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Drear M. Resry:
Oince again | must write 10 you regarding the izswe of Self-Dretermindtion ve. Hawaiion Independencs.

I hive read with grest interest your drafled vepart regarding this lsswe of Seli-determinatlon by means ofg
govornment-ipovernment relationship. '

1 beliswe in my previons letlers 4o you, § made it elear thal Gis propesed opdion of yeurs is not 3 belisfheld
by the Eanaka hiasli. Somehow, wlkt you heard while in Hawaii, has made no jmpressian en you o you
arc just blecking it aui of memony. Dwring the Alcha barch n Wachingion, LG, you ance agein men with
severe Telrbution from she Hawstians sogarding this issue, and once aguin you heard 4he awlery to relum
the Llawsiian Kingdem back (0 its siatus before the ILLEGAL overthrosw of e Hawaiian gavernment,

The 805 of the oral testintonics istand-wide called far Hawaiian INDEFENDENCE and
RESTORATION of the Hawakian Kingdom nation. Bdight one assume comectly that the T2 count under
“E qvereignty™ Were tealimenies given by supprorters calling for Fawaiian INDEFENDENCE and
RESTORATION of the Hawsiian Kingdom nation?™ Tt is obvieus frem the jsland-wide tesiimenies given
that the “self® in seif-determination is erying aui for Hawaiian INDEPENRENCE and RESTORATION
of the Hawaiin Kingdam natien, S0 bow can you possibly make the ipdlowing outrageons satsment in
wRpoommendation 17 “fius @ peafer of justics and £quit:, this repart recommends that the Native Havidin
peeple shauld have self-detormination ever their owm affains within the framwark of Federal law, as do
Mative American tribes™.

Hesc in typical colonial fashion, you are IMPOSING your wil inwhat YOU think srould e best far
Mative Hawaiians cut of YR WM sclf interest, This is the same pateenizing aititede yoor first
Supreme Court Chief Justice, John Marshall, rendered in 1831 in the landmack desision, CHEROFLE v.
GEORGIA, This is when Macshall eoined ot eather INYENTED the cencept of “dormestic dependert
naifon™ staius, which IMPOSED sbsalote domiaion (Cengressional plenary griwer] gver Halive AmcIican
Indian naticns whe had been INDEPENDENT and SOVEREIGHN since time immomorial!. This decision
hes “plagued everyene: ¢ver sinee” The "west wis win™ throogh policies of genoride end violidions of
treuties, just ike e five bilueral reatics the U3, violated with the Kingdom of Hawaii, and the impesition
of blood quanium Teasurements on Mative Havwiians in 1920, an act of genocids under the 1948 Genocide
Copvention. ¥ our government hed supposed|y entared into thess weaties in goad faith and et bt has
bent all LIES and MANIPULATION ever since.



Over ome-hundved yoass has passed since the ILLEGAL accapinion of the Hawaiian islands and during
thise years the Federal Government has failed to five up (e its bargain with the Kanaka Maadiis.

Y our report is alse mekiog the follewing recommendatians, the estabiishment of an offica in the Interior to
address Native Hawatian issues, within the Qffice of the Assistant Scaretary for Lndiap Affairs, foltewing
approvel by the Oifice of banagement and Budgel and with apprepriute Congressional wotificatien, Yowr
repor alse recommends e creation of 2 Mative Hawidiiin Advisory Commizsion to consult with all
bursdus within Interior tiat inanage land in Hawei'i regarding land management, resource, and cultural
issues affecting Mative Hawaiians,

The Mative Americans currently have this status, but they are not savercign, Tley 9iill cannct move or do
amythitig withaut the approvat of the Supreme Court, Mow you want to pat the Fanaka Riaolis in the st
cufegory as that of the Mative Americans. Eemember, this, we ar¢ aot Native Americans. There is no
definition for the 1ers, Matiave Havwaiians, Howai'i is made up of a rulfitude of oationol groups. 3o how
are going to group the Hawaiian Mation oo your recammendetions?

The United States has never fived ap oo its promises, why will they live up their premise new even after Lhe
farmatian ol an efilee in Inerior 1o addrags Mative Hawaijin lssua, the creation of & Mative Hawalian
Advisory Commmission to consult with all hureaus within Lntstior?

Howerer, these recommendasions Sannot taka place until the LEG AL issur as 16 whether the United States
Government has the legal vight 1o remain in tbe Hlawaiian Tslands to enforce its e an the subjcts olthe
Hawaiian Kingdom. This lega! issus has nat been sefiled. ‘The Canstiutienality of the overthrow ol ihe
Hawatizn Kingdom has not been scitled.

Resily, b, Bery, 1 think you are pulting “the cart before horse,” The ksue of legalily must firgt be scttled
hefarc amything ¢l5e can take plaee, The United States Federal govennment keeps avoidlng this sswe. Yot
under Public Law 103-150, the United States admits to its pole of the illcgal overlhrow of tha Hawakiam
Kingdom. This act, wes an act of international {reasen coomitted by e United States against a friendly
natian. This issue ol fréeson mustbe addrossed and seidled,

Sincerely,
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