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Dear members of the Resource Committee and Karen and Edward of the DOL:

| have read the draft report and the Akaka Bill . | am compslied to
carmment.

The similarities between this repart and the Akaka Bill make it obwious that
Akaka's office and the offices that collabarated an this repert are working
hand in hand to advance @ preconceived agenda, This draft makes it ohvious
that the agenda being advanced by the report/bill has little to do with
justice, resencillation, and the stated will of Na Kanaka Mapli bt iz

rather an effort lo pratect the interests of the United States and the State

of Hawaii by establishing 2 federally controlled Hawaiian Governing Bady
madeled after other iederally established Mative American governments. 1t is
alen obwious that the preponents of the report/bill have no intention of
sonzidering public testimony given last December and thiz summer where it
conflicts with the pre- conceived agenda being advanced in this report and
in the Bl

Last December Sthin Hilp Assizlant Interior Secretary Jobin Barry 3aid

“ludge us by what we do when we leave here.” | have read and seen what you
Rave done and are attempting to do, a3 have the Ma Kanaka Macki. This eepart
i5 an nsult to every Kanaka Magli. The report would have Ma Kanzka Maoli
believe that afficial subjrgation within tha framework of Fecderal law' and
under the plenary power of the Federal Government is just reconciliation for
having illegally and wrangly destroyed the governenent of their peaceful
kingdom, The draft report packages this subjugation under the title "FROM
MAUKA TO MAKA]: THE RIVER OF JUSTICE MUST FLOW FREELY. | can anly judae aty
person whi would atternpt to cenvinee ancther that this 13 juslice a5 2
seoundrel of low maral guality and questisgnable intenticns.

& the begioning of the Draft, in the description ot the recenciliation
process, the Draft states



" Reconciliation...requires action to rectify the injustices and

compengation for the harm,” Where in this draft is the compensakion for the
independance and Scvereignty taken from Hawaiians? Sursly the dralt'z
aukhors can't believe sell determination as defined by the Akaka Bill iz
equal & the independent and sovereign nation status that hag been
wrongtully taken from Havealians.

Page i, paragraph 2, of the draft states 'This document., should be read
merely as the next step' Yat, in the very next paragraph, the ultimate
result is clearly stated as follows: “This recensiliatioh precess should
ultimately result in congressional confirmation of 3 political gevernment o
government relationship belween native Hawaiians and the Fedsral Gevernment
pursuant t¢ Congress’ plenary authorily over lndian Affaire.® | believe the
authors of the draft have deliberately attermpted to mislead the Hawaiian
peaple inte believing this report leaves the door open to restoratian of the
Hawaiian Kingdor., In reality, the draft and the Akaka Bill close the deer on
Seavergignty forever. The position of the Draft's authars o the subject of
Hawaiian Ingependence needs to be stated clesrly so that Hawaiians
understand the full efiect af the Bill and the Drafl.

Page i parageaph 2, goes on to state, "the United States and Hawaiiahs
{will} move forward in further diglogue.” Paragraph 2, page i stales, "The
rature of {the government to government) relatignship and the particular
entity dealt with by the United States should be delermined by congress in
consultalion with native Hawaiians.” The aukhers of the draft have ciearly
shown the degres to which dialogus with Na Kanaka Macli affects their
considerations. By ignoring the bulk of testimeny in public hearings
receivad 5o far, Ma Kanaka Maoli would be well advised to onderstand that
the nature of the relatignship will be determined iy cangrese as stated
above. Of course, congress will consult with Ma Kanaka Maoli just az they
cansulted with Ma Kanaka Maoli prier to issuing this draf.

Fage 1, paragrapt 1 af the Draft refers to Hawaiian ¢ullure in the past
tense.. Hawaiian culture is alive today and should nat be referred tain the
past tense. Roy Eenham of Senator Akaka's offlice was recently quoted as
sayving he doubited many Hawanans wantad e go back to living off the land,

The awna (land) is an integral part of traditional Hawaiian cuiture,
Hawaiians have been forced into a culture they are not suited to and the
overwhelming majority of Hawaiians have suffered a5 a result. Stafiztics
bear thiz owt. It i3 cultural deprivation fostered by the assumption that
Hawiaitarns are better off under the colwre of the United States/ 7/ that bas
been most responsitle lar Lheir deciing.

Page 1. Paragraph 2 of the draft fails to mention that these treaties are
still in full force and efigct, 11 this is not the case, Be authors of the
drafi weuld be well advized to diepel the myth by citing how it is thess
treatizs are no longer in eflect and by what authoeiy.

Fage 1, paragranh 1bree of the draft {ails to mention that the acts of the
Cammittes of Safety, Minister Stevens, and the United States military forces
were illegal, faits ta menticn the circumstances and participants
responsible for the bayonelted canstitulion, fails to mentien that the crown
and public lands were illegally aperopriated by the Provisional Gevernmenl.

TS



This paragraph fails ta mendien the Blount report and stales that "Fresident
Cleveland initially opposed the overthrow® One could conclude that

Cleveiand changed his mind later..this is nat the case. It would be far

mare accurate W stata that the President opposed the geerthrow, fired hiz
Minister who conspired with the Cammittee of Safety, and demanded that the
Crown be rastored. Alzo nof mentioned here are the twe failed attempts by
eongress o annes Hawaii by two thirds mmajority vole. This paragraph gces on
to state "Congress annexed Hawail in 1898, without the consent of the MNative
Hawaiian peaple.” This iz misteading a5 well.,.. [t woutd ba far rere

accurate to state here that Hawaii was annéxed to the United Slates by joint
resolution of Congress at the time of the Spanish American war in violation

af international law and against the express will of the Hawaiian People as
evidenced by the Ku'e petitions.

This authars of the Draft seek to recencile, to seeh jusiice, or 2o they

£ay, Why then would such a while washed version of Hawaiizo history be
prasented here? The wrongs, which have so conveniently been omitted in
paragraph threa, page 1 ory out for justics, They shauld, rightfully, be at

the cote of any reconciliation, Have they been omitked hers aut af shame?
Can it be that the authors of the draft are attermpling to minimize the
damage that they seek to reconcile apd so reduce the compensation? Are the
authors atteropting to avaid the truth n order to aveid having to compensate
for these wrongs? The Draft neads ta clearly state the wrongs that the
Federal Governiment is responsible far and seeks to reconcile thase wrongz
threugh this Draft and the Akaka Bill. Rather than describing reconciliation
in abstract terms Lhe Draft would be far more credible and sincere if it

were to ctle e2ach propesed reconciliation for each wrong commitéed,

Page L. Paragraph 2 of the Draft fails to mention that these programs have
been a dismal failure far all bt a bandful of Hawaidans in the 80 years of
their existence, These failures too muest be addreszed in any genuine
racanciliation.

Fage 2, paragraph 1 of the Draft uses the erm "quasi-governmental service
providers ' If this term is meant to describe the activities of sovereign
Hawaiians, il is inflammatory. |f the authors seek the caageration of the
Hawaiian people, they would do well {0 amit the demeaning words
"quati-governmenial "

Page 2, paragraph 2 of the Drall fails to mention that these programs have
tnet with only limited success and that these eflorts pale in comparison to
the ¢ornpenzation due Mative Hawaiians, The United States stole their
country, made thair people second ¢lass citizens in their awrr land,
destroyed their health, allowed 209 ¢f their population to die, took away
their land 5a they could not farm, imposed a culture ¢n thetn b which they
were not suited and never will be and 0 return, passed two significant

Bils and are warking on a third, 100 vears later. Mo justice here that 2ny
reasonable persen cauld see. These bills may help the people of shallow
canscience that are responsicle for the Hawaiians' demise o sleep a1 mght,
but they have dore little 1o resalve the plight of Hawanans.

Page 2, paragraph & af 1he Draft lzils to menlign demands for restoration of
Hawaiian severeignty made at the December 1999 hearings. The averwhelming
criajority of the speakers at he hearings demanded sovereignty. This Draft



appears 1o deliberately understate demants of Ma Kanaka Maoli made at the
Cecember 1999 bearings 20 that recommendations af the Dralt appear o
represent the wishes af Na Kanaka Maoli. The authers ol the Draft do a great
dizsarvice to the Congress that passed Apology Bill and who made clear their
intention to recencile and who entrusted the authars to carry out their
intenkians. I'm hard pressed to believe the Congress of the United  States
would conclude thiz DOraft even begins to address the degree of

reconciligtion called far in the Apalogy Bill.

Page 3, paragraph 2 of the Draft states, “American Indian and Alaska Mative
Pecples view the Federal Indian self-deterrnination polity 83 recognizing
their legilimake aspiration to trangmit their distinet native values,

traditions, beliefs, and aboriginal lands to their future generations”

| wan't attempt to debate whal American Indians think abgut Federal indian
policy in these comments., However, the abeve staternent implies Lhat the
federal policies recormmendad by the report include transferring Ka Fae Aina
fthe Hawaiian Archipelage) to fulure genarations of Na Kanaka Maoki. The
skatement impliss aboriginal lands of Mative Americans are to be trangmilted
to their future gancralicns. :

In reality both the bifl and the dratt avold the issue of specifie
recommendations with respect to iand, The issue of land is paramount 10 any
reconcilistion with Ma Kanaka Macli and needs to be clearly stated in any
legislation. If the dispositian of abariginal lands is to be left to the

ultirate dizcression of the Federzl Government that fact needs to be clearly
stated in the Lill.

Page 2 Paragraph 3, states "A Mative Mawaiian Geverning Body, crganized
against a backgraund of established precedent, wiuld serve as a
representative voice for the Mative Hawaiian people...”

Prasumably the established precedent mentioned above refers o Federal
Indian pelicy. However, eatablished policy could be presumed to mean
policies of internalignal law. Under international law Na Kanaka Maoli are &
Sewereign and Independent people, Under the recommendations ot this repart

Ma Kanaka Macl wauld become wards of the Federal Ggweramant. Common sense

would dictate that the reprasentative woice of Na Kanzka Magh would be
bedtar represented withoul any asserton ar control from Federal Indian
poficy. The ‘Background of established precedent” reletred to above, needs
to b defined and clearly stated. :

This Paragraph further states the "United States should azsist the native
Hawaiizn people by supparting recrganization efforts and clarifying its
urigue legal and political relationstip.”

The recaomrendatians in the report eeek to assert and expand Faderal Indian
pelicy and the plenary power of Congress aver Na Kanaka Maali, The atove
spntence could be mizsinterpreted to mean that sorme kind of *unique
relaticnship® already exists and the repart is simply recommenciog that the
relaticnship be clarified. The recommendalians in this report are tar

reaching and radically modify any exigling relatienship between Na Hanaka
bzl and the Pederal Governiment including establishing Whe plenary power of
Congress over Ma Kanaka Maoli and should nat be charackerized as
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clarificaticon.
Fage 3 Faragraph 4 (Recommendation 1)

Thiz paragraph states "The Hawaiian people shauld have self-determination
aver their own affairs withing the framework of Federal law.” This theme,
within the framewaork of Federal law® is present throughout the drafts of
the bitl and the repart.

My understanding of Federal law is extremely limited. However thare is
widespread belisf among Ma Kanaka Maoli that a jeint resclution of Congress,
such as the joint resolulion that provided for the anpexation of Hawaii to

the United Stakes is invalid, 35 joint resalutions of congress apply anly o

the domestic policy and cannot assert the policies af the Federal Gowernment
on those of another sovereign govarntment.

Azsuming this to be true, and also assuming the |llegal actions of the

Unitad States Minister ke Hawaii and the lllegal acts of tha United States
Military lead ko the present demise of the Hawaiian government, Would it nct
be "within the framework of Federal law™ to restore the Hawaiian Govarnrmenlt
ta its rightiu] constituents as recommended by President Cleveland? If my
vnderstanding, and that of many Ma Kanaka Maoli with respect to the effect
of & Congressional Joint resclution is incorreet, it would serve the authors

of the dratt Bill and the report to dispel the myth by stating clearly in

the bill and the report by what autherity the United  States has legal
jurisdiction over the Hawaiian Isiands and Ma Kanaka Magli.

Eage 4 paragraphs 1, 2, and 2 (Recommendations 2,3,and 4}

The recammendation of this report, simply staled, is that the affairs of Mz
Kanaks Maoli became subject to the plenary power of Congress and that the
alfaire of Ma Kanaka Maoli become administered by the Interior Departtnent
and the Justice Department through the BlA, Tha recommendation of thes
repart, further siimpfified, is that Ma Kanaka Maoli sutfer the same fate as
that of all other indigenous peapla in the United States, Indeed the
Fecammeandation and the dratt held up these relationships a5 an example of
their intentivns. The adoption policies to establish the ralaticnship

between Ma Kanaka Maali and the United States shoukd be fair and  equitable.
Hesever, the inferests of the Lnited States and Ma Kanaks Mawli are
tstaprsed, The recemmendation of this report, 1hat Na Kanaka Macli becorme
subject to the plenary pwer of Congress, 12 obviously unfair and weighied
heavily in the Interests of the United States. The recornmendation 1hat the
relationshio ke adminiskered as 7 domestic congern by the Department of the
Imerior iz demeaning to a people with a distinet culture abd  governrent,

and cannat be considered by 2oy rational person as a8 fair relatonging
between two peaples. The relationship between lhe Umited States and Ma
Kanaka Maali should bBa that af equals not of master and ward. As such, the
report and the bill would do well to recomrmend and establish offices in the
State Dapartrment rather than the interior Tepartmend W adiminister the
United States relationship with Ma Kanaka tManli.

Fage 4 paragraph 4 (Recomméndation 3

This paragraph states "While the Departenents are not able at this time to



recormmend a precise outling igr thess eflarts. " 11 it is safe &0 assume

the efforts to reconciie will mirror reconciliation with Amarican indians a3
recornmended in the report, the outline has already been established and is a
matter of record, | submit to the authors of the report that based on
precedent, i.e., the United States treatment of Mative Americans over the
past 200 vears, is the reasan an outline has been omitted from this report.

| submit to those who consider the recommendatinng of this report that 1he
intention of the kil and thiz report are an efiort to establish United

Stales control over the atfairs of Ma Kanaka Maoli first and then 14
implerment pelicy 2= the United States sees fit,

This paragraph goes on o stabe "the Executive Branch, Congress, the State

of Hawaii, and the Native People must develap an appropriagte process 1o
gneure true recanciliation' One might conclude from this statement that the
authars of the report are cecarmrmending direct dialogue between the branches
of the United States Government mentioned abeve and Ma Kanaka Magli. The
Draft bill makss it clear the Hawaiian Governing Body will net be dealing
directiy with the United Stales Government except through a designated
representative of the Departmént of the Interior. These will be no direct

fiaison between Na Kanaka Maoli and Congress, the Executive Branch,
Congress, or any other United States Government agency other than the
designated representative for the Department of the Interior. The authers of
the report would be far more accurate if they stated here that Na Kanaka
Macli participation in the reconciliation process will be conducted threugh

a representative of the Interior departiment who will make his recammendation
ta the varicus branches of the United Stakes Government who will ultimately
decide what constitutes fair and equitable reconciliation.

Page 4 Paragraphs 5,6,2nd 7

The eftect of 1he=a paragrapht is to recommend that the plenary pover of the
Cengress be established over Na Kanaka Maali pricr to recommending 2oy
spiecific rights or reconciliation action,

This paragraph recoenmends accept that the United States holds all the Wump
cards before the hands are dealt.

Page & Paragraphs 1 and 2

This paragraph states "The report does not address whether, n extending
Federal recognificn to Native Hawailans, Congress should address any general
or specific claims thal Mative Hawailans that Mative Havaifans may
potentialy assert with respect to the United States, tha State of Hawaii,

or other persons.”

This repart iz tilled "Mauka to Makai, the River of Juslice BMust Flow

Fraely” how can any report so titled not recommend specifically that

Congress addrass the general and specific claims of Ma Kanaka Madki? How is
the Justice the report titles it's sefi after supposed 1o opcur if theze

rlaims are not addressed by thase responsible? Surely the report isn'l
recommending the United States serve a8 Judge and Jury in the determination
of campensation for wrongs committed.

Fage 14



Senator Akaka is Quated as declaring in Becember of 1999 "Racanciliation was
never intended to be unilaterally determined by the Faderal Government.
Reconciliation, gr healing, invelves a multitude of issues, the outcome of

which will be determined by the Hative Hawaitan Cornmunity.” Thiz was either
a lie or Lha guthors of this report have taken it ypon themselves to

recommend that reconciliation take place under the plenary power of the
Congress in consultation with Ma Karaka Maoki in contravention of Senator
Akaka's declaration. '

Jahin Berry of the Department of the Interier is quoted as stating "We came
with open minds, open ears, and open hearts to porsue these tasks' in
referring to reconciliatien, Jobn Berry's statement was gither a ke or the
authors of the report have scted in contravention of John Berry's statement
by tailing to provide accurate statistics and docurmentation or surmmaries of
public input at the December hearings. Public comment was overwhelmningly
appused to federal recognition and pro soveraignty and resteration of Na
banska Magl independence. The authors of the report have not listened to
the will of Ma Kanaka Magli. Open minds and ears kept alive by a heart of
ctane have no place in an sifort to réconcile. '

Page 15

John Berry is quoked 35 commenting *There iz great ignorance or the mamiland
0 the history of Hawaii, to the history of the sy treatment of Native
Hawaiians by the Uoied Srates, and that needs to be elevated. We need to be
about educating Americans, because Americans are justice loving people.”

What efforts have been mada by the DOE to educate Armericans as to Hawaiian
Hisbary? :

Theze Justice loving Ameticans are directly responstble for the plight of Ma
Karnaka Maalk. Whare has the justice been over the last 100 and more years?
Where were these Justice |owng peonle when Litioukalani plead for them 1o
restare ber to ber throne? Where were these justice leving Americans when
Hawszii was annexed to the United States against the wishes of Ma Kahaka
Maali? Where were thess justice loving people when 0%, of the Hawsiian
populztion died as a direct result of American poliey? Where were these
justice loving peaple when the Bayvanet constitution was toisted upon the
Kanaka Maoli povernment? Where were thesa justice loving peaple when ther
minister acted without congressicnal autherity o canspire with these

justice loving American Businessien to overthrow the government af Ma Kanaka
Maoliz Where were your justice loving Americans when Na Kanaka aol
mortality, dropout, disease, diverce, health, land cwnership, and other

vital statistics plunged bo the lowest in their cwn land 23 a direct reeult

of American policy? Where werg your juslice loving Americans Mr, Berry!
Where are they now!? Dan't feed any more of your justice loving  Armerican crap
to Ma Kanaka Macli they've been ehoking on it for more than a huodred yoars.

Page 16 paragraph 1

What is the web address where the statements referred €0 in this paragraph
are pasted? | searched the 001 site and feund no statements.



Fage 16 Table

This information is of little value without incleding statistical

information ¢n the percentape of teslimony pros and cons on Soversignty,
Mation within 8 natton, Self Cetermination, Anti reconciliation, and land

and natural resourees, Does the 299, here represent pro sovereignty, anti
govergignty, or what? Do the Land and nalural resgurces here represent
paaple who wanted native land restored to its rightiul owners, people who
weere concerned with keeping the land they stale or what? |t egems the

authors of the report and the GOl have gone ta great lengths {o conceal the
fact that testirmaony at both the December 19899 hearings and the August/Sepl.
2000 hearings was averwhalmingly anli recagnition and pro soveraignty,

Page 17 paragraph 2

Hera the report states "Far and away the greatest number of stalements
received coneerned Mative Hawatians' desire to have greater control awer
their present lives and their destinies as well as the lives and destinies

af thatt ehildren. The Departments believe that these goals can be achieved
through recognition by the United States of a Mative Hawaiian governing body
similar to Mative Amarican tribes.® It would La far mare accurate to state

here that far and away the préatest number of staterments racaivad concerned
native Hawaiian demands for restitugion for wrongs commitied by 1he United
Slates and the Restoration of Hawsiian independence. Recent reporis in the
media haye quoled Fedaral officials as downplaying the significance of the
testimony as that of a vecal minority, This calls into question he

sincerity of the bill's proponents, and their willingness to consider the

wishes of Wa Kanaka Maale. The gall f¢r sovergignty and reslitution is the
woice of the vast majarity of Ma Kanaka Maoll, What prudent person would  opt
for Federat wardship over. Scvereignty and Restitution? Why do the report's
authors believe the stated desire of Ma Kanaka Maali to gain greater control
aver their gwn destiny iz bhettar servad by Faderal wardship that by
Sovareigniy and restitution? Surely the dismal record of Mative Americans
under Federal wardship can't be cited as evidence te support the report's
recommendation in thes regard,

Page 17 paragraph 3

The report siates ‘Because of the role of United states afficers in the
dizzolution of the MNative Hawaiian monarchy, many people testified that the
Federal gowernment should assist with the creation of a.native Hawaiian
entity that may apgly for recognilign.” Lwill negd fo review  the lastimony

b verily what constitutes "many people” te the authors of the repart, I1's
interesting to note that the report's authors are guick to cite an instance
where testimony concurs wilh the recormmendations ¢f the report, yet ignare
the majority af testimany that conflicts with their recommendations.,
Specifically the call for Hawaiian sgearsignty and eastitution for past

wrpngs cammitted by the Linited States.

Page 18 paragraph 2
Tha repart states, in reference 1o exisling fribal ferme conzistent with

foderal law, “In addilien, Congress adopted a corporate torm  that exists for
Alaskan Natives for the limited purpeses of holding certain aszets provided



in settlement of land claims.® By itmplying this farm of -government might

suit Ma Kanaka Maoli, the repart contradicts the disclaimer on page 4 ol tha
report which states The report does not address whethee, in extending
Federal regognition to Mative Hawaiians, Congress should address - any general
or spectiic claims that Native Hawaiians that Mative Hawaiians ray
potentialiy assert with respect to the United States, the State of Hawaii,

ar gther persons.”

This paragraph goes on to say that "Mative Hawalians and Congress should
develop the sppreprlate model " This report and the bill make it abundantiy
clear that existing Federal policy 13 to be the medel for the MNative

Hawailan gaverning body, This paragraph appears to be designad ta
deliberately mislead Na Kanaka Maoli into believing they will be an equal in
the process. |s this an example of the justice John Berry meant when he
referred to justice loving Americans? Perhaps it is the style of these

juslice loving Americans te mislead unsuspecting pecplte to this justice they
love so rruch. That would explain a graat deal.

Page 18 through Pags 19

In any reasonable call by Congress 1@ reconcilz with the pecple of 2 nation
that have sufiered a2 Na Kanaka Maoli have suffared at the hands of the
Unitas States should be made the responsibility of the State Departrment. The
recammendation of this repert 10 place responsibility reconciling damage
done to the peopte of an independent nation with the Departrment of Lhe
Intarior does mare 10 legitimiza the wrongs committed than it does to
recongile thern, The draft bill which was made public during the time for
comments on the draft repart states that the Lill represents the “hest

step” in recongiliation. The sincerily of the authors 6f the bill and the

report has to be called inte question by the proposal to have the admittedly
Ulegal everthirow of a legitimate gavernment and the demise of s people
reconciled by the Interior Department. The first recemmendation of the
Departments responsible for this report should be Lo recommend the
responsibility b2 turned over 1o the State Department, not in the intersst

oi ducking responaibility but in the interest of the pursuit of justice.

Page 20 { Recommendatien 5}

The report slates 'case by case kligation would not be the most productive
avenue for reconciliation® This paragraph could easily be canstrued a5 2
recommendation that Ma Kanaka Maoli rights to a trial by jury be replaced by
an "appropriate process’ developed by "the Executive Branch, Congress, the
State of Hawail, and the Mative Hawaiian peopie” where 1he plenary powsr of
Congress over Ma Kanaka Maoli presides ¢wer the developrent ot any such
procens. Justice Loving Americans. What a concept! | apelagize for the
sarcashic 1one here, but really, whe the hall came up with this brilliant

piece? See; "Bl of Rights' available in any American History book, Sheesh!
What a dope who came up with this! Oh but wait... If thig ineans Na Kanaka
haali are nol entitled to protection under the Bill of Rights a3 they are

not Americans Il take it! But you need to state that reasan here.

Fages 2] through 55 (A Brief History of Hawaii)

A fairly accurate history it presented here. However, the disposition of



Hawraiian Lands iz presented from the United States and the State of Hawaii's
point of view withgul mantion Na Kanaka Magli documented claims and no
racommendation is made in the report or the drat bill 33 ta ke the fand
izzpe it 1o be settled. Na Kanaka Macli would be well advized o understand
that no specific guarantess are recommended by the repart or addressed by
the bill. Land is the most crifical issue in any reconciliation with Ma

Kanaka Wauli as the deprivation of land rs the aclion most responsible for
the distnal status of Ma Kanzka Macli. [t needs to be made ¢lear that the
authors of the report are recoimmending the resoluion of land issues will be
made by the Federal government in consullation with Ma Kanaka Macli where
the Faderal poverniment has plenany power over any conclusions réacbed.

Somewhere in this Draft, | read that the Constitution did nol provide for

thi State of Hawaii to part from the Union. Ma Kanaks Maoli have oo interest
in the United States relalionship with ite states. Na Kanaka Macli do have

an interest in the reconciliation and redress of grievances, 1t's bard far

e ba imagine that anvene who has a conscience and has read the hiskory
presented in the report could present the recommendations in the report 3nd
label thern a5 justice. |5 the Justice Americans love juctice without
cohscience? Perhaps this is the difference between Pong and Justige.

Appendix €,

| wrizh L3 distribute my comments on the Draft report to those whe

partizipated in the December 1999 hearings and the AugustSsept 2000 Rearings
on the draft bifll. The conspicucus zhsence of Inforrmation in Appendix C, the
Abzance of staternents and testimony on the D01 web site, the cancellation af
outer |sland hearings an the draft bill, the absence in the report of

statistical inbormation on epinions woiced at the hearings, and public

cofmments by officials intended to diminish the significance ot testimony,

all these actigns by proponents of the bill, make me wonder whether the

authars of the repart and propanents of the bill are attermgtiog {o quash
discussion and influence public opinion to sdvance their agenda,

Fono....John Beery used a Lol of Hawaiizo language in addrassing Ma Kanaka
Maali, There is Hawsiian language scattered here and there throughout the
report. Pang.... learn the word live the word.... to be a Justice loving

pargan, American ar otherwise, you must understand Fono.... When you
understand...come Bagk and see Ma Kanaka Magli and {2tk Pong. Unfil then
it's best vou take your bill back to the justice loving Americans you

represerst and axplain you have faided miserably. _Ma Kanaka Maoli have had
too much of Justice loving Americans zlready... Ma Kanaka Macli have no uze
for a kil thal iz ot Fono. .

mahalo for listening;

Kawika L. K. fwvana & Ohana (Faemilyy



