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The fourth meceting of gﬂg Charter Commission was hafﬁ at 2:30 P.M., April
Tth, in thc Cameron Centcr. Thc mecting was callcd to order by llrs. “dwina
Bright, in the absence of lisgr. Hekumano. Precscnt were: Ir. Allan Sparks,
lr. Hidco Abc, Mr. C. Agliam, lrs. J. Rodrigues, Mrs. !1. Camcron, lMr. Ralph
Murakami, Mr. Stephen Petro, Mr. Lloyd Sodectani, Mr. Joseph Souki. Absent,
lisgr. Xekumano.

The Minutcs of the last mecting were corrccted to read that included among
thosc present were: li. Cameron, 7, 3right, R. Murakami, H. Abe, and abscnt,
Mrs. J. Rodrigucs.

Also, Mr. Petro informed the sccretary that this was the fourth meeting,
not the third, of this Commission. Thercfore the previous minutes arc cor-
rected to rcad accordingly, second and third.

The subcommittee of Msgr. Kckumano and J. Souki conferrcd with lrs. . 3right
and reportcd that thcy rccommended that iflr. Paul ifancini be hircd as a re-
scarcher/attorney to assist thc Commission, as he is alrcady familiar with
the findings of the Chartecr Revicew Committce, and made the rcport to the

Council. Hr. Mancini has becen approached, and has indicated that he would
like to be considercd for the post.

The desirability of contracting for Mr. lMancini's scrvices was considered,

rather than the hiring on a straizht cuployce basis. Therc was some dis-

cussion about his aVaiﬂability after the months of July and August, and the v

fact he may nced addit?odal help before that time.
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Mr. Joseph Souki made a motion that the Commission hire lir. Paul Hancini
as a consultant for rescarch attorncy for the Charter Commission, and that
the particulars of paymeqt be decveloped by IMsgr. Xekumano, Chairman, lrs.
E. Bright, Vice-Chairman, and Joseph Souki.

lirs. Cameron scconded the motion. Thc motion was carricd unanimously.

Mr. Murakami brought up the question of a P.R. man to carry on the action

if the Commission was disbanding in March. It was thc consensus that this
should be separatc from the resecarch/attorncy position, and that the

Charter does not specify that this Commission must be disbanded by a certain
date, and that hc thought it was cxpected they would continue to bec in
working existence until the general clcction, or whever the Charter rcvision

was put to the public for vote.

‘Mrs. Bright said that the committee was looking into possibilities regarding
an officc, that scveral places werc being considered, and that hopefully
by the next mecting, they will have madec arrangements for office space and

equipment.

Mr. Douglas Sodetani, who was cxpccted to speak at this meeting, apparcntly
was not contacted, and lir. Lloyd Sodetani was asked to forward the invita-
tion to speak at the next mccting, Monday, April 14, at 4:00 P.l.

Mrs. Cameron reported on her rcsecarch regarding Powers of the County, Article
2 of thce Charter. She stated that she would like morc time to do an

in-depth study of the matter, but that she feclt the delincation of the

Civil Rights in the Charter was a rc-statement of the 3ill of Rights, that

1t could be made more spccific, but that if this is donc, it might exclude
more pcople than it includes..it wmischt be better to lecave the wording gencral
enough to accommodate all. Since the County opcrates under the State Con-
stitution, any questions rcgarding Civil Rights would be referrcd there, or

to the Federal Constitution.
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lr. Petro said that he rccallecd that thc Mayor stated at the time that he
"saw no harm" in rc-statcement of the Civil Rights in the County Charter..
it was a simplc re-affirmation of the 3ill of Rights.

Both lrs. Camcron and lr. Sparks concludcd that the point could be debated
rcgarding whether this belongs in the Charter, or is a philosophical/po-
litical statecment, and that lezal rescarch may be nceded.

lir. Petro was asked to'rcport on his rescarch on Kalaupapa Scttlcment on
Molokai. IIc said that he had called lMrs. Iink regarding her bill in Con-
gress (in this, and last scssion) to have "alaupapa cstablished as a Na-
tional Historic Park, to prescrve it, and to give it historic significancc.
The question was, did the pcople want a National Historic Park, or a State
..ecreational Park. If they want it reccrcational, then there will be no
recreating of the original sitec of the Damicn establishment, and the State's
cconomic condition docs not warrant the cxpenditure of funds to rencw and
keep up the scttlement as an historic monument. Ile said that of all the
Statec Recrcational Parks in Hawaii, the land has bcen turned over to the
State, but that no monecy has becn spent in maintcnance of any historic
sites included in this land. lMrs. lMink made a visit to Kalaupapa on
January 6, 1975, and talked to thc patients, who were all in favor of be-
coming a Historic Park, undcr PFecderal Law, and wanted the B1ill to state
that they may stay therc until the last patient dies. Under the State's
plan, within 10-20 ycars, the patients will bec rcmoved. Mr. Petro also
cited scveral HMolokal organizations favoring the Zederal 3ill.

As of now, lalaupapa is Statec-owned, is not a part of Maul County, and

the County of Ifaui has no authority to give the land to the TFederal Gov/t.
Mr. Souki statcd that ilr. Rockefcller purchascd land in Ilana, and gave it

to the County as a park, but lr. Petro said the way that the laws wecre
writtcen, only an cxchange could be made by the County--land from the

County to thc Statec in cxzchange for Kalaupapa. Mr. Pectro stated that sev=-
cral of the lesgislators did not want a fcderally controlled park, as it
would mean long distancc administration, among other disadvantagces; however
it looks likc the advantagcs outweigh the disadvantages in most legislator's

minds.

Ir. Souki stated that under the Bill as proposed by lirs. Mink, the State
would turn the land over to the Federal Government, who would then sct
aside funds for rcbuilding and conscrvation as a Historic National Park,
and M:s. Camecron asked if the State had to turn thce land over to the
Federal Gov't, couldn't it be maintained as State property, but have the
State apply for Fedcral Funds for Historic Park purposes? Shc said she
thought that Xalaupapa was a part of !aui at one time, but the needs of the
paticnts were such that they dcmanded = -t-te Funds, and thcreforc the
land was sct aside as State-owned, only. It seems that rcasoning is no

longer valid.

It was pointed out that Hdleakala was a National Park, maintained and
run as such by the Ftidcral Government, and that ilalaupapa would probably
be similar in opecration.

Mrs. Bright remarked that therc was no bill rcgarding Xalaupapa at this
time in the Statec Lezislaturc, and that if Hrs. lMink s Bill gzocs through,

it will be a National Park.

It was the conscnsus that since the Charter cxcludes ‘alaupapa, that it is
not legally under thc jurisdiction of ilaui, nor should it be up for ccn-
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sideration before the Chartcr Commission, as they have no authority to
make any rccommcndation in the matter. It was brouzht up in for rcvicu
with this Commission prcviously in conncction with defining the geograph-

ical limits of liaui.

Hrs. Dright said she thought they had discusscd fully the issue on page
5 of the Charter Revicw, and it was agrced that the matter be tabled until
further rescarch and leglislation..it docs not now fall within the bounds

of Charter Commission action.

iir. Sparks asked that thc pamphlets hc gave to pecople on the Commission

be rcad, initialed, and passcd on to other members, so that the information
would bec available to all. He cited statistics on percentages of citics
and towns using the council/manager, council/mayor form of government,

and 1t secms to run about half and half.

lir. Hurakaml asked how thc proposals rc the various forms of government
uould be put to the public..would the Commission look into the threc forms
‘suggested, put the rcport regarding that up for vote, or would all threce
oe pesented for rcaction? :lould the Review, plus material gathered at
this Commission bc prescnted, returncd to the Comwission for further, rec-
view, and then back to the public?

Hr, Sparks said it was his undcrstanding that thesc would be tentative
snogestions, and they may want to wait until most of the suggestions for
revision were in before they were placed before the public for action.

Hrs. Cameron suggested that they go through Charter Revicw, and come to
e meeting of thc minds on cach subject, then go out and get input from
pcople on them. She suggested speaking before various organizations to
gcet their reactions and suggestions, also.

Hr. Murakami mentioned that somc of the issues were only brought up at

one meceting; would this be interpreted as an issuc that must bc worked on
by this Commission? It is less trouble to "sell" something that is of
much concern than it is of onc that is of little interest on the part of
the people. Ir. Petro affirmed that, saying that for instance, the people
of Molokal had indicated very strongly that they did not favor a council
manager form of government, but would prefer to have all department heads
clected.

Hr. Lurakami also statcd that the Commission must rcmember that cvery rec-
ommendation made must fall within the form of government stated by the
Charter now in effect.

It was brought out that thec RNeview was not meant as a directive, but as

an indication of the arcas to be revicwed, rescarched, and put before the
public..Mr. Sparks said hc thought of it as a good indication of what is of
concern by the pecoplc; Mrs. Cameron saw the Commission as a channcl through
which information can be fcd to the public and get information in return.
She suggested that the Commission set up sceveral sub-committces to work on
geparate projects so that time available will be used as efficicently as
vossible..then the Commission working as a whole could prescent their recom-
mendations to the public after Mr. Hancini had done his research and legzal

drafting.
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Mrs. Bright suggested that thought be given this problem in the next weel,
and dcfinitec solutions bc suggcsted at the next meceting. It was asked
that they think about how to arrive at a dccision--majority vote, or a
2/3 vote; Mr. Sparks referred them to the "Gulde for Charter Commissions"

which would give answcers to many of these questions. Copies of this Guide
have been ordcered for cach member. :

Mr. HMurakami suggcsted that they begin identifying the issues, and the
members agrecd to do so and report at the next meeting.

llrs. Bright was asked to formally invite HMr. Douglas Sodetani as a spcaker
to the next mecting.

The next meeting will be llonday, April 14th, at 4 P.M.

The meceting was ad journed at 3:45 P.lII.

Lespectfully submitted,

Hope Ximura, Secrctary pro tem
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