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In consideration of
HOUSE BILL 1025, HOUSE DRAFT 1, SENATE DRAFT 1
RELATING TO LEASE EXTENSIONS ON PUBLIC LAND

House Bill 1025, House Draft 1, Senate Draft 1 proposes to authorize the Board of Land and
Natural Resources (Board) to extend leases of public lands for commercial, industrial, resort, or
government use upon approval of a proposed development agreement to make substantial
improvements to the existing improvements. Senate Draft 1 of the measure amended the prior
version of the measure by inserting blanks for all references to numbers of years and
percentages, exempting leases of public lands owned by the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands, inserting a blank repeal date, and making technical, non-substantive amendments for
purposes of clarity and consistency. The Department supports this measure with proposed
amendments below, as well as offering the following comments.

As originally introduced, House Bill 1025 was an Administration proposal that would have
authorized the Board, on a "statewide basis", and for a limited period (to be repealed on June 30,
2024), to extend commercial, industrial, or resort leases that have not been sold or assigned
within 20 years prior to receipt of an application for a lease extension under the measure, when
the lessee commits to substantial improvement to the existing improvements, provided that lease
extensions cannot exceed 40 years, and additionally, the lessee cannot transfer or sell the lease
during the extension period, except by devise, bequest, or intestate succession. The bill was
intended to support long-term tenants wishing to continue their businesses past the 65-year
maximum lease term allowed under current law.

House Bill 1025, House Draft 1, Senate Draft 1 proposes to make extensions available to
commercial, industrial, resort or governmental lessees who have not assigned their leases within
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the last five years. Additionally, the bill removes the restrictions on assignments of leases
extended under the measure, and expressly permits subleasing.

One of the arguments the Department has heard against restrictions on assignment is that lessees
need to be able to mortgage their leasehold interests in the land and that House Bill 1025 as
originally introduced would have prevented them from doing so. However, that is not the case.
Assignments and mortgages are two different concepts and are treated separately under the law.
Assignments are governed by Section 171-36(a)(5), Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS), while
mortgages are subject to Sections 171-21 and 22, HRS. House Bill 1025 as originally introduced
did not impair a lessee’s ability to mortgage the leasehold interest, or the ability of an
institutional lender to foreclose on and sell the leasehold interest as provided for under Section
171-22, HRS. The law will continue to provide that the interest of the mortgagee or holder is
“freely assignable.”

The original version of House Bill 1025 would also not have prohibited “true” subleases, which
the Department views as one in which the lessee/sublessor retains either a portion of the lease
premises for its own use or reserves a portion of the lease term after the sublease ends for its own
use. In contrast, a transaction styled as a sublease but which in effect is an assignment of all of
the lessee’s interest in the lease would not be allowed under the original version of the bill. The
Department additionally notes that assignments and subleasing are governed by two separate
subsections of Section 171-36, HRS: subsection 171-36(a)(5) for assignments, and subsection
171-36(a)(6) for subleasing. House Bill 1025 as originally introduced was not intended to affect
subleasing under subsection 171-36(a)(6), HRS.

As noted above, the Department’s intent in introducing House Bill 1025 as originally drafted was
to acknowledge the commitment of long-term lessees to locating their business on State lease
lands and to ensure that such lessees could continue to operate those businesses for the duration
of the extension period authorized under the measure. The Department is concerned that making
lease extensions available as widely as the current version of the measure proposes will lead to
speculators acquiring State leases, obtaining extensions after five years, putting in the minimum
30% of substantial improvements required, and flipping the leases for a profit.! The Department
does not believe such speculation is in the best interests of the State, and therefore proposes
amendments to Senate Draft 1 that would limit eligibility for lease extensions to lessees who
have not assigned their leases within the last ten years, and would prohibit any assignments for a
period of ten years after the lease extension is granted. The specific proposed amendments to the
bill are indicated in gray highlight below:

"§171- Commercial, industrial, resort, or government

leases; extension of term. (a) Notwithstanding section 171-36,

for leases that have not been assigned or transferred within [[—]

ten vyears prior to receipt of an application for a lease




extension submitted pursuant to this section, the board may

extend the rental period of a lease of public lands for

commercial use, industrial use, resort use, or government use

upon approval by the board of a development agreement proposed

by the lessee or by the lessee and developer to make substantial

improvements to the existing improvements; provided that this

section shall not apply to the lease of public lands owned by

the department of Hawaiian home lands.'"?

"(d) Any extension of a lease pursuant to this section

shall be based upon the substantial improvements to be made and

shall be for a period not longer than [——] forty years. No

lease extended pursuant to this section shall be transferable or

assignable for a period of ten years after the extension is

granted, except by devise, bequest, or intestate

succession. The prohibition on assignments and transfer of

leases includes a prohibition on conveyances of leases and a

prohibition on the sale or change in ownership of a lessee that

is a company or entity by more than twenty per cent. During the

extended term of the lease, the lease may be subleased, subject

to approval by the board."

1 A lease with 5 years remaining on the term is worth a lot less to a buyer than a lease with 40 years
remaining on the term.

2 A conforming amendment would also be needed to the bill's preamble at page 2, line 5 to insert “ten
years” where there is currently a blank.



Regarding the definition of “substantial improvements” that would qualify a lease for extension
under this measure, the Department believes the value should be no less than thirty per cent of

the market value of existing improvements on the lease premises to be consistent with Act 149
Sessions Laws of Hawaii 2018.

Finally, the Department requests that the repeal date of the measure as originally introduced
(June 30, 2024) be reinstated.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this measure.
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COMMITTEE ON WAYS and MEANS
Senator Donovan M. Dela Cruz, Chair

Senator Gilbert Keith-Agaran, Vice Chair
Testimony in Support of HB1025 HD1 SD1

Aloha Senators Dela Cruz & Keith-Agaran,

HPM Building Supply is in support of this bill. With our own history of being lessees of State land, we once again feel
compelled to support reforms relevant to State land-hold leases and procedures. Having experienced first-hand the
uncertainty and hardship that comes with contemplating the end of a lease of public land, upon which a thriving
business has been built, we feel we must now speak up for those outside of the Hilo Economic District. We support bill
HB1025 HD1 SD1, which seeks to authorize the BLNR to extend the leases of public land for commercial, industrial,
resort and government use upon approval of a proposed development agreement.

This bill impacts the many businesses with leases on public lands, allowing such leases to be extended. If passed into
law, it would provide similar opportunities granted to the Hilo Economic District last year with the signing in to law of
Senate Bill 3058, for those outside of the district, but faced with the same challenges from antiquated government
processes.

It is only right that all public land lessees be afforded the same opportunities that the Hilo Economic District received
through passage of Senate Bill 3058 last year. There are so many more businesses on public land outside of the Hilo
Economic District, all contributing to the financial stability of our State. It is important that we support and nurture that
economic stability by looking at whether the way public land leases have always been conducted is still the best way to
continue. We humbly ask for your support of HB1025 HD1 SD1.

Mabhalo,

%ﬁg“% W, dhy e

Robert M. Fujimoto, Chairman of the Board Emeritus Michael K. Fujimoto, Chairman and Chief Executive Officer

s

Jason R. Fujimoto, President & Chief Operating Officer
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WE STRONGLY OPPOSE THIS EXTREMELY FLAWED BILL & AGREE WITH
OHA'’S TESTIMONY THAT SAYS:

“This measure may authorize leases that violate the State’s fiduciary obligations under
the public trust and the public land trust, and that lead to the alienation of public and
“‘ceded” lands.

Under Article 11, section 1 of the Hawai‘i State Constitution and Chapter 171, Hawai‘i
Revised Statutes (HRS), the State, through the Board of Land and Natural Resources
(BLNR), holds in trust approximately 1.3 million acres of public lands, including the
natural and cultural resources they contain, for the benefit of present and future
generations. Much of these lands are also subject to the public land trust created by
Article 12 of the Hawai‘i State Constitution and section 5(f) of the Admission Act, which
requires that a portion of revenues derived from public land trust lands be dedicated to
OHA, for the purpose of bettering the conditions of Native Hawaiians. The trust status of
these lands impose upon the BLNR specific fiduciary obligations of due diligence and
undivided loyalty, in making its trust corpus productive and maximizing its benefits for its
Native Hawaiian and public beneficiaries. By authorizing the extension of commercial,
industrial, resort, and government public land leases — many of which may already have
been held by their respective lessees for the better part of a century — for up to 40
years, this bill may invite century-long leases that substantially inhibit the BLNR and
future generations from fulfilling these fiduciary obligations, and otherwise ensuring the
best and most appropriate uses of public trust and public land trust lands. For example,
this measure could allow a public land lease that was first issued for 55 years, then
extended to 65 years, to be extended for an additional 40 years, with a fixed rental
period of the same amount of time. This could result in the use of public lands by a
private entity for 105 years, without any rent reopening for over a generation, so long as
the BLNR agrees to a lessee’s agreement proposal “to make substantial improvements
to [] existing improvements.” Notably, the lack of an aggregate lease length cap as well
as any prohibition on additional lease extensions could allow lease terms and fixed rent
periods to be repeatedly extended, for an indefinite length of time, further drawing into
guestion the ability of future generations to ensure the appropriate disposition of public
lands -- something that even Act 149 does not allow. The fact that industrial,



commercial, and resort lands may have the highest revenue potential of the State’s
public land and public land trust land inventories only further exacerbate the concerns
underlying this measure’s lease extension provisions.”
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OFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS
Legislative Testimony

HB1025 HD1 SD1
RELATING TO LEASE EXTENSIONS ON PUBLIC LAND
Senate Committee on Ways and Means

March 28, 2019 10:20 a.m. Room 211

The Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) OPPOSES HB1025 HD1 SD1, which would
authorize relatively unconditioned lease extensions for a wide variety of public land leases,
allowing public lands to be placed in the hands of private entities for an unspecified amount of
time — potentially far longer than necessary for the redevelopment purposes of this measure —
and thereby invite violations of the public trust and public land trust, as well as compromise the
interests of the State, Native Hawaiians, and the public in our limited public land base.

1. Act 149’s “pilot project” has not been completed or evaluated; allowing lease
extensions for any and all industrial, commercial, and resort leases in the state may
be premature.

As a preliminary matter, OHA notes that the legislation this measure is purportedly based
on, Act 149 (Reg. Sess. 2018), was enacted only last year, as a “pilot project” to determine
whether public land lease extensions in the dilapidated “Hilo community economic district”
can “facilitate efficient redevelopment and greater economic opportunities,” and whether such
an approach “can be replicated in other areas of the State.”

However, rather than wait for the pilot program to meaningfully commence, much less
conclude, this measure would summarily expand much broader lease extension authorities for
any and all industrial, commercial, government, and resort leases of public lands throughout the
entire state. Such an expansion appears premature given Act 149’s acknowledged need to first
assess whether any redevelopment benefits from lease extensions “can be replicated in other
areas of the State.” Indeed, there are a number of considerations that may need to be assessed
from Act 149’s pilot project, including but not limited to:

e  Whether redevelopment actually occurs in a timely manner as a result of its lease
extension authority;

e  Whether the cost-benefits to the State and the public, including opportunity costs,
foreclosed revenue increases from real estate market changes, and foregone
equity in existing and new improvements that would otherwise revert to the State
justify the long-term placement of public lands under private control;

e Whether extensions of lease terms and fixed rental periods are necessary to obtain
redevelopment financing, and if so, for how long;

e Whether specific conditions, contingencies, safeguards, or other considerations
should be taken into account in the development of extension terms and
conditions; and
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e  Whether any replication of its lease extension authority should be limited to
certain leases or circumstances.

Accordingly, OHA strongly recommends that the Committee allow for an appropriate
assessment of the potential unintended consequences, cost-benefits, and other lessons from Act
149, before expanding much broader lease extension authorities to all other industrial,
commercial, resort, and government public land leases throughout the islands.

2. This measure may authorize leases that violate the State’s fiduciary obligations
under the public trust and the public land trust, and that lead to the alienation of
public and “ceded” lands.

Under Article 11, section 1 of the Hawai‘i State Constitution and Chapter 171, Hawai ‘i
Revised Statutes (HRS), the State, through the Board of Land and Natural Resources (BLNR),
holds in trust approximately 1.3 million acres of public lands, including the natural and cultural
resources they contain, for the benefit of present and future generations. Much of these lands
are also subject to the public land trust created by Article 12 of the Hawai‘i State Constitution
and section 5(f) of the Admission Act, which requires that a portion of revenues derived from
public land trust lands be dedicated to OHA, for the purpose of bettering the conditions of
Native Hawaiians. The trust status of these lands impose upon the BLNR specific fiduciary
obligations of due diligence and undivided loyalty, in making its trust corpus productive and
maximizing its benefits for its Native Hawaiian and public beneficiaries. By authorizing the
unspecified and potentially indefinite extension of commercial, industrial, resort, and
government public land leases — many of which may already have been held by their
respective lessees for the better part of a century — this bill may invite century-long leases that
substantially inhibit the BLNR and future generations from fulfilling these fiduciary
obligations, and otherwise ensuring the best and most appropriate uses of public trust and
public land trust lands. For example, the previous draft of this measure could allow a public
land lease that was first issued for 55 years, then extended to 65 years, to be extended for an
additional 40 years, with a fixed rental period of the same amount of time. This could result in
the use of public lands by a private entity for 105 years, without any rent reopening for over a
generation, so long as the BLNR agrees to a lessee’s proposal “to make substantial
improvements to [] existing improvements.” Although the previously proposed 40 year
extension authority has now been replaced with an unspecified lease extension cap, the
potential for lease extensions of similar or even longer periods continues to raise such concerns.
Notably, the lack of an aggregate lease length cap as well as any prohibition on additional
lease extensions could allow lease terms and fixed rent periods to be repeatedly extended, for
an indefinite length of time, further drawing into question the ability of future generations to
ensure the appropriate disposition of public lands — something that even Act 149 does not
allow. The fact that industrial, commercial, and resort lands may have the highest revenue
potential of the State’s public land and public land trust land inventories only further
exacerbates the concerns underlying this measure’s lease extension provisions.

In addition to tying the State’s and future generations” hands in ensuring the appropriate
use of and realization of revenues from public trust and public land trust lands, the long-term
leases that could be authorized under this measure may lead to a sense of entitlement amongst



lessees that can result and has resulted in the alienation of public lands, including “ceded”
lands to which Native Hawaiians have never relinquished their claims. OHA objects to the
sale or alienation of “ceded” lands except in limited circumstances, and has significant
concerns over any proposal that may facilitate the dimunition of the “ceded” lands corpus.

Accordingly, OHA again urges the Committee to decline to adopt the unlimited and
relatively unconditioned lease term and fixed rent period extensions that would be authorized
for public lands, including public land trust and “ceded” lands, leased for commercial,
industrial, resort, and government purposes.

3. Under this measure, lease extensions would be authorized for a much broader
range of justifications than even Act 149 contemplates.

Finally, OHA notes that Act 149 explicitly and specifically requires any extension of
lease terms or fixed rent periods to be only “to the extent necessary to qualify the lease for
mortgage lending or guaranty purposes,” and “based on the economic life of the substantial
improvements as determined by the [BLNR] or an independent appraisal.” In contrast, this
measure — which has been characterized as only expanding the geographic scope of Act 149’s
provisions — would in fact broadly allow for lease extensions “in order [for the lessee] to make
substantial improvements,” “based upon the substantial improvements to be made.” While
such language would provide substantially more flexibility than Act 149 in the granting of lease
term length and fixed rent period extensions, it would also allow for extensions in situations
where the State’s interest in the redevelopment of leased parcels are not commensurate with the
benefits such extensions would grant to a private entity. Under this measure, a lessee may
apply for and receive extensions that potentially exceed the time necessary to secure
redevelopment financing, and that exceed their improvements’ useful life — at which point the
lessee would be allowed to apply for an additional extension. Accordingly, this measure does
not just expand the geographic scope of Act 149’s extension authority and remove Act 149’s
limitations on total aggregate lease lengths, but would further authorize extensions to be based
on a broader range of justifications that, due to political pressure or other reasons, may
undermine the State’s and public’s interests in the development and disposition of its lands for
generations at a time.

4. Critical amendments are necessary to minimally uphold the state’s fiduciary
obligations and the interests of Native Hawaiians and the public in the disposition
of public lands under this measure.

In light of the above concerns, should the Committee nevertheless choose to move this
measure forward, OHA strongly urges the inclusion of amendments to uphold the State’s
fiduciary obligations under the public trust and public land trust, and to provide concrete
safeguards to protect the interests of the State, Native Hawaiians, and the general public in its
limited land base. Such amendments should minimally include:

e An effective date that coincides with the end date of the “pilot project”
established under Act 149;



e A sunset date to limit the provisions of the bill to the length of time currently
contemplated;

e A limitation on the maximum aggregate fixed rent period and lease term for a
lease to no more than 15-20 years beyond the original fixed rent period and/or
lease term, which should be sufficient for financing purposes and which would
reduce the potential for foreclosing future substantial revenue generating
opportunities;

e Conditions similar to those in Act 149, explicitly limiting any lease extensions to
the length of time necessary for mortgage lending or financing of specified
improvements, prohibiting lease extensions that exceed a percentage of the useful
life of any improvements to be made, and requiring all proceeds from any
financing or loan obtained as a result of an extension to be used specifically for
proposed improvements;

e Explicit extension provisions providing for improvements to either revert to the
State at the end of the lease term, or be removed by the lessee at the lessee’s
expense, at the election of the State;

e To ensure the general public has a fair shot at expressing interest in an auction
and bidding for a lease:

o A prohibition on extensions of lease terms prior to 3 years and within one
year of the end date of a lease; and

o A prohibition on the extension of a lease term where, after public notice of
no less than one year, there is sufficient interest in the parcel by third
parties to hold a public auction for the lease.

Therefore, OHA urges the Committee to HOLD HB1025 HD1 SD1, or minimally include
amendments as listed above. Mahalo for the opportunity to testify on this measure.




[ LATE

KA LAHUI HAWAI‘l ®
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE
BEFORE THE SENATE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE
March 27, 2019

House Bill No. 1025 HD1 SD1
Relating to Public Lands and Lease Extension

Aloha Chair Dela Cruz, Vice Chair Keith-Agaran and Members of the Committee,

KPAC submits the following written testimony in opposition to House Bill 1025 HD1 following up
on oral testimony submitted at the public on February 13, 2019 at 2:01 pm room 325 at the Capitol.
This bill would provide the Board of Land and Natural Resources the power to extend leases of
public lands for commercial, industrial, resort, or government use.

The majority of the lands held in the public lands trust are “ceded lands” or Hawaiian Kingdom
crown and government lands. Professor Williamson Chang stated in a lecture given on October 1,
2014 entitled “Hawaii’s ‘Ceded Lands’and the Ongoing Quest for Justice in Hawai’i” that

the Joint Resolution was incapable of acquiring these Hawaiian Kingdom public lands. Despite this
analysis, the former Crown and government lands of the Kingdom of Hawai‘i were illegally
transferred to the US and as a condition of Statehood was transferred to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held as a public trust for 5 purposes including the betterment of the conditions of native Hawaiians
as defined in the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act, 1920. The Admissions Act further states

that any other object besides the 5 purposes shall constitute a breach of trust for which suit may be
brought by the United States.

For these reasons Ka Lahui Hawai‘i Political Action Committee (KPAC) has concerns over the use
of these lands outside of the 5 purposes set out in the Hawai‘i State constitution and actions that
could be interpreted as land grabbing especially when the claims of the Kanaka Maoli people to 1.8
millions acres of these lands have yet to be settled. Allowing an appointed Board to make
extensions of leases of “public lands” (with little or no public input or notice ) for commercial,
industrial, resort and even government use up to 99 years would set up lessees as pseudo landowners
that may eventually lead down the slippery slope of lease to fee conversions.

Respectfully submitted,

M. Healani Sonoda-Pale
Chair, KPAC

www.kalahuihawaiipoliticalactioncommittee.org | tel. 808.372.2512 | klhpoliticalactioncommittee@gmail.com
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Submitted By Organization -Pnce)ssflt]:fr: Pltleesaerinr:gat
| Barbara Barry | Individual | Oppose | No |
Comments:

| oppose this Bill, big time.

Mahalo,
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From: E. Kalani Flores, ekf808@hawaiiantel.net

Submitted on: March 14, 2019
**OPPOSED to HB 1025 HD1**

Relating to: Relating to Lease Extensions on Public Lands

Submitted to: Senate Committees WAM

Aloha e Chair and Members of the Committee,

HB 1025 HD1, SD1 should be TERMINATED

Our legislators have the statutory and high fiduciary duty and obligation to protect the
public lands trust and interests, resources, and rights of the public, beneficiaries, and
Native Hawaiians. This is clearly a special interest bill that smells so bad and that isn’t
intended for the public’s paramount interest — which you as our legislators are supposed to
protect!

The Governor’s proposed measure (HB 1025) was an attempt to circumvent existing State laws
as outlined in Hawaii Revised Statues Chapter 171 to extend the leases of public lands for the
benefit of special interest groups and private entities through the introduction of this bill.

The primary reason for a 65-year limit on the lease of public lands is so that an entity,
organization, or private corporation doesn’t obtain sole use and control of these public lands as
if they actually owned them. This bill would allow the exclusive use of public lands for over 100
years — which is equal to 5 generations. This is the same type of special interest and corrupted
political legislation that the Big Five companies orchestrated during the Territory era so that their
plantations and other businesses could maintain exclusive long-term control and use of Hawai‘i’s
public lands, waters, and resources.

When anyone enters into any type of lease agreement, they are fully aware of the terms of that
lease. When such a lease for public lands expires, all interested parties should be given an open
and competitive opportunity for the disposition of such lease which would give the highest
potential return in revenues for the use of these public lands. Why should anyone be given an
exclusive privilege to continue with their existing lease for another 40 or more years? Then at
the end of an extended term, would they be given the same special interest privilege to extend it
further? In essence, they’ve become the ‘de facto’ land owner of public lands.

Most of the arguments in support of this bill are unsubstantiated and misleading.

Flores Testimony OPPOSED to HB 1025 HD1, SD1 1
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One such argument given is that a lessee won’t have any economic incentive to invest in a
property if the lease expires in 10 or 15 years. If it was a sound and properly-run business, it
would have been investing in the property throughout the duration of the lease especially with
the money saved from leasing the property versus having to obtain a mortgage for the acquisition
of fee simple business property. In addition, with this absurd argument, then the State would be
compelled to automatically renew these leases every 10-15 years before they expire. So, when
would such a lease actually end with this argument? It wouldn’t! It would be continuously
renewed.

It’s perplexing that BLNR Chair Case’s testimony in support of the several drafts of HB 1025 is
in contradiction to the Department’s testimony presented on the similar matter during the 2018
legislative session. At that time, the Department took a neutral position in testimony on
legislative bills that proposed to allow existing lessees to secure extensions on leases that are
scheduled to expire soon, due to the general public policy to promote fairness in competition in
access to public property. The Department cited to Section 171-32, HRS, which favors issuance
of leases by public auction, in support of its public policy statement. The Department
additionally testified that another reason not to permit lease extensions was to preserve the
State’s legal right to the remaining value of the improvements after the lease term, if any. When
leases expire, the lessees’ improvements on the land revert to State ownership pursuant to the
express terms of the lease, unless the State directs the lessee to remove the improvements.
Assuming the improvements have some remaining useful life, the State is then in a position to
auction leases of improved properties at potentially greater rents than the State would receive for
a ground lease alone, which amounts can in turn be applied to public purposes. Ms. Case’s new
argument is not compelling that since the legislature approved lease extensions for the
Hilo/Waiakea community economic district, that now there should be a ‘blanket’ application of
this legislation on an island-wide basis that would be potentially applied to all commercial,
industrial, and resort leases regardless of where they are located. The federal, state, and county
governments have historically designated special programs, redevelopment initiatives, and
economic zones based upon the needs of those specific areas — not ‘blanket’ designations to all
areas.

This proposed bill is a blatant special interest bill for the benefit of private entities and
corporations with a clear disregard of Hawaii State Constitution Article XII, Section 4
(Public Trust) as well as other constitutional provisions and statutory laws.

Flores Testimony OPPOSED to HB 1025 HD1, SD1 2
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, N Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Michael Miyahira || Individual || Support || No
Comments:

The proposed bill will enable existing lessees to continue to enjoy the use of their

existing facilities as well as encourage reinvestment.
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From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony

Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 1:13:57 PM

LATE

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees:-WAM yes
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees:-WAM yes
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees:-WAM
Members: English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My name is Kiai Keone

I reside at Pearl City, O’ahu

Email hawaii.keone@gmail.com
I am not registered to vote at all

I oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would provide the
Board of Land and Natural
Resources the power to
extend leases of “public”  yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or
government use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

I oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of the lands held in
the public lands trust are
“ceded lands” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and
government lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
a lecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s*
Ceded Lands’ and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justice in
Hawai’i” that the Newlands
Resolution (a joint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despite this analysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held as a public trust for 5
purposes including the
betterment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians™ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands are used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposes it could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

I oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 years would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
owners of “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a slippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%0)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony

Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 1:13:24 PM

LATE

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis kuulel arizo

| resde at Honolulu, Hawaii

Email kuulela@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and
government lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai’i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despite thisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
gover nment lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
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illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands are used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

Additional Comments:

Thisisvery discouraging for the Native Hawaiians who has
been oppressed for all these years. They arefinaly learning
the culture and liberating from the saddened history their
ancestors endured. To take this away from the Native
Hawaiiansis like stripping them of their identities. There are
alot of Native Hawaiians without homes and yet these lands
are in discussion for how to profit the state of Hawaii. These
ceded lands should not be used for any other purpose than for
the Native Hawaiians or the ainaitself. It is your moral duty
to uphold the values of the Hawaiian Culture. The State of
Hawaii likes to promote Hawaii by appropriation yet
disregard actually practicing it. How about being about it
instead of being money hungry and investing in desecration.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony

Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 1:12:27 PM

LATE

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Edith Kawai

| resde at Kamuela, Hawaii 96743
Email edithkawal @gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the



mailto:noreply@123formbuilder.io
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
d.polojac
Capture


Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Additional Comments: It's a swift and sneaky way to take yet more away from the
Hawaiian people.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 1:05:55 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Gheymee Perreira

| resde at Kauai, HI

Email 20pel74@waimeahs.k12.hi.us
| am not registered to vote at all

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the

LATE
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 1:03:38 PM

LATE

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Kuikamanao Kanahele

| reside at Poipu, Kaua'i

Email kuikanahele@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the



mailto:noreply@123formbuilder.io
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
d.polojac
Capture


Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 1:01:30 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Leah Carr

| resde at Kekaha, Kauai

Email 2016l eahcarr@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the

LATE
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Additional Comments: Thank you for your consideration!

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:56:35 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Chloe Bukoski-Alapal

| resde at Haena, Kauai

Email konkin_g_@hotmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the

LATE
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony

Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:55:54 PM

LATE

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Ujay Siddharth

| resde at Oahu

Email ujsiddharth@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony

Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:51:21 PM

LATE

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Rowan Kapanui

| resde at Sesttle, WA

Email |ehuaokal ani okaai na@gmail.com
| am registered to vote in another State.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony

Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:47:39 PM

LATE

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Teivan Resquer-Y orkman

| resde at Kauai, Hawaii

Email telvanresqueryorkman@gmail.com
| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:47:06 PM

LATE

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis James Manuwai

| resde at Pahoa

Email waterbird808@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Additional Comments: Hawaiian Kingdom still exists

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony

Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:45:51 PM

LATE

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Kiwaa Hermosura

| resde at Hanalei Kaud'i

Email kiwaaaustinhermosura@gmail.com
| am not registered to vote at all

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and
government lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai’i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despite thisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
gover nment lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
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illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands are used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony

Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:44:04 PM

LATE

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Kathleen EIm

| resde at Oahu

Email nanielm@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:43:32 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Abigail Wright

| resde at Kahaluu, Oahu

Email abimwright@gmail.com

| am not registered to vote at all

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Additional Comments: Olaka ‘aina, Olake Kanaka

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:40:04 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Mel Wildman

| resde at Honolulu, HI.

Email wildman1101@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be consider ed a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Additional Comments: Kuleana lands goes back to the Heirs, that pass their landsto

their own heirs, and not Foreigners. Thus, we can now appeal
this Court decision and have it remanded under this; U.S.
SUPREME COURT DECISION — ALL codes, rules, and
regulations are for government authorities ONLY, not
human/Creators in accordance with God's Laws. All codes,
rules and regulations are unconstitutional and lacking due
process...” Rodriquesv. Ray Donavan, U.S. Department of
Labor, 769 F.2d, 1344, 1348 (1985). Supreme Court 1796-
This decision has never been overturned: United States
Supreme Court Decision from 1796- [Cruden v. Nedle, 2
N.C. 338 (1796) 2 S.E.] "There, every man is independent of



all laws, except those prescribed by nature. He is not bound
by any institutions formed by his fellowman without his
consent.” “There are NO Judicial Courtsin Americaand have
not been since 1789. “Judges’ do NOT enforce Statutes and
Codes. Executive Administrators enforce Statutes and Codes.
FRC v. GE, 281 U.S. 464 Keller v. Potomac Elec. Co., 261
U.S. 428 1 Stat. 138-178" “There have NOT been any
“Judges’ in America since 1789. There have only been
Administrators. FRC v. GE, 281 U.S. 464 Keller v. Potomac
Elec. Co., 261 U.S. 428 1 Stat. 138-178" “The Supreme
Court has warned, “Because of what appears to be Lawful
commands [Statutory Rules, Regulations and -codes—
ordinances- and Restrictions] on the surface, many citizens,
because of their respect for what appearsto be law, are
cunningly coerced into waiving their rights, due to
ignorance... [deceptive practices, constructive fraud,
barratry, legal plunder, conversion, and malicious prosecution
in inferior administrative State courts].” (United Statesv.
Minker, 350 U.S. 179, 187, 76 S.Ct. 281, 100 L.Ed. 185
(1956);” “The Common Law isthereal law, the Supreme
Law of the land. The codes, rules, regulations, policy and
statutes are “not the law.” (Self v. Rhay, 61 Wn 2d 261),
They are the law of government for internal regulation, not
the law of man, in his separate but equal station and natural
state, a sovereign foreign with respect to government
generally. “A concurrent or ‘joint resolution’ of legidatureis
not “Law,” (Koenig v. Flynn, 258 N.Y. 292, 179 N. E. 705,
707; Ward v State, 176 Okl. 368, 56 P.2d 136, 137; State ex
rel. Todd v. Yelle, 7 Wash.2d 443, 110 P.2d 162, 165). Al
codes, rules, and regulations are for government authorities
only, not human/Creators in accord with God’'s Laws. “All
codes, rules, and regulations are unconstitutional and lacking
due process of Law..” (Rodriques v. Ray Donavan, U.S.
Department of Labor, 769 F.2d 1344, 1348 (1985)); ...
lacking due process of law, in that they are ‘void for
ambiguity’ in their failure to specify the statutes
applicability to ‘natural persons,” otherwise depriving the
same of fair notice, astheir construction by definition of
terms aptly identifies the applicability of such statutesto
“artificial or fictional corporate entities or ‘ persons’,
creatures of statute, or those by contract employed as agents
or representatives, departmental subdivisions, offices,
officers, and property of the government, but not the ‘ Natural
Person’ or American citizen Immune from such jurisdiction
of legalism.” “A “Statute’ isnot aLaw,” (Flournoy v. First
Nat. Bank of Shreveport, 197 La. 1067, 3 So.2d 244, 248), A
“Code’ or Statute’ isnot aLaw,” (Flournoy v. First Nat.
Bank of Shreveport, 197 La. 1067, 3 So.2d 244, 248) The
next opposition of legal authorities denotes ; First of all;
Realizethe UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ISA



CORPORATION dbaas AN ENTITY in HAWALI'l. 2nd ;
Since the shutdown called by the UNITED STATES.
Includes all entities of the Federal Government including
Hawai'i aka Hawai'i State Government. They notified the
public of their shutdown. That makes our own officials liable
under breach of contract with Hawai'i's Hawaiian Kingdom.
Now, we enter the Kingdom laws which is constituted by the
Hawaiian Kingdom as Hawai'i Constitution. Our Senators
and Legidatorsrelate al laws and amendmentsto HAWAI'I
REVISED STATUES, UNDER [Am Const Con 1978 and
election Nov 7, 1978]. Read it good !!!!!.....(1978 ! ). That
was the last Constitutional Convention , and that later was
called by the Hawai'i Supreme Court as" invalid *. Leaving
our Islands without a Constitution . That meant , the only one
they SENATORS OR LEGISLATORS areto useisthe main
Constitution in 1893. And, not anything after WE had the
Apology Joint Resolution in 1993, AND BOTH HOUSES
agree to the Resolution....keep in mind, THAT resolution is
not aLAW or ANNEXATION OR TREATY !....itsajoint
resolution. And after that the STATE SENATORS HAVE
BEEN MAKING UPLAWSBY USING A FALSE
CONSTITUTION !, .WE DON'T HAVE ONE. Thisis
why they won't tell anyone they know HAWAI'l ...ISNOT A
STATE !l....Wildman. MAR 28, 2019 99 year lease. 99
year lease ; However, it's not true that you automatically have
to leave the property once the lease is over, quite often the
landowner doesn't want to repossess the land and will extend
another lease for 25, 50 or 99 years. Thisis especialy true
when the landowner is one of the "big 5" in Hawaii, including
Kamahameha Schools, Bishop Estates, etc. Mar 10, 2010 - A
federal law called the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act in
1920 provided for 99-year leases of homesteads to be
provided to people with at least 50% Native Hawaiian
ancestry (ancestorsin the islands before Captain Cook
"discovered" theislands) for alow cost. ... In other words,
what they own istheright to lease property for a cetain
period of time.. (NOTE) ; LAND OWNER /A TITLE USED
TO DESCRIBE A PERSON WHO IS THE OWNER OF A
PARCEL OF PROPERTY . Show ME and everyone else who
isthe OWNER OF THAT PROPERTY . Under COMMON
LAW, Statein Hawai'i is an entity of the US Government,
and thus, isan AGENT of the HEIR of LAND and NOT THE
OWNER of such properties. You AsaSTATE ENTITY
cannot mandate, or AMEND a Constitution that was never
RATIFIED by CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION or PUBLIC
agreement before Congress. Any changes to the Constitution
to construe the language in the constitution would be illegal
by such entity that is not qualified by Jurisdiction, of
common law. Wildman.



Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:37:15 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Noah Akiona

| resde at Waimanalo

Email noahaki24@gmail.com

| am not registered to vote at all

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Additional Comments: These lands belong to the Hawaiian people and kanaka. They
mean alot to the culture and our people.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:33:39 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Hali’a Baclayon

| resde at Lihue, Kaua'i

Email halia2104@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:31:42 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis jadelyn manzano

| resde at lihue kauai

Email jadelynkmanzano@gmail.com
| am not registered to vote at all

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:31:07 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Denna-Lei Plunkett

| resde at Hau'ula, O'ahu

Email dennalel @aol.com

| am not registered to vote at all

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:27:34 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Keahi Kanahele

| resde at Kekaha, Kauai, Hawaii
Email lalapoke 808@hotmail.com
| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and
government lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai’i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despite thisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
gover nment lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
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illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands are used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:27:29 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Cruse Aea

| resde at Mililani, O‘ahu, Hi
Email cruse.aca@imuaksbe.edu
| am not registered to vote at all

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and
government lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai’i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despite thisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
gover nment lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
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illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands are used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:26:06 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Rayna Silva

| resde at 47-422 Hui 1o Street, Kaneohe, Hi
Email puakenikeni4u@aol.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the


mailto:noreply@123formbuilder.io
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:24:04 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Roberto Pereyra
| resde at Waianae
| am registered to vote in another State.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
thefollowing reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public’ yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
thefollowing reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’ or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
Ongoing Quest for Justicein


mailto:noreply@123formbuilder.io
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

Hawai’i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despite thisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be consider ed a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dlippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:20:06 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Melodie Reyes
| resde at Captain Cook Hawaii
| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
thefollowing reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public’ yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
thefollowing reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’ or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
Ongoing Quest for Justicein
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Hawai’i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despite thisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be consider ed a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dlippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:11:36 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Keehuweolani Faridi

| resde at Hilo

Email smfaridi@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:07:02 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis AriitiriaBUCHIN

| reside at TAHITI - French Polynesia
Email ariibuchin@outlook.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:06:28 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Morgan Plunkett

| resde at Hau'ula, O'ahu

Email morganplunkett@gmail.com
| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:04:59 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Mackenzie Plunkett

| resde at Hau'ula, O'ahu

Email mackenzieplunkett808@gmail.com
| am not registered to vote at all

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:03:07 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis chanson Hawelu

| resde at Kilauea

Email cnhawelu@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:01:17 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Maua Puhi

| resde at Kamuela, Hawaii

Email mauap@kalo.org

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:00:55 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Roman Hao
| resde at Kamuela,HI
Email auhea98roman@yahoo.com
| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:00:03 PM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis AuheaHao
| resde at Kamuela,HI
Email auhea98roman@yahoo.com
| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 11:51:30 AM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Trina Bashem

| resde at 'Ewa Beach, O'ahu

Email makanani 9999@gmail.com

| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the


mailto:noreply@123formbuilder.io
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 11:50:26 AM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Kayson Buell-Alosio

| resde at AlEA

Email kbuellalosio@gmail.com

| am not registered to vote at all

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the
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Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 11:45:38 AM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis La‘akea Awong

| resde at Hawai ‘i

Email laak3aa@gmail.com

| am not registered to vote at all

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang stated in
alecture given on October
1, 2014 entitled “Hawaii’s
Ceded Lands and the


mailto:noreply@123formbuilder.io
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

Ongoing Quest for Justicein
Hawai'i” that the Newlands
Resolution (ajoint
Resolution of the House and
Senate) was incapable of
acquiring these Hawaiian
Kingdom public lands.
Despitethisanalysis, the
former Crown and yes
government lands of the
Kingdom of Hawai‘i were
illegally transferred to the
US and as a condition of
Statehood was transferred
to the State of Hawai‘i to be
held asa publictrust for 5
purposesincluding the
better ment of the conditions
of “native Hawaiians’ as
defined in the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act,
1920. If these lands ar e used
for any other object other
than the 5 purposesit could
be considered a breach of
trust for which suit can be
brought by the United
States.

| oppose House Bill 10 for

the following reasons:-
Allowing the extension of

leases up to 99 year s would

set up lessees as pseudo land yes
ownersof “public” lands

that may eventually lead

down a dippery slope of

lease to fee conversions.

Correct answers: 1 out of 1 (100%)



From: 123ContactForm

To: WAM Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to HB 1025 HD1 SD1
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 11:42:00 AM

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Chair Dela Cruz

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees-WAM Y&
Vice Chair Keith Aragan

Dear Water & Land (WTL)

and Ways and Means

(WAM) Committees.-WAM
Members. English, yes
Harimoto, Inouye, Kanuha,
Kidani, Inouye,

Shimabukuro, Taniguchi

My nameis Chevéelle Kilborn

| resde at Honolulu

Email chevellebikini @icloud.com
| am registered to vote in Hawai'i.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-This
bill would providethe
Board of Land and Natural
Resour cesthe power to
extend leases of “ public” yes
lands for commercial,
industrial, resort, or

gover nment use with little
or no public input or
oversight.

| oppose House Bill 10 for
the following reasons:-The
majority of thelandsheld in
the public landstrust are
“ceded lands’” or Hawaiian
Kingdom crown and

gover nment lands. Professor
Williamson Chang st