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1. hoa’aina: Native tenants; in the context of this document, used to refer to those people living on the
Makanalua peninsula prior to the arrival of the first patient settlers on January 12, 1866… Perhaps
change “Makanalua peninsula” to “Kalaupapa peninsula” here and wherever else it occurs to be
consistent with Par. 2 on page 8, which says “ Kalaupapa is the general term used to broadly describe
the whole peninsula.”

            Also, I believe the first patient settlers arrived on January 6, 1866, not January 12, 1866. As a
side note, the 150th anniversary of this arrival is on Wednesday, January 6, 2016. It sounds like a
good opportunity for the NPS and the public to recognize the settlement with appropriate services,
ceremonies, and activities at the park and elsewhere.

2. lo’i kalo: Wetland taro. The Hawaiian Dictionary defines “lo’i” as “an irrigated terrace, especially
for taro,” so a lo’i kalo is an irrigated terrace for taro. The definition as it stands now sounds like lo’i
kalo is a variety of taro, such as wetland taro versus dryland taro.

3. pa’i ‘ai: Hard, undiluted poi. The Hawaiian Dictionary defines “pa’i ‘ai” as “hard, pounded but
undiluted taro.” So pa’i ‘ai isn’t poi, but rather creates poi when it’s diluted with water.

p. 25. 1946 Tidal Wave.

Perhaps “tsunami” instead of “tidal wave?” Also, the text seems to suggest that the 25’ and 55’
measurements are wave heights, but they are actually the elevations above sea level to which the
tsunami penetrated. Please note, too, that a tsunami is a series of waves, which was the case for the
1946 tsunami.

 

p. 83. Visitor Use and Experience. Par. 3.

In regard to “DOH would continue to prohibit recreational uses not compatible with the purpose of
the park.” Hawaii is an ocean recreation state and the ocean around the peninsula offers many
exceptional opportunities  for water activities, so it might be a good idea to say upfront that no ocean
recreation activities, including swimming, snorkeling, kayaking, and all forms of surfing, will be
permitted. The text refers the reader to Appendix G, but the Use of Natural Resources section there
only says no fishing, scuba diving, surfboarding[surfing], boogey (sic) boards [bodyboarding], opihi
picking, and diving off the pier. Perhaps a more general statement in the beginning of the document
that no ocean recreation activities will be permitted would be a more informative approach.

 

p. 183. Proto Historic Period, line 6.

“A battle ensued between the moku (chiefs) of the two districts.” The Hawaiian Dictionary doesn’t
include “chief” as a definition of moku, but it does define it as a land division. Perhaps the sentence
should read, “A battle ensued between the chiefs of two districts (moku).”

 

p. 184. Transitional Era. Par. 1

“This era encompasses three decades of social transition at Kalaupapa, from 1866, when the first
Hansen’s disease patients arrived, to 1895, when the Hawaiian monarchy forced the last native
occupants to depart.” I believe the Hawaiian monarchy was overthrown in 1893 and that the Republic
of Hawaii was the governing body in 1895. Same comment in the next paragraph for “the Hawaiian



4/15/2015 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail  Kalaupapa NHP DGMP/EIS Review

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/264/u/0/?ui=2&ik=0caaf42532&view=pt&search=inbox&th=14cb05db7c373b68&siml=14cb05db7c373b68&siml=14cb431214d12… 3/3

Kingdom made its final land exchange offer in 1895.” And I believe the Board of Health made its
offer in 1894.

 

p. 206. Watersheds.

In the list of the three watersheds Wai’ale’ia is misspelled as Wai’ala’ia.

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

 

Me ke aloha,

John Clark
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Plan C does make sense to me; it’s moving forward, but retaining the values and commitments to the land that
are crucial to careful change.  I note that this is a plan for the next 1520 years; I am wondering if a more
specific date will be included in the final plan.  Also, I encourage you to continue to grow and develop the
volunteer work groups who visit Kalaupapa. Although we walk away with a unique and meaningful island
experience, we also believe we contribute significantly to the maintenance of the area.  Our mainland groups
have always been complimented by park service staff on our work ethic; we are proud of our accomplishments
at Kalaupapa.  Thank you.”

 

Lynne Simpson
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Topic Question 1:  
I support alternative C 

Topic Question 3:  
Maritime heritage survey of the nearshore waters would be nice to include in ongoing inventory and assesment of 
historical/archaeological resources.  

Comments: As vessels really were the supply and lifeline of the islands prior to air travel, I am curious as to the 
lack of mention of the wreck of the SS Kaala in 1932, the effect on the community, and the potential for this 
archaeological resource to be includes as possibly eligible (someday listed?) on the NRHP. elements of the 
maritime transportation landscape, along with the lighthouse 50yrs and the landing/dock 50yrs ...  
"> 
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Topic Question 1:  
I agree that alternative C is the best plan presented. 

Topic Question 2: 
No. 

Topic Question 3:  
I would have a problem with any plan that does offsite work as it takes funding away from the main location and 
duplicates personnel. 

Comments: Funding will be the biggest issue over time. Both state and federal funds have a tendency to decrease 
and can risk the sustainability of the plan. I'd like to suggest considering a "Foundation" to be considered as a 
partner. A foundation can be a group of organizations that have interests in preserving the area and can raise a lot 
of money. 

The other aspect of funding is government employees will be a "high cost" solution. Local and civilian workers 
should be a largest part of the workforce. 

A large commitment of funds may not work in the long run, but a smaller consistent amount and a paced 
restoration may prove to be more viable. 

A lot of thought has gone into the plan so far, I hope the Islanders who live there are in agreement. In a future 
newsletter it would be good to hear from them. 
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It would be good to know more about "homesteading", who may have those rights and how they could affect the 
plan.  
">  
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so, in the stories of the all the people who lived and died there.

It has to be a cultural experience for all visitors.

I have worked with Joni Mae MakuakneJarrell (former student and head ranger?) to
send out information on various park activities in Hawai'i and nationally.

We bought goats from the National Park from the 'Ainahou/Hilina Pali area over 40
years ago, when they were trying to get rid of them.

So, I have a long history with and love for culturebased national park offerings, and I
want Kalaupapa to be special for all the world to visit.

Mahalo for allowing me to comment.
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love, and grace that, in the absence of hope, enabled it to rise above the fear and loathing the word "leprosy" 
called up in the minds of those on the "outside." 
 
I know that many, probably most, of the elderly residents who hosted and interacted with us are gone now. Their 
names and faces are lost to memory, but not the impressions that they left with us. It was a privilege and honour to 
stand on what is as much hallowed ground as any blood-soaked battlefield, brooding cemetery, or soaring 
cathedral. Kalaupapa is, in its entirety, a memorial, a monument, and a reminder of what it means to be human, 
and to have that humanity denied by all but those few with the courage, faith, and empathy to touch the "leper." 
 
Now, the colony has nearly outlived its final residents. The fearsome disease was, of course, controlled decades 
ago, and any need for isolation ended at that time.  
 
I hear that there are plans to expand access to this place of many stories. Iʻm pleased that a monument to all who 
lived out their lives there is being spoken of; they deserve no less. But, to ease the restrictions on visitors, and do 
away with the limits on their numbers? I must ask … why? Kalaupapa is not a theme park, and should never be 
degraded to the level of yet another mass entertainment. Disneyland is, thankfully, elsewhere.  
 
Walking the grounds of the settlement should remain - as I felt it to be during my brief time there - an honour, a 
privilege, and a source of inspiration never to be cheapened. 
 
Aloha, 
Lance Alexander  
">  
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The General Management Plan, enclosed with your letter, outlines beneficial impacts of your shoreline
monitoring of monk seals and other conservation actions you take.  It also indicates adverse effects such as
longterm park operations, impacts of existing vessel traffic, and shortterm projectspecific construction impacts
may result in take due to habitat degradation and direct harassment.  The area is also critical habitat for the
seal. 
 
Your letter indicates you will consult in the future on specific projects as necessary to assess the impacts of the
projects to the listed species. 
 
We're interested in helping you address as many of the Park's actions as we're able to now, particularly the
ongoing activities, so you'll be covered for those pursuant to the ESA.  Ideally we could address all of the
ongoing actions you know about visitors, vessels etc., in this consultation, and then in the future when you
have a new construction project, we could address it separately.  I've taken a quick look over your General
Management Plan and it looks like our USFWS consultation would be a formal consultation for the green sea
turtle and an informal consultation (NLAA) for the other species (assuming you're able to avoid impacts to the
Hawaiian hoary bat (avoid cutting trees during the bat breeding season), Blackburn's sphinx moth
(avoid disturbing moth habitat), Hawaiian petrel and Newell's shearwater (minimize lighting and shield lights). 
Please follow up with Patrick and his staff at NOAA for assistance with the Hawaiian monk seal and humpback
whale and give me a call at your convenience to discuss how you'd like us to proceed with the consultation on
the terrestrial components.
 
Dawn

 
(Acting) Assistant Field Supervisor, Section 7 and HCPs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Pacific Islands Fish and Wildlife Office
300 Ala Moana Blvd, Room 3122
Honolulu, HI  96850
Ofc: 8087929469
Cell: 8089274602 (Verizon  call any time)
Fax: 8087929580
http://www.fws.gov/pacificislands

 
Paul Hosten, Ph.D.
Chief of Natural Resource Management
Kalaupapa NHP
P.O. Box 2222 (7 Puahi Str. for deliveries)
Kalaupapa, HI 96742
(808) 567 6802 ext. 1501
FAX (808) 567 6682
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that people want space and time to share their stories and feelings of Kalaupapa.  Visiting Kalaupapa can 

be an emotional experience; it would be an appropriate part of the visitor experience to allow for a 

space where people can share their stories and reflections. This could be in the form of recordings or 

written responses that could be shared with future visitors.  

 

Within visitor use, descendant groups and ‘ohana need to be addressed as a separate user group. 

Descendants and their ‘ohana will have different needs than the general visitors, volunteer groups, or 

school groups. These needs would include visitation to grave sites or the future memorial. This group 

may require a park service escort to visit different sites and buildings used by their ancestor. They may 

also require tools and time to clean the grave site of their ancestor. There should be a separate program 

specifically discussed in the management plan to address these needs. As a descendant, I feel that it 

would be inappropriate to join a general visitor group if I wanted to visit Kalaupapa to pay my respects 

to my great great grandfather.   

 

I want to commend the National Park Service for the preservation and conservation work they do at 

Kalaupapa and the work that went into the creation of this General Management Plan and 

Environmental Impact Statement.  

 

Mahalo,  

 

A. Megan Borthwick 
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Tamura, Anna <anna_tamura@nps.gov> Fri, May 15, 2015 at 9:50 AM
To: NPS KALA GMP <kala_gmp@nps.gov>

This can be taken as a comment.

[Quoted text hidden]
 
Anna Tamura 
Landscape Architect
National Park Service
Pacific West Region, Park Planning and Environmental Compliance
909 First Avenue, Seattle, WA 981041060
(206)2204157  
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the people o
In Honolulu said there was no county kalawao. Kaulaupapa was in Maui county.. It took awhile but we have it
now.. No Maui county
Peter had cancer and had to have a leg removed and he was in Honolulu it was the only time he got to meet our
children and for the first time he met our youngest KEOLA named after Peter Keola. Meaning life Peter is gone
but his memory and his home will never leave us as we have a Keola.

All I can ask and plead is that the remaining people at Kaulaupapa be the protectors of the land they and all their
friends protected, lived and loved for years. They should be free to make the choices and be proud to do so. It is
not and never was a park it is a homestead where they worked hard to make it home. Do not destroy their
legacy.

 
The heart is like a garden. It can grow compassion or fear, resentment or love. What seeds will you plant there?
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Topic Question 1:  
Just in case my letters got lost in the mail, please see "Comments" below. 
 
Topic Question 2:  
Just in case my letters got lost in the mail, please see "Comments" below. 
 
Topic Question 3:  
Just in case my letters got lost in the mail, please see "Comments" below. 
 
Comments: Aloha National Park Service Staff - May 18, 2015 
 
I attended the public meeting in Kahului, Maui on June 6th. Consequently, some of my remarks below may be 
redundant, but Ive had time to peruse the ~400 page book you kindly provided, which has prompted some 
additional thoughts. 
 
First of all, I believe its important to say that I acknowledge and appreciate the many hours of hard work, on the 
part of many individuals, required to put this Draft Management Plan together. So, please understand that any 
comments I might make, which some might view as negative, are unequivocally and sincerely not intended to be 
personally critical, rude, or disrespectful. 
 
I know several issues to which I cannot personally relate were raised by audience members at that meeting. 
However, my final conclusion regarding the four (4) possible options is based largely on two fundamental issues: 
1) Visitor restrictions 
2) Access restrictions 
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Visitor restrictions (currently 100/day, age 16 and older) 
After having reviewed the book, I have questions that I wish I had thought to ask at the meeting. According to 
your statistics, the average number of visitors to the settlement during the years 1996-2012 was 9,000 per year. The 
bar graph also indicates that that number has been decreasing in the last several years (some years for cited 
reasons). Since the park is closed on Sundays, with 313 days left for visitors, this means the average daily visitor 
count has been just 29 people per day! Even during the year of highest volume, about 12,000 visitors, that still 
amounts to an average of only 38 per day. And even if the counts in 2009 and 2010 were erroneous, the 16-year 
track record would suggest that the visitors numbers in the last decade are either stable or falling... not increasing. 
Now, I realize since that 29/day is an average, there may have been days where the visitor count indeed 
approached 100. And I understand the current regulations do allow the DOH/NPS management to make 
exceptions on certain, special occasions to accommodate sporadic bursts in visitor volume over the 100 mark. But, 
that statistic of 29 visitors per day begs the questions: From where is the pressure coming to permanently lift that 
100/day restriction? What is the evidence documenting the need to raise the current restriction number? In whose 
best interest is lifting that limit, and whom does it benefit? I realize submitting these questions in this format forces 
them to be somewhat rhetorical; but if possible, I sure would like to know the answers! My fear is that the benefit 
is more for the purpose of, or financial gain to, the National Park Service, rather than any benefit to native 
Hawaiians, relatives/descendants of those people state-wide who had been forced to live in the settlement, and 
the public that heretofore (based on your visitor numbers) have demonstrated an interest in the preservation of 
this spiritual site. 
 
As I mentioned at the meeting, I really do wish more people could experience what I experienced when I visited 
the settlement in December 2014; but, even looking 15-20 years down the line, Im failing to see the need to allow 
more than 100 visitors per day, particularly given the documented track record. 
 
Along those same lines, I completely disagree with eliminating the age requirement. Instead, I think it would be 
much more reasonable to simply lower the age minimum to allow 7th graders, and older, to visit the settlement. I 
believe boys and girls who are about 12 years of age (and older) are mature enough to integrate their 
understanding from the classroom of what took place on the peninsula with seeing the site firsthand. In stark 
contrast, however, I do not believe for a nanosecond that an elementary school age boy or girl is going to better 
understand what happened there simply by seeing whats there. Lets face it, Kalaupapa and Kalawao building 
structures, whether it be an intact church or remnant pylons at Kalawao, would provide much less of a visually 
interesting experience for an infant/child/pre-teen than the intellectual, spiritual, historical, and emotional 
experience that a more mature individual would glean from their visit. And heres another reason not to allow 
children younger than 7th graders... 
 
It has been implied that managing... behavior (page XXV) of these young children will be controlled since they 
must be accompanied by an adult, and that adult must have participated in the entry pass orientation, which will 
emphasize the sacredness of the area. I believe we all are far too familiar with how some (sometimes many!) 
children behave when accompanied by an adult at (just for example) the grocery store, the mall, the post office, 
and even church. Unless that adult is physically holding on to the child, that child is apt to run, scream, play, 
whine, or be just plain annoying to other adults nearby. Rest assured, I love kids, but I also know that kids will be 
kids, even if the parent knows the sacredness of the area. And having a screaming, playing, running around, or 
whining child is going to ruin the experience for everyone else... and I dare say, probably ruin the experience even 
for the parent (if its a responsible parent!... and thats a big 'if nowadays). 
 
I think a reasonable anticipation, given your attendance statistics, is that by even allowing 7th graders (and up) to 
attend, the park easily could accommodate two classrooms of middle school or high school students per day and 
still be under the daily limit of 100 per day. 
 
Finally, when I took my Damien Tours trip on Saturday, December 13, 2014*, there were about 20 adults in our 



 

Correspondences - Kalaupapa NHP General Management Plan and EIS - PEPC ID: 24883  

   Page   3   of   3  

group (hikers, mule riders, and those of us who flew in). There were four people in our group who still didnt show 
respect for the area, even though Norman had done an excellent job of communicating ahead of time the dos and 
donts while visiting the peninsula: running up to the off limits grocery store... running up to a house to take 
photos... operating a most annoying drone off of Kalawao. And thats not to mention the Japanese film crew who 
repeatedly delayed our departure times from the various stops so they could get more photos. If you cant get 4 out 
of 20 adults to behave themselves, how do you really expect to get elementary school age kids and toddlers to 
behave? I do not share your optimism that merely having an accompanying adult will ensure a positive, emotional, 
and spiritual experience for all. *Park Ranger Nick Brown remembered that day!! 
 
Access restrictions (currently all visitors are accompanied by a guide or escort) 
I believe the concept of making this park open to all to have free, unaccompanied access to trails and the crater 
rim is a recipe for disaster. I realize rescues have already happened on occasion on the peninsula, and given the 
lack of medical care beyond first aid, that already has been a challenge. Now, Option C is opening up the path to 
the crater rim, and Option D opens up trails around the crater. On Maui, it seems like on nearly a monthly basis, I 
read in the Maui News about tourists or locals who are having to be airlifted out of the Oheo Gulch, bamboo 
forest, or some mountain trail, and who pays for that?! Usually all of us taxpayers! 
 
I dont see any budget line item in Options C or D that specifically is set aside for airlift rescues. In fact, the line 
item budget for Safety is identical ($1.23MM) for Options B, C, and D; and the Operations budget is the same 
between Options C and D. That makes no sense to me. According to the California Shock Trauma Air Rescue firm 
that does helicopter rescues in California, a helicopter rescue of just one individual starts with a base fee of 
$16,125.00 (The Tribune news, 1/3/13, http://www.sanluisobispo.com/2013/01/03/2345205_helicopter-rescue-
price-rates.html?rh=1). 
Is there any reason to believe that the cost in Maui County is going to be any less? And who is going to pay for 
that? the NPS? the Federal government? the people of Molokai? Maui County? Even if you had only five 
helicopter rescues per year, thats over $80,000 that will cut into your incremental budget increases of only $250-
270K going from Option B to C to D. That is huge and would, no doubt, cut the budgetary funds for housing 
maintenance and operations (since payroll, of course, wont change). 
 
The basic premise of many of the National Parks like Yosemite, Yellowstone, the Grand Canyon, or even Isle 
Royale, is to see and experience raw nature. In my opinion, experiencing raw nature is not a primary goal, nor 
should it ever be allowed to become a primary goal, in visiting Kalaupapa. Experiencing raw nature has an 
inherent element of physical risk, and lets face it, there are some individuals who simply are risk takers and go to 
some National Parks to experience that feeling of risk in raw nature. Opening up trails to and around the crater, 
especially to unescorted hikers, is inviting physical injury and the need for rescue. I dont believe Kalaupapa should 
be allowed to become a place for people interested in taking risks or challenging their own physical limitations. 
 
Also, I believe there needs to be greater control of access to the peninsula from top-side. I have no doubt that 
having a NPS ranger controlling who gets on the trail going down would have prevented: 
- the blind couple who hiked down the trail that day (for whom Norman had to back-track to pick up), 
- the Japanese film crew who got down the trail without having prior permits for commercial filming, 
- and the couple carrying the huge suitcase, in which they had their drone. 
 
So, in conclusion, I am strongly opposed to Options C and D; and my Preferred option is Option B, with two 
minor tweaks: 
- allow the minimum age restriction to be changed to 7th graders, and 
- open the park to visitors on Sundays, so that visitors can worship in at least one of the churches there, ensuring 
that these will continue to be living churches, not just important historical relics. 
 
One final comment. I can appreciate (as Nick Brown pointed out) that having more people at a public meeting 
does not necessarily bring that many more new or different ideas to the table. But, that said, I also hope the NPS 
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does two things in the near future: 
1) Prior to any final decision regarding selection of a Management Plan, please hold public meetings once again to 
provide an interim update on where the NPS and whoever makes the final call are leaning. This would bring 
everyone up to date on what changes may or may not have resulted from these most recent meetings, as well as a 
final opportunity for input. 
2) Provide greater media coverage, in advance, on when and where those meetings are going to take place. 
 
I would be most appreciative of your consideration of my sincere concerns, 
Mahalo nui loa, 
 
Bruce J. Purvis, M.D. 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii  
 
cc: Taka Harada (a friend of mine, and brother of Paul (deceased) and Winnie Harada of Kalaupapa) 
Kahu Kealahou Alika (pastor, Keawala'i Congregational Church, part of the United Church of Christ) 
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