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Topic Question 2:  
Preference for Plan D, because more visitor access and transportation, in favor of unpaved pathways, and an 
opened trail to the Waialeia waterfall. 

Comments: 
"> 
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Topic Question 1:  
I do not agree with NPS Alternative C. It goes too far with commercialization of this sacred area. I am originally 
from the mainland. I have been coming to Hawaii for more than 20 years and permanent resident of Hawaii, 
Hawaii for two years.  

As an observer and now a resident I have seen the Department move too fast for tourism and damage or destroy 
the most sacred spiritually and environmentally areas. Hawaii is all sacred but there has to be a special protection 
for this place. 

On my first visit to Molokai I was invited to help prepare keiki for hula, making leis, musical instruments and 
practice. Interested in the history of Father Damian I visited one of his churches and homes on the island. As I 
walked the grounds a wind overtook me and I dropped to my knees where I was overcome with emotions of deep 
sadness, grief, acceptance, joy, love, deep connection. This was a spiritual place of great proportion based on the 
experiences and lives of all who had lived and died in that place. I was blessed to have been allowed to have that 
connection to that place.  

This must be preserved. Opening it up to regular tourism will minimize and disrupt the spirituality of the place. 
Option C goes too far with the availability aspect. Not all places need to be shared with everyone. Some places 
need to be a journey and thought out planned trip, not just a place I guess we have time so lets go. 

Topic Question 2:  
Option B starts out properly but then expands long term into Option C. It is deceptive with its intent. I think that 
Option A should be the starting place and then move to Option B with some of the long term accessibility 
removed OR discussed after a period of time of seeing how Option A works. 
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The most important thing is protecting the aina and protecting the history.  
 
Topic Question 3:  
There must be the right advisors on the Board to make these determinations. Individuals with an understanding of 
the significance of this area. Education is key to preservation. Understanding this land is key to knowing what 
direction to go. Taking the time to listen to the land and it will tell you what direction to go.  
 
I am an attorney practicing on the Island of Hawaii. The experience that I encountered on Molokai is not because 
I am not "mainstream" The experience was profound and not something I look for or expect. I am a serious 
grounded individual who was fortunate enough to have been chosen to experience that place.  
 
Comments:  
">  
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Topic Question 3:  
My great great grandfather was exiled there as a postman and continued serving the mail for the remaining 50 
years of his life. 
It should not be for tourist, not even for visitors, but for people who want to make pilgrimages, in memory of 
humanities prejudices against the sick, the abandoned, and neglected members of our society. 
Build a mandatory education hale to orient visitors upon entry. Objectives: preponderance of acceptance; of a 
host culture, a nation stolen, families separated, causes abandoned. Hence the cliffs, shear drop off, vertical 
demeanor, dropped into a pit of suffrage! 

Comments: My great great grandfather was exiled there as a postman and continued serving the mail for the 
remaining 50 years of his life. 
It should not be for tourist, not even for visitors, but for people who want to make pilgrimages, in memory of 
humanities prejudices against the sick, the abandoned, and neglected members of our society. 
Build a mandatory education hale to orient visitors upon entry. Objectives: preponderance of acceptance; of a 
host culture, a nation stolen, families separated, causes abandoned. Hence the cliffs, shear drop off, vertical 
demeanor, dropped into a pit of suffrage! 
Resolute to protecting that which needs protecting; the renewability of our natural resources, our remaining 
natives plants and their medicinal values, healthy foods and the micro dynamics of co- habitation, for health and 
wellbeing.  
"> 
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Topic Question 1:  
NO! I DO NOT SUPPORT OR AGREE WITH THE NPS PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE! 

Topic Question 2:  
I am in agreement with Alternative B but with some amendments. I do not feel the Visitor Cap or Child Age 
Restriction should be lifted. Respect and Honor to the 8000 patients and kokua would not happen if the 
Settlement was treated like any other National Park. In my opinion, allowing anyone to visit for the sake of visiting 
even with any amount of Orientation does not guarantee Rules and Regulations would be adhered to. Requiring a 
child to be with a supervised adult at all times does not mean the adult themselves are responsible enough or adult 
enough to supervise a child. I have seen many adults with children in which the children rule the adults. This 
generation of children have no sense of respect or longevity which warrants them to be considered adults 
regardless of their age. 
I feel Ka 'Ohana o Kalaupapa has been doing an excellent job in their outreach education and public 
awareness/engagement. Their traveling exhibit is a prime example of how an outreach program can be conducted. 
As lineal descendants are taking more of an active role in learning about their kupuna and the life of exile they 
lived and experienced, I would consider them to be more passionate docents that could be used in outreach 
programs. 
I also do not think unescorted access should be allowed within the Settlement for Visitors. Defining Visitors as 
anyone who: has no lineal tie to the residents/patients exiled to the Settlement between 1866-1969, no Hawaiian 
blood or not affiliated with any pre-existing associations. Rules are meant to be broken. There are some who feel 
if no one is watching them, then they will push the limits regardless of any signage disallowing further access.  
NO overnight camping should be allowed for any reason.  
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Comments: 1. Once DOH departs, any and all activities monitored/administered/overseen or anyway engaged in 
by patients should be provided first right of refusal to lineal descendants, Native Hawaiian Owned Organizations, 
Native Hawaiian Non-Profits and Native Hawaiians in that order.  
2. No other entities should be allowed to own, lease or rent any vendor services on Hawaiian Homelands without 
BENEFICIARY (as it pertains to the Hawaiian Homestead Act) INPUT. 
3. NO services/facilities (except current restroom and picnic areas) should be allowed in Kalawao. Inclusive of 
when the Monument is built to honor the 8000 patients. All vending (food, gas, entertainment, merchandise sales 
and the like) is to be done at Kalaupapa or the Airport only.  
4. A Native Hawaiian entity should be in charge of the scheduling of tours, pilgrimages, outreach/school 
field trips to the Monument. As well as any maintenance/repair/restoration issues. Funding should come 
from the Federal Government via the Department of the Interior/National Park Service for any 
maintenance/repair/restoration issues. 
 
5. Any Non-Governmental Job within the confines of the National Historic Park should be provided first right of 
refusal to lineal descendants and Native Hawaiians. 
6. Any maintenance/remodeling/renovation/repair or the like of a major construction project should be afforded 
to Native Hawaiians first through a bid process. 
7. Kalaupapa should NEVER BE SOLD! as in the example of Lana'i for whatever purpose, NOR SHOULD IT 
EVER BE CONSIDERED IN ANY LAND EXCHANGE POLICY WITH ANY ENTITY! 
8. Alternative means for transporting goods/supplies could possibly be done more than once a year via the means 
of Maui's Voyaging Canoe "Mo'okiha".  
9. A secured entry/access means at the base of the Pali Trail into the Settlement should be installed to avoid 
unwanted/unescorted visitors or a 24 hour means of securing access from Topside Molokai. This in no way is to 
disallow the entry of Native Hawaiians but to ensure visitors to Pala'au State Park on Topside Molokai the ability 
to hike down the trail and enter the Settlement without any supervision.  
10. Once this round of comments have been read and incorporated into the GMP, there should be another 
round of community meetings to be held on ALL ISLANDS. This would be a means to allow all concerned 
another opportunity to provide input/comments before the GMP goes to Final Draft. 
 
11. Kalaupapa should not be viewed or used as a REVENUE GENERATING project! It would be disrespectful to 
our Kupuna! 
 
Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to provide my thoughts/comments on such an important issue 
facing the future of our Native Hawaiian people with regard to its history. 

">  
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Topic Question 1:  
I would agree that people should be encouraged to work and learn in the peninsula. However, as written, option C 
gives too much authority to NPS without due diligence to the sacredness of the land, nor does it empower those 
who have worked many years there (paid or voluntary, permanent or temporary, regular or intermittent, full time 
or part time). therefore as written I would vote NO. 

Topic Question 2:  
I would like to see option C revised, include more Hawaiian perspectives and values. Define the visitor limits 
clearly. Keep children out of the park unless guided in an. educational program. The place offers great 
opportunity to learn and work. People will pay to work there! Give free access to relatives. Restrict people from 
going INTO the marked cemeteries unless that is their family's plot. People would severely lack the great gift of 
interpretation and stories if given the opportunity to explore without guides.  

Topic Question 3:  
Everyone in the planning process should go to Kalaupapa for a week and WORK and learn from the place before 
deciding. Give others more of a voice in the process. Go slow. And if you don't have the time to go slow, then 
don't change anything... that would be owed only to lack of foresight to do this process earlier.  

Comments: Mikiala Pescaia and the other park workers (her husband, The Espaniolas, etc) have done a terrific 
job of sharing the stories from that place and of Hawaiian culture. Do not let those voices go silent!!! encourage 
those stories to be told again and again to everyone who comes to the park, and expect those who come to give 
back for all the great gifts they will inevitably gain while there. Thank you! I'm eternally grateful to the VIP 
volunteer program for service-learning. Amazing experience for every one of us who have participated. "life 
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changing" has been said to me many times from those I volunteered with.  
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Topic Question 1: 
no 

Topic Question 2:  
I like B Plan because as stated by NPS Plan B would provide future guidance for managing Kalaupapa once the 
DOH leaves. Rules and Regs used today (especially limiting visitation to 100 people per day with current age 
restictions. 

ONE CRITICAL POINT I LIKE OF B IS: VISITOR USE AT KALAUPAPA WOULD BE HIGHLY 
STRUCTURED, THOUGH LIMITED OPPORTUNITIES WOULD EXIST FOR PUBLIC VISION. THIS 
LIMITED PUBLIC ACCESS PROBABLY WILL NOT SIT WELL WITH THE NPS ON THE MAINLAND 
HOWEVER, DUE TO THE ENTIRE AREA OF KALAUPAPA WAIKOLU SACRED BURIALS, PERHAPS NPS 
SHOULD UNDERSTAND THE SENSITIVITY OF A FREE RANGE OF THE PUBLIC ENTERING AND 
EXITING THIS AREA. I LIKE KEEPING THE AGE OF CHILDREN VISITORS TO 16 AND OLDER. AGAIN 
SENSITIVITY TO THE AREA REQUIRES OLDER CHILDREN. 

Topic Question 3:  
HERE ARE MY RECOMMENDATIONS AS A LINEAL DESCENDANT: 

lINEAL DESCENDANTS ARE INCLUDED AT THE TABLE WITH NPS AND ANY OTHER ENTITY WHEN 

58_Sterling
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INPUT REGARDING ALL ASPECTS OF THE PLAN B. 
 
LINEAL DESCENDANTS/NATIVE HAWAIIANS BE UTILIZED FOR PAID/WITH SOME VOLUNTEER 
POSITIONS. FOR INSTANCE HAVE VOLUNTEERS BRIEF VISITING GROUPS OR INDIVIDUALS WITH 
KEY GROUP LEADERS SIGN PAPERS ETC. AND STAY WITH THE GROUP TILL EXIT TIME. THIS 
PERSON WOULD BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THEIR ENTIRE STAY. 
 
POST SOMEONE WHEN GROUPS ARRIVE FROM TRAIL TO GREET, BRIEF RULES AND REGS OF AREA. 
HAVE A TIGHTER CONTROL OF TRAIL ACCESS. 
 
UNDER STAFFING/OPERATIONS; LISTED IS ADDING 14 STAFF. LINEAL DESCENDANTS SHOULD BE 
FIRST CONSIDERED.  
 
AS STATED UNDER B FOR CULTURAL RESOURCES; LIKE PLAN C. THIS AREA NPS IS ALL READY 
IMPLEMENTING, THEREFOR, CONTINUE ACTIVITIES WITH AGAIN THE LINEAL DESCENDANTS 
INPUT. VERY IMPORTANT TO MAINTAIN OUR CULTURAL EDUCATION THROUGH KAPU ALOHA 
OR ALOHA AINA. 
 
RECOMMEND NPS CEASE THE PLAN OR PROGRAM TO ACQUIRE PELEKUNU/PUU O HOKU AINA TO 
MANAGE. THAT NEEDS TO BE LEFT ALONE. NPS NEEDS TO PAY ATTENTION TO THEIR 
COMMITMENT AT KALAUPAPA. 
 
COMMERICALISM AND CONCESSIONS AGAIN SHOULD BE LOCATED AT THE COMMON AREAS OF 
VISITORS IE., VISITOR'S QUARTERS, PASCHOAL HALL MCVEIGH HALL. WHAT TYPE OF VENDORS 
WHAT IS SOLD SHOULD AGAIN LOOK TO THE LINEAL DESCENDANTS. 
 
REGARDING ANOTHER MODE OF TRANSPORTATION INTO KALAUPAPA. I HAVE CONTACTED HUI 
O WA'A KAULUA KAPENA TIMMY GILLIUM REGARDING FUTURE SAILS BY MAUI'S WA'A MO'OKIHA 
O PIILANI TO KALAUPAPA. THE IDEA WAS WELL RECEIVED. IN FACT I AM COORDINATING HER 
FIRST VISIT TO KALAUPAPA SOMETIME IN THIS MONTH (JUNE). THE RECOMMENDATION IS 
MADE TO NPS; WORK WITH MY SELF AS CONTACT AND WORK WITH MIKIALA PESCAIA, NPS 
KALAUPAPA. THE PLAN IS TO UTILIZE ALL OF HAWAII CANOE'S TO ACCESS KALAUPAPA. 
LOGISTICALLY THE LONG VOYAGING CANOES COULD CARRY MATERIALS, PERSONNEL, IN AND 
OUT OF KALAUPAPA. EACH CANOE THROUGHOUT THE STATE OF HAWAII TRAIN THEIR CREW 
MEMBERS REGULARLY ASPART OF THEIR PROGRAMS. WHAT A NATURAL AREA FOR OUR FUTURE 
CREW MEMBERS TO EXPERIENCE. EDUCATIONAL PRORAMS COULD BE OFFERED TO VISITORS AT 
KALAUPAPA WHEN THE CANOES ARE DOCKED OUTSIDE. DETAILS CAN BE WORKED OUT BY YOUR 
MIKIALA, OF NPS, EACH OF THE SIX CANOES CAPTAINS AND THEIR ORGANIZATIONS, AND LINEAL 
DESCENDANTS. IN ENTERING AN AGRRANGEMENT TO UTILIZE THESE LONG VOYAGING 
CANOES IS A WIN WIN FOR NPS AND ALL OF KALAUPAPA ESPECIALLY FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS 
OF VOYAGERS/WAYFINDERS/CREW MEMBERS. SAVE MONEY USING THIS MODE OF 
TRANSPORTATION; NO FOSSIL FUEL IS USED WHEN SAILING BY WIND,,BY HAULING MATERIALS 
FOR KALAUPAPA; WOULD CREATE CHALLENGES TO THE CREW, ALSO, PEOPLE ON BOARD THE 
CANOES WOULD NOT BE PAYING ASTRONOMICAL PRICES AS THEY ARE NOW 2015. DEPENDING 
ON AN EMERGENCY RESPONSE CANOES COULD BE USED TO RESPOND TO SITUATIONS AT 
KALAUPAPA. 
 
UNESCORTED VISITORS IS WORRISOME ESPECIALLY WITH VISITORS WONDERING IN AREAS OF 
HUNTING. AN ESCORT NEEDS TO BE WITH VISITORS AT ALL TIMES EXCEPT MEAL TIME OR AT 
THEIR SLEEPING QUARTERS. 
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FINALLY, OFFER HANDS ON PLANTING OF NATIVE PLANTS BY VISITORS. BRING BACK THE HAND 
MADE CRAFTS OF HAWAII LIKE WEAVING HALA MATS, HATS, COCONUT WEAVING, FOR THE 
PEOPLE TO TAKE HOME WITH DONATIONS. HAWAIIAN CULTURAL PRACTIONERS ARE READILY 
AVAILABLE IF APPROACHED. 
 
 
 
Comments: AS THE HOMES IN THE SETTLEMENT ARE REPAIRED AND MAINTAINED. WHO SHOULD 
STAY IN THE HOMES SHOULD BE LINEAL DESCENDANTS WITH STRICT CODE OF CONDUCTS 
DEVELOPED AND ENFORCEMENT BY KUPUNA OF THE LINEAL DESCENDANT GROUP. 
 
AS THESE COMMENTS ARE RECEIVED BY THE NPS ON THE MAINLAND, PLEASE STEP BACK FROM 
THE NORM OF YOUR TYPICAL NATIONAL PARK AND LIFT KALAUPAPA AS A ONE OF A KIND AND 
NEEDS TO BE TREATED WITH EXCEPTIONS TO THE TYPICAL NATIONAL PARKS. 
 
MAHALO  
">  
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Topic Question 1:  
I do not agree with the NPS preferred alternative, alternative C. Please see my comments for elaboration. 

Topic Question 2:  
I do not have a preference for any of the other, existing alternatives. For reasons explained further in my 
comments, these alternatives are lacking in the measurements of impact and planning for historical trauma, park 
designation, Hawaiian self-determination and food security. 

Topic Question 3:  
Please perform another DGMP and EIS to include the issues mentioned in my attached comments. Thank you for 
your work and dedication to doing what is pono for Kalaupapa and KÄ naka Maoli. 

Comments: Aloha k kou, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the current Kalauapa National Historic Park Draft General 
Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement. 

The major shortcomings Id like to discuss for future inclusion in a revised Draft GMP and EIS are: 
1. Historical Trauma & Healing: a history of leprosy and the 1865 law, An Act to Prevent the Spread of Leprosy,
and its enforcement, have had historically traumatic and adverse impacts on K naka Maoli (native Hawaiians, 
Hawaiians) as a people, inclusive of individual, familial and ina-based relationships, and in addition to those of 
the patients. 
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2. Park: Kalaupapas park designation offers protection and safety for only some aspects of this place, those 
affected and their stories. 
 
3. Hawaiian Self-Determination: K naka Maoli have the right to self-determine this story from varying 
perspectives, on our own terms, in our own time and for what audience we deem appropriate. 
 
4. Food Security & Aloha ina Survival: K naka Maoli have the right to a food secure future, and recommendations 
against homesteading to subsist off of our own homelands occupied by the National Park Service (currently 8,725 
acres of land and 2,000 acres of water) and by attempting to take hold of an additional vast amount of fertile land 
(5,259 acres from Pelekunu Preserve and 7,341 acres from Pu u O Hoku Ranch) harm this right, our survival and 
the survival of all people in Hawai i. 
 
Throughout the document, there are small instances where a sentence or two make mention of these topics, but 
their lack of detail subsequently ignore K naka Maoli rights to health. And although my concerns are more inline 
with the comments mentioned by various groups in the public scoping, preliminary alternative public review and 
agency consultation and coordination sections at the end of the documents, the DGMP and EIS fail to address 
them properly and in detail. 
 
Also, an identifiable root from which the above four issues stem is the lack of necessary presentation from 
perspectives in the current process, including but not limited to perspectives of communities involved with 
Molokai subsistence, Indigenous and Native Hawaiian public health, Hawaiian Studies and Hawaiian Language. 
The Office of Hawaiians Affairs and the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands were agencies consulted in this 
process, however, both groups have proved ineffective in their abilities to be the true voice and caretaker of the 
Hawaiian people and to provide locations for Hawaiians homes in an efficient and time sensitive manner. They do 
not represent true consultation with K naka Maoli communities, and their involvement, especially in State run 
happenings, creates unease and disease for many Hawaiians moving on a path toward reinstating a sovereign 
nation and rights for K naka Maoli.  
 
Elaboration on the FOUR aforementioned shortcomings can be found below: 
 
1. Historical Trauma and Healing 
" The current EIS for Kalaupapa lacks impact measures for how the stories of Kalaupapa continue to impact the 
Hawaiian people, who were by a 90% mjority, the population most adversely impacted by leprosy and the law that 
separated our people from their families and homes. 
" Current research has documented the historical trauma caused by this treatment, showing that it also extends 
and impacts beyond a living population of patients. 
" This research needs to be analyzed and shared within our communities and taken into the larger context of 
story-ing that occurs for Kalaupapa. 
" The current DGMP lacks planning for how to address the historical trauma and dignity of K naka Maoli as a 
whole community and people beyond the patients alone, how to provide methods, services, locations and tools 
for healing stigma, land separation, loss of connection to family members once taken from Kalaupapa and 
relocated to other islands, and more. 
 
2. Park: 
" Currently in Kalaupapa, the only health-related entity is the Department of Health. The planned removal of 
DOH (after the patients have gone) and transition strictly to management by National Park Services is too fast of a 
jump from a mode of Health to a Park mode focused on visitor experiences.  
" The 1980 designation of Kalaupapa National Historic Park may have aided in the protection and safety of living 
patients. Thirty-five years later, and as discussion rises regarding the passing of patients and the departure of the 
DOH, a next phase of protection, safety and healing is necessary. 
" The current DGMP and EIS ignore the healing needed in this transition, making Kalaupapas designation as a 
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National Historic Park the prime reason for the dangerous misinterpretations of Kalaupapas appropriate use.  
" Because of this narrow lens based on the parks limitations, the current DGMP and EIS talk mainly about only 
certain types of resources and planning. The focus of preferred Alternative C is geared towards high-quality 
visitor experiences. This is extremely inappropriate and the concerns voiced by the communities in Chapter 6 of 
the DGMP and EIS need to be emphasized and supported to limit, disallow and avoid TOURISM in Kalaupapa. 
" Visitors and their welfare are a small concern when talking about the health of a place and a people. However, 
with annual operating costs, ranging from an estimated $4,230,000 to $6,445,000 depending on the Alternative, it 
is questionable if either health or financial stability is taking precedence when concession stands, mule corals, 
picnics, visitor facilities, hands-on steward activities and meaningful learning experiences take up majority of the 
planning and measuring of impact.  
 
3. Hawaiian Self-Determination: 
" The main concern is the health and welfare of those directly and intergenerationally affected by leprosy - they 
hold the sanctity of what happened and are key to the preservation of Kalaupapa, and they need to be the ones in 
partnership with others to decide how to take care of this place, our people, and to determine what stories they 
want to share, when and with whom.  
" On page 57 a statement is worded, Preservation and interpretation of the settlement will be managed and 
performed by patients and native Hawaiians to the extent practical. It is not about practicality but what is just; and 
what is just is that the patients and (native Hawaiians) K naka Maoli are the only ones who have rights to the 
issues of preservation, interpretation, management and performance. 
" The constant reiterations about the various partnerships and cooperatives consulted in the process included 
many religious and Hawai i State run agencies. When their concerns and preferences are placed above that of 
Kalaupapa and K naka Maoli, this process and those involved are violating our rights as a people to self-
determine processes and therefore outcomes concerning our homelands and our health. 
" Having volunteers and service groups partner with National Park Services potentially eliminates K naka Maoli 
from the negotiation and active process of either being the host of Kalaupapa or the beneficiary of the connection 
with land, place, and the sacred nature and work. WE ARE BOTH OF THESE, and the current DGMP and EIS 
need to address these facts and identify and measure the adverse impact felt by Hawaiians by removing us from 
the equation. 
 
4. Food Security & Aloha ina Survival 
" Similarly to work service and connection to ina, if homesteading is recommended against, this process, NPS, 
DHHL, DLNR, DOT, private land owners and the State contribute to the planned starvation of K naka Maoli and 
the general public on Molokai in particular, and the implicate Kalaupapa in the process as well. 
" Using past tense quotes like The peninsula of Kalaupapa was once home to a thriving Hawaiian community, and 
appreciating the ways in which native Hawaiian communities flourished in the Kalaupapa region and its valleys 
for hundreds of years, shows attempts by various State agencies and the National Park Services to erase from 
probability the opportunity that Hawaiians can and do exist in this manner today. 
" In Chapter 6, comments suggested more inclusion of the people who inhabited places like Kalawao and Waikolu 
Valley before they were bought out unfairly or forcibly made to exchange land. The descendants (who reportedly 
were consulted) of the original inhabitants in these areas have the right to carry on what their families were forced 
away from, and the park should be working to meet to their needs of survival instead of limiting their ability to live 
like their ancestors and provide for their families. People of Molokai are exceptional and do not require assistance 
from DHHL to make roads or facilities for their homesteading. 
" Saying that Though still a living community, Kalaupapa is also appropriate ground for archeological research, 
means that the DGMP and EIS value the survival and continuance of Western research over K naka Maoli 
subsistence. This needs to be examined and corrected to honor the descendants of Molokai and all of Hawai i 
who have already and continue to be adversely impacted by Western forms of value and misinformation. 
" Already with the 8,725 acres of land and 2,000 acres of water held in management mainly by NPS, it is an 
irresponsible use of fertile land to recommend against homesteading on an island where the future of all people on 
Molokai and in Hawai i depends in large part on the cultivation of our own food. The proposed talk of acquiring 
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through purchase or donation an additional 5,259 acres from Pelekunu Preserve and 7,341 acres from Pu u O 
Hoku Ranch for total of 21,325 acres of land being managed for high quality visitor experiences is dangerous and 
severely lacking in social justice, food security planning and forethought.  
 
In addition to these comments, it is strongly suggested that: 
 
" The main concerns in the next DGMP and EIS and subsequent planning are identified from a Kanaka Maoli 
health practitioner lens - where health and healing are top priorities for the protection and safety of Kalaupapa 
and those affected by its stories 
" A new designation (i.e. in trust to an appropriate Hawaiian community) for what is currently Kalaupapa 
National Historic Park be discussed so that current, appropriate protections are maintained and that subsequent 
measurements and planning include the health related concerns already mentioned (also see below) 
" New partnerships be made to include community groups as integral voices in the planning process similar in 
level and stakeholder value to entities like NPS, DOT, DOH, DHHL, DLNR (i.e. similar to Hui Ho opakele Ainas 
recommendation to establish task forces and community commissions) 
" Additional entities be contacted for their expertise concerning historical trauma, community health, Indigenous 
health, self-determination, sustainability and food security for additional sections that need to be added into 
future DGMP(s), EIS(s) and planning (i.e. Indigenous and Native Hawaiian Public Health, Hawaiian Studies, 
Hawaiian Language, Sust INA ble Molokai, Movement for Aloha No Ka Aina) 
" Measured IMPACTS include: 
1. Sovereignty 
i. Dignity 
ii. Self-determination 
iii. Hawaiian rights 
iv. Social Justice 
2. Public Health 
i. Hawaiian Health 
ii. Stigmatization, Criminalization & Arrest, Separation & Displacement, Experimentation 
iii. Historical Trauma 
iv. Food Security 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to talk about these concerns. In addition to the work, discussions and research 
already presented, these matters are just as valuable and vital to the health and recovery of Kalaupapa, the 
Hawaiian people, and all those who have a responsibility to this place we call home. 
 
Aloha ina, 
 
Meghan Leialoha Au 
lomilomi & l  au lapa au practitioner 
UH M noa, Hawaiian Studies MA candidate  
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Correspondence Text

I have been privileged to visit Hawaii a few times in my life. It is one of the most beautiful places on earth. I would 
like to recommend that area be kept as is with no commercial involvement. It would be great to allow Hawaiians 
to visit as part of their culture and for scientific use to preserve the precious resources.  

I am Catholic, I would love to be able to go and see Where Fr. Damien worked with the lepers. However, I 
disagree with having it opened for people to visit. We can pray anywhere. Please leave the island be a beautiful 
reminder of the original Hawaii and its great Hawaiian people. 

Thank you, 

Harry Damian 
">  
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BENEFICIARY CONSULTATION 
KALAUPAPA NATIONAL HISTORIC PARK  
DRAFT GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLAN 

MAY 26, 2015   6:00 – 8:00 P.M. 
LANIKEHA COMMUNITY CENTER 

HOOLEHUA, MOLOKAI 
 

 
AGENDA 

 
 

1. INTRODUCTIONS & PULE, DINNER / MEA‘AI 
 

2. PURPOSE OF BENEFICIARY CONSULTATION 
  
“Encourage and collect comments, input and feedback on 
Kalaupapa National Historic Park Draft General Management 
Plan” 
 

3. DHHL BACKGROUND ON KALAUPAPA 
 

4. PRESENTATION BY NATIONAL PARK SERVICE STAFF 
 

5. EXERCISE: “I LIKE” / “I WISH” / “WHAT IF”  
 

6. OPEN DISCUSSION 
 

7. PAU 
 

 
 
 
 
*For more information or if you have questions, please contact Nancy 

McPherson, Planner, DHHL Planning Office by phone at (808) 620-9519 or by 
email at nancy.m.mcpherson@hawaii.gov  



TO:	 U.S.	Department	of	the	Interior	National	Park	Service	
	
FR:	 Blossom	Feiteira	
	 President,	Association	of	Hawaiians	for	Homestead	Lands	
	
RE:	 KALAUPAPA	NATIONAL	HISTORICAL	PARK	

DRAFT	GENERAL	MANAGEMENT	PLAN	AND	ENVIRONMENTAL	IMPACT	
STATEMENT	

	
	
Aloha;	
	
My	name	is	Blossom	Feiteira	and	I	serve	as	the	President	of	the	Association	of	
Hawaiians	for	Homestead	Lands	(AHHL).		We	are	an	advocacy	organization	created	
to	assist	beneficiaries	of	the	Hawaiian	Homes	Commission	Act	who	are	currently	
waiting	for	an	award	to	trust	lands.		In	addition,	I	am	a	beneficiary	of	the	Hawaiian	
Homes	Commission	Act	and	a	descendant	of	a	demised	resident	of	Kalaupapa.	
	
Thank	you	for	the	opportunity	to	provide	my	comments	and	recommendations	on	
the	Draft	General	Management	Plan	and	Environmental	Impact	Statement	for	
Kalaupapa	National	Historical	Park.	
	
Your	document	provides	four	alternatives,	of	which	the	National	Park	Service	(NPS)	
identifies	a	preferred	alternative;	that	is	Alternative	C.	
	
After	careful	consideration	and	research	into	existing	federal	legislation,	rules	and	
Executive	Orders,	I	find	some	concern	in	all	of	the	alternatives	except	alternative	A.	
	
In	general,	the	National	Park	Service	provides	the	general	community	with	
opportunities	to	experience	nature	in	a	way	that	is	educational,	safe	and	
environmentally	friendly.	It	also	has	a	distinct	purpose	to	its	existence,	that	is	to	
provide	protection	and	management	of	natural	areas	that	are	unique.	The	National	
Park	Service	System	currently	has	407	different	areas	under	the	NPS	system	across	
the	continental	U.S.	Alaska,	Atlantic	and	Pacific	accommodating	over	292	million	
visitors	in	2015	alone.		Kalaupapa,	in	it’s	entirety,	represents	one	small	park	that	is	
made	up	of	lands	and	shoreline	that	encompasses	thousands	of	acres.		However,	the	
National	Park	itself	is	exceedingly	small;	less	than	25	acres.		Of	the	acres	under	
management	agreements,	leases	and	memorandums,	the	NPS	have	established	
relationships	with	state	agencies	and	private	property	owners.	
	
As	a	beneficiary	of	the	Hawaiian	Homes	Commission	Act,	and	as	the	President	of	an	
organization	working	with	other	beneficiaries,	priority	concern	are	those	lands	
currently	in	trust	under	the	Hawaiian	Homes	Commission	Act.	Administered	by	the	
State	of	Hawaii’s	Department	of	Hawaiian	Home	Lands,	approximately	1,472	acres	
establishes	its	presence	in	Kalaupapa.		Contained	within	the	settlement	area	and	at	



Pala`au	State	Park,	these	trust	lands	have	played	an	important	role	in	the	care	and	
consideration	for	the	residents	of	Kalaupapa	and	their	kokua.	
	
The	presence	of	the	Hawaiian	Home	Lands	was	noticeably	silent	in	all	of	the	
alternatives	except	Alternative	C	–	Preferred	Alternative.		In	that	presentation,	the	
NPS	states	their	opposition	to	any	homesteading	activity,	as,	according	to	comments	
received	during	your	scoping	sessions,	homesteading	activities	are	not	in	keeping	
with	the	purpose	and	intent	of	the	NPS.		
	
I	would	disagree	with	your	assumptions.		As	a	long	time	participant	of	planning	
efforts	of	the	DHHL,	there	have	been	areas	of	homesteading	that	required	a	different	
approach	to	homesteading	opportunities	including	the	adoption	of	rules	
establishing	a	new	waitlist,	creation	of	new	homesteading	programs,	and	
partnerships	with	beneficiary	based	organizations	to	develop	alternative	energy,	
self	help	housing	programs	and	education	and	outreach	opportunities.		Kalaupapa,	
by	its	history	and	legacy	can	lead	to	a	type	of	homesteading	opportunity	that	would	
not	only	provide	the	NPS	with	needed	manpower	for	resource	management,	but	
provide	opportunities	to	preserve	the	legacy	that	are	the	memories	of	the	residents.	
In	addition,	many	beneficiaries	are	themselves	descendants	of	residents,	many	of	
whom	were	taken	away	at	birth.		Their	realization	that	their	parents	or	
grandparents	were	taken	to	Kalaupapa	now	compel	them	to	participate	in	any	
planning	process	that	will	potentially	allow	them	the	opportunity	to	provide	care	
and	management	of	their	family’s	final	resting	place,	and	to	preserve	the	place	in	
their	memories.	
	
Rather	than	dismiss	homesteading	as	compatible	with	the	plans	for	Kalaupapa,	NPS	
should	actively	work	with	the	DHHL	and	its	beneficiary	base	for	the	development	of	
a	unique	homesteading	program	for	Kalaupapa.		DHHL	has,	in	the	past,	provided	for	
the	development	of	rules	and	policies	that	would	better	serve	and	address	the	
unique	circumstances	of	homesteading	opportunities,	including	establishing	a	new	
wait	list,	and	a	new	homesteading	program.	
	
There	is	a	very	unique	community	“top	side”	of	Moloka`i,	many	of	whom	are	
beneficiaries.		In	addition	to	these	beneficiaries	being	on	the	DHHL	waitlist,	many	of	
them	are	also	life‐long	traditional	resource	management	practitioners,	carrying	the	
knowledge	of	their	ancestors	for	generations.			
	
In	the	plans	for	resource	management	at	Kalaupapa,	having	access	to	this	“ancient”	
knowledge	provides	the	NPS	with	a	very	unique	opportunity	to	incorporate	these	
practices	in	the	overall	management	plan	for	Kalaupapa.		From	shoreline	
management	to	fisheries,	to	forestry,	wildlife	and	water	management	techniques,	
the	people	of	Moloka`i	have	long	put	these	philosophies	into	practice	and	are	
recognized	statewide	as	the	most	active	traditional	practitioners	in	the	state.	
	
As	required	by	P.L.	96‐565,	NPS	is	required	to	do	three	things:		1)	provide	residents	
first	and	native	Hawaiians	with	the	second	right	to	refusal	for	economic	



opportunities;	2)	provide	both	with	employment	opportunities;	and	3)	to	provide	
training	for	employment	opportunities,	however	nowhere	in	your	document	do	you	
outline	how	the	NPS	will	implement	this	part	of	the	enabling	legislation.	
	
The	National	Park	Service	in	Kalaupapa	is	bound	by	this	law	to	do	this.		Since	your	
preferred	alternative	provides	for	additional	staff,	it	would	seem	that	the	NPS	
currently	has	or	will	have	a	plan	to	provide	these	opportunities	as	they	arise.		I	
would	recommend	that,	as	part	of	the	GMP,	that	NPS	begin	the	process	to	develop	
that	action	strategy.		It	would	seem	that	a	marriage	of	some	sort	between	the	NPS	
and	beneficiaries	would	be	beneficial	to	all	concerned.	
	
In	regards	to	statements	made	in	your	GMP	regarding	your	lease	agreement	with	
DHHL	and	the	costs	that	may	be	associated	with	the	departure	of	NPS,	$40,000,000	
seems	a	bit	overreaching,	since	the	NPS	association	with	Kalaupapa	has	been	in	
place	since	1980.		To	say	that	DHHL	will	have	to	pay	for	the	improvements	made	by	
NPS	at	the	stated	costs,	do	not	take	into	consideration	the	30	years	of	your	presence	
there	and	your	use	of	the	same	improvements,	nor	does	it	take	into	consideration	
the	years	of	depreciation.			
	
I	believe	that	there	can	be	a	co‐existence	between	the	beneficiaries	of	the	HHCA	and	
NPS.		More	work	needs	to	be	done	to	solidify	this	relationship.	
	
Another	priority	concern	is	the	emphasis	in	the	plan	for	providing	for	the	visitor	
experience,	found	in	great	detail	in	Alternatives	C	and	D.	
	
At	its	current	state,	visitors	must	be	sponsored	by	a	resident,	Department	of	Health	
(DOH)	or	the	NPS.		Visitors	are	limited	to	no	more	than	100	per	day,	with	no	visitors	
under	the	age	of	16	years	of	age.	
	
Recommendations	found	in	Alternatives	C	and	D	provide	no	specific	information	on	
number,	only	that	access	would	be	managed	based	on	policy.		Yet,	according	to	the	
EIS	portion	of	your	document,	your	“pillow	count”	and	housing	opportunities,	
utilities	and	maintenance	needs	will	allow	for	a	maximum	of	up	to	300	visitors	per	
day.	
	
With	the	priority	for	maintaining	the	environment,	ambience,	legacy	and	
archaeological	sites	of	Kalaupapa,	the	recommendations	found	in	Alternatives	C	and	
D	would	be	in	opposition	to	your	statement.		With	a	vague	allusion	to	the	
management	of	visitor	numbers	based	on	some	management	policy	not	stated	in	
this	document,	I	am	led	to	understand	that	while	there	is	no	minimum,	there	is	
certainly	a	maximum,	which,	given	the	propensity	to	allow	for	unescorted	access	
would	most	certainly	lead	to	a	systematic	degradation	of	the	resources	and	
environment.		For,	as	much	as	you	will	purport	that	education	will	be	provided	
through	orientation	activities,	and	a	pass	system	will	be	put	in	place,	unescorted	
access	will	lead	to	a	casual	violation	of	the	restrictions	and	limitations	you	may	put	



in	place.		Without	enforcement	in	place	to	ensure	compliance,	you	will	find	visitors	
who	come	for	the	experience	will	not	adhere	to	the	rules	you	put	in	place.			
	
While	you	have	confidence	in	your	ability	to	engage	your	visitors	in	the	importance	
of	the	place,	in	my	experience,	it’s	those	places	that	create	the	desire	to	“go”	in	an	
area	considered	off	limits	to	“see	what	else	is	out	there”.			
	
As	the	Executive	Director	of	a	non‐profit	cultural	preservation	organization,	I	see	
continuous	occurrences	when	it	comes	to	treasure	hunters	and	“new	age”	
practitioners	seeking	out	special	places	and	items	that	may	convey	the	spirit	of	a	
sacred	place.			
	
Secondly,	to	lift	the	age	limit	also	presents	a	potential	conflict.			
	
The	existing	age	restrictions	may	be	past	its	usefulness,	as	the	reason	for	its	
implementation	no	longer	exists.		However,	to	allow	for	children	under	the	age	of	
16,	may	present	problems.		Living	in	a	“tourist	destination”	provides	an	insight	into	
how	our	visitors	manage	their	children,	which	to	our	chagrin,	does	not	often	
happen.		Children,	just	cannot	be	contained	for	very	long,	particularly	in	an	open	
area,	where	they	can	run.		In	addition,	with	its	cliff	sides,	trees,	cemetery,	trails	and	
“rock	piles”,	Kalaupapa	provides	a	temptation	that	is	difficult	if	not	impossible	to	
deny,	and	presents	a	very	likely	scenario	for	injury.	Again,	first	hand	experience	
with	visitors	who	allow	their	children	to	“try”	and	scale	trees,	climb	an	alter	or	run	
around	in	an	open	space	is	a	natural	inclination	for	the	parents	to	allow.		After	all,	
they	are	on	vacation.			
	
There	needs	to	be	a	limitation	of	the	number	of	visitors	to	Kalaupapa.		The	current	
limitation	of	100	visitors	per	day	should	be	adhered	to,	with	an	age	limitation	under	
the	age	of	12	years	of	age.			
	
Secondly,	there	must	not	be	unescorted	access	into	any	area	of	Kalaupapa.		Escorts	
should	be	provided	either	with	NPS	staff	or	through	a	Cooperative	Agreement	with	a	
beneficiary	organization	or	another	non‐profit	partner.	
	
In	deference	to	the	families	of	the	residents,	there	should	be	at	least	one	weekend	
each	month	set	aside	for	families	of	the	residents	to	attend	to	their	ancestor’s	final	
resting	place,	celebrations	and	gatherings	with	no	visitors	allowed.		While	the	
opportunities	for	overnight	visits	are	allowed	now,	those	overnight	visits	should	
also	include	the	descendants	during	their	time	at	Kalaupapa,	and	should	be	part	of	
any	activities	that	would	involve	restoration,	clean	up	or	other	activities	where	
additional	manpower	is	needed.	
	
And	finally,	it	is	disturbing	to	see	that	the	work	and	participation	of	Ka	Ohana	O	
Kalaupapa	has	been	minimized	to	an	extent	that	they	have.		After	reviewing	the	
document,	they	are	not	even	listed	as	a	consulting	party	to	the	draft	plan,	and	was	
not	afforded	any	recognition	for	the	last	13	years	of	intensive	work	in	outreach	and	



education.		As	their	primary	objective	was	to	advocate	for	the	interests	of	the	
residents,	it	is	an	insult	that	the	organization	was	treated	in	such	a	manner.		The	
work	they	have	accomplished	to	date	has	been	exemplary,	the	respect	and	aloha	
they	have	shown	to	the	residents	is	unquestionable,	and	their	willingness	and	desire	
to	work	with	the	NPS	in	the	preservation	of	Kalaupapa	is	by	any	measure,	
outstanding.		Yet,	the	DGMP	and	EIS	chose	to	not	include	their	commitment	and	
dedication	and	instead,	opts	to	appropriate	their	work	and	assume	it	as	a	new	
introduction	of	work	that	the	NPS	will	implement.	
	
The	NPS	should	as	a	matter	of	efficiency,	focus	their	efforts	on	the	preservation	of	
Kalaupapa	and	work	with	Ka	Ohana	O	Kalaupapa	in	the	area	of	education	and	
outreach.		You	are	able	to	do	so	through	either	a	Programmatic	Agreement	(PA)	or	a	
Cooperative	Agreement	(CA).		This	partnership	will	enable	the	NPS	to	garner	the	
much	needed	community	support	in	your	efforts	to	retain	the	physical	and	spiritual	
environment	that	is	Kalaupapa,		expand	your	ability	to	share	the	history	of	the	place,	
and	most	importantly	for	AHHL,	to	preserve	the	memories	of	the	residents	of	this	
very	special	place.	
	
In	closing,		even	with	the	stated	concerns,	Alternative	C	is	an	option	that	most	
addresses	the	management	issues	that	NPS	has	faced	these	many	years.		However,	
the	concerns	stated	here	while	applicable	in	all	of	the	alternatives,	they	are	also	
most	prevalent	in	Alternative	C.		As	a	result,	while	you	are	working	on	the		
development	of	the	final	document,	please	consider	these	recommendations.	
		
AHHL	extends	its	appreciation	for	allowing	us	to	submit	our	comments	on	the	
Kalaupapa	National	Historic	Park	Draft	General	Management	Plan	and	Environment	
Impact	Statement.	
	
Mahalo	ia	oukou,	
	
/s/	
Blossom	Feiteira	
President	
Association	of	Hawaiians	for	Homestead	Lands	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	




