stating that he served 14 years in the U.S.
House of Representatives and 22 years in the U.S. Senate, and was the first Native Hawaiian
United States Senator. She emphasized Senator Akaka’s role in ensuring that Native Hawaiians
were included directly in federal dialogue.

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

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

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

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

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

Ms. Meyers raised broader concerns regarding reliance on interpretations of Washington, D.C.
politics offered by Chair Kahele who served a single two-year term in Congress from January
2021 to January 2023 and who faced public scrutiny, including a House Ethics review related to
proxy voting and outside employment, and later chose not to seek reelection. Ms. Meyers
questioned whether such advice should outweigh the legacy of Senator Akaka, who served 36
years in the U.S. Congress.
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In drawing comparisons to OHA governance practices, Ms. Meyers referenced OHA’s recent
decision to revisit a prior financial matter involving a $6 million drawdown and a related
$576,609 withholding, stating that OHA’s actions demonstrate that past decisions remain
relevant for accountability and public trust. She asserted that the same standard should apply to
decisions regarding legacy and naming. Kahikina is insufficient; he served as Senator Daniel
Kahikina Akaka for 22 years in Washington, D.C.

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

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

IV. ANNOUNCEMENTS
None
(Time Stamp: 1:36:15/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:41:24 a.m.)

V. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION made by Trustee Lindsey to adjourn the meeting of the
Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment.
(Time Stamp: 1:36:39/1:38:00 ~ Real Time: 10:41:51 a.m.)

Roll Call
Motion carries (9 —0)

The February 4, 2026 meeting of the Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy was adjourned at
10:42 a.m.
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Respectfully submitted,

Lei-Ann Stender Durant, Trustee Aide
Committee Recording Secretary

Brickwood Galuteria, Trustee At-Large
BAE Committe Chair

Approved:

DRAFT
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COMMITTEE ON BENEFICIARY ADVOCACY AND EMPOWERMENT (BAE)

February 11, 2026

(via Interactive Conference Technology)

To view this meeting’s recording, please click on the link below:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ED2c¢TqLzj6E

BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Brickwood Galuteria, Chair
Kaleihikina Akaka, Vice Chair

Dan Ahuna

Keli’i Akina

Luana Alapa (arrived 9:19 a.m.)
Kaiali‘i Kahele (arrived 9:14 a.m.)
Carmen Hulu Lindsey

Keoni Souza

John Waihe‘e, IV (arrived 9:05 a.m.)

BAE STAFF

Kyla Hee

Lei-Ann Stender Durant
Mark Watanabe

Nathan Takeuchi

BOT STAFF
Anuhea Diamond
Remy Keli‘iho‘omalu
Sommer Soares
Yvonne Mahelona

I. CALL TO ORDER

MINUTES

ADMINISTRATION
Summer Sylva, CEO/Chief Administrator
Sean Kekina, COO
Bill Brennan
Daniel Sandomire
Daniel Santos
Leina‘ala Ley

BOARD COUNSEL
Kapono Kiakona

GENERAL COUNSEL
Everett Ohta

Chair Galuteria called the February 11, 2026 meeting of the Committee on Beneficiary

Advocacy and Empowerment to order at 9:05 a.m.

Chair Galuteria welcomed everyone to the day‘s meeting and acknowledged his trustee aide,
Lei-Ann Stender Durant, serving as the Committee Recording Secretary and his secretary, Kyla
Hee, serving as the Committee Technology and Information Specialist.
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Chair Galuteria called for the roll to confirm attendance:
(Time Stamp: 7:06/1;19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:08:00 a.m.)

Roll Call

Present: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Lindsey, Souza, Chair Galuteria

Not Present at time of vote: Trustees Alapa (arrived 9:19 a.m.), Kahele (arrived 9:14 a.m), and
Waihe‘e, IV (arrived 9:06 a.m.)

With six (6) trusteess in attendance, a quorum had been established.

II. NEW BUSINESS

Chair Galuteria called Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, (referred to as ‘staft” in the minutes) to
join the Trustees at the board table.

a. 2026 OHA Legislative Bill Package — Matrix 1
(Time Stamp: 9:53/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:10:47 a.m.)

Public Testimony
None

Discussion
Staff provided an informational update regarding the status of the Matrix One legislative package
during the current legislative session.

Constitutional Amendment — Prohibiting Destructive Military Live Fire Training

Staff reported that the House companion bill failed to advance after missing the triple referral
deadline on Monday. The missed deadline coincided with a power outage affecting legislative
operations. As a result, the House bill is no longer moving forward this session. Staff advised
that the Senate measure remains the only viable vehicle for this proposal and confirmed that the
Chair of the Senate Committee on Water and Land had been notified of the House bill’s
procedural failure. (Time Stamp: 10:06/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:11:00 a.m.)

Aquarium Collection—Related Measure

Staff summarized testimony presented during a recent committee hearing, noting that seven
individuals, primarily from two families, testified individually regarding the economic impact to
their commercial aquarium collection businesses. A senator reported receiving multiple
constituent calls from individuals engaged in this trade. Staff observed that testimony regarding
personal economic impacts significantly influenced committee sentiment. The committee
deferred decision-making.

Staff clarified that the bill does not affect subsistence or food fishing activities, and that
opposition testimony was limited to the commercial aquarium sector. A coalition of supporters is
conducting targeted outreach to senators who expressed concerns. Staff noted that Native
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Hawaiian Day at the Capitol, scheduled for Friday, provides an additional opportunity for
beneficiary engagement prior to the deferred decision. Staff indicated there remains the
possibility of further movement, either through Senate action or inclusion in a package bill.
(Time Stamp: 11:10/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:12:04 a.m.)

Historic Preservation Review Process

Staff reported that legislation to restore protections under the historic preservation review
process is currently being heard on the House side. Layaloha Mukuanani, Compliance Advocate,
traveled from Kaua‘i to testify on behalf of OHA. The bill received substantial public testimony
following the issuance of an action alert. Staff advised that the bill is moving forward in the
House and will next require consideration on the Senate side.

(Time Stamp: 14:06/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:15:00 a.m.)

Land Use Commission Legislation

Staff reported that legislation relating to the Land Use Commission was heard earlier in the week
and passed out of the Senate Committee on Water and Land, largely as drafted. The measure is
awaiting scheduling for consideration on the House side.

(Time Stamp: 14:42/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:15:36 a.m.)

Island Burial Councils

Staff provided an update on legislation intended to reduce quorum requirements for Island Burial
Councils and to authorize compensation support through OHA. The bill passed out of the House
earlier in the week in substantially the same form and is pending a hearing on the Senate side.
(Time Stamp: 15:04/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:15:58 a.m.)

Rent Stabilization Bill

Staff reported that the rent stabilization bill, which was subject to a triple referral, did not
advance on the House side due to missed deadlines. Coordination is ongoing with the Senate
Housing Chair to seek a hearing; however, staff noted the measure faces challenges, as it is not
favored by the initial committee of referral.

(Time Stamp: 15:31/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:16:25 a.m.)

MOTION made by Trustee Souza to Approve/Amend the 2026 OHA State
Legislative Bill Package — Matrix 1
(Time Stamp: 16:05/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: (9:16:59 a.m.)

Discussion
None
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Roll Call

Motion carried (8 — 0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Waihe‘e IV, and Chair Galuteria)
Not Present at time of vote: Trustee Alapa (arrived at 9:19 a.m.)

(Time Stamp: 16:27/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:17:21 a.m.)

II. NEW BUSINESS (continued)

b. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Naming OHA — Matrix 2
No updates, no decision-making, no vote (Time Stamp:17:02/1:19:47 ~ 9:17:56 a.m.)

Public Testimony
None

Discussion
None

II. NEW BUSINESS (continued)

c. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting the Public Land Trust — Matrix 3
(Time Stamp: 17:35/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:18:29 a.m.)

Leina‘ala (referred to as “staff” in minutes) introduced Matrix 3, explaining that this portion of
the agenda included only new bills not previously listed or measures for which there had been a
change in proposed position since prior Board review.

Staff asked whether Trustees had any questions regarding the proposed positions outlined in
Matrix 3.

Banyan Drive — Related Measures
Trustee Akaka requested clarification regarding Banyan Drive — related measures, noting that
although the bill appeared on the published agenda as having “no position,” the issue had, in fact,
been previously discussed by the Board. Trustee Akaka emphasized that:

e The lands associated with Banyan Drive are ceded lands.

e The disposition of ceded lands is a matter of substantial importance to the Native

Hawaiian community.
e Any process related to the disposition or management of these lands should be ensured.
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Leina‘ala was asked to provide additional context and responded that:
e The comments expressed were consistent with prior Board discussions.
e The proposed position was intended to underscore the importance of beneficiary interests
and perspectives in matters involving ceded lands.
e The “no position” listing reflected the way the item appeared on the agenda and did not
represent a change in substance from earlier discussions.
(Time Stamp: 18:45/1:19:47 ~ 9:19:39 a.m.)

2. Item 6 — SB 2799, Relating to the Kalaupapa Settlement

Discussion then turned to SB 2799, relating to the Kalaupapa settlement.

Trustee Akaka inquired about the rationale underlying the proposed comments for this bill,
specifically seeking assurance that:

e There would be adequate opportunities for beneficiary and resident input, and

e OHA’s position would remain consistent with its past resolutions and practices
supporting the primary ‘ohana organization at Kalaupapa.

Leina‘ala explained that:

o The proposed position emphasizes the importance of providing meaningful opportunities
for resident and beneficiary comment.

e OHA’s longstanding approach has been to support community-led efforts, particularly
through recognized ‘Ohana organizations.

e Although the lands involved fall within Crown and Government Lands, OHA’s prior
position has been to allow the community to lead, with OHA providing support as
requested.

o At the present time, OHA has not received a formal request from the Kalaupapa ‘Ohana
organizations asking OHA to assume a direct or formal role.

o The proposed position therefore reflects OHA’s consistent practice of supporting, rather
than directing, community processes unless requested to do otherwise.

Staff confirmed that the proposed positions in Matrix 3 were developed to maintain:

e Consistency with prior Board discussions and resolutions, and

e Deference to beneficiary input and community leadership, particularly in matters
involving ceded lands and resident communities.

The Chair recognized Trustee Kahele for questions related to pending legislation, including
HB2616 references concerning Banyan Drive and potential redevelopment authority. Chair
Galuteria referenced prior comments and noted ongoing review of the bill language. The Chair
then invited Trustee Kahele to share perspectives, given the subject matter fell within his area of
familiarity. He added that these are ceded lands. Because it is on ceded lands, OHA should have
a major role in having a say at the table.

Trustee Kahele emphasized the importance of:

o Ensuring Native Hawaiian representation on any governing or oversight board,;

e Providing the Native Hawaiian community with a direct seat at the table;

e Structuring board membership to include perspectives grounded in cultural lands and
lineal descendant interests.
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He supported using testimony or commentary to influence the composition of any proposed
board, should the bill advance.
Chair Galuteria expressed strong opposition to HCDA assuming authority over Banyan Drive,
characterizing HCDA is already overextended in Kaka‘ako Makai, Kaka‘ako Mauka, Kalaeloa,
Lahaina, and He‘eia. The Chair clarified that while participation on a board would be necessary
if the proposal moves forward, HCDA is not the preferred redevelopment mechanism.
It was suggested that any written comments or testimony be carefully tempered, focusing on:

e The need for board representation and oversight;

e Addressing valuation issues related to Banyan Drive;

e Avoiding explicit endorsement of HCDA as the redevelopment authority.

Trustee Souza expressed agreement with prior concerns and questioned the structure of the

proposed entity, specifically whether the bill intended to:
o Establish a special committee or unit within HCDA, or
o Create a different type of entity altogether.

Leina’ala indicated they were unable to answer definitively at that time, noting the bill had not
yet been fully researched due to time constraints and triage priorities related to testimony
preparation. Staff committed to seeking clarification.

Trustee Souza agreed with Chair Kahele and asked Leina‘ala if it was possible to establish an
entity (special committee) within HCDA. Leina‘ala responded that she was uable to discuss the
issue because she has not done any research that would enable her to explain the possibility. She
added that she thought it was unusual, but because they were in triage mode, she hadn‘t
researched, she could not offer testimony.

(Time Stamp: 20:07/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:21:01 a.m.)

MOTION made by Trustee Souza to Approve/Amend Position on Bills
Affecting the Punblic Land Trust — Matrix 3
(Time Stamp: 26:35/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:27:29)

Discussion
None

Roll Call

Motion carried by unanimous vote (9 - 0)
(Time Stamp: 26:52/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:27:46 a.m.)

II. NEW BUSINESS (continued)

d. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and Native
Hawaiian Traditional and Customary Practices — Matrix 4
(Time Stamp: 27:28/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:28:32)
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Public Testimony
None

Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, flagged Item 5, HB25095 - Relating to the Mauna Kea
Stewardship and Oversight Authority to inform the Board that the recommended position on
the bill was changed from Support to Comment.

Staff explained that the bill addresses multiple subject areas and establishes an oversight
authority that many community members generally support, particularly as a management entity.
However, concerns have been raised - specifically by Trustee Akaka - regarding provisions in
the bill that may exempt certain Conservation District Use Permits (CDUPs) from existing
renewal requirements.

Staff recommended shifting from an outright Support to Comment position. This approach
would allow the Board to acknowledge the bill’s positive elements while formally identifying
concerns and areas needing clarification or amendment.

Staff reiterated that the change in position was intended to present a more nuanced and balanced
response, highlighting both the benefits of the proposed oversight authority and the potential
unintended consequences related to CDUP renewal processes.

Chair Galuteria asked about the bill’s progress through the Legislature.

Staff reported that the bill moved out of its first committee (Water and Land) during the prior
week, though the Board had not yet received approval to submit testimony at that time confirmed
that the bill’s next referral is to Judiciary and Hawaiian Affairs, and that the bill has two
committee referrals total.

The Board acknowledged and appreciated the intent of the bill to establish an oversight
authority to strengthen management and accountability. Community feedback generally reflected
support for the existence of such an authority, particularly as a mechanism to improve
coordination, transparency, and oversight. However, the Board has identified concerns regarding
specific provisions in the measure, particularly those that may exempt certain Conservation
District Use Permits from established renewal requirements. The Board is concerned that such
exemptions could have unintended consequences for long-standing conservation safeguards and
regulatory consistency within conservation districts.

Given the scope of the bill and the potential impacts—both positive and adverse—the Board
believes a Comment position is most appropriate at this time. This position allows the Board to
recognize the bill’s overall objectives while respectfully requesting further clarification and
consideration of these concerns as the measure moves forward.

The Board looked forward to continued collaboration with the Legislature and stakeholders to
ensure that any oversight framework adopted maintains strong conservation protections while
achieving the intended management improvements.

(Time Stamp: 27:47/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:28:11 a.m.)
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Motion made by Trustee Souza to Approve/Amend the 2026 Legislature: OHA
Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and Native Hawaiian Traditional
and Customary Practices — Matrix 4

(Time Stamp: 29:40/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:30:34 a.m.)

Discussion

Trustee Akaka thanked staff for acknowledging her concerns and elaborated on specific issues:
Item 1: HB1933 / SB2363 — Relating to the Counties

preservation of natural resources, expressed concern about access for lineal descendants

Item 5: HB2592 — Relating to the Mauna Kea Stewardship and Oversight Authority

Item 4: HB2490 / SB3169 — Relating to Coastal Resilience

Item 6: HB2593 / SB3310 — Relating to Mauna Kea

Item 7: SB2979 — Relating to Community Co-Management Agreements

(Time Stamp: 29:57/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:30:51 a.m.)

Item 5:_ HB2592 — Relating to the Mauna Kea Stewardship and Oversight Authority

Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, a recommended position change Support to Comment. Trustee
Akaka pointed out Part Three (3) that requires the University of Hawai‘i (UH) to transfer the
various Mauna Kea Astonomical Observatory Conservation District use permits to the
astronomical observatories is of high concern to her.

Trustee Akaka noted that Items 4, 5, and 6 (see above) should be included in Matrix 3 rather
than Matrix 4. The Public Land Trust lands are part of the Crown and Government lands and
are major discussion points that should be monitored beyond just customary rights and traditions
so should be a part of Matrix 3 along with Items 5 and 6.

She felt these items would be more appropriate to list in Matrix 3 since the Public Land Trust
indicates those are part of the Crown and Government lands; these are major discussion points
that should be monitored beyond just customary rights and traditions.

(Time Stamp: 30:00/1:29:47 ~ Real Time: 9:30:54 a.m.)

Item 7: Relating to Community Co-Management Agreements

Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, acknowledged that this item is a bit of a complicated issue. It is
a community-led initiative. She explained that Advocacy was part of a meeting that Kua‘aina
‘Auamo (KUA) hosted with over 80 community groups that talked about the focus on ensuring
that the Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR) has a greater pathway to enter into
co-management agreements with communities. Advocacy would like OHA ‘s submitted
comments to focus on supporting community goals, specifically enabling communities to
perpetuate cultural practices and perpetuate malama ‘aina in ways recognized by the State.
Consensus was expressed by Trustee Akaka while noting that comments should remain
grounded in community benefit and stewardship, rather than transactional land concepts.

She voiced concerns regarding statutory language referencing the “disposal” of state lands,
which was contrasted with preferred concepts such as co-stewardship.

Leina‘ala acknowledged that the term “dispose” reflects existing statutory language rather than a
policy preference. Given competing priorities, staff recommended continuing to_Monitor the
measure, with the option to submit comments at a later point if warranted. Ongoing concerns
regarding access were noted.

(31:28/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:32:24 a.m.)
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Item 1: HB1933 / SB2363 — Relating to Counties

Trustee Akaka expressed the while she understood the intent with ensuring public safety and
preservation of natural and cultural resources, she had some concern. She referred to access for
lineal descendants, a mitigation if there ws incomplete disrepair, and safety concerns. Leina‘ala
expressed the same concerns regarding access and offered to upgrade OHA ‘s position if need be.
Currently, given other priorities, a recommendation of Monitor remains; a recommendation of
Comment could be discussed in the future.

(33:35/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:34:29 a.m.)

Item 4: HB2490 / SB3169 — Coastal Resilience (Makena/Mokule‘ia Bay)

Trustees discussed whether the affected lands fall under Crown or Government Lands,
particularly along the shoreline, noting that these lands often do. Leina‘ala explained that the
intended comment would align with concerns already raised by other agencies, specifically that
the bill’s exemptions are overly broad. Leina‘la shared the key concern is centered on language
that would streamline or bypass State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD) review, effectively
creating special legislation for a single parcel. While trustees recognized that the parcel
contained a shrine or religious site and acknowledged the value of supporting such uses, there
was agreement that proper safeguards and review processes must remain in place.

(Time Stamp: 34:49/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:35:43 a.m.)

Item 6: HB2593 / SB3310 — Mauna Kea Master Lease Extension

Staft presented Item 6 (HB2593 / SB3310) as currently designated Monitor, noting that the
proposal involves a 10-year extension of the Mauna Kea master lease. Staff explained that they
had not yet completed sufficient consultation or due diligence to fully understand the bill’s intent
and implications, and that outreach to informed stakeholders was ongoing.

It was clarified that although the staff believed the bill had not moved, the House version had in
fact advanced. (Time Stamp: 36:06/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:37:00 a.m.)

Trustee Kahele reported reviewing submitted beneficiary testimony and stated that the
opposition from beneficiaries was clear and consistent, particularly among individuals previously
involved in opposition to the Thirty Meter Telescope. He raised concerns that the bill:

o Constituted special legislation, as it explicitly names Mauna Kea and the current master

lease.

e Would not apply to any other lands statewide.

e May conflict with constitutional prohibitions on special legislation.
Additional concerns were noted based on submitted comments from:

e Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR)

e Attorney General (AG), citing constitutional issues

e University of Hawai‘i (UH)

Trustees concluded that the bill has significant legal and policy issues, particularly given
beneficiary opposition and the length of the proposed extension.

Consensus was reached that the bill position change from Monitor to Oppose.

Trustees expressed agreement that beneficiary sentiment is unmistakably opposed to extending
the lease for another decade, and that the Board’s position should reflect those concerns.

(Time Stamp: 37:23/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:38:17 a.m.)
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Board Direction
Update position on HB2593 / SB3310 from Monitor to Oppose.

Item 6 (HB2593 / SB3310) and Item 7 (SB2979) warranted additional consideration. Trustee
Akaka expressed that these measures would be more appropriately placed in a subsequent
review (Matrix 3) due to their broader implications. She noted that, according to the Public Land
Trust framework, the lands implicated by several of these bills are Crown and Government
Lands and involve significant policy considerations extending beyond customary and traditional
practices.

Trustee Akaka stated that Items 5 (HB2592) and 6 (SB2592) could reasonably be advanced for
deeper monitoring and discussion. With respect to Item 7 (SB2979), she commented that it raises
additional complexities but emphasized that it stems from a community-led initiative. She also
shared that the Board had previously participated in a meeting hosted by Kua‘Aina Ulu ‘Auamo
(KUA), attended by more than 80 community groups where the bill was discussed as a way to
ensure that the Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR) has a clear legal pathway to
enter into co-management and stewardship agreements with communities.

As an example, she described conditions at the end of the road at Ha‘ena [Kaua‘i], where traffic
control measures require non-residents to utilize shuttle services and where the community
actively stewards the land. She explained that community members provide education to visitors
regarding environmental protection and water safety, yet despite these efforts, the community has
only been able to operate under limited concessions and has not been granted the full scope of a
formal stewardship agreement. She stated that this context underlies the intent of the legislation.

There being no futher discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

[Motion made by Trustee Souza to Approve/Amend the 2026 Legislature: OHA
Position on Bills Affecting Natural Resources and Native Hawaiian Traditional

and Customary Practices — Matrix 4
(Time Stamp: 29:40/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:30:34 a.m.)]

Roll Call

Motion carried by unanimous vote (9 — 0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Waihe‘e IV, and Chair
Galuteria

(Time Stamp: 40:26/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:41:57 a.m.)

Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, reported that Board Counsel, Kapono Kiakona, advised that
the record should be formally corrected to reflect changes in the Board’s legislative positions as
follows:

e Item 5: Position changed from Support to Comment

o Item 6: Position changed from Monitor to Oppose
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It was noted that Corporation Counsel and/or Board Counsel would assist in drafting the
appropriate amendment language for inclusion in the record.
(Time Stamp 41:09/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:42:03 a.m.)

Leina‘ala also raised a procedural concern that Item 9 was duplicatively listed and substantively
identical to Item 6. For purposes of accuracy and consistency in the official record, the Board
agreed this duplication should also be addressed as part of the corrective action.

The Chair acknowledged the error and confirmed that the motion would include recognition of:
e The amended positions for Items 5 and 6, and
e The duplicative listing of Item 9, corresponding to Item 6.

Motion: To recognize and approve amendments to the Board’s legislative
positions, changing Item 5 from_Support to Comment, Item 6 from Monitor to
Oppose, and to note that Item 9 is duplicative of Item 6 and shall be treated
accordingly for consistency in the record.

(Time Stamp: 42:29/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:43:23 a.m.)

Trustee Lindsey informed the Committee Chair she was experiencing technical audio
difficulties during the prior vote prevented her from being heard and formally requested that her
affirmative vote be entered into the record. The Chair acknowledged this request, and the
affirmative vote was recorded. The Chair then confirmed that all members had voted in the
affirmative. (Time Stamp: 43:07/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:44:01 a.m.)

Motion to Reconsider
To ensure procedural completeness and an accurate record, the Chair requested a Motion to
Reconsider the prior motion.

Chair Galuteria made a Motion to reconsider the prior Motion that was made
and seconded. (Time Stamp: 43:47/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:44:41 a.m.)

Discussion
None.

Roll Call

Motion carried by unanimous vote (9 — 0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Waihe‘e IV, and Chair
Galuteria

The Chair clarified for the record that the purpose of the reconsideration was to properly
memorialize the amended legislative positions and associated corrections, followed by the
Board’s reaffirmation through a recorded vote.

(Time Stamp: 44:34/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:45:28 a.m.)
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Chair Galuteria moved to approve the original motion made prior to the motion to reconsider
[Motion: To recognize and approve amendments to the Board’s legislative
positions, changing Item 5 from Support to Comment, Item 6 from_Monitor to
Oppose, and to note that Item 9 is duplicative of Item 6 and shall be treated
accordingly for consistency in the record.

(Time Stamp: 42:29/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: (9:43:23 a.m.)]

(Time Stamp: 45:19/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:46:03 a.m.)

Discussion
None

Roll Call
Motion carried by unanimous vote (9 — 0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Waihe‘e IV, and Chair
Galuteria

(Time Stamp: 45:44/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:46:38 a.m.)

II. NEW BUSINESS (continued)

e. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Housing — Matrix 5
(Time Stamp: 45:53/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:46:17 a.m.)

Public Testimony
None

Discussion

Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, stated that there were two suggested position changes in
Matrix 5 for the Trustees to consider:

Item 1. SB2061 / HB1732 — Relating to Residential Condominiums
e 99-year Leases that may be on Crown and Government Lands

e Subleasing the unit, which was noted as inconsistent with the original intent of owner-
occupancy requirements

Based on these issues, staff recommended a position of Oppose.

Additional testimony and contextual information were provided regarding the intent and
feasibility of the legislation:
e [t was clarified that the bill is not a state bill but involves the Hawaii Community
Development Authority (HCDA) and development within the Kaka‘ako area.
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e The legislation seeks to loosen existing statutory restrictions that have made development
financially infeasible, including:
o Strict owner-occupant requirements in perpetuity
o Limitations on rental activity
o Constraints on Area Median Income (AMI) thresholds
o [t was noted that developers have been unable to “pencil out” projects under current
restrictions without significant public subsidy.
o The specific project referenced is located near Ward Avenue, across from the Convention
Center, and has faced feasibility challenges under existing law.
e The proposed amendments aim to address market realities and inflationary pressures
o These changes may deviate from the original intent envisioned by Senator Chang, which
focused on affordable housing, not market-rate development.
e Concerns were raised that loosening restrictions could result in units priced closer to $1
million, thereby failing to address Hawai‘i’s affordable housing crisis, particularly for
e Additional discussion highlighted that even revised restrictions (e.g., limiting rental
prohibition to 10 years rather than perpetuity) may still be too restrictive to sustain
developer participation.
o Trustees considered whether a position of Oppose or Comment would be more
appropriate.
e Some members expressed concern about outright opposition given the bill’s origin and
longstanding efforts by Senator Chang to advance the model.
o [t was suggested that maintaining a Comment position would allow flexibility to provide
testimony while monitoring further developments and amendments.
e The Board agreed to withdraw the proposed change to Oppose and maintain the position
as Comment.
(Time Stamp: 46:09/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:47:03 a.m.)

Item 6. SB3128 / HB2309 — Relating to the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act, 1920
Staff presented a proposal to Support legislation expanding successorship eligibility on
Hawaiian Homelands:
e This measure would allow nieces and nephews to qualify for succession, broadening
eligibility beyond current parameters.
o [t was clarified that the proposal does not alter blood quantum requirements, but instead
modifies the degree of familial relationship eligible for succession rights.

Staff noted that the Board had previously supported this measure in a prior legislative session.
Trustees expressed agreement with the recommendation to support, noting the importance of
expanding access and maintaining continuity for beneficiaries’ families.
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Motion made by Trustee Ahuna to Approve OHA Position on Bills Affecting
Native Hawaiian Housing — Matrix 5.
(Time Stamp: 55:26/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:56:20 a.m.)

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

Roll Call

Motion carried by unanimous vote (9 — 0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Waihe‘e IV, and Chair
Galuteria

(Time Stamp: 55:47/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:56:41 a.m.

II. NEW BUSINESS (continued)

f. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position On Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Health — Matrix 6
(Time Stamp: 56:15/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:57:09 a.m.)

Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, informed the trustees that there were no changes on this matrix.

Motion made by Trustee Souza to Approve/Amend the 2026 Legislature:
OHA position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Health — Matrix 6
(Time Stamp: 56:36/1:19:47 ~ Real Tme: 9:57:30 a.m.)

Discussion
Vice Chair Akaka requested updates on:

Item 1. HB1690 - Relating to Minors
Staff confirmed that the prior update (provided the previous week) remained current.

o Staff reiterated:
o A meeting occurred with Representative Kila.
o The recommendation from staff was to utilize ‘aina based programs as an
alternative approach, rather than implementing a monetary payment structure.
o Representative Kila was receptive and supportive of this recommendation.
e The Trustees discussed the age-related provision:
o Agreement to retain the upper age limit at 18 (rather than modifying to a 16—18
range).
o Staff made no additional amendments or revisions.
o Representative Kila indicated willingness to advance the bill forward, contingent upon
incorporation of the recommended changes from his side.
(Time Stamp: 56:49/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:57:43)
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Item 2. HB1536 — Relating to Health Insurance
Trustee Akaka inquired about how OHA ‘s position on this matter went from Support to
Monitor.

Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, responded that there were so many good health bills this year;
and because OHA had staff limitations and were short on time, they were not able to cover all
bills they wanted to support.

(Time Stamp: 57:46/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:58:40 a.m.)

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

II. NEW BUSINESS (continued)

g. 2026 Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Education —
Matrix 7 (Time Stamp: 58:48/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:59:42 a.m.)

Public Testimony
None

Discussion

Leina‘ala shared that Item 5. SB2085 / HB1779 — Relating to School Meals; for some reason,
did not have a position; staff is recommending a position of Monitor.

(Time Stamp: 59:04/1:19/47 ~ Real Time: 9:59:58 a.m.)

Motion made by Trustee Akaka to Approve/Amend the 2026
Legislature: OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Education —
Matrix 7, except for:
SB3058 / HB1779 — Relating to School Meals from_No Position
to Monitor
(Time Stamp: 59:55/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:00:49 a.m.)

Discussion
o Trustee Akaka reported receiving communications from beneficiaries regarding
additional legislation not currently included in the matrices.

Trustee Akaka identified bills for future consideration:
e SB 2391 — Relating to Native Hawaiian Education (Teacher Pay & Collective
Bargaining):
o Request to include in Matrix 7 for future review.
o Noted as a beneficiary-raised concern relating to teacher compensation and
bargaining rights.
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o HB 1881 — Proposed Gondola Project (North Shore):
o Request to include in a future matrix.
o Raised due to community and beneficiary concerns, including:
= Potential impact on the community.
= Environmental concerns related to the mountainside.
o Identified as the measure referenced in communications (confirmed as originating
from Neil Teves).
o Acknowledgment by Chair and staff to include for future tracking.

Advocacy Team:
o Staff acknowledged the requests and confirmed inclusion for future matrix review and
consideration.

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

Roll Call

Motion passed by unanimous vote (9 - 0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Waihe‘e IV, and Chair
Galuteria

(Time Stamp: 58:22/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 9:59:16 a.m.)

II. NEW BUSINESS (continued)

h. 2026 OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Economic Stability — Matrix 8
(Time Stamp: 1:03:01/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:03:55)

Public Testimony
None

Discussion
e The Chair revisited discussion on gaming and sports wagering-related bills, noting prior
consideration but reopening for clarification.
o Staff reiterated previously proposed comment language, which included:
o If gaming or sports wagering is authorized, a portion of resulting revenues should
be dedicated to the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) and the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL).
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o This recommendation applies regardless of whether facilities are located on public
or private lands, with acknowledgment that casino development would occur on
private land.

Legislative Context:
o It was noted that similar proposals are introduced annually, raising questions about the
likelihood of movement.
o Staff indicated that at least one measure, particularly relating to sports wagering, appears
to be progressing within the legislative process.

Policy Considerations: Organizational Position on Gaming

Trustee Deliberation:
e Trustee Akina emphasized maintaining longstanding Board practice:
o No formal support for gaming or gambling measures.
o Recommended continuation of a neutral stance, consistent with prior years.

Clarification on Comments vs. Position:

e Discussion distinguished between:
o Taking a formal position (Support/Oppose), and
o Submitting comments for clarification purposes.

o Staff clarified the proposed comment:
o OHA may/may not endorse legalization of gaming.
o Any comment would solely state that if legalized, revenues should include a

designated share benefiting OHA.

Concerns Raised:
o Trustee Akana expressed concern that even conditional comments could:
o Be perceived as implicit support of gambling expansion.
o Present a policy inconsistency, given the organization's historical neutrality.
o Trustee Akaka also indicated intent to vote against submitting comments for this reason.

Clarifying Questions:
Scope of Gaming Measures:
o Trustees sought clarification on whether bills included:
o Lottery systems — Staff confirmed they do not.
o Instead, measures consist of:
= A ssingle physical casino facility model.
= Sports wagering, potentially including online betting.
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Additional Inquiry:
Question raised regarding inclusion of offshore or cruise ship gambling.

o

Staff indicated:
= The casino bill pertains to a land-based facility.
= The sports wagering bill is not geographically limited in the same way.
= No indication of offshore gambling provisions, though staff noted need
for formal confirmation.

(Time Stamp: 1:03:25/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:04:19 a.m.)

Motion made by Trustee Souza to Approve/Amend the 2026 Legislature:
OHA Position on Bills Affecting Native Hawaiian Economic Stability —
Matrix 8 (Time Stamp: 1:09:39/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:10:83 a.m.)

There being no further discussion, Chair Galuteria called for the vote.

Roll Call
Motion carried by unanimous vote (9 — 0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Waihe’e IV, and Chair
Galuteria
(Time Stamp: 1:09:51/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:10:45 a.m.)

Trustee Akaka asked for clarification before the meeting continued with the next topic.

Chief Advocate, Leina‘ala Ley, provided additional clarification following the prior vote
and discussion regarding gaming-related legislation, specifically the casino gaming bill.
It was noted that the clarification was consistent with the action already taken and did not
introduce new substantive changes.

Key Clarifications:

o

O O O O

Reference was made to page 77 of the casino gaming bill, which outlines existing
revenue allocation provisions.

The bill already includes designated revenue streams to specific programs and
entities, including:

A compulsive gamblers program.

Administrative funding for the Gaming Commission.

Ten percent allocation to the City and County of Honolulu.

Five percent allocation to the Aloha Stadium Entertainment District.
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e The Trustees previously discussed recommendation—to include OHA as a recipient of a
revenue share—would:
o Fit within the existing revenue allocation framework of the bill.
o Not constitute a new or novel concept, but rather an addition to an already
established section of the measure.

Board Response
e The Chair acknowledged the clarification and confirmed that:
o No further changes or amendments were necessary at this time.
o The previously adopted position remains intact.
(Time Stamp: 1:10:17/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:11:11 a.m.)

I1II. NEW BUSINESS (continued)

1. OHA Position on Bills Affecting Hawai‘i Revised Statutes, Chapter 6E (‘Iwi Kiipuna and
Historic Preservation — Matrix 9
(Time Stamp: 1:11:25/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:12:20 a.m.)

Motion made by Trustee Ahuna to Approve/Amend the 2026 Legislature:
OHA Position on Bills Affecting Hawai‘i Revised Statutes Chapter 6E (‘Iwi
Kiipuna and Historic Preservation — Matrix 9

(Time Stamp: 1:12:03/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:12:57 a.m.)

Public Testimony
None

Discussion
None

There being no discussion, Chair Galuteria calls for the roll.

Roll Call

Motion carried by unanimous vote (9 — 0)

Yes: Trustsees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Waihe‘e IV, and Chair
Galuteria

(Time Stamp: 1:12:20/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:12:57 a.m.)

ITII. COMMUNITY CONCERNS AND CELEBRATIONS
None
(Time Stamp: 1:17:42/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:18:36 a.m.)
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IV. ANNOUNCEMENTS

Chair Galuteria introduced Thomas Cleek from the Royal Order of Kamehameha.

Former Trustee, Peter Apo, and Keith Ridley (also from the Royal Order of Kamehameha) want
to get more politically involved so they have teamed up with OHA‘s advocacy team.

(Time Stamp: 1:18:17/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:19:11 a.m.)

V. ADJOURNMENT

Motion made by Trustee Souza to adjourn the February 11, 2026 meeting of the
Committee on Beneficiary Advocacy and Empowerment
(Time Stamp: 1:19:08/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:20:02 a.m.)

There being no further business, Chair Galuteria calls for the roll.

Roll Call

Motion carried by unanimous vote (9 — 0)

Yes: Trustees Ahuna, Akaka, Akina, Alapa, Kahele, Lindsey, Souza, Waihe‘e IV, and Chair
Galuteria

(Time Stamp: 1:19:15/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:20:09 a.m.)

The February 11th, 2026 meeting of this committee is adjourned.
(Time Stamp: 1:19:44/1:19:47 ~ Real Time: 10:20:32 a.m.)

Respectfully submitted,

Lei-Ann Stender Durant, Trustee Aide
Committee Recording Secretary

Brickwood Galuteria, Trustee At-Large
BAE Committee Chair

Date Approved:
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OFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS
Beneficiary Advocacy & Empowerment Committee

II1. Executive Session§

A. Update on Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument and
Sanctuary and Recent Federal Action Concerning Commercial Fishing
Access. The BAE Committee anticipates convening in an executive
meeting pursuant to HRS § 92-5(a)(4) to receive updated information
and consult with its legal counsel regarding the Board of Trustees’
powers, duties, privileges, immunities, and liabilities with respect to
OHA'’s legal options and potential litigation related to the defense of
resource protections in Papahanaumokuakea Marine National
Monument and Sanctuary.

B. Approval of Executive Session Minutes
a. September 17, 2025

No public packet materials are available for this agenda item
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