
 

 

 

 

Association of Hawaiian Civic Clubs
P. O. Box 1135 

Honolulu, Hawai`i  96807 
 
 

JOINT SENATE COMMITTEES ON TOURISM AND HAWAIIAN 
AFFAIRS 

AND 
TECHNOLOGY AND THE ARTS 

 
SENATE BILL 1171 RELATING TO THE REVIEW OF  

HISTORIC PRESERVATION PROJECTS 
Monday, February 11, 2013; 2:45pm; Room 224 

 
Aloha Chairman Galuteria and Chairman Wakai of the joint committees 
meeting on Senate Bill 1171 Relating to the Review of Historic Preservation 
Projects.  I am Soulee Stroud president of the Association of Hawaiian Civic 
Clubs speaking in opposition to this bill.  
 
The Association of Hawaiian Civic Clubs (AHCC) is currently comprised of 
sixty nine component member clubs in Hawaii and fifteen states on the 
continent. The first civic club was organized in 1918 by Prince Kuhio and a 
group of prominent Hawaiian men when Kuhio was a Delegate to the US 
Congress.  Kuhio recognized the need for Native Hawaiians to become more 
involved in the passage of the Hawaiian Homes Act then before the 
Congress, and to further become engaged in the intricacies of federal and 
local government.  He further expressed serious concerns about the decline 
of the Hawaiian people, culture and traditions – issues that the Civic Clubs 
have always defended. 
 
Over almost a century the Hawaiian civic club movement expanded and 
never deviated from its course to be involved in those issues of importance 
to Native Hawaiians.  Each year there is a convention that brings delegates 
together to discuss and consider issues that have been submitted by clubs via 
written resolutions.  If adopted by the body, AHCC resolutions that require 
follow up are subsequently acted upon.  In our conventions of 2011 and 
again in 2012 resolutions were adopted that expressed our concern for the 
iwi kupuna referencing the Oahu Rapid Rail System in particular. 
 



 

 

SB 1171, Review of Historic Preservation Projects, appears to make the 
progression of a project such as the Rail System less complicated for 
developers and constructors yet detrimental to iwi kupuna that may be found 
in the pathway.  “Phased review” should be, but is not defined in the bill.  A 
better explanation is needed of the term. 
 
Common understanding and use of the “phased review” could allow the 
inexorable approval and forward movement, development and construction 
of a project, regardless of what lies in its path, due to previous expenditures 
of time and money.  In other words, Senators, if iwi kupuna are hindering 
the project after so much has already been finished, and after the passage of 
earlier phased reviews, the argument to press on is valid.  But looked at 
holistically, given a project review in its entirety – not phased - this would 
not happen because what’s at the end of the path would be revealed before 
development begins and accommodations could be planned.   
 
We are also extremely concerned that consultation with the advisory council 
has been deleted and decision making given to the Governor, basically taken 
away from the community.  Please do not delete this language.  
Transparency and early community input – as through an advisory council, 
hearings and open meetings – has precluded needless controversy and costly 
lawsuits.    
 
From our perspective at this time, SB1171 very much favors development 
and construction with the potential of destroying iwi kupuna and trust in 
governmental process.   
 
We accept kuleana to protect iwi kupuna and oppose this bill. 
 
Contact: jalna.keala2@hawaiiantel.net  
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