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Subject; drai zeport/bill comments - Hawaii

08/ 10400
Dear members of the Resource Committes and Karen and Edward ot the DO

My name is David Ingham, | have no financial interests or family tes te Hawail. | was fortunate to
have spent my early years living with Na Kanaka Maoli and developed a deep and abiding respect
for these fine peopls.

1 have read the dradt report and the Akaka Bill .- | am compelled o commaent.

The sirnilaritizs between this report and the Akaka Bill make il obvicus that Akaka's alfice and the
affices that collaborated on this report are working hand in hand to advance a preconceived
agend:. This draft makes it obvious that the agenda being advanced by (e repartsbill has litle
to do with justice, reconciliation, and the stated will of Ma Kanaka Macli but is rather an effart ta
prokect the interests of the United States and the State of Hawali by establishing 3 federally
cantralled Hawaiian Gaverning Body modeled atter olher federally established Mative American
povernments. It s also ohvious that the proponents of the report/bill have no intention i
cangidering public destimeny given last Decernber and this summer where it conilicts with the
pre- conceived apenda being advanced in this report and in the bilk.

Last Decernbear 8thin Hila Assisiant Ioteror Secralary lohn Berry said "Judge ue by what we do
when we leave here” | Nave reag and seen what you have done and are attemptiog ta 4o, a2 have
the Ma Kanaka tacli. This reacerlis an insull 1o every Kanaka Maoli, The repart would have Na
Kanaka Magli believe that oHicial subjugation within the "rarmeworhk of Federal law" and under
the plenary power of lhe Federal Governrnent i just reconciliation for having illegally and wirongly
destroved the government of their peaceiul kingdom. The drait report packages this subjugakion
under the titte "FRONM MAUKA 0 MAKAL THE RIVER OF JUSTICE MUST FLOW FREELY." | can
anly judge any person whe woold atlempt to convines angther 1hak this is justice as a staundrel




of low maral quality and guesliznablz intentians.

At {he hepinning of the Draft, in the desceiption of the reconcilabian procets, the Draft states

" Recanciliation._requires aclion to reclily the injustices and compensation for the harm.”

Where in {his draft is the compensation for the independence and Sovereignty taken from
Hawaiians? Surely the draft's authars can’t believe self determination as delined Ly the Akaka Bill
is equal to the independent and savereign nation status that has been wronglully taken from

Hawaiians,

Fage ii, paragraph 2, of the draft stakes "This documanl,ghodld be repd merely 25 the pext
step.” Yet, in {he very next paragraph, the ultirmate result is clearly stated as follews: "This
reconciligtion process should ultimately result in congressional confirmation of
a political government to government relationship hetween native Hawalians
and the Federal Government pursuant to Congress’ plenary autharity over
Indian Affairs.” | believe the authors of the draft have deliberately attempled to
mislead the Hawaiian people into believing this report leaves the door open 1o
restoration aof the Hawaiian Kingdom. In reality, the draft and the Akaka Bill close
the doar on Sovergignty forever. The position of the braft's authors on the
subject of Hawaiian Independence needs to be stated clearly so that Hawailans
understand the full effect of the Bill and the Drait.

Page ii paragraph 2, goes on to state, “the United States and Hawaiians (will) moye
forward in further dialggue.” Faragraph 3, page ii siates, "The nafure of (the
government to government) relationship and the particular entity dealt with by
the United States should be determined by congress in consultation with native
Hawaiians.” The authors of the draft have clearly shown the degree to which
dialogue with Ma Kanaka Maoli affects their considerations. By ignoring the bulk
of testimeny in public hearings received so far, Na Kanaka Macli would be well
advised to ynderstznd that the nature of the retationship will be determined by
congress as statec above, OfF course, cangress will consult with Ma Kanaka Maoli
just as they consulf.d with Ma Kanaka Macli prior to issuing this draft.

Page 1, paragraph 1 of 1he Draft refers to Hawaiian cullure in the past tense. Hawatian culture is
alive today and should not be referred Lo in tke past tense, Roy Benham of Sermator Akaka's afflge
was recently quoted a3 saying he doubted many Hawaians wanted to go back to living off the
land.

The aina (land) is an imegral part ol fracilional Hawziian cultues, Hawaiiang hiave been forged into
a culture they are rod saited to ang the overwhelming majerity of Hawaitans have suffered as &
result. Statistics bear this ool It s culluzal Seprivatian fostered by 1he assurmnplign that
Hawajians arg better off ender the culture of the United Statee//S that has been most

responsitiie far their dacline,



Fage 1. Paragraph 2 of the draft iails to renbion that shese {reaties are still ih full torce ard
sifect. 1f this 12 not the case, 1he authors of the dralt would be well advised to dispel the myth oy

citing bow it is these treaties are ng longer in cffect and oy what authority.

Page 1, paragraph thres of the craf iails to mention that the aots of the Committes of Safety,
Minister Stevens, and the United Siates military forces were illegal, talls to rention the
circumstances and garticipants responsible for tie bayonetted constitution, fails ta mention that
the crown and public lands were ilegally apprapriated by the Frovisinal Governmend. This
paragraph faile to reentign the Glount repert and states that “Presifgent Clevelang initially
apposed the overlhrow.” One could conclude that Cleveland changed his mind later., this is not
the case. [t would be far mare accurale to 2tate that the President oppased the overthrow, firad
his Ministar who consgired with lhe Commiltee of Sakety, and dermanded that the Crewn be
restared. Also not mendioncd hers are the two failed atternpts by congrezs to annex Hawaii by

two thirds rmajarity voie, This paragraph goes on to state “Congress annexed Hawaji jn 1898,

without the consent of the MNative Hawaiial people.” Thiz is misleading as well,... |t wauld be far
more accurale to state here 1hat Hewaii was annexed io the United States by joint resokution o
Cangress at the time of the Spamsh American war in wiclation of international lzw and against the

express will of the Hawaiian Feople as evidenced by the ¥u's petitions.

This autiors of the Drail seck 1o reconcie. to seek justice, or so they say, Why then would such a
white washed version of Sawaiian hisiore be pregented here? The wrongs, whieh have so
cgnveniently been pruitted in paragraph theee. page 1 cry out for justice. They should, rightiully,
be at the core of any recanciliation, Hawe they been omitted here out of sharme? Can it be that the
suthars of the draft are aitermpling ta runimize 1he damage thal they seek to reconcile and =6
raduce the compensation? Arg 1he authors atiempting te aveid tne fruth in order to avond having
to compensate tor these wrongs? The Draft needs to clearly state the wrongs that the Fedéral
Goyernmend is responsible tor and seeks ta reconeile those Wrongs through this Bratt and the
Lkaka Bill. Rather Whan describing reconcilistion in abstract tenms the Draft would be far more

eredible and sincers if il were to cite each propased reconcilialign for each wrang committed.

Page 1. Paragraph 3 of the Draft éails to mentign that these programs have been a dismal Failure
for all but & hangiul of Haweiians in the 80 years of thear @astence. These failures too must be

addressed in any genuine resoncitiabion.

Page 2, paragraph 1 o the Dralt uaes the term "guasi-governmmental service providers® If this
term is reant to describe the actiilies of soversign Hawaiizns, it is inflamrmatory, 1f the Aulhors
zeek the cooperaiion of the Hawanan pegple. 1hey would do well to amit the demeaning words

“Quasi-governmental.”

Fage 2, paragraph 2 oi the Dralt fails to mention that these programs have et with only limited
sutrest and thal these efforis pake in comparizon 1o the compensation due Mative Hawaliana.
The United Siates siole ther country. made their people sedond class citizens i their own Yand,
destroyed their health. allowes 905 of their pepulalign to die, took away their land zu thay could
ool farm. imscsed & culture an themm io which ey were not auited and never will be and in
return, pacsed two significant bills and are working on a third, 100 years later, Na justice here
that any reasonable persan eoutd see. These bils may help the peaple of shallow conscience that
ave respansible for the Hawalians' Gemise to sleep al night, but 1hey have dons liltle {o resolve



the elighl af Hawaiians.

Page 2, paragraph 3 af the Dratt failz to mantion dernands tor restoration of Hawailan stvereignty
made at the Decerber 1999 heazings. The overwhelming majoriky of the speakars at the

hearings dermanded sovereigniy. This Sratl agpears to deliberately understate demna nids of Ma
Kanaka Maoh made at the Decernber 1959 haarings 0 that recormmendatiens of the Draft
appear to represent the wisnes ol Ma Kunaha Maoli. The authers of the Braft do a great dizzervice
to the Congress that passed Apology Bill anc who made clear their intardian to reconcile and
who endrested the auihers to carry aut their intentions. I'm hard pressed to beligwe the Congress
af the United States would conciude thus Dralt even begins to address the degree of regoncaliation

called for in the Apalogy Bl

Page 3, paragraph 2 of the Drafl states, "American_Indian and Alacka Native Peoples view tha
Federal Indjan self-determinalion pofjcy a5 recognizing the itimate aspitallo i
thojr distinct native walues, traditions, beliefs, apd shoriginal lands, te their uture generations”

| won't attermpl to debate what Amesican Indians think aboul Federal Indian policy in these
carmments. However, the above statemen] implies that the federal palicies recommiended by the
report include iranséersing Ka Pae Aing (the Hawaiian Archipzlago) to future generations of Na
Kanaka Maali. The staternent imphes atoriginal lands o Mative Amedicans are to be trangrted
to their future generations.

In reality beth the bill and the drali avead loe issue of specitic recammendations with respest ta
land. The issue of land s paramous 10 2ny recancihizlicn with Na Xanaka Maal and nesds o be
cleariy stated i any iegislabion. 14 e aispssibion of aborigmal lands 15 to be lett 1@ the wltimate
dizcression of 1he Federal Government that lact needs to be clearly stated n the Bill,

Fage 3 Paragrapn 3. s1ates “A Natiye Hawaiian Governitg Body, organized against a
backsround of esiablished precedent, woldd, serve as 3 representalive yoice for the Native

Hawajiian people..."

Presumably the established pracedent meationed above ¢ters ta Federal Indian policy, However,
petablished policy could be presmed ic oean policies of international law. Under international
law Ma Kanaka Magli are o Scveraign and independend, people. Dnder the recamenendaticns of
this repart Ma Kanaka Maoli would becorne wards of the Federal Government. Somimon sense
would diclate 1hat she represematve woce of Na Kanaks Mashi would be better represented

withou! any sssertion ar conteel from Federal Indian policy. The “background of estab|ished
precedent” relerred to abovs. nseds 1o o delined and clearly stafed.

This Paragraph furthes statas the “United Stales should assist the native Hawaiian peopls by
supporling regrpanization elorls and glarifying its unique [egal and political refationship.”

The recorimendations in the cecor; seek (o assert and expand Federal Indian policy and the
plenary powsr af Congress over Mg Kanake Maoli, The abave sentence could be misinterpreted o
mean thal same kind of "unigue relatjinnship” already exists and the report is simply




o

recommending that the celationship be clasified. Tie recommendations in this report are tar
reaching and ragicaily modify any sishng selationzhip between Ma Xanaka Maoli and the Fedoral
Government ingludng establisning the plgnary power of Congress over MNa tanaka hsaoli and

shauld not be characterized a5 & clarilication.

Page 3 Paragraph 4 (Recommendalien 1)

This paragraph stales "The Hawsiian people should have sell-determination ever thelr own
affairs wilhing the framework of Federal law." This therme, *within the {ramework of Federal
law"_fs present throughou! the draits of the bill ard the report.

Ny understanding of Federal law is exiremely rnited. Howsver there 15 widespread belial among
Ma Kanaka Mapli thal & jeint resaiuhior. of Congrese. 2uch as the joinl resolution that provided far
the annexaticn of Hawaii ta the Unoed States is invalid, ag jainl resolulicns of congress apply

only to the domestic golicy and cannol assest the policies ot the Federal Government on thosa of

anotler sovereign gaver nmen.

Azsuming this to be trua, and also asseming the llegal actiens oi the United States Minister to
Mawsii and the lkegal acts of 1he United States Military lead 16 1he present demise of the
Hawaiian government. Would it nol be "within the framawork of Federal Eaw” to restore the
Mawsiian Governmment o 1ts rphtiul constiivents as recommended by President Clevatand? If my
understanding, and that of many MNa Kanaka Maoli with respect to the effact of a Congresstonal
Joint resalution is incorreal. © wauld serve the aulkors of the draft bill ang the repart to dizpel
the rriyth by stating Slearly in the bill and the repart by what authorily the United Etates bas legal

jurisdiction ower 1he Hawaiian islangs and Ma Kanaka iMacli.

Fage & paragrachs 1. 2. and 3 {Recommerndalions 2.3, a0d 4]

The recammendatian of tais reporl. simply steled, is thal the aflairs of Na Kanaka Maoli became
subject to the pienary power of Conpress and shal the affairs of MNa Kanaka Maali become
administered by the Intener Degaromen: and the Justice Department throvgh the BIA. The
recamemendation of this reporl. 1urlaer simplifie 5, is thai Ma Kanaka Maoli suffer the same {ate a5
that of @l elber indigenous peazle i e Lnited States. Indeed the Recammendation and the
drait hold up these relationships a5 2n sxample of theirinentions. The adoeption policies to
sstabiish the relationship between Na Kanakz Macli and the United Stakes showldd B fair and
aquitable. However. the interests of the Umted States and Ma Kanaka Maoli are jutaposed. The
recommiendalion of this repcr:. that Ma Yenzka Maal beeome subject ta the plenary power of
Congress. is obviously uatair and weighied neavily in the Interesls af the United States, The
recormmendation that 1he relztionship be adminisiersd a5 a domestic cgneeen by the Department
af the Interior is dermzaming te a peopie with a distingt culture and government. and cannot be
considered by any rational persan a3 & tair relationship betwesn two peoples. The relaticinshig
Betwaen the United Slates and Ma Kanaks Maal shauld be that of equals not of rmaster and ward.
A5 such, the recorl a2nd she bl would S0 wel! to recormmend and establish offices in the State
Department ralber than the henss Jesartment 1o adminisier the United States relationship writh

Ma kanaka Maal.



Page 4 paragraph & (Recommendsuzn 3)

This paragraph stzies "While the Departinents are not_paple at this lime to recommend 3 precise

sotline fof these eflopts...” IT 1115 sate Lo assume the eflarts to reconcile will mireor reconcileation
with American Indians a8 recommendes in ibe report. the guthine has already been eztablished
anel is & matter of tecord, | sulmil ta the suthors of the report thal based on precedent, i.e., the
United States ireatment of Matve amencans gver the past 260 years, is the reason an outline
has been ormitted fram {his resert. | subrnit to tose who consider the recommendations of this
repctt that the intention of the Sili and this report are an effort to esia blish United States conkrol
over the affairs of Ma Kanzka Magl tirst and then to implement policy as the Unitad States sees
fit. :

This paragraph goes on to 2tate “the Evecolive Brapch, Congras 3, the State of Hawail, and the
Hatlve Pegple must develop an appropriale process to ensure rue recantiliation” One might
conclude brarm this siaternent that the aihors af the report are recommending direcl dialogue
hebween the branches of the Lnited States Governmeot mentioned atxove and Ma Kanaka Maoli,
The Draft bill makes it chear the Hawaiian Governing Sady will not be dealng directly with the
United States Government excepl through a designated repregsentative of the Deparlmant of the
Interiar. There will be o direct linisen between Ma Kanzka Magli and Congress, the Exegutive
Branch, Cengress. or any othar Uniles Siates Government agency olher than the designated
repreeentative tor the Departmen: of e Interor. The authars of the repoert vz lek be far rmore
acourate if they staled here thas Ma Kanakzs Maoki participation in the reconciliation process will
be conducied through a representativa of she Interiar department wha wilk make his
recommendadion to the various brasches of the United States Government who will ultimately
dpeide what constilutes iar and equilabig recanciliation,

Fage 4 Paragrzphs 5,6.and 7

The efiect of these paragraphs is :o recommend that the clenary powear of the Congress be
established over Ma Kanaka Maoh priar o recommending any specific rights or resonciliation

actign.

This paragraph recommends accep: that the United States holds all the trump cards before the
hands arg dealt. .

Fage & Paragraphe 1 and 2

This paragiaph slates "The reporl does not address whether, in_extonding Federal recognition
to Mative Hawaiians. Congress should address any general or specific claims that Native
Hawaiians that Mative Hawaiians_may._potentially assert with respedd 10 the Unjted States, the
State of Hawaji, or olher persons.”

This repart is tifled "Mawka to Makai, the River of Justice Must_Flow Freely™ haw can any report
o titled net recommend  specificslly tnal Songress address the general and specilic claims of Na
Kanzka Maali! Haw is the Jusice the igport titles it's self alter supposed 10 agour if these claims

are not addressed by hose sezporeible? Surely the repart isn't recormmending the



United States serve as Judge-and Jury in ihe detgrmination of competsation for
wrongs cornmetied.

Page 14

Senator Akaka 1 Quoted a5 Seclaring in December of 1995 "Reconcikiation was never inlended
tn be unilaterally determined by the Federal Government. Reconclliation, or healing, inyo|ves g
mullitude of issues, Whe coicoime of which will be determined by the Native Hawalian
Gommuonity,” This was gither & ie or iRe aulhars of this repart have taken it upon themselves to
reramrmend thal reconciliahicn take placs under the glenary pewer of the Congrass n
consullation with Ma Kanaka Maoli in contravention of Senator Akaka's declaration,

John Berey of the Departmeni of the Interion 15 quoted as stating “We come with open minds, .

apen gars, and cpen hearts 1o pursae these Lasks” in referring 1z reconciliation. lohn Berny's
siatemnent was either a iz or e auihors of the report have acted in contravention of John Barry'

5 stalerment by failing to provide accurate staiistics and documentation r summaries of public
input 2i the Decetmber bearings. Public comment was averwhelmingly opposed ta fedesal
racopnition and pro sovereignty Anc restoration of Na Kanaka Macli independence, The authars ot
the reper? have nol bstencd to the will of Ma Kanaka Mapli. Open minds and gars kept alive by &

heart of stone Bave no place 1 an efford to recancile.

Fage 1%

John Beery it quoisd 43 Somimaning “There it greal ignorance on e mainpland to the histaty of
Hawaij, 1 the history o the sorry trgaliment of Mative Hawailj the Unite
‘needs ta be glgvated. We need 10 _be aboul educaling dmericans, becauge Americans are |ustice

loving _people.”

What efforts have besn made by tne DCI 16 educate Americans as to Hawatian History?

These Justice loving Americans are direcily responsible for the plight of Na
Kanaka Maali. Where has the jusiice been over the last 100 and more years?
Where were these Justics jovng peopie when Lilioukalani plead for them 1o
restore her to her throne? Where were these justice loving Americans when
Hawaii was annesed to the United Slakes against the wishes of MNa Kanaka Maoli?
Where were these justice loving secple when $0% of the Hawailian population
died a5 a direct result of American palicy? Where were these justice loving people
when the Bayonet constiiuiion was loisted upan the Kanaka Maaoli governmeant?
Where were these justice Gwang people when their minister acted without
gongressicnal authorizy to consoire with these justice loving American
Businessmen to overthrow the government of Na Banaka Maoli? Where were your
justice loving Amerscans when Ma Kanzka Bacli mortality, dropout, disease,
divorce, health, land ownerssip, @nd other vital statistics plunged to the |owest in
their own land as a direct rescll of American pelicy? Whare were your justice



loving Americans Mr. Berny? Where ars they nowe? Don't feed any more of your
justice hoving American crap Lo Mz Kanakz Macli they've been choking o it for
more than a hundrad vears.

Page 1% paragraph 1

Virhat it the web address where ihe sialemants relerred $o in thiz paragraph are pasted? |
searched the D0 site and foungd ne statements.

Fage 16 Table

This iniarmalion is of lithe value wihoo inclading slatistical information on the percentage of
testimony pras and cons on Soveraprty. Nation within a nation, Self Dreterminatian, Ant
reconciliation, and land and natra: reseurces. Does the 29% here represent pro sonereipnty, antd
soversigmly. of what? Do the Land and n2iural resources here represant people who wankad
native land restored 3o its nighliol Swners. pecple wha were congerned with keeping the land they
stole or what? 1 seems the authars of the ropsrt and the DO kave gone to great lengths to
conceal the 1act that testimeny 21 halh the Decesnber 1999 hearings and the August/Sept. 20040

hearings was overwhalrmingly anh recoganion and pro soverzignty.

Fage 17 paragraph 2

Merg the resert slates “Ear and away the greatest number of stalements received
congerned Mative Hawaiians' desire to have greater con er their present
liveg and their destinies as well as the lives and destinies of their children. The
Departments believe that these goals can be achieved through recognition by
the United States of a Mative Hawaiian governing body simjlar to Native
American tribes.” I would e fzr mane accurate to stale here that far and away the greatest
auriber ot slatements recewed coneerned native Hawaiizn demands for restitution for wrengs
comimitted bv the Unifcs S1ates and ihe Restaraton of Hawaiian independence. Recent” reporis
in the media have guated Feders ofic als 35 downplaying the signiticance of the testimony as
tinat of & vooal mincrily Thes calis wile guesion the singerdy of the bill's proponents, and their
willingness to consider the wisnes ol Ma Ranaka Macli, The call for sovereigniy and restitution s
the waace of 1he vast majarity of Ma Kznasa Maoli. Wiat prudent persan wauld opt for Federal
wardship pwer Sovereigniy anc Sesutution? Why do the report's authors believe the stated desire

i Ma Kanaka Maoli to gain gresize conlqal over their own destiny is better served by Federal

wardshp that by Sovergignty £02 restiiuion? Surely the dismal record of Mative Americans under
Federal wardship can® be ciies &5 gwgsnne 1o support the regart's recommendation in this
regard,

Page 17 paragrapn 3

The repart stales “Because of lne robe ol United states officers ip the dissalulion of fie Mative




Hawajjan mensrchy, many, pegple leciiied that the Federal sovernment shoubd assist with the
creation of & nalive Hawaiian enfity thal may apply for recopnition.” 1 will need to review the
testimany 1o verity what constbules “many penplet to the authors of the repork, s inte resting to
note that the report's aulhors &r@ quick t¢ cite an instance where testimany Concurs with the
recommendations af the report. vet ignare the majority of testimeny that conflicts with ther
recatumendations. Specincally ine mali for Hawaiian sovereignty and restitution for past wrongs
cornmtled by the United Sinled. '

Fage 18 paragraph 2

The report states. in redergnce 10 existiong tribal forms consistent with federal law, "I additiﬂn,
Congress adopled a _corporate form that gyists for Alaskan Natjves for the
limited purposes of holding certain assets provided in settleme f land
claims." By implying ihis form ol government might suit Ma Kanaka Maoeh, the
repart contradicts the disciairme: on page 4 of the report which states “The
report does not address whether, in_extending Federal recognition to Native

Hawaiians, Congress should address any general or 8 ecific claims that Native
Hawaiians that Native Hawaiians may potentially sssert with respect to the

LUnited States, the State af Hawaii, or other persons.”

This paragraph’ g08s on ic say 114l “Halive Hawsijans and Congress should deyelop the
appropriate model.” Thiz repori and tas il make it abundantly clezr that cxisting Federal policy
is to %o the megel for the Matvs Sews Foo2overning body, This paragraph apgears 1t be
desipned to deliberalely mislezd kz Kaneke Maoli inio heligving they will be an equal in the
process, |5 this an example al 1he jusiks John Berry meand when he relerred 1o justice loving
Americans? Perbags itis the sivle of these jushce leving Americans to mislead unsnspecting
peaple to this justice they lows s much. That would explain & great deal.

Page 18 through Pape 15

In ary reasonable calk by Congresy S0 recancile with the people of a nation that have sulfered as
Ma ¥anaka Maoli bave sulfered at the hznds of the Unites $lates should be made the '
responsibility of the State Depzrimest The recommendation of this report to place respansibility
reconciling damage done (o ine ssudhe 40 30 ngependént nation with the Depatment wf the
Interior dags more Lo g s 58w rgs comimiiied than it does to reconcile thern, The dralt
it which was rmade public o ng s e lor cormments on ihe draft report states that the il
represents the “first slep’’ IR recenaisbion, The sincerity of the authors of the bill and the report
hae o be called into gueslion Ty 1Re pouposal to have the admittedly illegal overthraw ot a
legitimase government and 9 o sk ol s people reconciled iy 1he Interior Departrnent. The
first recommendation of lhe Dijrerimans resgonsibig ior this repotrt shpoeld be to recommend the
respansitility be turned over iy e Siaie Jepariniant. nod in 1he interest ol ducking responsibility
bt in the interest of 1he pureuis &° jusige

Page 20 [ Recormendaton o

e



The report staies "case by case liligation woold not be the niosl productive avenue for
resongiliation” This parag-apk couid paziy be construed a5 3 recommendation that Ma Kanaka
Madli rights 60 8 {rial by jury 26 feplacsd by an “appropriste procesy” developed by “the,
Exccutive Branch, Gonpress. the State of Hawali, and the MNative Hawaiiat people™ where the .
plenary power of Congress aver Be Kanaka Mach presides over thi development of any such
pracees. Justice Loving Amencans. What 5 concept! | apologize tor the sa reastic tone hers, But
really, who the bell carme up with this brihant pigce? Sea; "Bill of Rights” available in any
American Histary book. Shessk! What 2 dope who came up with this! 058 but wait. .. If this megans
Ma Kanaka Magli are aot entitled 1o protzchon unger the Bill of Rights as they are not Americans
Il take it! But you nead te state thai reason here. '

Pages 21 through S8 (A Breel hisiory of Hawaii)

A fairly acourate hisiony 15 presenled hee. Howsver. 1he dispesition of Mawaiian Lands is
presented from the United Siatas ang the Slate of Hawail's point of view withgut mention Ma
Kanaka Manli documenies clams aad no recommendztion is made i the report or the draft bill
a2 to how the land issue is o be settled. Ma Kanaka Maeli would be well advised to understand
that ne specific guarantees ere recomirenced by the raport ar addressed by the Bill. Land is the
rnost crilical iS58 in any reccnsiiabion with da Kanake Maoli as lhe deprivation of land i5 the
action emost responsible For e disrnal status of Na Ranaka Maoli, B needs 10 be made clear that
the authors of the recart are recocnrmendicg the reselubion af land issues will be rmade by the
Federal government in consultztion with Na Kanaka Masli where the Federal governrment has
plenary powes cver any conclumons reached.

Somawhers in this Qrait. | read tha the Corstitution dig not provide for the State of Hawaii ta
park from the Unian, Ma Karaka Mach bioee 0 interesiin ihe United States relatianship with its
states. Ma Kanaka Maali o nave arnterest in the reconciliation and redress of grievangas. It's
hard for e to imagine ihat anyvone who has a sonscience and has read the history presanted i
the repor could peesernt 1he recomimensations in fhe report and lbel thern as iwstice. Is the
Iustice Americans love jusiice wilhou! sonscicnce? Perhaps this is the difference belwean Pona
and Justice,

fppend £

[ wish ta distribute my coimc e oo the Seopll repori 10 those who parlicipated in the December
1083 hearings and ihe Augusisfept 2000 nearings on ke draft bill. The conspicunus absence of
Informaiion in Appendiz O, the Absznie of satements and lestimany on the DO web site, the
cancellation o auler lelans nearings on he draft bill. the ahsence in the repart of statistical
information &0 opiniors wiced 21 the hasrings, and cublic comments By afficials intended to
dirminish the significance of tesiimany. all these actions by proponents of the bill, make me
wonder whether the aulbcrs of che renor: znd propanents of the bill are atternpting to quash
discussion and imluence puoic eminiey G advance their agenda.

Pona.... Joia Borry wsed 2 .01 of Mawalien anguage in addressing Ma Kanaka Maoli. There is
Hawaiian language scaitered hers gnd there throughout the report. Pond.... learn the ward bive
the word.... 10 oe a Juslice soving person, Americar, of Gtherwise, you rmdst understand Pong.,..
When you undarstand.. come Lzow 2nd see Ma Kanake Maali and talk Poro., Lintik then it's bast
you take vour bill Tack 1o the jushos weang AMENCANS you represent and cxplain you have [ailed
miceranly. Ma Kanake Mao o aad e moch of Juslice loving Americans already, . Ma
Kanaka Maoli have np ese foe & pathat g nod Fono...
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