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MAJOR SCIENTIFIC INSTRUMENTATION

APPLICATION OF OPERATING RESOURCES

FEDERAL GENERAL DONOR/SPONSOR GOV'T GRANTS
APPROPRIATIONS TRUST DESIGNATED & CONTRACTS

FTE $000 FTE $000 FTE $000 FTE | $000

FY 1999 0 9,984 0 0 0 0 0 0
ACTUAL

FY 2000 0 7,244 0 0 0 0 o) 0
ESTIMATE

FY 2001 0| 7,244 0 0 0 o| O 0
ESTIMATE

ABSTRACT - The development of major scientific instrumentation is vital to
Smithsonian scientists remaining at the forefront of their fields. Because of
the magnitude of the costs and the time required to fabricate major new
instruments and to reconfigure existing ones, the Institution requests
funding for such projects under this line item, rather than under individual
ones. Since these projects require long-term development and multi-year
funding, the Institution also requests that funds in this line item remain
available until expended.

For FY 2001, base funds will be used by the Smithsonian
Astrophysical Observatory (SAO) to continue construction of the
submillimeter telescope array ($3,269,000), and development of
instrumentation for the converted Multiple Mirror Telescope ($3,500,000).
The remaining base funds of $475,000 will be redirected from the
submillimeter telescope project and used by the National Museum of
Natural History to purchase Focused lon Beam instrumentation. The
Institution is not seeking additional programmatic increases for Major
Scientific Instrumentation.

\/PROGRAM - Since FY 1989, the Smithsonian has received funding under
this line item for two SAO projects: development of an array of
submillimeter telescopes and conversion of the Multiple Mirror Telescope
(MMT). SAO began operation of the Submillimeter Telescope Array in
Hawaii with two elements in September 1999.

Construction of an Array of Submillimeter Wavelength Telescopes -
The last frontier of ground-based astronomy consists of observing the skies
with telescopes sensitive to submillimeter waves—light with wavelengths
between those of infrared and radio waves. SAO plays a major role in
emerging submillimeter astronomy. Since FY 1992, SAO has been




constructing components for its submillimeter array (SMA) of telescopes
“that is being located on Mauna Kea in Hawaii. When completed, the SMA
will consist of eight movable antennas, two of which will be provided by
the Academia Sinica Institute of Astronomy and Astrophysics, Taiwan. The
first two antennas have been erected and checked out on Mauna Kea. They
were first operated as an interferometer on September 29, 1999. Additional
-antennas will be inserted into the array and preliminary astronomical
observations will begin in FY 2000.

The submillimeter array, with its unprecedented combination of
wavelength coverage and ability to resolve fine spatial details, will enable
SAO scientists to play a major role in understanding the processes by
which stars and planets form and the mechanisms that generate prodigious
amounts of energy in quasars and in active galaxies. When operational, the
SMA will be a major scientific instrument of international stature. The array
will be unique in the world in its combination of wavelength coverage and
resolving power, and it will measurably enhance the scientific
competitiveness of the United States.

In EY 2001, funding will be used for assembly and testing of the
remaining two antennas and shipment to Hilo; pad preparation at the site
on Mauna Kea; construction of the receivers; building of the electronics/
correlator systems; and equipment and supplies. By the end of FY 2001,

SAO will operate a total of six antennas on the top of Mauna Kea.

Conversion of the Multiple Mirror Telescope - In March 1999, the
staff of the MMT Observatory installed the 6.5-meter primary mirror for the
conversion of the Multiple Mirror Telescope. The delicate procedure of
lowering the giant 10-ton mirror into the telescope building and through the
telescope structure proceeded smoothly, thanks to careful preparations and
tests with a surrogate mirror. Since March, the MMT staff has brought into
operation the mirror support system, the motors and software required to
point the telescope and track celestial objects, and the equipment required
to deposit the aluminum reflective coating on the 6.5-meter mirror. In the
fall of 1999, the primary mirror support system was adjusted using star
images at its focus. In late 1999, the first secondary mirror was installed
and tested, clearing the way for the first scientific use of the telescope in
early 2000.

FY 2001 funding will be used for procurement of major detectors and
components of the camera, and to complete design and procurement of
optics for the BINOSPEC, a dual-beam, wide-field spectograph.




CONSTRUCTION

Si TOTAL

FY 1999 $16,000,000 0 $16,000,000
Appropriation
FY 2000 $19,000,000 0| - $19,000,000
Appropriation

FY 2001 $3,000,000 $1,000,000 $4,000,000
Estimate

Plans for facility development represent a major investment in the
continuing vitality of all Smithsonian programs, whether they are for
collections management, research, public exhibitions, or education, as well
as its many support services. The Institution requests $4,000,000 in FY
2001 to carry out these plans. In addition, the Institution is requesting an
advance appropriation of $2,500,000 for the Hilo base building to become
available on October 1, 2001. The five-year construction program is
summarized on the chart following this narrative.

The construction program for FY 2001 includes:

National Zoological Park Water Exhibit $1,000,000

Smithsonian Astrophysical Observatory-
Hilo Base Building, Phase | 2,000,000

Smithsonian Environmental Research Center
Infrastructure 1,000,000
TOTAL $4,000,000

National Zoological Park Water Exhibit ($1,000,000) - Water is the
cradle of life and a crucial resource for life’s maintenance. This exhibit
explores the wonder of water in its many forms, how it shapes life on earth
and sculpts the earth, the adaptations needed to live in water, water quality
issues, and how we use water. In addition to renovating a previously closed
area, this exhibit brings to life the world of water while introducing visitors
to a theme which will be integrated throughout the Zoo in the future.

Renovation of the three-acre area to create the new exhibit is
expected to cost $3,900,000. A total of $2,400,000 was appropriated
between FY 1993 and FY 1995, and the National Zoological Park expects
to raise $500,000 for this exhibit. Planning and conceptual design is
complete and the Institution plans to begin site work in FY 2000. This work
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will include the restoration of the pond area, construction of a valley trail,
preparations of the wetland area, and preparations for plantings. The
Institution requests $1,000,000 in FY 2001 to complete construction of
the exhibit. The Water Exhibit will open to the public in late FY 2001.

\/ Smithsonian Astrophysical Observatory-Hilo Base Building, Phase |
($2,000,000) - The SAQ's Submillimeter Array (SMA) is a major initiative
by the Smithsonian to place an array of telescopes on Mauna Kea in
Hawaii. The SMA will consist of eight antennas whose signals are
combined to produce very finely detailed images. The resolution of the
array will be 50 times finer than that achieved by telescopes currently
making observations at these wavelengths. Because of its pioneering
character, the array is expected to produce fundamentally new insights into
many processes involved in the formation and evolution of stars, planets
and galaxies.

The project, begun in 1990, is very far advanced. Essentially all of
the equipment has been designed and prototyped at SAQO's facilities in
Massachusetts. Since January 1999, the project has been in the process of
relocation to Hawaii. By July 1999 the first antenna of the array was
operational on the summit of Mauna Kea. A team is present in Hawaii to
carry out the installation process. Staff in Hawaii now totals 12, and will
increase to about 35 during the critical checkout period of the entire array
during 2000-2003. The operation of the instrument will be complex and
will require the support of many scientists, engineers and technicians on a
daily basis. The techniques required to successfully merge the eight
antennas into a single astronomical instrument are at the cutting edge of
technology and require intense human resources of the highest caliber.
After assembly of the array, it will be maintained and operated by a
permanent staff of about 25 living on the island of Hawaii.

Currently, base operations consist of 3,600 square feet of rented
space at sea level in Hilo. For specific requirements involving vacuum
technology and cryogens, SAO borrows space, which will have to be
relinquished by FY 2001, from the National Astronomy Observatory of
Japan. Because of the difficulty of working at 14,000 feet—for both mental
and physical activities—it is essential to have a base facility near sea level.
The six other observatories on Mauna Kea have such facilities.

SAO had originally planned to lease space to meet the base facility
requirements in a building to be developed by the General Services
Administration (GSA) in Science Park of the University of Hawaii at Hilo.
The GSA project was canceled, however, and SAO has had to consider
other alternatives. The current arrangement of sharing space with another
organization is no longer an option. The base facilities of the other
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MEMO/FAX

TO: Christine Dorsey
ORGANIZATIONS:
FAX: 202-783-1955

FR: Sandi Skousen, press secretary for Senator Daniel Inouye
PHONE: 202-224-3934

DATE: February 23, 2000

NO. OF PAGES: 6

RE: Smithsonian project

I finally received a copy of Smithsonian’s budget request! I’m faxing over the pertinent pages.
Senator Inouye has been involved in securing funding for previous construction projects for

telescopes and observatories in Hawaii. He and his staff will closely track this funding request as
it progresses through the legislative process.




observatories are already overcrowded. While one of these organizations
has provided space temporarily, it is already pressuring SAO to move out in
order to make room for its own staff. In addition, the equipment set-up
required to operate and monitor these optical observatories differs
substantially from what SAO needs for submillimeter observations, and
commercial space is both expensive and poorly suited to support high-tech
laboratories. The only viable option is construction of an SAO facility. It is
crucial to the success of the project that the construction of a base facility
begin as soon as possible.

Repairs, operations, development, and much of the scientific data
analysis will be done from the sea-level base facility with only a small crew
traveling to the instrument on any given day. A recent re-evaluation of
space concluded that additional square footage is required for staff and
laboratory operations. This consequently increased the square footage and
cost estimate for construction over previous estimates. A partnership with
the Academia Sinica's Institute of Astronomy and Astrophysics (ASIAA)
will provide the funding for the design of the facility in FY 2000; the
Federal portion of funding for construction totals $4,500,000.

The Institution requests $2,000,000 in FY 2001 for Phase | of the
project to conduct site work and to begin construction of the base facility

at Hilo. In addition, the Institution is requesting an advance appropriation of
$2,500,000 to become available on October 1, 2001, to complete
construction. The facility will include about 16,000 square feet of
electronics laboratories, offices, and support space. The building will be
constructed in Science Park, near the base operations facilities of other
telescopes on the Mauna Kea summit. This location provides excellent
access to the summit roads, to the communications hub, and to a larger
scientific community with which to exchange ideas. The Smithsonian
expects to have extremely important cooperative observing programs with
two other telescopes with base facilities at the site, and this arrangement
will help attract qualified personnel to what would otherwise be a remote
and isolated work site.

Smithsonian Environmental Research Center Infrastructure
($1,000,000) - The Smithsonian Environmental Research Center (SERC) is
the Institution’s major center for ecological research and environmental
education. SERC conducts long-term interdisciplinary studies on aquatic,
terrestrial and atmospheric systems. One major research program at SERC
quantifies the effects of atmospheric deposition and land use on ground
water, streams, and estuaries. Another major program addresses the
complexities of landscapes and the biological consequences of natural and
human disturbances. Yet another focuses on the control and integration of
population, communities, and ecosystems at the estuarine boundary
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In 1887, the beginning of the end for the Hawaiian M:;-ng,
David Kalakaua wrote in the Introduction to his Legends And Myths of
Hawaii:

In the midst of these evidences of prosperity and advancement it
the natives are steadily decreasing in numbers

their hold upon the fajr Jand of their fathers.

y have dwindled from four hundred thousand

healthy and happy children of nature{ without caze and without want,
o a lile more than a tenth of thar number of landless, hopeless
victims to the greed and vices of civilization. They are slowly sinking
under the restraints and burdens of their surroundings, and wil] ig
umb to social and political conditions foreign to their

natures and poisonous to their blood, Year by year their footprints
will grow more dim along the sands of their reef-sheltered shores,
and fainter and fainter will come their .@Q songs -‘ME
shadows of the palms) until finally their voices will be heard 5g more
or ever. And then, if not before—and no human effort can shape it

otherwise—the Hawaijian Islands, with the echoes of their songs(@nd)

¢ sweets of their green helds;) will Pass into the political, as they
%—Wﬁn ¢ commercial system, of the great American
Republic.

In 1917, éftcr Queen Liliuokalani had seeq the end of the Hawaiiag
Monarchy, she said to her hanai daughter, Lydia K. Aholo:

I could not turn back the time for the political change, but there
is still time to save our heritage. You must remember never to ceasc
to act because you fear You may fail, .

‘The way to lose any earthly kingdom is to be inflexible, intolerant,
and prejudicial. Another way is to be foo flexible, tolerant of too
many wrongs, and without judgment at all. It is 2 razoc’s edge. It is
the width of a blade of pili grass. To gain the kingdom of heaven
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MEMO/FAX

Clayton Hee
c/o Washington Hilton
202-232-0438
FR: Sandi Skousen, press secretary to Senator Inouye
PHONE: 202-224-3934
E-MAIL: Sandi_Skousen@inouye.senate.gov
DATE: Sept. 19, 2000
RE: Press conference statement
NO. OF PAGES: 3

Thank you for letting me borrow your notes.
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STATEMENT OF SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE
VICE CHAIRMAN
COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS
BEFORE THE
SEPTEMBER 28, 1999
GROUNDBREAKING

FOR THE

NATIONAL MUS_EUM OF THE AMERICAN INDIAN

FACILITY ON THE NATIONAL MALL




HONORED CLAN MOTHERS, REVERED TRIBAL ELDERS,
RESPECTED TRIBAL LEADERS, CITIZENS OF INDIAN COUNTRY, AND
LADIES AND GENTLEMEN,

WE GATHER HERE THIS MORNING TO HUMBLY ASK THE
BLESSING OF OUR MOTHER EARTH THAT SHE MAY OPEN HER ARMS TO
EMBRACE THIS EDIFICE THAT WILL BE DEDICATED TO THE HONORING
OF AMERICA’S FIRST CITIZENS — THE NATIVE PEOPLE OF THIS LAND.

THERE ARE MANY WHO HAVE GIVEN THEIR ALL TO BRINGING
THIS DAY ABOUT, BUT I THINK THAT WE SHOULD FIRST RECOGNIZE A
WOMAN WHO, FOR MANY YEARS, SERVED AS THE KEEPER OF THE
TREASURES THAT THIS GREAT MUSEUM WILL HONOR — MRS. JULIE
JOHNSON KIDD.

THERE WAS A TIME WHEN THE PROSPECTS THAT THIS MUSEUM
WOULD EVER BECOME A REALITY APPEARED DIM, BUT AS THE
PHOENIX ROSE FROM THE ASHES, SO DID MR. DAVID ROCKEFELLER
BREATHE LIFE INTO THE SEEMINGLY IMPOSSIBLE DREAM.

WE OWE MUCH TO THE TWO SECRETARIES OF THE SMITHSONIAN
INSTITUTION — THE HONORZQ;BLE ROBERT McCORMACK ADAMS AND

¥
THE HONORABLE 1. MICHAEL HEYMAN — WITHOUT WHOSE

DEDICATION AND PERSEVERANCE, THIS MUSEUM WOULD NOT HAVE




BEEN POSSIBLE.

WE OWE MUCH TO RICK WEST, FOR HIS CAPABLE STEWARDSHIP
OF THIS MUSEUM THAT WAS ONLY AN INFANT WHEN HE FIRST
ASSUMED THE RESPONSIBILITY FOR ITS UPBRINGING.

WE RECOGNIZE TODAY ALL OF THE THOUSANDS OF AMERICANS
ACROSS THIS GREAT LAND WHO CONTRIBUTED THEIR PENNIES AND
NICKELS, DIMES AND DOLLARS, TO THIS MONUMENT TO THE FIRST
AMERICANS.

BUT MORE THAN ANY'OTHER, WE ARE HERE TODAY BECAUSE
THE FIRST PEOPLE OF THIS LAND HAVE GIVEN EXPRESSION TO THEIR
VISIONS.

IT IS THROUGH THEIR CREATIONS THAT WE HAVE COME TO
KNOW, AND FUTURE GENERATIONS WILL COME TO APPRECIATE, THE
GREAT CULTURAL LEGACYTHAT NATIVE PEOPLE HAVE
CONTRIBUTED TO THE FABRIC OF OUR SOCIETY AND TO THE PLANET.

WE ARE HERE TODAY TO EXPRESS OUR DEEP APPRECIATION FOR

ALL THAT YOU HAVE DONE AND ALL THAT YOU HAVE YET TO DO IN

RAISING OUR CONSCIOUSNESS SO THAT WE TOO MIGHT SEE YOUR

DREAM — AND HELP TO HOLD YOUR VISION — FOR ALL OF THE DAYS

TO COME.
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Senator Rubpman, who is the distin-
guished ranking member of the Appro-
priations Committee, also made it
clear at that time that these payments
would have to be weighed among the
other financial obligations. Let me
quote Senator Rupman. He said:

Mr. President, in an effort to comply with
the terms of the Budget Act, the bill, as re-
ported by the Government Affairs Commit-
tee, was amended to make the payments of
compensation to Japanese Americans
through a civil liberties public education
fund subject to the availability of appro-
priations.

Then he went on to say:

Realistically in the current budget cli-
mate, it is not possible to absorb a new $500
milion within the allocation the Commerce,
Justice, State Subcommittee will receive.

Then, Mr. President, my dear friend
from South Carolina, the chairman of
the Commerce, Justice, State Subcom-
mittee put it quite succinctly, when he
said back in 1988: “The Government is
broke. We do not have money to fi-
nance this new program.” That was
Senator HOLLINGS.

Senator HorriNGs and Senator
RupmaN were exactly right when they
predicted that we cannot afford to
make these payments. Their subcom-
mittees, after carefully weighing all
the priorities, were unable to find the
funds within their allocation to make
these discretionary payments. So what
was the subcommittee’s solution to all
this? They totally avoided the issue
for fiscal year 1990 and turned these
payments back into an entitlement for
1991; an explicit contradiction of the
commitment that was given, in my
judgment, to the Senate and to the
American people when the authoriza-
tion was passed. In addition, the sub-
committee and the committee created
a permanent appropriation for fiscal
year 1991 and subsequent years, so
they will not have to deal with the
issue again.

I ask myself: Have I missed some-
thing in the translation? Since April of
1988, did the U.S. Government come
into a windfall of money that I am not
aware of? I think the answer is no.
And the result is that if we create this
new entitlement today, we will be
adding up to $500 million to the fiscal
year 1991 deficit.

It is painful for me to say all of this,
and I reiterate that I was reluctant to
get into it because of my friendship
for, If I can be informal, Mr. Presi-
dent, DaANNY and SPARK.

The fact is, we recently voted to cut
all discretionary appropriations across
the board to fund what every Senator
agreed was the most important issue
facing this country today: the war on
drugs. We did not make that an enti-
tlement. We have voted to cut waste-
ful programs, not enough but some, to
help bables who are born addicted to
drugs. We did not create an entitle-
ment for them.

So, if we are going to add $500 mil-
lion to the deficit in 1991 and for sev-
eral years thereafter, I think we better
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know what we are doing. That is the
reason I am on my feet today.

The creation of an entitlement for
fiscal year 1991 is a direct violation of
section 303(a) of the Budget Act, and I
intend to raise that point of order at
the appropriate time. But I am going
to withhold because I have been ad-
vised that the distinguished Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. DoMENICI]
wants to speak on this matter.

I wonder if staff would inquire if he
is on his way to the floor so we will
not hold up the distinguished manag-
ers of the bill.

In the meantime, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will call the roll.

- The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr, President, Iask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. HOLLINGS. I know my distin-
guished colleague from North Caroli-
na and I always have an understand-
ing. It is my hope he would not make
that point of order which is obvious. If
the distinguished Senator makes his
point of order, I would try to move
under section 904 under the Budget
Act to waive section 303(a). So the
Senator from North Carolina would
know my intent if he does make that
point of order.

Mr. HELMS. I understand.

‘Mr. HOLLINGS. Let me just say this
to the distinguished Senator, the
senior member of our subcommittee,
Senator INOUYE, knows we had a dick-
ens of a time. We tried every twist,
every turn but were limited by our al-
location. The distinguished Presiding
Officer knows about this because he
has been chairing the drug matter.

It just so happens we have 27 differ-
ent related agencies and the 3 depart-
ments, and the entire Judiciary. We
have the trade representative, the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission
which has problems, the USIA, every-

. one has more and more problems. This

one, of course, fits in our particular
bill and right when you get some repa-
rations under the section of the De-
partment of Justice, we were present-
ed with a summit agreement. That is
why we cut short and had to provide
this kind of language so we would not
continue to delay the acknowledged
act of the U.S. Government itself in
making these reparations payments
with the families waiting and dimin-
ishing each day and some will never
see it. So we wanted to honor it and
found out this was the best way to do
it. We compromised on a tough situa-
tion. That is why we put this language
in there as an entitlement commenc-
ing the next fiscal year.

Mr. HELMS. I thank the Senator. I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will call the roll.

September 29, 1989

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Without objection, it is so ordered.
The Senator from Hawaii [Mr.
INOUYE].

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, the
matter of redress for Japanese-Ameri-
cans who were interned in the Federal
Government internment camps during
World War II has been before us and
debated for over a decade. And my
participation in these debates, as
many have been aware, has been
rather minimal. So it is most difficult
for me to admit that I have been in-
hibited and reluctant to say much
about this because of my ethnic back-
ground. I reached the conclusion that
as a result of this reluctance to partici-
pate, I may have performed a great
disservice to many of my fellow Ameri-
cans with whom I served in the Army
during World War I1.

So, Mr. President, I believe the time
has come for me to tell my colleagues
what has been in my heart for all
these many years.

Mr. President, I was a very young 18-
year-old high school graduate when I
volunteered and put on the uniform of
my country. At that moment, because
of wartime censorship in Hawaii and
other restrictions, I was not made
aware of the strange plight of my
fellow Americans of Japanese ancestry
who were then residing on the main-
land United States. However, I was
made aware of their unbelievable
problems soon after I joined them in a
training camp in Mississippi. I learned
that over 120,000 Americans were
given 48 hours to settle their accounts,
businesses and thiey were required by
law to leave their residences and be
sent to barracks and makeshift camps
in distant parts of the United States.
History now shows that their only
crime was that they were born of par-
ents of Japanese ancestry. History also
shows that there was no evidence of
any fifth column sabotage activities
carried out by any of these Americans
of Japanese ancestry.

So when our special infantry regi-
ment was being formed, I was aware
that half of this regiment was made
up of men from Hawaii and the other
half from the mainland United States.
Mr. President, all of our volunteers
were of Japanese ancestry. These
mainland men volunteered from
behind barbed wire in these camps.
They did not volunteer, as other
Americans did, in free American com-
munities. So to this day, I look back
with awe and disbelief that these men
who had been denied their civil rights,
deprived of their worldly goods and
humiliated with unjust incarceration
would, nonetheless, stand up and take
the oath to defend the country that
was mistreating them without due
process of law.
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Mr. INOUYE. Mr., President, I am - Several -years ago when this matter The Commission further found that
Q’eased to join my distinguished col- was being debated, I was asked by one “widespread fgnorance about Ameri-

gue, Senator MATSUNAGA, in urging of my colleagues whether $20,000 was cans of Japanese descent contributed

1€ passage of S. 1009, a bill to accept  too much. My response to him was, “If to a policy conceived in haste and exe-

the findings and implement the rec. I were Interned, I would consider cuted in an atmosphere of fear and
ommendations of the Commission on  $20,000 as being too little. How do you

anger at Japan.” The ‘Government and
Wartime Relocation and Internment compensate a child who had Just lost & P

society at large refused to recognize
of Civilians, his mother, who committed sufcide be- the dly’stincufmg b g

! etween the Japanese

Before proceeding, Mr. President, I cause of depression and anguish? How who bombed Pear] Harbor and Japa-
wish to commend my colleague from do you compensate those families who. nese-Americans and resident aliens of
Hawail for this extraordinary feat. I lost their fathers and husbands, who : Japanese ancestry. <
believe that this is the first time any stood up and voiced objection and I know that this sounds facetious
measure has reached this stage with were shot down by the troops in the » but to many Americans just
73 cosponsors. We have considered camps? They were no violating any of because we look alike we must be
before us measures of great populari- the laws of the United States. They alike, Mr. President, as we all, know,
ty, noncontroversial, but they have were Just exercising thelr first amend- that is not so. But the signs of the 1
never had 73 cosponsors, ment rights to speak up, petition the times, those times, were reflected by °

The measure before us is the source Government. They were not armed. It:

Gen. John Dewitt’s famous sentiment
of much anguish and much controver- was a peaceful demonstration. How do that“a Japis a Jap.”
Sy. Because of the commitment and you compensate the families.of ‘those If, Mr. President, we as a nation fail

dedication of Senator MATSUNAGA, he men? How do you compensate a fellow to learn from this tragic experience,
has been able to convince 72 of his col- American for the stigma of being history may repeat itself, hiding
leagues to join him in this endeavor. branded disloyal? * $20,000, Mr. Presi- behind the cloak of national security
Many fellow Americans, including dent, is just token. and persecuting Americans of g par-
my colleague from Nevada, have Rights guaranteed by the Constitu- ticular race or ethnic group or relj-
asked: “Why should Japanese-Ameri- tion were sacrificed under the cloak of glous group for the actlons committed
cans be compensated?” During times national security. This has been a by people of their ancestoral home- .
of war, especially in times of fear, all common occurrence in the, United land. For example, it Is not inconcety. -
people suffer. That is a Very common States, and I think the time has come able that a possible future conflict
argument made against this measure., when we should put a stop to this. In with countries south of the border
Mr. President, while it is trye that the name of national security ft has i
all people of this Natjon suffer during been fashionable to deny other. Ameri- ' ericans in this ’
wartime, the Japanese-American in. cans their constitutional rights, and in . Is would never!
ternment experience is unprecedented this case the Congress supported the i
in the history of American civil rights President’s policy of remgval and de- - Mr. President, the goal of S, 1009 is{
deprivation. I think we should recall, tention by making .the ‘violation of ¢, benefit all citizens of our Nation by

PQ if painful, that Americans of Jap- orders issued pursuant to this Execu- educating our citizens to preclude this

€ ancestry were determined by our tive Order 9066. a criminal offense. event from

~vernment to be security risks.with. And, sadly, the U.S. Supremeé Court  other ethnic
out any formal allegations or charges also upheld exclusion in the context of person suspected of being less than a
of disloyalty or espionage. They were war. , T : loyal citizen. This bill reinforces the
arbitrarily branded disloyal solely on  But as we know, Mr. President;_. the. strength of our- Constitutfy
the grounds of racia] ancestry, Supreme Court has not -always . been firming our commitment, 7.4

No similar mass Internment was correct, There was a, time when the the constitutional rights of al
deemed necessary for Americans of Supreme Court upheld slavery, and zens, So, respectfully, I strongly urge
German or Italian ancestries, and I that was the law of the land. The Su- its passage and in so doing once again
think we should recall and remind our- preme Court in this case upheld in-  commend and congratulate my distin-
selves that in World War II, the Japa- ternment, and that was the law of the guished colleague from Hawaii.
nese were not our only enemies. land at that moment, . Mr. MATSUNAGA. Will the distin-

These Japanese-Americans who were  The Presidentially appointed Com- guished senior Senator from Hawaii
Interned could not confront their ac- mission on Wartime Relocation and yield?
cusers or bring their case before a Internment of Civilians found no doc- Mr. INOUYE. I will be very pleased
court. These are basic rights of all umented acts of espionage, sabotage, to yield to the Senator.
Americans. They were incarcerated, or fifth column activity by any, Mr. | Mr. MATSUNAGA. I congratulate
forced to live in bublic communijties President, by any 1dent,ifiable‘ Ameri-| the senior Senator from Hawaii for his
with no privacy, and stripped of their can citizen of Japanese ancestry ori excellent statement. Coming from one
freedom to move about as others resident Japarese aliens on the west ' who served in the 442d Regimental
could. coast, - ‘ Combat Team, the most highly deco-

Japanese-Americang wishing to fight This was supposed to have been the rated military unit in the entire histo-
for this country were initially declared rationale for.this mass evacuation and ry of the United States, and having
ineligible. However, once allowed to mass incarceration, that these Ameri-  peen highly decorated with the second
volunteer, they volunteered in great cans were not to be trusted, that these highest award, the Distinguished Serv-
numbers, In fact, pProportionately and Americans were agents of an enemy ice Cross, and having sacrified an arm
percentagewise, more Japanese-Ameri- country, that these Americans would in that war, 1 believe what the senior
¢ans put on the uniform of this coun- spy and carry out espionage, and this Senator from Hawaij has to say should
try during World War II, more were Presidentially appointed Commissjon, be taken most serfously. I do hope
wounded and more were killed, even if which incidentally was made up of  that our colleagues will take him in all
they were restricted to serving in eth- leading citizens throughout this Jland— seriousness and defeat -« the Hecht
nically-restricted military units. and only one member of that Commis- amendment. I once more congratulate

The individual payments acknowl- sion was of Japanese ancestry—de- my senior colleague from Hawaii,
edge the unjust deprivation of liberty, clared that there were no acts of espio- Mr. INOUYE. 1 thank the Senator
theginfliction of mental and bhysical nage whatsoever., And sadly, the Com- for his generous comments,
s! ing, and the stigma of being mission in its 1983 report concluded

o ed disloyal, losses not compensa- that internment was motivated by
ble "under the Japanese Evacuation ractal prejudice, war hysteria, and a
Claims Act of 1948, fallure of political leadership,

occurring again to any
or religious group or any

pholding
1 our citi-




November 24, 1999

[Insert Name of Newspaper and Address]
Dear [Insert name of Editor]:

Although it is not my custom to conduct press conferences or write letters to the editors
of our newspapers in Hawai‘i, I am advised that there has been such wide circulation of
inaccurate information regarding my position on what has come to be known as the “Apology
Resolution” that I feel compelled to take this opportunity to set the record straight.

It has been alleged that I was not supportive of the Apology Resolution, that I wrote
articles opposing the resolution and perhaps the most egregious misrepresentation — that I stated

that the Apology Resolution was “not worth the paper it was written on.”

The facts that are borne out by the official records of the Senate are simple and
straightforward. I served as an original co-sponsor of the Apology Resolution. Not only did I
fully support the Resolution, but as the Congressional Record of the debates in the Senate make
clear, I vigorously sought passage of the Apology Resolution. I am enclosing a copy of the
record of Senate’s debate on the Resolution, so that all who have an interest in doing so, may see
for themselves what was actually said. I did not write articles opposing the Resolution and the
statement attributed to me is patently false.

It is my hope that with this information in the public domain, the misinformation that has
been generated in the past several weeks will be understood for what it is, and that we can begin
to focus on the process of reconciliation that has its origins in the Apology Resolution.

Sincerely,
DANIEL K. INOUYE

United States Senator

Enclosures




cc: Board of Trustees, Office of Hawaiian Affairs




Dan Inouye

U.S. SENATOR FROM HAWAII

STATEMENT OF SENATOR INOUYE

Wednesday, November 10, 1999

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Washington, D.C. -- Upon learning of statements made in an Office of Hawaiian
Affairs committee meeting, United States Senator Daniel K. Inouye stated, "I am

deeply saddened by the contents of this transcript. As many are aware, I have spent
most of my life doing everything possible to improve the lives and conditions of
Native Hawaiians. Some of the old-timers will recall that it began long before my
service in the Congress. I am content that the record will bear this out.”

—30--
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Subject; Reconciliation Meeting
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Aloha:
1. Fonnat

A. I'ne formal of the hearings should have focussed on 'reconcilation' - this
was discussed with the Dept of Interior and Justice when they came to Hawaii for
preliminary meetings, but was later changed to focus on issues which only the
Congress can address such as the HBealth and Education bills. Inteiror and Juslice
cannot impacl program and technical support - this is through the U.S. Congress.

R. The new format provides three minule limits. llow can everyone address
topics such as culture, economic decvelopment and reconcilation in three minutes.

2. Dan Inouye's nick-name (the one-armed bandit) was given to him by the men
jn his company referencing the story about how he lost his arm. It was recounled
publically on the 50th anniversary of Lhe bombing of Pearl Harbor and published

1in the local newspaper. The men in his company recounted that ha stole jewelry

from the dead and wore it on his fingers. He was told by the other men N0t to do
this and that il was bad luck, bul he ignored them. Later his hand was blown off
and he lost the stolen jewelry, An appropriate nick-name for Inouye to this day.
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Office of Hawaiian Affairs
Committee on Government Affairs & Sovereignty
October 13, 1999

Attendance: Trustee Mililani Trask, Committee Chairperson
Trustee Rowena Akana, Committee Member
Trustee Hannah Springer, Committee Member
Trustee Frenchy DeSoto, Committee Vice-Chair (excused)
Trustee Colette Machado, Committee Member (excused)

Trustee Louis Hao, Committee on Budget & Finance Chairman

OHA Staff:  Colin Kippen, OHA Deputy Administrator
Sebastian Aloot, Jalna Keala, Mark Mararagan, Ken Salva Cruz,
Steve Morse
Shane Pale, Trustee Trask Aide
Kekailoa Perry, Trustee Machado Aide
Gladys Rodenhurst, Trustee Keale Aide
Ryan Mielke, Public Information Officer
LorrieAnn Santos, Trustee Machado Secretary
Kali Watson, OHA Staff Attorney

Trustee Trask: Okay, is it ready? Do we have that tape? Is it working?.
Okay. We'll continue. This is the Wednesday, October 13, 1999 meeting
of the OHA Committee on Government Affairs & Sovereignty. Could we
start first with a pule? Hannah, would you like to do a pule for us?

Trustee Springer: Thank you. As we have joined together before, let us join
together again. [In Hawaiian.] Thank you all.

Trustee Trask: Well, thank you Hannah. Okay, can we have a motion for
approval of the agenda, and then, if there’s any addendums or changes, we
can make it after we have the motion.

Trustee Springer: So moved.

Trustee Akana: Second.

Trustee Trask: Okay. [s there any discussion? Do we need to do anything
or anyone want to change anything? Under announcements, you wanted to
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put, if you could just add it here, | wanted to put here an update on
S225 because | learned from Kali that during the week that we were in
Washington, he had had some meetings with some congress people on
S225 which we were, you know, not really apprised of and we did not
attend, so Kali can come in and tell us that. But that’s the only addition |
had, and it’s not for voting. Yeabh, that, it’s just an update. So if there’s not
any changes on the agenda -

Trustee Springer: If we could just, then move to amend the agenda?

Trustee Trask: Under announcements.

Trustee Springer: Under announcements to include update on $225?
Trustee Trask: Yeah, include a parenthesis there, Kali wants and people
want to come, what they’ll know. Could we have a second on the
amendment?

Trustee Akana: Second.

Trustee Trask: Okay, any further discussion?

Trustee Springer: No thank you.

Trustee Trask: Is there any opposition?

Trustee Springer: No.

Trustee Trask: Okay, then the agenda will be approved. How about
community concerns? Do we have anybody signed up?

Trustee Springer: Did we receive a fax? You have the testimony from
Richard Kinney?

Trustee Trask: That is under five minutes, right? It’s the same one we had
from B&F yesterday, isn't it? Okay, the record will show that we received
the written community comment from Richard Kinney and that we’ll put it
with the minutes and also that it is on the same point about the five minute
speaking limit and the policy of OHA. But is there no one else to? Okay,
great.
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Trustee Springer: Madam Chair?
Trustee Trask: Yeah, go ahead Hannah.

Trustee Springer: just to note that Trustee Machado is absent due to
unforeseen circumstances. | believe she’s attending a funeral.

Trustee Trask: Yes, the record should show that both Frenchy and Colette
are excused from this meeting. They’re on the Big Island attending
[indiscernible] Kanakaole’s funeral, Auntie Pua’s oldest brother has died. He
died, | guess a few days ago, so they’re not going to be here for the meeting.
But they’re both excused. Thank you. Okay, it’s not in here. Okay, first
item, item 4a, sovereignty budget, alternatives to fund raising. Which is
under 4b2. Take a look at. This is where were last time around. Do you
have that? And also, the record should show that Trustee Louis Hao is sitting
in with us and he is the chair of the B&F Committee and I’'m so glad he’s
here because we needed to get his input on this sovereignty budget and
alternatives for fund raising. Jjust to update the Board where we are, yeah.
We took a budget item of $523,000 to the Board. It was discussed and
voted in, in part, on Maui. We got out of that vote roughly one half of what
we had requested. We only received funds, if you look at your sheet that
says justification for new initiatives, this is the budget item. What we got
monies for was a portion of the Admin, one half of it. And then the
educational component, you see what is grayed out? That is the only
funding we got. So the rest of the components we didn’t get funding for. |
then went to the Board asking for the support of the Board to go out and do a
fund raising effort. Write some grants to ANA and other parties. And | could
not get a vote from the Board on it for two reasons. Number one, there isn’t
any reason to have Board permission to go to seek grant funds outside of
ANA. We're free to do that without a Board resolution. The second point
was that it was felt that we should not move for a consensus grant with ANA
until we had first submitted the plant project and consider the decision
making on an ANA consensus grant at a later time. Where we are as you
can see is that we got the basic educational component funded, $229,000.
But part of the education component was the publicity and media campaign
that we would use to give the exposure to the videos. The other part of it
was the Puwalu Conference. So that we would be doing the education with
the materials from all the sovereignty groups. We’d have a video component
that would bring that out publicly. And then we would bring various
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perspectives together at the Puwalu. Well you can see, we didn’t get
the whole education component funded. We did not get the Puwalu
and the publicity. So what I’'m bringing to the committee, my sense of
where we are now, is number one, we have a sovereignty proposal for a
budget, but we only have an increment funded. And critical components of
it, the media and the Puwalu have not been funded. We have the desire of
the Board telling us to come back later with a consensus grant. And this
would be for ANA and possibly others. But we only need to have the Board
approval for an ANA grant. And we have also an additional need which was
the community hearings and the federal hearings in November. Which are
not technically part of the sovereignty proposal, but should be. Because the
federal hearings in December are now going to be the initiating of the
process for what | see clearly will interface with sovereignty. There is some
relationship. | think that this committee, the GAS Committee does have the
jurisdiction and responsibility to work in the community to inform people
about the hearings, but right now I don’t have any money in the budget
that’s been appropriated for it. So, | wanted to check and see if we had
committee funding that we could at least do some educational rounds on the
hearings on neighbor islands. So this is just a summary of where we are.
And what I’d like to do is see if we can have a discussion.

I thought we might update everybody on the discussion we had with Gary
Kimball in ANA about the decision we made on the plant project and
consensus. And also | wanted to appraise you that Rowena and | had met
with a funder while we were in Washington, who expresses interest in
assisting us on this and possibly some other initiatives. And Louis and
Rowena were both there the second day that we had the meeting with Mr.
Kimball. But what Mr. Kimball/from ANA said was number one, we were
correct. The staff was correct in not submitting two ANA grants. He told us
that the plant project, if funded, would have prevented any sovereignty or
consensus grant from being funded because we could only have one at a
time. He was not sure whether or not the plant project would be funded. If
it is, then OHA cannot submit a consensus grant in January for sovereignty
and it would have to be submitted under another non-profit. He very much
encouraged us to work on a consensus grant. And | think that, my
impression of what he said was that ANA knows that there needs to be
consensus worked on. They funded sovereignty in the past. And they were
a good source to consider, because they are aware of the issue. They have
funded it. They’re supportive. He pointed out that a consensus grant could
be funded whether it’s submitted by OHA or not. So, | don’t know, but
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maybe yourself, Rowena and Louis, if you had any other inputs on
where you think we might be able to go on this. 1'd like to see if we could
start working on a consensus grant, whether it goes out of OHA or not in
January. But, what’s your manao on this thing?

Trustee Akana: | think we should make very clear for the record that there
seem to be some confusion by Trustees when we brought this matter up
before the Board at the last meeting. That a consensus grant could not be
given out by ANA unless we had consensus by all of the groups that were
going to participate. And | specifically asked Mr. Kimball about that. He
said that is not correct. That you can have and you can apply for a
consensus grant to do just that. To go out and seek consensus by other
groups. That’s what it means. It doesn’t mean that you have to have all of
their consensus before you submit the grant. That’s erroneous. So | thought
we'd get that off right away so that people are not continually confused
about that. We can submit a grant to build consensus and he thinks it’s
appropriate, especially in light of everything that’s going on with us, with our
office, with our people. Both on the State and Federal levels. He thought
that this was absolutely primary. In fact, he said, you know, he would look
at this as top priority. It should be top priority in our office to preserve what
we have. So those were his comments relative to that consensus grant.

The other thing | want to announce is that we on another visit to Washington
had asked Mr. Kimball to consider forgiving some of the very old loans that
we had on economic development projects. And he said yes he would
consider it. On this trip, he did give us a letter that forgives those loans. |
think the total was somewhere around $1,700,000 or something like that in
old loans. So those loans now are written off the books. And it’ll make us
look better when you look at all of these economic development business
projects that we funded. Some of those loans people have been deceased
for years. And it should have been looked at, perhaps, earlier. But in any
case, we're going to look much better now with the forgiveness of those
loans, totaling $1 million, almost $2 million. So, that also gives us more
money back in the kitty. And the other thing regarding that is our loan will
expire, our agreement with ANA on those loans will expire this next year,
right Louis? And what he said was that the monies that we have received
from ANA will remain with OHA and we're to continue to use the monies
for that purpose and OHA could continue to support that project by putting
more money in. So | think that’s also important to mention, that next year
will be the last of the monies. So we have about maybe six months, seven
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months. When is their fiscal year?
Trustee Hao: That’s now.

Trustee Akana: That’s now?

Trustee Hao: Just ends next year September.

Trustee Akana: Oh, okay. So we have about one full year of ANA funding,
yes.

Trustee Hao: Just to add a little bit more. | mean, | think he encouraged us
to apply again for to continue reauthorization of this project for another, |
don’t know how many years.

Trustee Akana: Yes, but | think that reauthorization project that he was
talking about has to be a congressional one. It would have to go to our
congressional team and ask them to look at the reauthorization. He was very
surprised that that was not one of the things that had been on deck for
reauthorization. So | think that’s something you need to bring up as the
Legislative Committee. It should be a recommendation from this Committee.
In fact I’d like to make a motion that this Committee recommend to the full
Board that we seek reauthorization of this federal funding for this loan
program.

Trustee Springer: That’s your motion now?
Trustee Akana: Yes.
Trustee Springer: Second.

Trustee Trask: Okay, we’re making this motion and seconding it. Moving
for a vote. We don’t have action item, but, you know | don’t see that there’s
any reason for us to have one. You know, | mean when we get to the Board
level, we can do action items. But I think it's a good idea. And I think also
that we should really ask the Board to prepare something that we can submit
both to our federal delegation and get ready for the congress itself. We
might as well have one effort. Work with Inouye and Akaka and the people
in Washington and also have the same effort with our lobby team up there.
So we have a motion. By Hannah? No, I’'m sorry, by Rowena.

Verbatim Transcript of Minutes from OHA Committee on Governmental Affairs & Sovereignty
Meeting on October 13, 1999




Trustee Springer: And that’s to recommend to the Board that we seek —
Trustee Trask: The reauthorization of ANA funding for Hawaiians.
Trustee Akana: For economic development, yeah.

Trustee Trask: To the congress. Okay the motion is to recommend to the
OHA BOT that we support congressional action to obtain reauthorization of
ANA funds for Native Hawaiians.

Trustee Hao: Native Hawaiian Revolving Loan.

Trustee Trask: Yeah, for Native Hawaiians and the Native Hawaiian
Revolving Loan Fund. It’s interesting that all of the other projects were
included, but Hawaiians, we're the only ones that were not put in the
reauthorization. All Indians and Alaskans were. So there’s the motion by
Rowena. Do | have a second? Hannah Springer will second. s there any
other discussion on this?

Trustee Hao: Yeah. | just want to say this.

Trustee Trask: Go ahead Louis.

Trustee Hao: | mean | think we’re going in the right direction. The only
problems that | see ANA is making some changes to increase it from five
years to seven years repayment.

Trustee Trask: Has already gone into action. The change is already there.

Trustee Hao: Yeah, and that has a been a problem for the revolving loan
program in paying back in five years. So | think that, you know, it was a
program almost to fail, because he has a high risk program and yet you're
asking the payback to be just five years. So now they’re extended to seven
years. So my concern is that now we have, | think over $7 million that we
need to expend, and it’s in a different account. And now they're giving us
approval to make more money out of it, more interest.

Trustee Trask: Yeah.
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Trustee Hao: So the problem here is not needing more money. It's to relax
the —

Trustee Trask: Criteria of payment.

Trustee Hao: Yeah, to fit the Hawaiian people, rather than to fit the bank’s,
you know, system here. And that’s why we're getting even harder to make
the payments in five years. And on a lot of people that went delinquent, it
was because of that, and of course, other reasons of course. But | would
support that reauthorization and to us, you know, ask for more money. But |
think what we need then is to build within our program more, better
monitoring to help the businesses succeed. And | think we need to provide
that kind of assistance. Instead of waiting until they get into a financial
problem. So I think we have to build our program. If we can get
reauthorization and building this, our program, to assist the Hawaiian people
better manage their credits and their whole business practice. Merely
writing up a good business plan doesn’t mean you’re going to be successful.

Trustee Trask: Right, that’s exactly right.

Trustee Hao: A lot of people failed. So you got to have something else. For
the Hawaiian people, we need to build this program. We need better
monitoring and better assisting as they enter the business.

Trustee Springer: Support.

Trustee Hao: Support. | mean, | don’t know what it is. But | know, | do
know they need help.

Trustee Trask: You know, I'll tell you. We, there was some excellent
manao that we got at the economic development summits. One was here on
Oahu. The other was in Hilo. And we did have quite a few people there,
not Hawaiians, but small business technicians and assistants from elsewhere
in the community. And Chris van Bergeijk of our office co-hosted that
session and is putting together, she hasn’t already completed a real good
report to us with some of the responses to some of the questions you're
posing. But there was a clear, one of the outcomes of that conference was
that at the [indiscernible] session, there was a clear consensus on requesting
OHA to begin hosting an annual economic development conference every
year for the purpose of assisting and better coordination to meet needs of
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small business people. So we need to take a look at her report as
well.

But in the meantime, shall we call this motion for a vote? Yeah? This
motion is for to send up to the Board.

Trustee Springer: Question, before we go. Sorry. In the same way that the
Ho’oulu Mea Kanu grant may have been in conflict with the Paepae
Hanohano grant. Is there any potential conflict between us submitting a
consensus building grant and receiving the authorization of the Native
Hawaiian Revolving Loan?

Trustee Trask: No, the reauthorization, what has happened is that under the
ANA statute, there was a period of time where ANA was going to fund the
Native Hawaiian Revolving Fund and economic development for Hawaiians.
Now the ANA funding is up, all of it. But in the new reauthorization bill,
they only have the economic development funds in there for Indians and
Alaska Natives. And the Native Hawaiian Revolving Loan Fund was
dropped from the reauthorization measure. It was the recommendation of
ANA that Hawaiians be continued. It was the recommendation of the
reviewers and the technicians that support that program that Hawaiians be
continued. But for some reason, Hawaiians have been deleted from the
reauthorization measure. And he was telling us, heads up on this. He
actually thought that our federal delegation would already have been aware
of it and working on it, but apparently they are not.

Trustee Springer: Just to be sure that | understand this. There has been no
conflict in the past we have been receiving support from ANA on the Native

Hawaiian Revolving Loan Fund?

Trustee Trask: Yeah, yeah.

Trustee Springer: We have been able to submit grants successfully?

Trustee Trask: Yes, and | think it was, | think it was a five. | think, no, no, it
was a ten-year authorization. The first time. And now it’s up for
reauthorization. And on the Native Hawaiian Revolving Fund on the
economic development side, we’ve been dropped out of it. But there wasn’t
any indication that these few loans, these 30 loans or so that went into
default were in any way related to deleting Hawaiians. | think what, the
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sense | had from Gary was whoever drafted this thing up in the
bowels of congress somewhere, just never picked up Hawaiians. They
put in Indians and Alaskan. But he didn’t know of any opposition to
Hawaiians being included. You know, and when he asked us if our
federal delegation was working with us on it, we told him, no, we had not
been aware of it. So once we take this vote, then the thing is we’ll get it up
to the Board and see if we can get it beyond the Board and get something
working on it.

But shall we call this vote then? Roll call.
Akana — yes; Springer — yes; Trask — yes.

Trustee Trask: It will pass. All right. Now, getting back to the sovereignty
budget. We were not, we do not have to go to the Board to get a request to
get permission to submit a grant if it’s going to anyone other than ANA. We
can just do it on our own. The second thing is that we do need to have a
resolution if we’re going to submit a consensus grant under ANA. But the
recommendation, whether it goes under OHA or not, is that we commence
working on a consensus grant. So two things | would like, to discuss. The
first thing is we have been looking for some alternate sources of funding.
Rowena and | and Louis | think also met a funder in Washington at the
reception that indicated some interest in working with us, both in
sovereignty area and also in health area. So I'd like to recommend that this
Committee just support this initiative. | think we need to number one get the
assistance from Mr. Ogata and the staff to work on a grant. I’d like to ask for
Chris van Bergeijk and Randy to help us. Maybe we’ll submit it under OHA
in January. Maybe we will not. Depends if the plant project gets funded.
But whether we submit it under OHA or not, we do need to obtain the rest
of the funds. So | would like to, first see what people think about just
commencing our own effort, since we don’t need the Board’s support, to
start writing and seeking funds from outside? Go ahead Hannah.

Trustee Springer: | have a comment and a couple of questions. With regard
to the fall federal meetings, | think that that initiative should be separate and
distinct from Paepae Hanohano, although they are complimentary. They’re
two separate subject areas and | think it would be in our best interests that
they are kept distinct, so there’s not confusion within our house and without
of house as well, as to who's advancing discussion with the federal
delegation.

Verbatim Transcript of Minutes from OHA Committee on Governmental Affairs & Sovereignty
Meeting on October 13, 1999




Trustee Trask: | don’t know other Trustees, | don’t want to lose the point.
Hannah's saying let’s separate it right now Paepae Hanohano, separate
hearings.

Trustee Akana: Yeah, absolutely. But with respect to those hearings, before
| left Washington, Senator Akaka’s office informed me that the dates that we
were given by Senator Inouye has been changed.

Trustee Trask: Yeah, we have the memos from Jalna and from Noe.

Trustee Akana: Yeah, it has to do with John Barry’s schedule, and so | don’t
know if in your memos you have new dates?

Trustee Trask: Yeah, we have the new dates. And we have also a proposed
format. So, um, Hannah did you want to make that first point a motion?
That the work of this committee, that the work that we’re going to do with
regards to informing the community on the hearings be separate from Paepae
Hanohano.

Trustee Springer: | don’t think we need a motion on it. | believe that the
record, the minutes will reflect that, unless it’s your pleasure to have one.

Trustee Trask: Do Trustees support this concept?

Trustee Akana: Yeah.

Trustee Hao: Oh, yeah.

Trustee Trask: Anybody in opposition?

Trustee Hao: | would think so. | would think it’s better to do it this way. So

that all incomes for fund raising will be held separately. And then when you
combine “em, you can have an overview of the kinds of money coming in.

Trustee Akana: Well, clarification, Chairman. The hearings from what we
understand with the meeting with the congressional team would really be
discussing reconciliation, relative to public law 150.

Trustee Hao: 103.
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Trustee Akana: 103, 150, whatever. So | think to keep things clear it should
be separate.

Trustee Springer: And then, if we agree —
Trustee Trask: Yeah, go ahead, that’s your second point now.

Trustee Springer: Okay. With regard to the seeking of funding, for the
Paepae Hanohano. For the self-determination process. Would that be
sought by the OHA or by who’s seeking the money?

Trustee Trask: Well, if the grant, if a grant goes in, whether it’s to a private
party or to ANA, and it comes from OHA, then it's OHA seeking the
funding. If the plant project is funded, that means that OHA cannot submit a
reconciliation consensus grant in January. That will mean that we will have
to look for another non-profit community group or when | talked with Chris
van Bergeijk, Chris’ suggestion was maybe we should look at Hui Na’auao.
There’s also possibility for private foundation to assist us in doing it.

Trustee Springer: So that I'm clear, the seeking of funding aside from ANA
there may, that OHA would be, we’re going to [indiscernible] with another
not for profit agency which may be the seeker of the grant?

Trustee Akana: Can | help with some clarification?

Trustee Trask: Go ahead.

Trustee Akana: | think that what we should make really clear is, Gary
Kimball’s instructions to us was go ahead and start writing your grant for
submittal in January, period. Now, if we cannot get Board approval for even
the submittal of this, then | think the fall back position is to be looking at
other funding. Which in that case would mean that it would not be OHA.

Trustee Springer: OHA in collaboration with some —

Trustee Akana: Would be OHA in collaboration with another group.
Because it would not come under OHA. Because it, you know, wasn't
Board sanctioned to get the ANA grant. So | think we're looking at two
different scenarios. If the Board buys into submitting the ANA grant, then
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okay it's OHA project. If they say no, then the other group can still
submit that grant to ANA for funding and look for a matching outside.

Trustee Trask: Well they’ve already said no.

Trustee Akana: So there are two separate scenarios.

Trustee Trask: | gave a resolution to the Board, saying | wanted the Board
approval to submit to ANA and to other private and to other governmental
sources. And it was voted down. And Colette and Haunani them, and
Frenchy voted it down. Make sure you get this in your notes Kekailoa. That
means that if | go out now, which we have done, we find somebody like the
Ford Foundation or Kellogg who's willing to give us another $500,000, then
| don’t have to bring that money to OHA, | can put it in the community.

Trustee Hao: Let me add to this thing because | think that on September 27
was it? We met? At the State Capitol.

Trustee Trask: In Maui.
Trustee Hao: No, no, at the State Capitol.
Trustee Trask: Oh, at the Capitol? Uh-huh.

Trustee Hao: My recollection is that, | guess it was voted down right? As far
as ANA.

Trustee Trask: Voted down.
[End of Tape 1, Side A]

Trustee Hao: . .. seeking funds.

Trustee Trask: No on the private, on the private side, they said that we
could go ahead and do it we don’t have to —

Trustee Hao: So you still could use OHA because —

Trustee Akana: Well, I'm not exactly sure that we actually took a vote
because the Board supported the plant project. It was clear that we could
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only vote on one.
Trustee Hao: Okay.

Trustee Trask: No, we didn’t call for a vote on the resolution, because
number one we decided to submit to ANA for plant. But number two, and
the minutes will reflect this, and it’s Haunani and Colette. Saying that we
don’t have to have Board approval for any private grant we submit. So |
don’t have to have Board approval, and number two, | don’t have to bring
any money to OHA. | can, | can go out, write a consensus grant and if OHA
doesn’t want to manage, we have other community groups that will.

Trustee Hao: Well, [ think therein lays the confusion then because I'm
looking at this by OHA. You know, you participating as part of OHA.

Trustee Trask: Yeah, yeah.

Trustee Hao: So I'm not too sure you going on your own and you not part of
OHA and then -

Trustee Trask: Well | don’t know what else to do. It went to the Board. We
said we want to raise funds under OHA with private and with ANA. They
said no.

Trustee Akana: But | think we have an opportunity to bring it back.

Trustee Hao: Yeah, bring it back as for private funding.

Trustee Akana: That's the idea. The whole idea should be that if the plant
project is not going to be funded, then we will know by December.

Trustee Trask: Right, that’s right.

Trustee Akana: Then there is no hold bars. | mean it would be absolutely
foolish for this Board not to support getting free money from the federal
government to go forward with this. Now, if, let us just say that our
submittal is for $1 million. And they don’t give us $1 million. They give us
half of that. It still does not preclude OHA from seeking other funds to
match. In that case OHA is still very much a part of it. But we get private
funds to complete the job. There’s no, there’s no big deal. And there isn’t
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any restriction with ANA. In fact ANA requires a participation. So we
could probably use the $200, what is it? $229,000 that the Board
already approved.

Trustee Trask: Forty, forty.

Trustee Akana: Toward the ANA grant. Cause | think they, where’s Chris? |
wish she was in here.

[Male Speaker]: She’s in a conference.

Trustee Akana: Twenty percent | believe ANA requires on a grant, right? So
this meets the 20%.

Trustee Trask: | think the way to proceed is for us to see if we can get the
assistance of Chris and our own staff to begin working on a comprehensive
consensus grant. Maybe we’ll be able to submit it to ANA. If the plant
project is not funded. If it is funded, then we’ll have to look for another
source. And when the grant is completed and we go out, we can give the
Board another opportunity to support this Committee. If they will not, | will
find another non-profit.

Trustee Akana: Yeah, | think that that’s fair.
Trustee Trask: Yeah, yeah.
Trustee Akana: That we do it that way.

Trustee Trask: You know what, Colette had said at the last meeting was that
she wants half of all the money of this Committee to be given to the Ha
Hawaii/HSEC Native Hawaiian Convention Group. And you know | just
can’t support that. 1’'m not going to support giving half the money to Ka
Lahui or anybody’s individual Committee and I’'m very disappointed that this
is the position that Haunani, Frenchy and Colette are taking. But as long as
I’'m the Chair of this Board, we're going to work to build community
consensus in an equitable, | mean this Committee, you know, we're going to
do it in an equitable way. | have not tried to take funds from this and give it
to Ka Lahui. And | resent Colette’s attempt to try to get us, to blackmail us
with votes of this Board to get us to give $130,000 to the HSEC Group. I'm
not going to do that. You know, if they want to submit to ANA, fine. If they
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get the money, great. Maybe they can work with us. But if not, |
cannot go along with it. You know, we have to do it as a collective unit.
But in the meantime, | think we need to get the assistance of Chris. 1’d like
to have Chris and Randy start working on a consensus grant with us so we’ll
be ready in January.

Trustee Hao: Just for discussion -

Trustee Akana: Can we have Colin, Colin, can you take care of that,
with Chris?

Colin: | will, I'll place a message to them.

Trustee Trask: Okay, you know, the thing is, we can always come
back to our B&F Chair, but |I’d rather try and see if we can raise the
funds.

Trustee Hao: But this is, an collective effort to include everybody.

Trustee Trask: Yeah it is.

Trustee Hao: So this is what | want to see. Whatever we doing is
being all inclusive. So that maybe not speak the money, but having
everybody all [indiscernible] group participate.

Trustee Akana: But that’s what the whole grant was about. Building
a consensus. And | think we have clarification now from Mr. Kimball
that seeking consensus is exactly what the grant should be used for.
Trustee Trask: Yeah. It's really what ANA wants to fund.

Trustee Hao: And that should be highlighted all the time.

Trustee Akana: All the time.

Trustee Hao: All the time. Because if you don’t bring it up all the
time, you have other groups thinking they’re not part of it, so.

Continuously, you know. | emphasize that.

Trustee Trask: Go ahead Hannah.
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Trustee Springer: Today’s agenda focuses on Paepae Hanohano,
although the federal hearings in November are noted. | understand
that you’re going to be going to the United Nations later this week?

Trustee Trask: Yeah.

Trustee Springer: Will this Committee have an opportunity to meet
and do discussion focused on those federal hearings in November?

Trustee Trask: Well | think we need to. Now it’'s changed. Now it's
changed to December.

Trustee Springer: What is the new date?

Trustee Trask: The new date is going to be the 10" and 11™" of
December. Well, | think we need to look at it now. Because if we're
going to do anything, we need to find the budget for it. If we cannot,
the Trustees have already said that they want Paepae Hanohano,
separate from the federal hearings and the budgets as well. So the
only other place | can look for information money for the federal
hearings would be from this Committee’s budget. With Colin and
Sebastian.

Trustee Akana: Why do we need money for that?

Trustee Trask: But, let’s, we’re not on the appropriate agenda item.
So let’s finish up on the fund raising. Where we are just to summarize
on the fund raising. We have a consensus that we’ll work with our
administrator and with Colin to get Chris and Randy Quinones to begin
working on a consensus grant that may or may not be submitted to
ANA. And that there’s three Trustees, everybody’s on notice. That at
least three Trustees here have met with a private funder who's
interested. And 1'd like to just ask Rowena if you could check out
your budget and consider. | think it’s important enough if we're
looking for grant funds to match in health and sovereignty, that we
might have to go to New York and meet with the rest of the funders
there. You know, | want to get something moving on both of these
initiatives because the Rice decision will come down in six months.
And whether or not we are here, we need to have the funding in place
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for our programs. So if you could just consider that. | don’t think we
need Board approval. Vote or anything. But if we have to go to New
York to get this funding tied down, we need to do it. |s there anything
else on sovereignty budget? And then we can go to Paepae
Hanohano.

Trustee Springer: Just a clarification. This budgeting concern,
whether or not the committee may or may not have money, that
money properly comes from the division.

Trustee Trask: Yeah.

Trustee Springer: Does it not?

Trustee Trask: Yeah.

Trustee Springer: Okay, so, monies that we’re looking for would be
within the divisions rather than -

Trustee Trask: For hearings?
Trustee Springer: Yeah.
Trustee Trask: Yeah, | think so.

Trustee Springer: Okay.

Trustee Trask: You know, and we’ll see if we got any. Cause, okay,
Paepae Hanohano.

Trustee Akana: | just have one last question. Why would we need
monies to attend the hearings?

Trustee Trask: Oh the, no the hearings are coming up in December.
I’'m very, very concerned with what happened in Washington with the
meeting on this. You know, I’'m frankly pretty pissed off. Dan Inouye
has just circumvented our two day hearing on reconciliation. The first
day is now going to be panels. For things like housing and education.
The second day, now we’re not even going to have an open mike.
Now there are going to be lead participants and they’re going to be
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asking questions to the audience. The thing is is that, what has
happened in Washington, without even consulting us, is that the
whole format has been changed. Instead of two days of reconciliation
hearings, we're now a follow up to Dan Inouye’s senate hearings. |
was just shocked by that. Senator Akaka is the one who moved the
initiative, he was not even allowed to address us.

Trustee Hao: | thought there were two different hearings, one in
December and, wasn’t there another one with, with Senator Akaka.
You were talking about something in December?

Trustee Trask: Yeah, he was. He was. We were looking at, here's
the, try take a look in your, under your last tab. You’'ll see what we
got from Jalna and you’ll see the follow up from Colin. And Colin
actually talked with Inouye this morning. And then Jalna had talked
with Inouye yesterday as well. But the thing is is that, they're
beginning the reconciliation reparations process. They are not going to
take any testimony from any Hawaiians on neighbor islands and now
they’re severely limiting —

Trustee Hao: No, but that’s, isn’t that separate from Dan Inouye’s
hearings?

Trustee Trask: Well that’s why I'm saying take a look at this. Dan
Inouye comes to town. Dan Inouye comes to town for his hearing the
first week of December. He is bringing with him the Justice of the
Interior. As Dan Inouye goes to the neighbor islands, Justice of the
Interior is going with him to visit the people he wants them to meet.
Then they come back and on the 10", in Honolulu the first day, which
is the 10™, will concentrate on issues of certain topics, such as
Hawaiian health, education, housing and economic development.
There will be panelists to receive the public comment. So Native
people having an opportunity to address, is not on the agenda
anymore. Now it’s public comment. And there’s going to be a panel
of John Barry and all the people that Dan Inouye wants on the panel,
and they’re going to listen to public comment. | mean, this is the
typed up minutes from Jalna from speaking with Inouye. So day
number one, we no longer have Hawaiians allowed to come to talk
about reconciliation. They’'re off the agenda. And instead we’re going
to have a panelist to get public comment. Day two which they were
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saying would be reserved for Hawaiians, to give comments on
reconciliation, look at what we have. Day two will open, have an
open discussion group dialog with lead participants, that's Barry and
Mark, talking to the audience on what reconciliation means. That is
not taking testimony from Hawaiians to preserve a record. You know,
the plan is to ask for early written testimony, so that person appears
before panel. You know, who's the panel? Who's the panel? Dan
Inouye, selected people that he appoints, and John Barry and Mark
Van Norman. You know, where's this office? The lead State agency?
Why are the Hawaiian Sovereignty groups that have worked on
sovereignty, why are they not allowed to be on the panel? You know,
this is wrong. | disagree with it. | disagree with it.

Trustee Akana: | have a question. Jalna, this sheet that you typed
up, this is only on the reconciliation. When are the hearings to be held
on the reauthorization bills?

Jalna: Inouye and | didn’t even talk about that. | don’t have any
knowledge -

Trustee Trask: Here, Karen Sprector Keating’s memo lays it out. She
leaves this memo for you. She wants to inform Rowena that due to
extraordinary scheduling conflict, they have to move the December
hearings from a beginning date of December 11" from the 18™ to the
11™. John Barry comes in on December 3. They want the opening
ceremony on December 4. And they’re opening the testimony for
Inouye’s Senate Hearings on the 4™ along with us. Then they will go
to the neighbor islands for the next five days, during which time
Inouye has his hearings, and they visit people Inouye has selected and
they come back to Oahu for the 10" and the 11*. So I'm not rolling
with this. | mean I, Dan Inouye was worried that | was sending out an
action alert. But | will certainly get it out before | go to Geneva on the
5. I'm not going to go along with this.

Trustee Hao: So the reconciliation hearings and the reauthorization hearings
are the one and the same?

Trustee Trask: Dan Inouye is having his hearings from the 1%, from the 3 to
the 9". And he’s having an opening ceremony along with us at Mauna Ala
on the 4™,
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Trustee Hao: But that’s all for reauthorization.
Trustee Trask: Yeah, it sure is, isn’t it?
Trustee Hao: Okay, but what about the —

Trustee Trask: Our reconciliation hearings just became an addendum to
Dan Inouye’s Senate Hearings on reauthorization.

Trustee Hao: So is Dan Akaka scheduling another time for reconciliation?

Trustee Trask: No Dan Akaka’s been pushed to the back by the one armed
bandit. And Interior and Justice. When we went up there, | mean it was
Senator Akaka that moved the apology bill. Senator Inouye wrote articles
saying that it wasn’t worth the paper it was written on. When we got up
there, the meeting that we asked for with Interior and Justice and Senator
Akaka, Senator Inouye took it over. He called the meeting. He opened the
meeting. He introduced everybody. He did not even introduce Senator
Akaka until the fourth speaker. He asked Senator Akaka if he wanted to
make a few introductory comments. You know what I’'m saying? That’s
inappropriate. This is a Hawaiian thing. We want to work with the
Hawaiian Senator that moved this bill and not the Japanese Senator that
didn’t support it. But then he announced that he is moving ahead, putting
the reconciliation hearings as an addendum to his Senate Hearings. And you
know, the federal delegation does have the money to go to all the neighbor
islands, but they just won’t have a two hour hearing there cause they don't
want to hear from Hawaiians. This is why | feel we need to get, | need to get
some money to go out and do some public education on the reconciliation
hearings. So that our people at least are informed. At least have a chance to
make written testimony. And neighbor islands can at least do some written
testimony and send it in because they’re not going to have a chance to have
a hearing out there. You know, if | had the money 1'd give each island
$1,000 to try and fly them in for the hearing, but | don’t have funding.

Trustee Springer: And just again for my clarification, there are going to be a
variety of federal delegates in Hawaii from December 3™ through December
11™. Their first order of business are some perfunctory ceremonial activities.
And then there will be discussions on reauthorization, and then the last two
days —

Verbatim Transcript of Minutes from OHA Committee on Governmental Affairs & Sovereignty
Meeting on October 13, 1999




Trustee Trask: Then they’re going to all the neighbor islands. Inouye’s
having hearings there.

Trustee Springer: And then, on December 10" and 11" there will be
meetings in Honolulu and the first day will concentrate, it says certain topics
such as Hawaiian health, education. Will there be other subjects of interest
to the general public?

Trustee Trask: No, no. They are having panelists on Hawaii health,
education, housing, and economic development. And there’s going to be a
panel, they will not tell us who is allowed to be on it, and they’re there to
receive public comment. So it’s no longer Hawaiian reconciliation on these
topics. It just is not.

Trustee Springer: On the second day, however, there will be a discussion of
reconciliation.

Trustee Trask: The second day it’s now an open discussion group dialog
with lead participants. All | know is that it’s marked and John Barry with
others on a panel sitting. And Hawaiians are asked to come and give their
manao.

Trustee Springer: Will the congressional delegates be present at this
[indiscernible].

Trustee Trask: We don’t know, but the idea of putting it in December was
to accommodate Inouye’s ability to be there.

Trustee Akana: Madam Chairman. | have asked Ryan Mielke to join us
because | wanted to ask him if there was any money in our advertising
budget to help us if we needed to inform people about these island meetings
that Senator Akaka will be holding regarding the reconciliation. Well, let me
try to clear up some of this. Because these two sheets are very confusing.
When we were in Washington and we met with our congressional team, and
the Justice and Interior divisions, what they said was that their plan was to
come and spend five days on neighbor islands visiting different groups, like
the Kalapana relocatees and various people who had housing, health,
education problems. And then two days were going to be for Honolulu.
One of those days would be panels discussing whatever. And people giving
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input. The second day would be to put all that information together.
And this would not include | think the general public, but it would
include everybody who participated in disseminating information and
gathering information and that purpose was to come up with some firm
recommendations that they could take back to Washington. Because the
window of opportunity during the Clinton Administration is next November.
So if anything is going to move on our behalf, they have to do it quickly.
And that’s why they were on this schedule. Now, before | left Senator
Akaka's aide called and said that the hearing dates were going to be
changed, and she’d inform us. Now | see that she has here. But what I’'m
confused about now Jalna, is that on the first page, tentative plans, .1 as of
10/8 has changed possibly first or second week of December, probably
firmed up by the end of this week. So that’s not clear.

Trustee Trask: No here itis. It was firmed up on 10/13. And actually Colin
did speak with her this morning.

Trustee Akana: Wait, wait, wait. See, but we’re talking about two different
things. Because John Berry’s group is coming to do what | had said. You
know, the five days on neighbor islands, two days over here. Now Inouye’s
thing was to have hearings at his conference office on the reauthorization
bills. What is confusing here seems to be that the dates kind of intertwine
with each other. And I’'m not clear from this as to are they going to go
simultaneously? Together? Or separate?

Trustee Trask: No back to back. Back to back.

Jalna: When | spoke to Inouye yesterday, this was tentative plans. This what
I got. This other set, smaller one is not from me.

Trustee Trask: Yeah this is, Karen Sprector Keating, let me explain who she.
Yeah, it came straight to my office. Karen is under the Secretary, well
Secretary Babbitt, then John Barry, then Sprector Keating. So Karen sent this
message to me saying that the dates we had, we have to move the December
hearings from a beginning date of December 11" to John Barry who will
travel on the 3. Okay. So if it is the 3" that he’s going to be here, and you
have the opening ceremony at Mauna Ala on the 4%, Okay, are we to
assume then that on the 5™, for the next five days, that they’re going to be on
neighbor islands? That’s these guys? The federal guys. Okay. And then, so
that will take them till the 9th. Then on the 10", they come back to Oahu
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and this is when they’re going to have the panel discussion. And gather all
that information. On the 11" is when they gather again to make some
recommendations on all the stuff they have gathered. Now, that’s this side.
On Inouye’s side, it looks like his date are conflicting with this, because he’s
having them about the same time. It says, first or second week of December
probably the end of, da, da, da, da. See this is different Jalna. Because this
is Akaka’s, it’s coming from Inouye. But they’re saying that, discussion, da,
da, da, da, da. It still doesn’t give you a date. Akaka’s speech, September
4,

jalna: | think we should hear from Colin.
Trustee Akana: This does not give you any dates.
Jalna: | mean he talked, no he talked to Noe this morning.

Trustee Akana: This does not give any dates. This one does. Okay, and this
came from the Justice Department. Okay, so this is this. Now on this sheet,
there is nothing about Inouye’s hearings.

Jalna: We did not discuss it at all.
Trustee Akana: Okay, so -

Trustee Trask: And also, excuse me, but Senator Akaka has not been
invited to participate in Senator Inouye’s hearings. Senator Akaka’s office
has been invited to participate in the ceremony at Mauna Ala and thereafter
to come when we have two days of hearings on Oahu. He's not invited to
go with them to the neighbor island rounds. Which the feds are going to be
attending. You know, | think we should hear from Colin. He talked with
Inouye this morning. And if you would like, maybe we should take a break
and see if we should call Inouye, right now. It’s important enough to clarify
it.

Colin: Okay, Noe called me very briefly this morning and we spoke and she
said basically what you've already heard. And that is that the date was
changed to the date we were initially given. The new dates are from the 4"
through the 13™. And the plan is just as you've been told by Jalna. That,
that the actual hearings where the community will be participating, the big
session will be at the East West Center. She said she was able to book it.
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And that it will be on the 10" and 11™.
Trustee Trask: And that’s all reconciliation?
Colin: That's all reconciliation. We did not talk about anything else.

Trustee Akana: Did she tell you that it’s going to be open mike for
reconciliation? Or did she tell you it’s going to be a round table discussion
with a bunch of panelists?

Colin: No, she did not. She did not. She just wanted to call to let us know
what the dates were. But | think that maybe talking with her might get you
more accurate information.

Trustee Trask: Break and try and call her?

Trustee Akana: Well, | think what we ought to do is have a break. And let’s
make two calls. You check with Noe and we need to check with Senator
Inouye’s office, Jalna. Because we want to know when his hearings are on
the reauthorization bill of health and housing and education. Because those
dates is what is those are the missing pieces. If they’re going to be back to
back, then we’re going to have to choose. Send some people over there.
Some people guide these guys around. | think that —

Trustee Trask: And | think that you’re going to find out that it’s all tied up.
Because when | spoke with Karen and we were up in Washington, | was
asking her where they’re going to be going. And she just said, well we're
following basically Senator Inouye’s hearings. So the thing is, I’'m not sure
they need any assistance. They’ve got every tied up by [indiscernible]. But
let’s take a 15 minute break. See if we can get the calls made.

Trustee Akana: Okay, why don’t you call Inouye’s office and you call Noe.

Trustee Trask: We can call Noe from right here. See if you can get her.
And then the Chair can speak with her.

* * *

Sebastian: ... money is part of the legislative budget. But the legislative
budget comes over to us as a lump sum. When, in developing the staff’s
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budget submission to the Board, the Operation Blueprint money was
assigned to. Well, part of where that money was intended to go was
to support the, what then was called the Puwalu committee. Paepae
Hanohano is the current name. And the idea was that if the Board decided
to support that project, they would, part of the money to support it would be
coming from this operation Blueprint. So that was not maintained as a
separate fund in our budget. What happened as a result of that is that when
we did send forward the budget to the Board and they approved it, they
essentially allocated that money elsewhere. So there's no project Blueprint
money that exists in a fund that the Board can tap. Or the, well the division
or the Board can tap. You’ve assigned that out.

Louis Hao: When did we do that?
Sebastian: When you approved the budget.
Louis Hao: That's the baseline budget?
Sebastian: The baseline budget.

Trustee Akana: Let me say this. That see, when the administrative division
send, submit their budgets to administrator, which the administrator submits
to the Board, these changes should be flagged for us. Because all we see are
numbers that reflect your division. Now Blueprint is matched by legislative
monies.

Sebastian: That’s correct.

Trustee Akana: And it has a specific line item purpose. So if it doesn’t meet
that purpose, then it can’t be reallocated. And so we need to take a look at
that. Because the $59,000 earmarked or $50,000 earmarked for Blueprint
must remain as sovereignty information monies. You can use them for
attorneys to do research. You can use them for community meetings. You
can use them to assist in this Paepae Hanohano, as we discussed before, as
part of the other budget. So let’s look at that and see where they are and see
how we can tap back into it.

Trustee Trask: If it’s necessary, we might have to return to B&F on this
point.
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Trustee Hao: Well, tomorrow we went ahead and look at some of these
lindiscernible] and then like we did yesterday. Remember we had all these
appropriations appropriated and they deleted a lot of them.

Trustee Trask: Yeah.

Trustee Hao: Well | think we’re going to do the same kind of exercise. And
so each time we come back we’ll be looking at funds so we can re-obligate
or | don’t know.

Sebastian: | guess you could re-obligate. These funds are not lapsed funds.
They are used to support current activities. And if necessary, in the
division’s budget, you can find a total of $49,400 which was the project
Operation Blueprint money, that is committed to items like community
meetings, sovereignty, advocacy of those issues. But you’re not going to see
in the staff budget an account that says Operation Blueprint. It's there, but
it’s not under that account.

Trustee Trask: You know, let’s, let’s. Louis, you're going to be having a
meeting on this tomorrow?

Trustee Hao: Well, we're going to look at for the next preparation for the
next agenda. So I'd like to look at all the —

Trustee Trask: This will be at what time?

Trustee Akana: Well, let’s find out what it’s now called and what number it
is under. And if it's only 49 and we’re in the new fiscal year where’s the
other $10,000. It'll be [indiscernible].

[Indiscernible]

Trustee Akana: Twenty five OHA, twenty-five State.

Sebastian: Well, to be quite honest everyone uses the $50,000, but the
actual appropriation that was matched is $49,400.

Trustee Trask: Okay.

Sebastian: We are, actually the year, one year there was a kicker of
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approximately $6,000 that we got us to $55. That was the original
number used. But certainly we can search to see if there’s any funds
available. Whether it’s called Operation Blueprint or not that can support
this effort. Because obviously these hearings are the core of what we do.

Trustee Trask: Okay, so, just to summarize what Sebastian is saying, there is
no longer an item in the budget with regards to the Blueprint funds. There
are funds that remain that would be available for

[End of Tape 1, Side B]

Trustee Trask: And actually, it is appropriate. Because we have B&F Chair
here and Chair of the Board here. So let’s take a look at it tomorrow and see
what we can do. But one thing we're clear on. Funding appropriated by the
Board for sovereignty budget will not be available and will not be accessed
for anything having to do with the hearings. Those two things we're going to
keep “em separate. So we’ll look to see if we can get some of the old, what
are you calling the old Blueprint money? What are we calling that now?
Cause | think calling it the Blueprint money or the old Blueprint money is
not right.

Sebastian: | generally would like not to call it anything.

Trustee Springer: The divisions might have monies for —

Trustee Trask: Division funds.

Trustee Springer: Activities and things.

Sebastian: Yeah, we have different, we’ve allocated it to different activities,
one of which is federal coordination. | mean there are projects under there,
so it’s partly there, partly somewhere else. But also, partly already assigned
to Paepae Hanohano, for example. Cause at the time, that was, before we
knew about these hearings, that was one of the mechanisms to build

consensus.

Trustee Springer: So Division funds would be the appropriate
nomenclature.

Trustee Trask: Right. Division funds, okay.
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Trustee Hao: Okay wait, can you be available tomorrow morning around
9:30?

Sebastian: Certainly.

Trustee Hao: We’'re meeting at the library.

Trustee Trask: Okay, I'll be there too. Other trustees too.
Sebastian: Oh, the one next to my office.

Trustee Hao: Yeah, yeah. We're just looking at, looking at the budget and
seeing —

Sebastian: I’ll bring the budget. We can see what's there.
Trustee Trask: Okay, good.
Trustee Hao: Check with John.

[Male Speaker]: Yeah, Ill inform Mr. Ogata, because if it’s a question of
reallocating funds, he needs to be involved in the reallocation process. So
I’lllmake sure that he’s involved.

Trustee Hao: Well tomorrow’s meeting is just looking at the budget.

[Male Speaker]: But | want to make sure that there’s no miscommunication,
cause if you think you can do something, that there are reasons why it can’t
be done, then you're, | mean you’re going to be frustrated. Just try to get the
best information. But Sebastian, we’ve, Sebastian has discussed this issue
with numerous people because the idea was that we had that money there.
But because of how it got rolled into our existing budget, we need to, you
need to get the whole picture presented, so you know exactly what's
available.

Trustee Hao: Well you know anything that’s appropriated is really almost
expended. But you're not exactly. So yesterday was an exercise where we
took monies out and made it available for something else.
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Trustee Trask: Yeah.

Trustee Hao: So whatever budget that it’s like more or less appropriate for
expenditure. And that’s a total minus column. We want to take away, you
know, add some pluses. Okay.

Trustee Trask: Okay.
Trustee Hao: You understand what I'm saying?

Trustee Trask: So we’ll take a look at this tomorrow at 9:30 and in the
meantime we’'ll try to follow up and get some more clarification from
Inouye’s office and also from Noe. Whatever comes in, I'll probably send
out a memo to all the Trustees especially because Frenchy and Haunani are
not here. And they should also be included in that, whatever we’re doing,
yeah. Frenchy and Colette are not here. Okay. Let me, what I’'m going to
do on Section B1 and B2 is I'm going to give you folks now a rough draft of
where the strategy is that has been developed up to this point. And the
reason why I’'m doing this is because it is my intention in November, the first
weeks of November, to bring the action items for a plan. Julia is now in the
process of writing the first draft of the plan. But what | have for you to look
at is this article entitled The Apology Bill and Hawaiian Self-Determination.
Now, brief summary, yeah. Ten minutes we’ll take a look at it. | don’t know
how this [indiscernible]. I’'m going to be on the Board, yeah. Have to turn it
on. Okay, what we've done so far in a period of about four months of work
in Paepae Hanohano is we've put together a proposal for an OHA strategic
plan on Hawaiian sovereignty. And within this context we're looking at the
concept of self-determination. If you notice when you take a look at Senator
Akaka’s statement, he’s identifying three critical areas for the hearing. The
second one of which he identifies as being self-determination. Now Paepae
Hanohano and our GAS commiittee [indiscernible] looked at this and we
basically have come up with a proposal strategic four corners are the
following. What is required, number one, is OHA’s policy statement on
sovereignty needs to be updated and amended. This matter has already
come before the GAS committee, although we did not vote on it because
Hanunani and Frenchy objected to it. They wanted further clarification from
Sherry Broder, but what you’re looking at now, if you’ll take a look at what
you have under your B, | believe it's B1 proposed revisions to OHA’s
statement to enhance sovereignty and self-determination. This document
right here. This was generated by Paepae Hanohano and came to the GAS
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committee | guess about two months ago. So here’s the proposal.
And here’s the justification for it. The committee found that the OHA
policy statement on sovereignty was more a source of disagreement than it
was of consensus building. It used terms like self-determination, but it never
defined it. So when they worked in the community, only confusion was
generated cause there was never an agreement on self-determination. Also,
OHA did not ever really commit itself to building consensus among their
own beneficiaries. In the statement that came out [indiscernible] Board years
ago, it was OHA's idea of sovereignty that was put out and everybody was
supposed to endorse that. Paepae Hanohano and the GAS committee when
we discussed it, looking at a different way of consensus building. Get all the
different proposals from the Hawaiian community, be inclusive enough to
bring them together and get OHA’s commitment to define self-
determination, work collectively with groups, and fund it. And get a real
commitment from OHA on funding. So this document here is what the
strategic plan will propose, be the [break in tape] commitment to build self-
determination among our people.

Trustee Akana; Madam Chair?
Trustee Trask: Yeah.

Trustee Akana: May | just make a quick statement. The reason that OHA
adopted a water downed statement about self-determination was really
because we saw our role as only facilitators and did not want to agitate any
group by putting out language that would be offense where people would
say, who are you? Why would you do this? You know, you didn’t build a
consensus first and so on. So the language was very carefully worded so that
people would know that we support the self-determination, but we weren’t
making a statement on how to do it. That was basically why.

Trustee Trask: |think the intention was well meant. | mean without
assessing fault. I'm just saying that things have changed in the last ten years
since OHA looked at the policy or eight years. So where we began for
OHA's strategic plan on sovereignty was obviously a policy statement that
was broader, that was more inclusive. And instead of OHA either pushing
it’s own plan or trying to step out and distance itself from the effort, OHA
really coming in as the primary, as the primary facilitator to build consensus
but making the commitment to the groups. So part one of the strategic plan,
and it’s always that way, is to take a look at your overall policy statement.
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See if we need to make some changes. The second part of it is really
the logistical plan on the actual building of consensus. And it starts
with 2A an educational program. An educational program that would
one, use all educational materials of Hawaiian groups. Incorporate it all
into one educational campaign. Everybody together. So [indiscernible]
material is in here. The HSEC material is in here. The kingdom:s, the
monarchies, whoever you want, we would bring everybody else’s in. The
educational plan would be video and media. And this would be done so
that we could put it on TV. We could get it out and that’s why we submitted
a budget with educational one component. This component on the video
was funded. But the video media, the idea was to get it public so that all
Hawaiians and all others could be informed because we don’t just have to,
we don’t want to educate Hawaiians and have a gap. But | think Paepae
Hanohano was really on it when they said if we use the public media, not
only will we reach all Hawaiians, we could take these videos to the
continent. We could take them anywhere. We could show them over and
over again. We don’t have to keep doing workshops. But the other thing
was the public. We don’t want to distance ourselves from the public. They
don’t know what we're doing, they become fearful. And we already have
the problem, the Hilo problem with Rice. So under the education program

we collect all materials. We would do video media campaign. And then we
would move to group consensus building through community workshops
going towards what we're calling Puwalu. And there may be more than one
of these. We may have to have more than one of these.

Trustee Akana: Yeah, Madam Chair, | want to suggest that we also include
commonwealth and [indiscernible] association.

Trustee Trask: Free associated status. Right. So these things, this is
educational program 2A, logistical plan. What is the hope for outcome, and
there may be more. Maybe more Puwalu. We don’t know. We have to see
what comes out of the first Puwalu. Now this area here is what | want to flag
to you is in the budget that was presented. We never had a chance to
present a budget with the strategic plan because the budget was moved by
Clayton without giving anybody notice. But in any event, this you’re already
seen. And the only thing I've had funded is this component right here.

These two things were not funded. Because Colette and Frenchy objected.
So educational program, step one. Step 2B is implement the right of self-
determination. Step B is OHA and others in the community moving for a
process to restore our nation. Moving for the process. Through consensus.
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This document that I've given to you here, the U.S. apology law and
the process of self-determination. This is what Paepae Hanohano will be
looking at this afternoon. This is item 2B if you want to put on the top of it.
And what you’re looking at now in outlining for you is strategic plan that
Julia is going to be writing up and that I’'m going to move in November. I'm
doing it this way so that trustees have a chance to give me your feedback
before November. Before the action item comes up, 1'd like to get
everybody’s input, okay? Now everybody right down here, where we are in
Hawaii is everybody’s been rushing for these conventions. | myself have
participated in so damn many conventions with Kalahui. The thing is that
everybody has their idea of convention and everybody is writing of the
concept [indiscernible] and moving right along so that they can elect
delegates. Wrong. Wrong. That’s why | created this. Self-determination,
people don’t know what it means. But now we can help to educate them.
The paper that you’re looking for, part of our education is what does self-
determination mean? What is it? People are so confused they don’t realize
it’s a collective human right. Sovereignty is not a human right. Sovereignty
is a right of nation states. Self-determination is a collective human right.
You can talk all you want about it. We've all been talking about it, but what
we haven’t done is we haven't put together a process to empower our
people to exercise the right. What does the process look like? Here it is.
Self-determination, so I’'m not going to really get into this, you can read what
it is and if you want a workshop on it I'll be glad to do it. First thing is
understand what is self-determination. Second thing is you have a process
for it. And this is a process that | believe OHA should fund in its entirety.
I’'m looking for funding. With ANA and elsewhere, but really | think it's our
job to fund it. Self-determination process starts out first with what is known
as a political status ballot. A political status ballot does not elect delegates.
It presents options to the native peoples for choices for their political status.
Right now, our political status is wards of the State. Why? Because our
government was overthrown. So when we change our political status, we
will no longer be wards of the State, but we will come out with a new
political status as citizens of our own nation. The first ballot, self-
determination is the right of peoples, “S”, to determine their political status.
That is the first definition of it. First line. The right of the Hawaiian peoples
to determine their political status. How does that happen? That happens
with what is known as a political status ballot. A political status ballot has
two things on it. It has the international options that were never given to our
peoples. And they are independence, incorporation, freely associated status.
Commonwealth is not included in the international. Commonwealth is
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considered to be a spin off of freely associated status. The other
choice is called incorporation, which in my paper | don’t look at. Because
incorporation means statehood. And we already got that. There’s no reason
to have anybody fighting over statehood. But it doesn’t just mean that you
have international options. It means, self-determination means that the
Hawaiian peoples determine their political status. So any option and every
option of the Hawaiian peoples must also be included. Maybe people
disagree with hit, but the Hawaiian options have to be on this ballot as well.
And the Hawaiian options are some Hawaiians want to restore the
monarchy. Maybe there are only a few people, but they want to restore the
monarchy, and we ought to honor it. There’s some people who want to
have a kingdom. There’s some people who want to have nation within a
state. Nation within a nation such as Kaho’olawe. There’s some people who
want a traditional form of government. They want to go back to the Ali’i.
Let Manookalanipo make the decisions for Kauai. That line, bloodlines of
Pi‘ilani, make the decisions for Maui. They want a traditional form of
government. We also have some other people who are making other
suggestions. Excuse me, there was one other option here. And that was
your own structure of government. Under the UN, you could have your
own structure, as well as the Hawaiians. And | don’t know what else | put in
here. The international options include free association separate system
independence. The Hawaiian options kingdom, monarchy, traditional Ali’i.
State within a state | don’t put in. Because state within a state is what we
have now. You know. We could add it if people want it. The first purpose,
the first step in the two step process is that the Hawaiian people determine
their political status and it’s our job to have a self-determination ballot. It
gives them every option. So that they might choose. But that’s not the only
thing. Once these choices are made, once these choices are made, then you
take the second step. Which is, which is the sovereignty ballot. In the
sovereignty ballot is where you elect delegates to go into a convention to
draft the documents for the nation. You don’t put a sovereignty ballot first.
Because the Hawaiian people haven’t made a choice. If all of the Hawaiian
people say, we want a kingdom, then you elect delegates who are going to
go in and make a kingdom. If all the Hawaiian people say, well we don’t
want a kingdom. We want a monarchy. Then these delegates have the
obligation to do as their peoples have directed them to do. In some areas we
have a problem on this. You know I've worked with self-determination
ballots Guatemala and all over the world. The situation came out this way.

[Indiscernible].
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Trustee Trask: What if the self-determination ballot comes out and we have
this. 1’'m just going to put this on the side. This could happen in Hawaii.
This is what | believe is going to happen in Hawaii. You had the same
situation in Brazil and in Guatemala. We had the self-determination political
ballot. And believe me, if you think we’ve got problems here, forget it. In
Amazonia we had 200 individual distinct communities. Just in the Amazon
basis. They don’t even speak each other’s language. We had to have a self-
determination ballot for them. Say that we have this. What is the outcome?
Twenty percent say that they want monarchy. Thirty percent say that they
want nation within a nation. Fifteen percent say they want traditional. Then
we have, you know, maybe, we have 40% saying that they want kingdom.
Say that this is the way it comes out. We don’t have a clear majority. Don’t
worry. The purpose of the political status ballot is to inform ourselves what
our people want, because we have the obligation to give them the right of
self-determination. So let’s pretend that this is the outcome of the political
ballot. What is it telling us? 1t’s telling us that there’s four viable options.
This is the political will of our people. Twenty percent want monarchy.
Thirty percent want nation within nation. Fifteen percent want traditional.
Forty want kingdom. Rules can also be made to put distinct options up here.
You could have a rule saying that any group that gets 5,000 of signatures of
Hawaiians gets their name on the ballot. So [indiscernible] convention
HSEC wants their name on the ballot, they want HSEC on the ballot. They
don’t want monarchy or this. They got to come with the 5,000 signatures of
the people. They get that, you can have a rule to put them on.
[Indiscernible] Hawaii is the same. Any group that wants it. They want, they
tell us that they got the right from their people, they represent the Hawaiian
people, they show that, put them on. Because in self-determination process,
the rule is that you must be inclusive so that the peoples themselves might
have a choice for political status. So it’s possible to have others here. I'm
only making general presentation now, okay. So we have political status
ballot. What does it tell us? It tells us the political will of the peoples. S.
It's collective. There’s a vote here. Okay, we go through all this. We
[indiscernible] and look at the outcome. Nobody get 50%, but we get this.
Okay, then we have the sovereignty ballot. We’re going to elect delegates
now to create a nation.

Trustee Akana: Okay, Mili, may | interrupt just for a second. Supposing one
of the choices is you want to remain the same. You know, do nothing. Do
nothing, just be an American citizen.
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Trustee Trask: You can put that on if you want. The reason, no you could
do that. We could decide that we want to do that if that’s the consensus.
The reason why | don’t put it up, is because I’'m working with self-
determination, and that means the peoples determine their political status. If
your status is already wards of the state, why would you want to vote on it?
Cause that’s what you got. But you're making a fair point. There may be
people who feel that that is what they want, and if that is the case, then it
should go on the ballot. And you know, in Puerto Rico, the status quo has
always been placed on the ballot, and the same thing in Guam. Because
when they polled their people, when they talked with people, a lot of people
said we like what we got. They were happy with their status as trust
territory. So we could include that. We could include something that would
like that. And also I've talked with some Hawaiian groups who have told me
that they feel that state within a state is not really an option they have.
Because they’re Hawaiian Homesteaders and they want to have their own
nation as homesteaders. They want to get rid of Hawaiian Homes
Commission. They want to be their Hawaiian Homestead Nation. They
don’t want anybody else involved other than Hawaiian Homesteaders. And
if that is what they want and they can get some signatures, then put them on.
Put them on there.

Trustee Springer: | agree with Rowena about having status quo expressed
on the self-determination ballot. And then | did have a question -

Trustee Trask: Wait, Hannah. This is my draft. Please don’t pass out this
draft, yeah? That’s why I’'m bringing it to you folks. If you could write down
over here, Hannah and Rowena, add the status quo option for, how do you
want to describe that thing as? You know if we said maintain wardship,
nobody’s going to want it. So, or status quo, or something like that?

Trustee Springer: Yeah, status quo.
Trustee Trask: We'll print it in the paper.

Trustee Springer: Also, to determine the validity of this vote, what is the
percentage of participants? You know, some of the criticisms of the previous
growth that was held was that a small percentage of those who participated
no. But the majority of the people did not participate.
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Trustee Trask: It’s a function of rule making. And that’s the last thing in my
paper. There’s somethings you got to be arbitrary about. In general rules,
under international law, as long as the full opportunity is provided to all the
peoples, and that is why you have monitors. The full opportunity is
provided to all peoples. Usually they go with the will of majority as
expressed. So, but you know that’s a function of a lot of rules. And when
you look at, in my previous work with Ka Lahui, [ didn’t buy that. In my
previous work with Ka Lahui if you didn’t get 50% of the Hawaiian people to
go along with you, tough luck even going. So if there’s 100,000 registered
Hawaiian voters, you get 51,000, you don’t go any place. That was how |
felt about it. But remember, it's not, we have a collective group to work on
the rules. You know, we’re doing it right. It’s not OHA calling the shot or
anybody. It may be that a law making group feels that we shouldn’t proceed
unless we get. Now remember the American Indian model, 33% was all that
they required in order to have a native nation. So in all the cases under the
Indian Reorganization Act, there was some where 60% of the tribes said no,
but 40% said yes and the feds went right ahead and recognized the 40% and
left out the 60%. That’s why you have all this huki huki with the Indian
nations on this. But so, in the first ballot, political status ballot. This is what
the outcome was and it told us what the political will of our people was. In
the next step, and again this is where HSEC and Ka Lahui has made mistakes,
right here. Not too long ago, myself. Okay. In the second step, which is the
sovereignty ballot, remember the peoples have a right to make their
determination. Now when you have a sovereignty ballot, you look for
delegates, you look for representatives that are going to represent the people
in two ways. Sovereignty ballot has delegates that are the people. Not
haoles, not Japanese. They are Hawaiian. And you give them delegates
based on two things. A, delegates that represent the political will of the
people. And B, delegates that represent the community, the land base of the
peoples. So when you proceed to a sovereignty ballot, you have two groups
of delegates that are elected. Okay. Let’s take the community
representatives. So 2B. How do you elect the delegates that represent a
community? Well you do it by making a district. So you look at the
Hawaiian Islands. And you say we want 100 delegates to represent the land
base. And then you’d go out and make 100 districts. These are all the
districts. These are all the districts. Maybe you say you have one delegate
for each 2,000 people. So you look at this and you're going to have 100 of
these people elected. It doesn’t matter what they believe at all. All that
matters is that they come from the districts where Hawaiians live. So we
look at Waianae. Waianae get 10,000 people. If we giving one delegate for
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each 2,000, that means Waianae going to have five. We don’t care
who they are, what they believe. We only believe that they are
Hawaiians from Waianae. Waianae will have five votes. These are
how you choose the delegates that come from the community. Now you
always have a problem. Because you're going to have some places like
Miloli’i, like Kalaupapa, like Kalapana, these areas are so small, that they
would never get a delegate because they’re too small. In order to make sure
that the peoples have the right, when the make the selection of delegates
from the community, you make the general rule on the districting, and then
you provide for what are called insular communities. Insular communities
are communities that are too small to qualify for a delegate, but because who
they are, because they are a community of interest in their importance, they
have a right to be here. You have criteria for this. Is this a traditional area?
Do they have Hawaiians with a perspective that is unique? If we don’t have
Hawaiians from Miloli’i, if we don’t have Hawaiians from Kalapana, we not
going to have Hawaiians at this convention that know the traditional fishing
lifestyle and live it to this day. Same thing with Kalaupapa. Maybe there’s
only 20 of them left, but my God, if we don’t have them represented, we
won’t know the history behind Kalaupapa and the need for Hawaiian people

[End of Tape 2, Side A]

Trustee Trask: ... common history, significant native perspective. And
these rules allow for exceptions so that all the Hawaiian peoples to the
greatest extent will be represented. So if you say 100 come from the
districts, you’re always going to have 100 plus. The plus you're going to
have is the insular communities. So that we make sure that it’s not just that,
it’s not just Waianae and Nanakuli and places with thousands of Hawaiians
that are represented, but all the Hawaiian in heart and mind is represented,
even though they don’t have their 2,000. | anticipate on looking at this that
we might come up with as many as another 10 insular communities. But on
Big Island, | know already, Miloli’i, Kalapana. You put Miloli’i in with Kona
no chance they going to elect anybody. The numbers too small. If
everybody in Miloli’i voted for the same person, they would not get in
because they don't, they cannot compare with the votes.

’

Trustee Springer: Niihau is another.

Trustee Trask: Niihau is another one. Lanai is another one. | just. Yeah.
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And see when | looking what the HSEC Hawaiian Convention is doing,
they don’t care this. They don’t care political will. Even myself, when
| was with Ka Lahui, but | only worked in this, | only learned this in the
last five years when | worked on the elections with Guatemala. And in
Nicaragua and Brazil. But | was trying to, in the last five years, trying to take
political right, political status self-determination to people, instead of talking
about it. ldea is make it be a reality. So we wind up, although we're looking
for 100 delegates from the land base, we wind up with 115. People,
Hawaiians, coming from land base, now what about electing the delegates?
The delegates that represent the political will of the people? You always
have the delegates from the land based being the largest number. So you
have 150. We have 150 coming from the land base. The rule making
committee says okay, we’ll take another 70 delegates will attend. These 70
delegates represent the political will of the people. So you have 70 more
seats for political will. That means that if 20%, 20% of the Hawaiian people
told us that they wanted a monarchy. So that means 20% of these 70
delegates run on a platform, these are the monarchial candidates. And
monarchy got 20% of the political status vote. That means that 14 out of 70
delegates will be elected on a monarchial slate. Thirty percent wanted
nation within a nation. So that means that 21 delegates, 21 is 30% of 70.
They will be nation within a nation slate. How do we handle this in an
election? Well it’s simple. You just say these are the snakes that we will
run. And you say it to all Hawaiians. Where ever you are. If you live in
Nihihau, fine. If you live in Kalapana, that’s fine. But you want to run,
because you believe in monarchy, then you put all your names on the
monarchial slate. And when you go to vote, you tell your voters, 20% said
monarchy. So they have a right to choose. Elect 14 from the monarchial
slate. Elect 21 from the nation within a nation slate. In this way you wind
up with 70 more delegates. It doesn’t matter where they live. What matters
is that they will follow the political will of their people.

Trustee Hao: [Indiscernible]. Political will. Who votes for them? | mean?
Trustee Trask: All of the Hawaiian voters.

Trustee Hao: Hawaiian people?

Trustee Trask: That's right. That’s right. So when you go into to vote, you'll
have ballots. Like the Hawaiians from Miloli’i or the Hawaiians from Kona,
will be asked to elect the delegates from their district. Up here, you going
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to, say you live in Honolulu, you only going to elect the Honolulu guys.
You now going to elect the 150.

Trustee Hao: No, | can follow that side. But that side | getting hard time
now.

Trustee Trask: Now on this side, when you go in, there’s actually two ways
that you can do it. You can give every voter the opportunity to cast 70
ballots. Or you can ask the people when they come in, and this is how we
also did it in Central America and Africa. When people came in to vote, we
said what are you live from? And they said | live in this part of Kenya. And
we said, okay, here’s your ballot. Here’s your seven delegates from your
community in Kenya. You can vote for one. And then we said to them, of
these, which do you believe? Do you believe in monarchy? If so, take the
red ballot. If you believe in nation within nation, then your ballot is blue. If
you go for a restored kingdom, your ballot is going to be pink. It's a little
more time. But then you give them the ballot that matches to their political
will. And they get to vote for 40 on that slate if there is 40. You know, in
some of the legends we looked at it, you know there was supposed to be 40
guys for kingdom. When the ballot came, only 10 guys like Ron. | just go,
well, you know. Now, may have a problem over here. What if 3% wants
monarchy? Is that enough to put them on a ballot? That’s why you have to
have a good rule making team. You need a good rule making team.
Because somebody has to, somebody has to make the criterion here. In
order to really get on the ballot, you’ve got to have at least 10% or
somebody needs to make the rules on it. This proposal here when we
looked at it in Paepae Hanohano, we looked at it as being a process where
we could provide the right of self-determination. We could include all these
sovereignty groups. It would be costly and it’s a little bit more difficult than
what we’ve had now. And without making blame. You know, in a way,
when you look at where the sovereignty groups are, we're right on target.
Because there wasn’t a collective will. And there wasn’t money. So some
Hawaiians that believed in independence, came together. They made their
hui, they went. Ka Lahui believes nation within the nation they made their
hui, they went. [Owana] and her group, they believe monarchy, they made
theirs, they went. That’s what we’re supposed to do. But now, you cannot
provide for self-determination with plenty little groups fighting. Somebody
has to come up under a policy to provide for self-determination for the
Hawaiian peoples. Somebody has to come up and give everybody this
option. The strategic plan that Julia’s going to bring in, begins with, let’s
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change our policy statement. Let’s look at the educational pieces, the
three pronged educational pieces we need. Let’s move towards a real
process for self-determination. We didn’t get to the point if you look
at the end of my paper, | wish | could tell you that we came to the point
that OHA’s going to do it. Or Paepae Hanohano's going to do it. But we
did it. There is one big question at the end of the paper. And that is, who's
the steering committee that pulled this together? | think OHA should play a
big role in it. | would think we should be the only ones. For God’s sake,
we’re State. We're supposed to have the sovereignty groups and the rest of
the guys in here. You know what I’'m saying? | mean, we’re Hawaiians too,
but the truth is that we stayed. So I’d like to open it up.

Trustee Springer: Question just on this process of choosing the delegates.
So there’s, there are two land-based vehicles. And one politically based
vehicle. The land based being the geographic distribution including insular
communities. And then that political will scenario that you just sketched out
for us.

Trustee Trask: Right. There’s two ways on political will. You can give
everybody the right to vote for 70 delegates. Or you can just say you

declared that you’re monarchial. And we’ll give you a pink ballot with 20
names on it. You can vote for 20.

Trustee Springer: And that’s a function of the rule making?

Trustee Trask: It’s a function of the rule making and it’s also a function of
you know sometimes you don’t get something like this. Sometimes you get
3% want this. 10% want this. And 85% is undecided. When you get to
85% is undecided, that’s when you start thinking of letting everybody vote
for 70. You know what I’'m saying. Because you don't really know where
they’re coming from. But you know, in some places of the world, | mean,
their people just don’t know. They just don’t know what they want. They
have no idea.

Trustee Springer: And you have that previous ballot to inform you as to
those percentages?

Trustee Trask: Yes. And also, the idea of this is because the peoples have a
right to determine political status. You can’t just have a convention with
people coming from different areas, when they are not accountable to the
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Hawaiians and their political will. You know what Ka Lahui does, with
the HSEC native convention is doing, is they’re taking away the right of self-
determination of the Hawaiian people. They’re saying forget your political
will, we really don’t give a damn. We're going to right ahead. We're going
to have a bunch of delegates elected. You vote for five guys from Waianae.
You don’t get to know what they stand for, and it doesn’t really matter. You
just get to vote for five guys and whatever they do, you going to have to live
with it. The thing is, is that that is an election, but it doesn’t provide for self-
determination. And that’s why you have international observers to come to
make sure that the ballot is representative of the people. But you know, this
is a mistake the Native Hawaiian Convention is making. Ka Lahui and many
other groups have made it. But nobody has come to the forefront saying,
hey, let’s build consensus and let’s redo a two step self-determination
process. s this costly? It sure is. Should the State pay for it? | don’t think
so. | think it should be paid with funds from the feds and native trust dollars.
| mean, we don’t want. What comes with money, money kind of strings and
this and this. 1 don’t like it. But what I’'m giving to you is, this is Paepae
Hanohano’s work. My work and other people that have come in. And we
want to put it together, a strategic plan. Increments have come to the Board
but, you know, | cannot get the thing moving beyond Colette or Frenchy.

All they do is fight.

Trustee Springer: You cited in your national examples where the self-
determination processes already occurred. And that’s Guatemala, Nicaragua
and -

Trustee Trask: Oh, yeah, all over Africa. We did a South Africa. Brazil.
Trustee Springer: And this is through the United Nations? Or?

Trustee Trask: Some in the United Nations and some up to that, | mean it
was Desmond Tutu, Nelson Mandela, that whole gang that did South Africa.
U.N. sent observers. U.N. helped. But it was that. You know, and like the
reconciliation efforts in Australia. I’'m an international advisor to the
reconciliation efforts in Australia. You know what I'm saying? That’s totally
being done by the government of Australia.

Trustee Springer: And that it may be that once that local political will is
expressed, then the United Nations may be approached to send in impartial
observers or?
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Trustee Trask: When you do this two step process, that’s the time you ask
for observers to come. But it’s always good to ask for your local church
groups to do it. And when you look at what I’'m sitting on steering
committees, all over the world. Mostly it’s the native people. But I'm telling
you, everybody has non-natives involved in it. Everybody has people from
the church groups, international jurists, because you want unbiased,
impartial observers to look at it. And you want people that know what self-
determination is to look. | mean, in some places, like you know the first
ballot in Guatemala. They agreed to all this. Funny thing, when people
went to vote, never have ballots. Only have ballot for status quo. With
guns. That’s why you have to go. You know what I’'m saying? That’s why
we were called to go to Guatemala. So you have this process. Everybody
says great. But when you go to vote on that morning, there’s a bunch of
heavily armed thugs standing out there and when you go on in and inspect
the ballots, | see they only have one ballot there. What happened to the
other eight? Well, never get printed up. You know. And then you come
back two days later. And when they open up the box, all the ballots is pink.
I wonder why? Never have blue. Never have yellow. So that election came
out decertified. You know, it’s, but the thing is that there is a process for
self-determination. There is a role that OHA can play. | don’t want Trustees
to be totally blown out when they see the strategic plan coming from Julie.
We're going to work on it. | want to put it in writing and bring it up here in
November. | want you guys to be honest with me. And anybody in the
audience as well. If you see mistakes like what you two have just told me.
We don't like the idea of leaving out status quo. Put it in my paper, I'll
incorporate it. This is a third draft, yeah. So | don’t want to circulate it
because then HSEC said [indiscernible] but | don’t want to do unnecessary
work. | don’t want to have the whole committee, Julie we work on the plan,
bring it up here and everybody doesn’t like it. So my feeling was to give you
a preview of coming attractions and get your honest feedback so we can
incorporate it there. No matter what | do or what Paepae Hanohano does,
Colette and Frenchy will oppose it. And Colette has told me this in
Washington. She will fight anything that comes out of this committee. And
anything that comes from Paepae Hanohano. But my feeling is that I still
have to proceed. And we may only have five or six months left in office. |
very much want to get this strategic plan passed by the Board. You know,
whether we stay in office or not is irrelevant. But if we are ruled out, what a
shame that we would not have left a template for peoples. Our survival is
inconsequential. They need to have a good plan come out. And see OHA
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never came out with a plan. They only had a general statement under
Kina’u. The whole Blueprint thing was a scam. And we never had a real
plan. And we need to have a plan. But as you can see, it’s not a plan that
puts us in charge.

Trustee Springer: | would just say, in keeping with what you’ve discussed
this morning, where in essence sovereignty is a subset of the self-
determination process. Then | think that the order might properly be
reversed in these documents. Which is sovereignty and self-determination.
Self-determination ballot precedes the sovereignty ballot. So maybe if that
order could be reflected in the documentation, that would help clarify
thinking.

Trustee Trask: I'm missing it, Hannah. We need to put, what? I'm missing.
[Indiscernible].
Trustee Akana: Self-determination before sovereignty.

Trustee Springer: And that’s not in your document, Mililani. That’s in the
Paepae Hanohano informational package.

Trustee Trask: Oh, okay, okay.

Trustee Akana: See the thing is, it’s called the self-determination process.
But it’s a two step ballot.

Trustee Springer: Yeah, | understand but -
Trustee Trask: | think she’s talking about the Paepae document.

Trustee Springer: But when we put sovereignty first, we're predisposing the
outcome of the self-determination ballot.

Trustee Trask: That’s right, that's right.

Trustee Springer: And if we want this to be clear and presumably above
reproach.

Trustee Trask: We're still expecting to be, and you know that’s a process of
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criticism and self-criticism. That you want other people to shred it and
tell you what’s wrong with it. But when you take a look at this see it
takes OHA way, way beyond any place OHA’s ever been. OHA's
always had a very general vague statement. But we never really had a
process. And one thing good about this process is that there’s room for
everybody. Even Kalaupapa. Even if they only have a few people. And the
main thing is that we can somehow bring them in. So that’s a preview of
coming attractions, you know. Wait, wait, Hannah then Akana.

Trustee Springer: Just to the extent that this discussion has been useful
today, again [indiscernible] statutes or definitions section up front so that
we're always clear on the differences between self-determination and any of
the choices that we have.

Trustee Trask: | should do a write up on sovereignty, yeah. So people can
see it. See you can’t get to sovereignty till you have nation. Then
sovereignty, the right of sovereignty is born. Because sovereignty is a right
of nations. Not of people. Self-determination is a human right, it belongs to
people. It doesn’t belong to government.

Trustee Springer: And that a good discussion.

Trustee Trask: Yeah, so there’s draft of strategic plan. You know, please
give me your comments or | don’t know what you guys think about it. If you
want to go through it. Or if we should just have Julie’s presentation and, you
know. Yeah, | know.

Trustee Akana: My question, Madam Chair, is to Julie. Julie, this process
just outlined by the Chairman of this committee. s this the submittal that
you're looking for money for from ANA. Would this be all part of that
submittal?

Julie: It was also an action item for the budget that we proposed to the
Board. So it’s right there. It’s been the same -

Trustee Akana: But it’s changed some, hasn't it?

Julie: It got fleshed out more so you can understand how the processes
would work and the balloting would work. But it’s actually, if you look at
your action item in your folder, it’s the same thing.
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Trustee Akana: In the action item we went up to education. There’s two
blanks in it when it comes to process.

Julie: Well we went to the first ballot and the ballot and the election of
delegates ratification is just mentioned in there. But it was not included in
any kind of detail.

Trustee Akana: Well, you know what, | think that it would be really
beneficial to include the explanation.

Julie: Definitely.

Trustee Akana: Because then everybody is real clear. How important that
process is. People can’t visualize, you know. Even | had a problem with
visualizing how this process was going to go. But | think it’s really quite
clear at this point.

Julie: It needs pictures and it needs to be explained real clearly | like that.
It's a hard topic area, you know, self-determination it’s really difficult to get
this out so everybody can understand where we’re going. And they’re not so
apprehensive about us taking over, or something.

Trustee Trask: And this was why the idea was, if we use the videos, we
went out for community workshops. We could dialog with our people and
do this in a workshop format, but we never get the money for the workshops.
| really don’t know what to do. But | feel compelled to do something within
the next five or six months before | might be ruled out of office. So here’s
the general rule of the strategy. Julie, want to do update on work in
progress? | don’'t know what you folks want to do. And community
hearings. We don’t have enough data on community hearings yet. We still
have to follow up with those calls.

Julie: Well | just wanted to say you know it is a very difficult process we’ve
been going through. And we’ve been trying to do it right. And try to include
all these groups along in the process, but it’s been very difficult. Part of it is
grappling with the issue of identity. | think as you know, the criticism of
OHA and the criticism of OHA has been, and Native Hawaiian Convention
has been state affiliation, state funded. And so it only begged the issue that
these, it’s being raised, it's like well we’re OHA. We're state funded. We've
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been controlled by OHA. And you know, Rowena and Mililani has
been very good about letting this committee pretty much do it’s own
work and remain very independent in terms of the recommendations. After
all they’re advisor to you so you kind of want to know what they’re advising.
What their advice would be. So, you know, that’s hard to deal within the
community. And it’s hard to deal within a group where they feel like the
need to explain their relationship to OHA, and explain that they’re not State
controlled. But it’s very difficult. We are kind of coming to terms with the
special relationship. That this group has a special relationship. It's like
almost a project of OHA. It is definitely an advisory group to OHA, but |
think it’s evolved out to something more. Where you start advising and then
you start realizing, gee, we would carry this banner, you know, for the
people. And so then what happens when you go to the Board with the entire
budget and we get only small portion of it. And that’s another problem.
We're pretty much stymied by that. What do we do now when we only
have this and that, and then the other people are not saying that we have this
and that. They’re saying that we have $243,000. That’s a lot of money they
feel we can do a lot of things with it. Which is true. But they don’t
understand that it’s been earmarked for specific things. And so now we're
trying to regroup and say, okay, now what do we do with just a video and an
administrative assistant position? Okay, what can we get done with that.
And so really, we have to go back to the whole program. Which is why
we're looking at fund raising. Why we’re looking at grant writing. You
know, why we're looking at ANA. We need, the whole thing has to be
done. It would be very difficult to envision doing it just parts of that. It just
can’t be done that way.

Trustee Trask: | want, we do want to use the $240,000 we have to move
ahead with the first step of the education. But the thing is if that we can’t
take it to the people, and we can’t give them the vision of how they can
work together, | feel very concerned that we're actually going to raise
expectations and then pre-anger when we don’t follow through. And that’s
why | was so disappointed on the budget. But I’'m, going to look for the
funds, and get the rest of the funds.

Trustee Springer: s it conceivable that Paepae Hanohano could get
sovereign? Would become independent from the Office of Hawaiian Affairs?

Julie: Could be but -
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Trustee Springer: Would there be conflicts inherent in that?

Trustee Trask: It's, we discussed it with Paepae Hanohano, but the general
feeling was is that they didn’t want to do it. And they wanted to work with
OHA. Because they felt that they were advisory to OHA. They wanted to
work with OHA. That’s why they’re terribly disappointed that when they
came to OHA with the budget, the two trustees on this committee, Colette
and Frenchy just lambasted it. And when Frenchy saw the proposal for this,
Frenchy said this damn thing changed OHA'’s policy. Kill this damn thing
dead. Send it to Sherry Broder. Kill it dead. We're not moving. We want
HSEC or nothing. You know, these are trustees on my committee.

Trustee Springer: | guess where my question’s coming from is often times
when you, there’s a particular mind set that you properly adopt when you
are an advisory committee. And that that’s you may have lower expectations
than if this entity anyone who became dissatisfied.

Trustee Akana: It could evolve itself. | think that the beginnings are here.
And we need to begin there. We have two options for money, private
funding, and this second approach with ANA. And I think that the likelihood
would be now more than ever since the Rice case that we would look to
evolve this process out of OHA. Even though it begins here and the genesis
is here. We would have to look at evolving this mechanism.

Julie: And | think it could be understood with these external factors come
into play but | think the idea of the group is that they want OHA to be
accountable to the people with regard to self-determination.

Trustee Akana: And we want to, we absolutely want to do that. | mean that
was why you know | felt very strongly about this project. And have pushed
this ever since | became a Trustee.

Julie: And at the same time, it’s really hard for them when stuff comes out
with budget and they realize ultimately, you know, there is control.
Ultimately there is control. And I think that it really bothers them that here
we come together with a good package we can all agree on. Everybody now
sees the need. And they’re getting it back to their respective groups, and so
there is some, there is expectations already. In terms of this coming out and
doing this wonderful thing that we all need. And then getting, you know, set
back by the budget and now having to, you look at time frame. See that’s an
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issue too. Now if we could take the money and maybe, you know,
look for reallocation along at time frame issue. Where we looking at now to

Trustee Trask: [Indiscernible].

Julie: Yeah, get to, and you know, do the plan but march it through with
time. And then seeing you know how far we can get with the monies
already done. And then, cause even if we go to other granting sources, other
funding sources, that will also take time. In the meantime we’re just sitting.

Trustee Trask: You know |’'ve asked Julie and Paepae, this afternoon Ill
meet with them after my 1:30 meeting. We need to move ahead now and
put the strategic plan down in writing. And the reason why I’'m going to
push the group to do it is because of Rice. We don’t know the outcome. If
we are here great. If not, at least we'll have some report. | want to get that
to the GAS Committee in November. And thereafter in December ask the
chair of the board if she will schedule it so we can bring it to the Board. And
at least have a policy, a new policy statement and a strategic plan adopted,
so regardless of what happens with us, we can move. But that will help us
raise funds too.

Trustee Akana: Sure, but | don’t think we have to wait until the whole plan
is finished to adopt a new policy on what our statement is.

Trustee Trask: | don’t know. If you'd like to take a look at this and we can
bring it up for statement. This | passed out before, but it was objected to by
Colette and Frenchy. And they said that they would give me their detailed

objections. But that was two and a half months ago, and | haven't received
anything from them.

Trustee Akana: Well, let’s work on it.

Trustee Trask: Okay, okay.

Trustee Akana: Okay, | got to leave.

Trustee Trask: Okay. | don’t think we, you know, on the federal hearings,
you can’t act on it. We have to hear.
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Trustee Akana: Well, if a meeting is not scheduled when we get those
meeting dates, then we should just -

Trustee Trask: How about this. We'll follow up by phone and send it out
by memo the Board. We'll try track down Noe then today. And then | guess
we’ll hold Kali Watson’s update on 225 till next time. Cause | don’t see Kali
here.

[Female Speaker]: Yeah, he was here then he left.

Trustee Trask: Do you folks have an announcements that you wanted to get
in? This meeting 9:30 tomorrow at the library.

Trustee Hao: Yeah.

Trustee Trask: Okay.

Trustee Hao: Well, it's not a meeting, it’s a setting of agenda for the next.
Trustee Akana: Move to adjourn.

Trustee Springer: Second.

Trustee Trask: [Indiscernible] discussion? Okay, we’re pau.
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