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Subject: dratt reportsBill comments « Hawaii

oo 10 00
Dear mambers of the Rescurce Committes apd ¥oaren and Edwapd &f the DOE:

T have read the draft report and the Akaks BE11 ... I am oompelled to
flet 111, 1

The similarities between this report and the Akaka Bill maks it obwigus bhab
Mkaka's office and the offices that ogllaborated on bthiz report are working
hand in hand to adwvange a preconceived agends. This draft makes it ohrdsns
that bhe agenda being advanced by the reportibill has little to do with
justice, resoneilistisn, and the stated «ill of Na Kanaka Ma2li buk in
rathar an aeffort to prebect the interests of bthe Dnited States and tha State
of Hawaii by establishing a federally controllad Hawaiian Governing Body
modeled aftar gther federally astablished Wakive American govornments. It 1s
also obvious that the proponents ¢f the report/bill have no intention of
considering public tesrimony given last Decenber and chis summar whers it
cenflices with the pre- sonceived agenda being adrenced in this repoxt snd
in ehe hill. '

Leet Decamber Bth in Hile Assistant Interior Secrckary Johh Berry Said
rJudge Lvs by what we do when we laswve pare." I have read and seen what you
heve done and are actémpbing €& g9, 82 have the Ja Xanaka Mpoli. This raport
iz an inenlt to every Kanaka Maoli. Thoe report would have Ma Ranaka Masld
balieve that «ffiscial subdugabrinn within the "framewsrk of Federal law" and
whder the plenary power of the Federal Gowernment is just reconciliaticn for
hawing iliegelily snd wrongly destroyed che govarnment of their peaceful
kingdom. The Sraft report packages this subjugacion under the bicle “FROM
MENEA TO MREAI: THE RIVER OF JUSTICE MOST FLOW FREELY." I can only judge any
person who would attempt bo convince another that thds &5 dwsbice =22 a
socoundrel of low moral quality and questisoakle intentions.

Ab the beginning of the Draft, in bthe description of the recenddiliation
process, bhe Draft states

v meoonciliabicn. .. regquires action to rectify the injusfices and
corpensation for the harm.= Where in this draft is che compensabion for the
independence and Soverelgnty taken from Hawaiians® surely the draft's
autkors can't believe self debterminartleon as defined by sbhe Akaka BILY i
equal ko the independent and soversign naticn statues that has been
wrongfully takem from Hawaiians,

page i1i, paragraph 2, of the draft stages "Thie document...should be read
meraly =5 the next step." Yek, &n the wery next paragraph, the ultimate



result 15 clearly ecated sz follows: *This reoesngillation process should
wltimately reault in congressienal confilrmatien of & polikigal government to
gowernment relationship between native Hawaiiana angd the Fedoral Goveinment
purausnt to Oomgress' plenary Avthoordty over Indian Affaira.® I beliewve tic
aubthoss of the draft have deliberately abbempted to misiead the Hawalian
ceople inte belisving khis report leaves the door open to restoraticn of the
Hawaiiat Fingdom. In reality, the Sraft and the Akaka Fill close the dogr on
Soveraignty forsver. The position of the Draft's awthore oo the subject of
Hawmiialh Independence needs to be stated oleerly 2o that Hawsiians
understand the full effect of the E11} and tha Drafk,

Fage ii paraoraph 2, goe= onh to Btate, "thea Tnited States and Hawaiiana
(will} mcive foxward in further dialogue." Paragraph 3, page ii gbates, "The
nature of [(the government to government) relabionshilp and the particular
entity dealt with by the United States should ba determined hy congress in
consultatien with native Hawaiians.* The authors of the draft have claarly
ghown the degres to which dislogque with @a Kamaka Maoll affects their
considerabions. By ignoring the bulk of testimony in public hearings
recelved zo £far, ¥a Kapaka Masli would be wall adwised o understand that
tie nature of the relationship will be debermined by congress .as stated
above, Of course, congreas will comsult with ¥a Kanske Maocli just as they
conaulted with Ma Hapaka Magli pricr teo issuing tinis drafb.

Page 1, paragraph 1 of che Draft rafers to Hawaddan eulture in the pastc
tenge. | Hawsiian culturc is alive keday and should not be refeorred B i the
past tense. Roy Eenmham of Senatoxr Akaka's offiwe wag recently quoted as
gaying he doubted many Eawaiians wanted to go back to liwving off the land.

The zina (Land) iz an integral wart of traditional Hawaiian culture.
Yewallana have been forced inte & culturs they sre oot auited te and the
overwhelming majorlty of Hawalianz have suffered ag & resulf. Skatiskics
bear this ouk, Ik iz reltural deprivetion fostered by the assunpbion that
Hewaitans are becter off under the c¢ultupe of the United States/// that has
been mest responelsle for their decline.

EBage 3, Pavagraph ® of the drafr fails to mention bthat these breaties are

rill in full forec and cffeck. If khis ig nok the casge, the authora of tha
drafk would be well advised te Sispel che mykh ky citing how it ia theae
Craaties ame o longer in effeck and by what awthority.

Psge 1, maragyeph three of the draft fails to montion that the actg of the
Caopmittee of Safety, Mindster Stevens, and the United States military fcorees
were illegal, falls toc mention the circumstances oapd participancgs
regpongible for the payopebbed sonstitution, fails to mention that the crowa
and public land: were illegally aporopriated by the Provizional Gosrernment .
This varagraph fails to mention tpe Blount report and states that "President
Cleveland initially cppeosed the overthrow, " Ime <ould ootglude that
Clevelard changed his ming labex, ..this 1= not the case. It would ke far
more acourate to stakce that the President opposcd the ¢verbhrow, Eired his
Minister who conspired witn the CQommibtes of Safety, and demznded that the
Crawn be restoared. Alao not mentiocned here ars bhe Ewo failed artemptz by
conyress to annex Hawaii by bwo thipds majority vota. This paragraph goos on
to sStace "Congress antexed Hawaii in 1898, wichoulb the consent of the Hative
Eawaiian pecple." Thi= ia misleading as well.... Tt would be far more



ageurake to atate here that Hawalli was smnexed to the United Scates hy joint
regolution =f Congress sf the time of the Spanish Americat war 1o viclatdon
4f international law ang sgainsk the exprass will of the Hawailan Pecple as
evidenood by the Ku'e petitioms.

This authore of the Draft seak to weconcile, to seek justice, or 2o they
say. why then would sush & white washed wershion of Hawsiian higtory be
presented here? The wrongs, which hawe so cenveniently been omitted in
paragraph three, page t ory out for jusktice. They should, rightiully, be at
the core of any ¥econciliation, Have they been cmicked here out of ahame?
Nan ik be that the zuthors of the drafe sre attempeing oo minimize the
damage that they seek o reconcile and S raduco the compensation? hre the
authors attempting to avofd the truth ia order to aveid having to compensakte
for these wronge? The Drafk meeds to clearly state the wrongs chat vhe
Federal Gowvernment s respomsible for and eeeks to reconcile those wrongs
theough thiz Draft and the Akaka Bill. Rather than describing recenciliation
in abetract terms the Draft would be far mere credible and sincerse if ik
wope ko cite sach propesed recoaciliation for each wrang committed.

Page 1. Paragraph 3 of the Draft fails to menticn that these pograns hawve
becn & diswal failure for all pub & handful of Hawailene in the 30 vears of
their axistenss. THese fallurea too must be addressed im any genulne
raconeiliacion.

Page 2, paragzapb 1 of the Draft uses the term "quasi-governmental service
previders " If thia cerm is meapt ko describe the activities of acvarsign
Hawaiians, it & inflaematory. If the authors Zeck the cooperatisn of the
Howaiisn pecple, they would de well bo omit the demeéaning words
*muasi-governmental "

Fage 2, pavegrach 2 of the Drafc fails to mention that these pregrams have
met with only limited succesz and that these efforta pale io ctmperiacn to
rhe compensaticn due Matiwve Hawaiisns. The United States stole their
country, made thelr people second class eitizens in their own land,
destroved theit health, allowed 20% of their population to die, took away
their lend 2o they could not farm, impesed & culture on thom %o which they
were nobk Euited and gever will be and in returs, passed two aignificant
Bivia snd are working on 3 third, 100 wears later. He jujtice here thet any
< easgnable person could see. Thess bills may help the pecple of soaklow
conscience that arc, responsible for the Hawaiians' demige to sleep at night,
but they have deme little o resolwve the plight of Hawailians.

Page 2, paragraph 3 of the Braft f£ails o menticn demandas Ear reskorationm of
Hawaiian sovcredgnty made at the Decembor ARS® hearinga. The overwnolmins
majoriky of the speakers at khe hearings demanded suwergigniy. This Draft
appears to deliberately understare demands of Ra Xaneka Maoli made at the
December 19%% hearings 2o that recommendacions of the Deaft appear to
represent the wishes of s ¥anaka Macli. The authoers of the Draft do & great
Alzpervice to bhe Congresa that passed Apology Bill and whe made clear their
intention to reconoile and whe encrusted the authorz to carry cutb their
intentions. E'm herd cressed to holiéwve the Congress of the Uhlbed States
would ==pgclude thiz braft eveph begins to adgdress the degree of
reconciliation called for in the Apology BLLl.
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Fage 3, paragraph 2 of the Drafc stabes, namarican Indian and Alaska tlative:
pecples view the Faderal Indian self-detexmination pelicy as rectynlzing '
their legitimate aspireticn oo trensmit thedz distinct native valucs,
traditicms, beliafs, and aboriginal lends to theixr futura generations"

T won't atkempt to debake what Ameriesan Indians think sbout Pedaergl Indian
policy in chese comments. However, Ehe above statemsnt implies that the
federal polisie=s recommendsd by the ropsrt includs tranaferring ¥a Pae Rina
{the Hawailan hrchipelago)] to future genarations of Ma Kanaka Macli. Tas
statament imeiles aboriginal lands of Nagiwve AMECiCans are to e transmitbed
te their futwre generaticns.

It reality koth che bill and the draft avoid the issue of gpecific
recormendabions with respect to land. The iasue ¢f land is paramount to any
reasncilistion with Na Kanaka Meoli and nesds to be alearly statsd in anoy
legislaticn. If the disposition of aboriginal Landz is te be left to the
ulkimate discression of the Pederal government that fagt needs Lo he clearly
atated Lo the bilk.

Pagec 1 Paragraph 3, skates "A Wakbive Hawaiaan Governing Body, organized
against 2 Background of <stablished precedent, would =erve as &
repregentative voloce for the Haclwve BEawaiian peopls, .- . "

Presumably the established precedent mentloned abowve refers to Federal
Tndien policy., However, establizhed pelicy oould be presumsd to maan
prlicies <f internatienal law. Under international law Ma EKanaka Meoll are a
geveralgn and Jodependent people. Under the recctmmendations of this reporh
Wa Kamake Macli would become wards of the Federal Government, Cobtnon Sense
would digtate that the ropresentative woice of Ba Kanaks Macll would be
better represembed without any assertien dr conbrel from Foderal Indian
poligy. The "background ¢f =stablished precedent” referred to abows, necds
ro be defines and clearly staced.

Thie Paragraph further stakes the "United Sbatea should azelst the native
Hawpiian pecple by supporting recrganization efferts and clazifying its
wnigus legal and politicad relationship.®

Tha recoamendat’ons in the report scck Bo assert and expand Fedsral Tadian
policy and th- pleanary power af Congreas owver Wa Kenaka Mooli, The above
zentenee cotld be misinterpreted to tean that some kind of "unique
relationship" slready exists and the repoxt is simply recoremending that the
relarionship re ¢larified. The xecoomendacions it this report are far
peaching agd radizally medify any exisbing relationship between Ha Kanaka
Maoli end the Federal Governmeast including establishing the plebary power of
Congrass owey Ma Eznaka Masii and should nok be characterized as a
clarificaticn.

Page 3 Faragraph 4 (Reccomendation 1)

This paragrach states "The Hawsiian people should have sclf-@determinacion
cregr Eheir own affairs withing the framework of Federal law." This Lhems,
melthin the framewcrk of Faderal law" is prescnt throughout the drafte of
the hill and the report,



My underastanding of Federal law is extremely limited. Howewver there is
widegpread belief emong We Kaneks Macli that a joint resolution of Congresa.
such as the jednot rosolutivn that proevided for the amnexation of Hawaii to
the Thiited States iz invalld, az jeint resclutisas of congress apply only Lo
the domestic policy and cannok asser:s the policies of the Fadaral covernment
cn those of another soversign government.

pssuming this to bhe cree, and also assuming the Ellegal actions of the
Trited States Minister to Hawseii and the Illegal actes of the United Stakes
Militazry lead to the pregent demige of the Hawsiian government. Would it not
be "within tha framework of Federal law" to restore the Hawaiisan @overnment
to its rightful conscituenta as reccomended hy Precident Cleveland? I my
understanding, and that of many Na Kanaks Maocli with respoct to the effect
of a Qopgressicnal Joint resclurtiom is incorreck, it would serwe the authcrs
of tha draft bill and the report to dispel che myth by statdny wleariy in

tihe bill and the report by what authority the Baited States haz legal

jurisdiction over the Hawaiian Islends and Na Eanaka Maold,
Page 4 paracsraphs 1, 2, and 2 (Reqcormendations 2,3,and 4}

The ressgoetndacicn of thls report, simply staked, ig thet the affairs of Ha
Kanaka MHaoli booome subdest ko the plenary powar of Congzess and that the
affaire of Na Kanakza Maoli become administeéred by the Interior Dapaitment
and the Justice Deparbment Ehrouwgh the BEIL,. The recommendabion of thig
report, further aimplified, is that ¥a Kapeka Macll suffer the same fate a5
that of all other indigencus pecple in the United States. Indsed the
Recommendation and the draft held uwp Ehege relaticonahips as an exanple of
Ehedir inkentions. The adoption policies teo establish kche relationship
betwaen Ma Komaka Masli and the Unibked States should be fair and squitsakble.
However, the interestz of the United States and MWs Kanaka Maocll are
juaxtaposed. The recommendation of Ehie report, that Na Fonaka Maoeld beoome
aubject to the plenary power of Congress, is obvicualy unfair and waighted
heawily in the Intereste of the United Statas. The zecsmmendation that the
relatiooship k2 admibisbersed as @ domestic concern by the Department of tho
Ihterior ip demeaning to a people with a diskigst cplture and government,
and canpot he considersd by any rational persom ad a fair relaticnship
potween two peoples. The relaticnship between the UhlEed States and Ha
kanaka Macli shenld be chet of equals not of mascer and ward. A5 Such, Lhe
report and the b7il would 4o well to recommetd and establizsh offices in the
State Departmert rather than the Interior Department o adminieter che
United States relationfhip with Hs Kanaks Maoli.

Fage 4 paragraph 4 [(Besssmesdasion %

Thiz paragraph stabtes "While wpe Departments are not able at this time o
recomiend & precise outline for these efforbs,..™ If it is zafe to asaume
the efforts to reconmelle will mirgnr reconciliacion with American InGians as
vesommendesd in the report, the outline has alzeady bheen eztablished and is a
matter of record. I submit to the oushoys of the report that based oo
precedent, i.€., Ehe Unlted Stetes creatment of Wabive Imericans owver the
pasLt 200 wears, is the reason an dutline hasg been omitted from this roport.
I zubmit to khose who conzider the recommondations of thils report that the
intenkion of the bill and this repoxt are an effort to establish Unibed
grates control over bhe affsirs of Mz Fanska Masli First and then to



tiplement pelicy ae the United States asees fit.

This paragrach goes on to state "tha Exeoytlve Sranch, Congress, bhe Scate
of Hawaii, =md the WMative Peopleé must develop @n AppropTiate DEGCAsSS Lo
enoura true reconciliation® One might conciude from thie statement that the
suthors of the repsvt are racommending direct dialogue hotueen the branches
of the Unibed States Gowerpment mentioned above and Na Kanaka Masli. The
firaft Bill makes ik clear tha Hawajian Governdtry Body will neot be dasling
directly with che United §tates Governmebt =Xceph through a desifmated
representative of the Department of the fnterior. There will ke no direct -
lizisom Between Ha Eanaks Moeoli and Cobgress, the Executive Bzanoh,
Congre=sa, or abny other United $tates Goveinment agancy ather than the
degiguated reprascotative for the Departmant of the Interior- The suthers =E
the report weuld be far more accurabs if they atatad here that ta Hanaka
®acli partlicipatieon in the reconsiliation process will be condwebed through
a represantative of the Incerlor department who will make hiz recommendation
to the warfous branches of the United Btatea @overnment whe will ultimately
decide wimb oonatitutes Eair and equikaklse recenwiliatien.

Page 3 Paragraphs 5,6.and 7

The effart of these paragraphs is bo recommend thatb the plenary power of the
Congrass he established ower Mz Kanaka Magl: prior to recommendinog any
speclfic rights &r reconsiliatiso actiom,

This paragraph recommsnds a¢cept that the Tnited Staces holds all che Loump
cards before the hands are dealt,

Pags = Paragraphﬁ 1 and =

Thia paragraph states "The report doed Dot atddrega whechsyr, in extending
Pederal recognition bo Hative Hawailsna, Conorcss should address any general
or specific claims that Fative Hawsilams bhat Mative Bawaiians may
potentially assert with respect to the Unitad si¥ates, the Stare of Haweii,
or otbher pergons."

This report i= titled "Mauvka to Makai, the REliwver of fuzcice Muat Flow
Freely" how ¢Bn any report 50 titled not zeoommend specifically that
tongress address che general sud specific claims uf Fe Kanaka Macsli® How iz
Fhe Justiee the repeor: titkle= it'z self afber supposed Lo QOCLY if these
claims Are not addveased by those respomaible? Swurely the ropurk izh'kE
reccrmending the United Ztates sarve &5 Judge and Jury in the decerminotion
wi compensabion for wrongs sonmitted,

Fage 14

cepatar Mkaka is Quobed as declaring in Deoomber of 199% "Reconclliation was
never intepded to be unilaterally determined by che Federal Govoonment.
Feoconciliation, or healing, ibwvelves a mualeitude of issuwes, the cuccome of
which will be determined by the Hative Hawaiian Copmunity . " This was alther
5 1lie or rthe auwthors of this @eport hawe taken it upwa bhemselwves to
recommend that reconcdlistion cake place under the plenary powsy of Che
Comgress in consultation with Ra Kenaka Mzoli in contravenkbion of Senator
Akaka's declaration.




John Besxy of the Departmant of the Interlor is gquoted ag stacing "We coma
with open minds, open ears, snd open hearts to puraue thesc Easka!" in
reforcing te reconciliation. Jehn Bepry's statement wae either a lie or the
aunthora of the report have acted in conbrovention of Jonn Bexry's sSCatement
by failibg to orovide accurate stakistice and dosumentation or sunmariea of
public input st the December hearings. Public comment waa sverwhelmingly
oppogsed to federal recognicion and prde Soverelgnty and yestorvaticn of Ha
Kanaka Macli independense. The authors of the report have not listenad bo
the will of Na Kanaka Macli. Open minds and ears kept alive by a heart of
seote have no plase it an effort Lo reconcile.

Bage 15

John Berxy is guoted z= commenting *There is great ignozance on the mainlend
ko the history of Howsii, $o the hiscory of the sorry treatment of Natiwve
Hawziians by the United Statea, and that needs to be elevated. We need to he
abouk educating hmoricans, beceuse Pmexigans are justice loving poople.”

What efforts hawe been made by the DOI bo educate Americans as to Hawaiian
History?

These Justice loving Americeng are directly respensible for the plight of Ra
kanaka Mapli. Whers has the justiee keen over the last 100 and more years?
Whera ware these Justice loving people when Lilioukalani pleéad for Ehem bo
reatore her to har throna? Where were these justice lorkng hmericans when
Haweil was anngwed to the Undted States against the wishes of Ha Kanaka
Maoli? Where were theose justicese loving people wion 50% of the Hawaiian
prpulstion died sz a direst reault of hmerican policy? Whers were bhese
jusklce loving people when the Bayeonet constituticon was foiated upon the
Kanaka Manli government? Where woers thege justice loving people when thedir
minister ashed without congressional authoziby to conapire with these
justice loving American Bugsinessmen to overthrow the gorernment of Na Kanalka
Maoli? Where were your justice loving Americans when MNa Kanaks Maoli
moptality, dropout, disease, divorce, health, Land cwmership, and other
yital statistica plunged to the lowest in cheir own land a5 & direch result
of Mmericsn polisr? Where were your justise lowipbg fmericans Mr. Berryr
Where are they now? Oon't faed any meve of your justicse loving arerican orag
vo Wa Ranaka Maoli thewv'we been cheking on it for more than a hundred years.

Page 1§ paragraph 1

what is the web addvess where the statements referred to dn this peragraph
are posted? Y searched the DO slte and found nd stakements,

Tage 18 Table

Tnis iwformation is of litkle walue without ifsluding ststistical
imformation on the percentage of heszikioby pros and cohs on Scverelanty,
Hatiep wichin a naticon, Seif Determination, RAobi reconciliaticn, and land
and natural resources. Ooes the 29% hapre represent pro soversigoty, antt
scveresignty, or what? Do tbe Lerd and natural rescurces here represent
people vho wanted pative land restored to its righbful SWhexs, pecple who
wore concerned with keeping the land they stelc op what? It asems the



authera of the report and the BOI fave gose be great lengtha to conceal bhe
fack that teskimony at both the December 199% heazings and the hoquet/Sept,
2000 hearings was overwhelmibigly anti recocgmition and pro sSoversignty.

Page 17 paragraph 2

Here the report atates "Far &4ng away the greatest nunber of stavements
receired concerned Wabive Yawaiians! desird £o havre grester centrol owver
their preszent liwves and their destiniez a2 well as the lives and destinies
of their children. The Departments believe thakt these geala can be achiewed
thromgh recognition by the Undted States of a Hative Hawadian governtng body
aimilar ty Havive heriran tribea." It would ke Ear more acourate to stabke
hera that far and away the greatest number of statcoments receiwed concerned
native Hawsiian demande for restituticn for wrongs committed by the Tndted
States and the Bestorabios <f Hawalian independence. Bedent reports in the
medis have rquoted Federal officials as downplaying the significanes of the
testimony a8 that of a voeal minerity. Taia calls into guestion che
sipsarizy of the hill'a proponents, and their willingneas to consider the
wizhes of ¥a Hanaks Maoli. The call for scoveresdignby apd restiturion iz the
volee of the vast majority <f Ma Hanaka Macli, What prudeot person would opt
for Federal wardshiy over Sovereienkty and Regtitution? Why do the repozb's
auvthors belivrve bBhe skated desire of Ma Kanaks Maoli Lo gain greater conkbrol
wwvey Fhely own destiny is better seywved by Federal wardship that by
Sowercignty and resticpotion? Suraly che dismal record of Wetive Americans
undey Faderal wardship can't »2 cited as evidence to support bhe report's
reconmendakian in this regard.

Page 17 paragraph 3

The reporkt atatez "Because of the zole of Unired states officers in the
disselutisn of ehe Ratiwve Hawalisn monarcioy, mapy people teatified that the
Federal government should assist with the creation of @ nakive Hawaiian
guticy that may apply for reoogoibdon." I will need to review tha testimony
te verify what consbitutes "many people" to the awtnors of the regort. It's
inkerasting to note that the report's avthers are cquick to cite an instance
where tesbimsny sonours with the recommendations of the repori, Wec lgnore
the majority of testimony thot oonflicts wikh thelr recommendaticns.
Speedfically the call for Hawaiian sovercignty arnd restituticn for pastc
wrongs commibbed by the Tmiked States.

fage 1A parpgraph 2

The ropurt states, in reference to exiscing bxibel forms conasistent with
foederal law, "In additison, Congress adopted a corporste form that exisks Eox
Blaskan Makivesz for the limited purposes of holding certain asseta provided
in sertlement of land claims." 9y ipolving this form of governmont maght
guit Mz Hanaka Maoli, the report contradicts the disclaimer on page 4 of the
report which states "The roport <@oes not address whether., in catend ing
Fedaral recognition to Hative Aawaiians, Congress should address any genseral
or specific claima that Hakive Hawaiians that Mative Hawalians may
porentially assert with reepect te the United Statea, the State of Hawaii,
or other persons. "

This paragraph 9oes on to aay chat "Mative Hawzilans and Congress should
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develon the aporopriate model." This report and the Bill make it abunfantly
clear that exiskity Federsl pelicy is ko Lhe the model for the Mative
Hawalian governing body. This paragraph appears to he desiqned to
delibcrately mishead Na Kanaka Maoll into belisving they will be an equal in
the process, Ie this an exacple of tha justice John Berry maant when he
referced bto justice loving Americans? Perhaps ik is the style of thasza
juskice loving Americans te mizlead unsuspacbing pesple to thia justise they
lowe so mach. Thae would explain a great deal. '

Page 1£ thyough Page 18

In agy reascnakle call by Congress Lo regoneile with the people of a nation
that have suffersd as Wa Kanska Macli have suffered at the hands =f the
Dnites States shomld be made the responeibility of tho Stake Departmant. The
repopmendakion of this repork to place responsibility reconciling damage
dome bo the pecphe of an independent natioan with the Dopartment of th=
Interior 4ues more to klegibimize the whobgs commitbed than it dees Lo
racopmile them. The draft bill which was made public during the time for
wapmenits ot the draft report states bthat the bill represents the "first
gtep! in recepciliation. The sineerity of bhe authors ¢f the bill and the
report hae to be ealled into questicn by the prepogal to have the admittedly
itlegal overthrew of a legitimate governchent and the femipe of its padple
recopeiled by the Interior pepartment. The first recommendszbion of tha
Departments rasponsible for this Teport should be BO recommend Lhe
regponaibility be turned orer to the Scate Depaytment, not in the intorest
of ducking respeosthilicy but in the interest &f the pursuit aE juatice.

Page 20 { REeccomendaticm 5)

The reporht skaktes "czae oy Case litigation wsuld not b che mest productive
averus for reconsiliation® This pazagraph conld sasily be oconetoued ae a
vecommendation thas ¥a ¥amaks Macli rights to a tTial by jury be zaplaced by
an "appropriabe process" developsd by "thne Exgcubive Branch, Qobgreaz, the
crate of Yowaii, apd the Mative Hawsiian people™ wnore the plenary poaweyr oF
Copgress ower NMa Eanaks Maocli presidee cver the development +f any such
procass, Juatice Lowing Americans. What & concept: 1 aoclogies for the
sarcpacic bope here, but roally, who the hell came up with this brilliant
piece? See: "Bill of Righta" available in any Bmarican History hook. Sheeah!
What 3 dope who came up with thisl On hut wait... T7 thi= means ¥a Kanakd
Maoli are nokt entitled to probeskion under the Bill of Rights as they are
not Bmericens 101! take ib! But you need bo state that reesscon here,

rages 23 through 5§ (A Brief History wf Hewaill

2 fairly mcourabe history iz prescnied here. However, the disposition of
#owaiian Lands iz presented from the United States and the State of Hawaii's
point of view without menticn Na Kanaka Maoli documented claime and nd
recomrendation iz made in the report or bhe draft Lill ae to how the land
jgzue is to be sabrled. Fa Kanaka Maoll would be well adviséd to nrferstand
that no svecific guarantees are recommanded by the roport or addveszad ky
the bill. Land is the moet critical issue in any reconciliatiod with Ha
Kanakno Macli as the deprivation of land is kbe action mogt reaponsible fox
the ¢ismal status of Wa Zenaka Magli. It needs to ke made clesT thak the
authors of the report are recommending the resolution of Latd iesues will he



made by bhe Fedaral governreent in conswltation with Ha Kanaka Meoli where
the Fadaral goverament has plenary powar over any comolusiona reachod.

Somewhere in £his Deaft, X read that the Consticution did not provide for
the State of Bawaii to vart from the Onion. ¥a Kanaka Mzcli hawve no incerest
in the Poibed State= ralationship with its stetes. Wa ¥anaka Maecli do have
ap inkersst in the resonelliarion and redress of grievancss. IE'$ harc for
me to imagine that anyone whe has a consciencs and has read the history
prosent=d in the Teport could present the racommendations in the report and
label them &5 justice. I the Justice hmexicana love justice withoub
conseiencet Perhaps this is the difference bebtweet Pono snd Juatice.

Appetidix C.

1 .wiszh to distzibute my commenks on the braft recort to bhose who
participated in the Decewber 1%53 hearings and the Avguat/Sept 2000 hearings
nn the draft #i1l. The conspéicuous absence of Informatien in Appendix C, the
Bbsenoe of statemonts snd teatimeny on the DOY weh site, the eapfellation of
cuter Taland hearinga on the graft bill, the absence in the reaport of
statiztirel informaticn on opimicns woiced at che hearings, and public
conmants by officials igtended to dimindsh the significance of testimiay,
all theae mctisns by propencats «f the bill, make me wondes whether the
authers of the report and propements ¢f the bill are attempbing to guash
dlegcussion and influence public opinion to advance their agenda.

Pono. .. .Jchn @erry wsed a let of Hawalian languags in addressing Ma Fanaka
Mocli_ There i7 Haweiian language Scattersd here and there throughout che
report. Pono,... iearn che word live the wowrd.... bEo be & Justice Letring
person, Americen or otherwise, you mwuat understand Ponc... . When you
nSer=rand. . .comé back and see Ma Xanaka Maoli and alk Pono.. Until then
it's bost you take your Bill back to the justice loving hmerlcans you
repressnt and explain you hawe f£ailed miserably....MWa Kanaka Mawlt hawe had
ton ciuch of Justice loving Americans alresdy. . .Ma Konaksa Macli have no @se
for a hill Ehat iz not Poro....

mahalo for liastening;
Stepnen L. Martio, CF
Pili mau nd pd malke’i,
Stove

"WMp %a mea, 4ne vz ho'opa'aki'i kikou i ke kikou wmau natsn o ko o2 i ke ao nai,
) e ho'ohewaia'd Rikou . . . . . & & ho'olilo Kikow, "

"I ka 'dlelo nd ke ola, i1 ka '$lelo vé ka make !

hebop: S FHawaifianKingdom.drg
hrtp://Hawali-Katicn, Gog



