
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

DAVID Y. IGE 
Governor 

 
JOSH GREEN 
Lt. Governor 

PHYLLIS SHIMABUKURO-GEISER 
Chairperson, Board of Agriculture 

 
MORRIS M. ATTA 

Deputy to the Chairperson 
 
 
 State of Hawaii 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
1428 South King Street 

Honolulu, Hawaii  96814-2512 
       Phone:  (808) 973-9600   FAX:  (808) 973-9613 

 
 

 
 
 

THE SENATE 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

THE THIRTY-FIRST LEGISLATURE 

INTERIM of 2021 
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for the 

ACT 90 WORKING GROUP 

LESSEE AND PUBLIC TESTIMONY:  Thursday, October 14, 2021 (10:00 a.m.) 

Via Videoconference 

 

 
CALL TO ORDER: The meeting was called to order on Thursday, October 14, 2021 at 10:00 
a.m. by Act 90 Working Group Co-Chair Representative David A. Tarnas. The meeting was 
conducted virtually via Zoom due to the current health risk of exposure to COVID-19.  
 
VIRTUALLY PRESENT:  
 
Act 90 Working Group Members:  
 

House Committee on Water and Land:  
Representative David A. Tarnas, District 7, Co-Chair  
Repres entative Patrick Pihana Branco, District 50, Vice Chair  
 
Senate Committee on Water and Land:  
Senator Lorraine R. Inouye, District 4, Co-Chair 
Senator Gilbert S.C. Keith-Agaran, District 5, Vice Chair  
 
Department of Agriculture:  
Morris Atta, Deputy to the Chairperson  
Linda Murai, Senior Property Manager, Agriculture Resource Management Division  
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Department of Land and Natural Resources:  
 

Suzanne Case, Chairperson  
Robert Masuda, First Deputy Director  
Russell Tsuji, Land Division Administrator  
Kevin Moore, Land Division Assistant Administrator  
Ian Hirokawa, Land Division Special Projects Coordinator  
Gordon Heit, Land Division Hawaii Island District Land Agent  
David Smith, Forestry and Wildlife Division Administrator  
Steven Bergfeld, Forestry and Wildlife Division Hawaii Branch Manager  
Jay Hakayama, Forestry and Wildlife Division, Forester  
Ian Ko  

 
OTHERS VIRTUALLY PRESENT: (As acknowledged by Chair Tarnas)  
 

Robin, House of Representatives staff  
Technical staff  

 
BACKGROUND 
 
This working group is set up by Act 139, House Bill 469 to ascertain the process and status 
of the transfer of non-agricultural park lands from the Department of Land and Natural 
Resources (DLNR) to the Department of Agriculture (DOA) pursuant to Act 90, Session 
Laws of Hawaii 2003 (Act 90) and Chapter 166E.  
 
The second task of the working group is to determine the challenges and potential remedies 
necessary to facilitate the process of fulfilling the purposes of Act 90.  
 
The Working Group seeks to get a better understanding of DLNR’s land management of 
agriculture lands and how it is characterized in terms of food production, ecosystems 
services, reforestation, habitat conservation, cultural use, public access, recreational use, 
and other considerations.  
 

The purpose of today’s hearing meeting is to review and obtain feedback to draft a Report 
to the Legislature conveying findings and recommendations.   
 
Co-Chairs Tarnas and Inouye welcome everyone and introduced Vice Chairs Keith-Agaran 
and Branco from the Legislature.  DLNR Chair Case introduced her team and DOA Deputy 
Atta introduced his team member.  
 
The next meeting will be held November 17, 2021 to review a draft Report to the Legislature 
conveying findings and recommendations.    
 
Approved the August 16, 2021 meeting minutes.  
Approval of August 23, 2021 meeting minutes deferred as Chair Case did not have a 
chance to review the meeting minutes.  
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TESTIMONY – ORAL AND WRITTEN, Q&A  
 
Hawaii Cattleman’s Council presentation and written testimony, by Nicole Galase, 
entitled “Act 90, 2003 Support for transferring agriculture and pasture leases to the 
Department of Agriculture.”  See full written testimony – Attachment #1 
We support the transfer (of agriculture and pasture leases) because it will benefit the 
leaseholder, as well as our community’s efforts to reach our state’s goals.  This stability is 
best for the whole state, not just that rancher’s operation.  It means that land is being 
actively managed.  
 
Questions and/or Comments:  
Chair Tarnas asked for any questions from Co-chair Inouye, Branco, DLNR.  
 
Chair Case:  For clarification, Nicole referenced the 2003 law stated that these lands should 
go over to DOA.  I just wanted to remind everyone that the law required consent of both 
Boards so it did anticipate working out issues.  On food stability, I would remind everyone 
that the majority of these ranchers export beef so we are not in a situation where we are 
actually meeting the food stability goals and we have other state goals. The DLNR does 
prioritize agriculture.  As you know we have lots of land in leases.  We work in various ways 
to support agriculture through ag leases, permits, invasive species, fire mitigation.  We very 
much take part in pursuing this goal.  These leases are stable.  You can’t change a lease, at 
least not in DLNR.  The lands that are in leases are not going to go anywhere. We respect 
our legal obligations.  I just wanted to highlight these things.  Thank you.  
 
Co-Chair Inouye:  Chair Case, you just mentioned that you can’t do anything with those 
existing leases so the issue that is before us with some of the lessees, but this is absolutely 
not true with what you’re saying because that’s why we’re here today because DLNR is 
looking at retracting away some of the lands from the current leases. As an example, can 
you explain the Kapapala issue?   

 
Chair Case:  For Kapapala, we do have flexibility theoretically with revocable permits but 
not with leases.  Leases have a term, so at the end of the term under DLNR the leases go 
out to public auction again.  There are situations that cause anxiety in the future and those 
are the ones where we want to be able to work on with ranchers, the same as DOA.  If 
people have more questions, I can address them.  Brendan Balthazar’s lease is not an Act 
90 lease.  That lease was a 2006 lease that he entered into that provided the right to 
withdraw portions of the lease to anyone because the seller was looking at potential 
subdivision. The Jason Moniz lease is not an Act 90 lease.  That is a Department of 
Transportation mitigation requirement, so it’s not like we are trying to actively rip the lands 
out from under ranchers. We don’t do that.  

 
Co-Chair Inouye:   Please refresh our memories on the revocable permits. How long can a 
revocable permit be in place before action is taken.  

 
Chair Case:  A revocable permit is for 30 days at a time and given out a year at a time. 
They are revocable on 30 day’s notice, and they are renewed annually and indefinitely.   
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Each year the Land Board reviews all the revocable permits.  Sometimes the permittees 
want to get out of them, some of them are converted to long-term leases.  

 
Co-Chair Inouye:  If there is a successful grazing operation by a lessee why wouldn’t a 
recommendation be made as to the performance of a rancher or lessee to enter into a long-
term lease?   

 
Chair Case:  Under current laws, if the rancher wants a long-term lease it has to go out to 
public auction.  In some cases, neither the lessor or the permittee want flexibility and things 
will continue.  If a change is wanted, then we will look at what’s the best use of that land. If 
you want to leave things as they are or try to make a change.  Sometimes revocable 
permits cannot be converted to long-term leases, for example, if there is a subdivision issue 
and have to be surveyed.  It’s expensive to do a survey.  There are impediments to an easy 
conversion.  What we are looking for is the ability to incorporate multiple uses in a 
disposition so that it’s a cooperative agreement.   

 
Co-Chair Inouye:  I’ve received comments from not only ranchers but people in the 
community who have been following this issue.  If the state is looking to increase its forestry 
reserve – Big Island has so much land, so why are we looking at an area where the lessee/ 
permittee has a revocable permit as well as leases on existing properties. There is so much 
land here so why are we penalizing someone who has done such a great job so DLNR can 
continue to add to its forestry inventory. These are comments I’ve heard.   

 
Chair Case:   The answer is that we aren’t doing that.  There are rumors and fears.  We as 
the state need the flexibility.  We are looking for opportunities that don’t interfere with 
ranching, where we can make advances for reforestation.  It’s a big issue for climate 
change. We don’t have examples where we are taking land away from ranchers that are Act 
90 lands to do this work.   

 
Co-Chair Inouye:   So you are saying that revocable permits, using the example of 
Kapapala Ranch, is not part of Act 90.  

 
Chair Case:  It is a parcel that is under review under Act 90.  We want it to stay under DLNR 
so that we can manage its multiple uses.  Those lands are good for grazing and they have 
good remnant trees with lots of Koa trees.  We are afraid that if we don’t manage the lands, 
those Koa trees could be cut down. We would like to preserve it as is. That’s our long-term 
plan. We’re in it for the long haul.   

 
Co-Chair Inouye:  You’re saying it would impact the Koa trees.  If there is a law or regulation 
that prohibits the landowner from doing that, it would solve the problem, right?  

 
Chair Case:  Yes, it could.  But let me say that our leases do prohibit cutting down trees and 
sometimes that happens anyway.  There may be other endangered or sensitive plants that 
we may want to install an enclosure around or a cluster of trees for birds to hopscotch 
around… Those are the kinds of things that we want to take care of – those are the multiple 
uses that are not the job of the Department of Agriculture.   
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Co-Chair Inouye:  Thank you for that clarification.  The agency has to do their job making 
sure the lessee is in compliance. Thanks for the explanation.  
 
Co-Chair Tarnas:  Morris, do you have any questions or comments?   
 
Deputy Atta:  Just a clarification.  I got from the presentation that Nicole gave that there is a 
desire on the ranchers’ part to feel assured that they can continue their operations on a 
longer-term basis. Nothing is permanent and nothing is forever, and I wanted to bring home 
that point that either under DOA or DLNR, portions or all of the premises could be 
withdrawn and taken back by the state for whatever purposes it deems as a public interest 
priority just with a statement made by the Board declaring that there is a significant public 
interest involved. I want to make it clear that what we are talking about here are not 
permanent solutions.  There will always be that option by the state to do what they believe 
is the right thing to do for our environment or our public interests.  That option is always 
available under any management and DLNR ultimately holds the cards to that decision 
making as the repository of fee title to state lands.  It seems there is confusion about 
permanency, and I want to make it clear that at any time that land may be taken for public 
interest purposes.  Therefore, the discussion now should focus around how do we deal with 
the shorter-term management issues which is what I think we are facing.   
 
Co-Chair Inouye:  I agree, Morris. I think the issue that faces us now, which I personally feel 
that coming from a neighbor island and the island with the most state lands, the Big Island.  
I think we forget we are historically the neighbor islands and there are a lot of things that 
can be preserved.   There are issues -- you’re looking at Oahu there is little ag land, and 
geographically you need to consider culture, etc.  Big Island is unique. Less population and 
lots of land.  Where are we headed in the future with food sustainability?  I totally agree with 
you that state lands and the lease arrangements or change of activity if it’s best for 
community is a topic of consideration for change.   
 
Deputy Atta:  I totally agree with what you just said. The point I was hoping to make is that 
considering the multiple important priorities as well as the character and personality of the 
places that we’re talking about, all of which are important, should be considered. How we, in 
government, ordinarily handle that is to have collaborate working arrangements whatever 
form that collaborative working arrangement takes.  I want to emphasize that DOA and 
DLNR have been working on many things in a collaborative manner and that relationship 
has taken many different forms on how we achieve very important public goals. I think it’s 
possible in this setting as well. It’s my perception that this group is trying to find 
collaborative solutions that will work for land management in this situation which happens to 
be a significant focus.  Land management is the focus of Act 90.   
 
Co-Chair Tarnas:  Ms. Galase do you want to respond before we go on to the other 
testifiers?  
 
Nicole Galase:  Chair Case, thank you for bringing up some of those points and I want to 
address a couple of them.  First, I might not have been clear enough in the beginning of my 
presentation when I brought up Brendan. I was bringing it up to say that he does 
understand that the lease in Kula is a different situation, but he also has a lease in Kaupo 
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that he is advocating for its transfer to DOA.  Brendan is someone who would advocate for 
the transfer of ag lands to the Department of Agriculture. I am glad you brought up the issue 
of ranchers sending calves to the mainland.  Respectfully, I say that I think it’s false to say 
that ranchers who send calves to the mainland are not contributing to local food production.  
They are contributing to local food production because we can’t meet the full demand of 
Hawaii’s beef demand with the local cattle. There is always going to be the need to import 
beef from the mainland both to meet the demand and for people who have preferences for 
grain fed beef. Regarding the cow calf operation here in Hawaii – our ability to do that year 
around is actually really important to the mainland operations. On top of that, to be more 
direct, if the ranchers do not have the ability to diversify their portfolio and have the ability to 
send some of the calves to the mainland, they are not able to work towards having more 
grass-fed beef in Hawaii.  We’ve done a survey – most of the ranchers want to increase the 
amount of grass-fed beef they produce. There are many factors affecting that – the market 
for which there is the demand, which is great.  Others are processing, for which there was a 
downward turn we are hoping that will increase.  And, there is the availability of land.  
Without having the ability to do cow calf as they work towards 100% or a larger percent of 
local grass fed beef, they would be out of busines. For example, one of the ranchers that 
sent in testimony is SC Ranch.  They noted that 85% of their operation is in grass fed beef 
and the rest is sent to the mainland. They stated in their testimony that they want to be 
100% grass fed beef.  But they are not going to do that if the business environment is not 
right, if they don’t have the confidence in their lease, if they are not able to plan out.  That’s 
just an example there and I’m glad you brought that up because I think a lot of people don’t 
understand it.  I hope I explained that well enough.  Thank you.  
 
Co-Chair Tarnas:  Thank you, Nicole.  I’d like to move ahead and listen to other testifiers.  
I’ll take them in alphabetical order.  Brendan Balthazar is unable to be here today, he’s out 
working his cattle, so I refer working group members to his written testimony.  Next, is Neil 
Hanna’s.  
 
Neil Hannahs, Kamehameha Schools (retired), See full written testimony – Attachment #2   
Thanked Chair Case for asking him to testify as these are very important lands and play an 
important role in all of our goals. I’m on the board of the Hawaii Conservation Alliance 
Foundation.  Looking at the assets the state has and the goals stated, there is such an 
opportunity. If you can collectively work on this which is what the working group is doing. 
Your resources are stretched so thin, but I think there are ways to have those assets 
contribute to Hawaii’s wellbeing…these lands have multiple values and require integrated 
management strategies that can foster gains across the value spectrum, rather than 
maximize a single dimension of return at the expense of all others…Therefore, I can 
support leaving these assets in DLNR.   
 
Co-Chair Tarnas:  Thanked Dr. Hannahs and called on the next testifier, Lani Petrie from 
Kapapala Ranch  
 
Lani Petrie, Kapapala Ranch, Hawaii Island:  Oral and written testimony. See full written 
testimony – Attachment #3  
It is evident in the last 18 years since the passage of Act 90 that emotions and elections 
have rendered no change in the status quo of how the State’s lands are managed. I am 
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submitting the Holistic Resource Management Decision Model (HRM) to the Act 90 working 
group.  By using the decision-making model to hone in on a process – starts with 
LANDSCAPE GOALS, a quality of life. In that quality of live we have ECOSYSTEM 
FOUNDATION BLOCKS that support whether a Koa forest can be managed or not.  I am a 
student of HRM, not a teacher.  We start by talking about how there is so much land on the 
Big Island; there is so much land in conservation; there is so much land in Ka’u.  I actually 
have the lava flow maps, and we’re talking about very small areas that can be managed for 
certain things.  I want to take the Koa area, now known as the canoe area and will run it 
through the decision-making tool. Two to three hundred years ago, the Quality of Life were 
when the alii needed feathers for capes for decorative adornment.  The word, Kapapala, 
itself is the papala plant, the sticky plant to catch the birds.  Two to 300 years ago, this 
1,250 acres was used for gathering feathers and logs for canoes. On the chart is the 
ECOSYSTEM FOUNDATION BLOCKS of 1) succession, 2) water cycle, 3)mineral cycle 
and 3) energy flow. Those supports were all there to support harvesting koa logs and 
collecting birds. These areas were 8,000 to 9,000 years old based on USGS maps. The 
next row – what TOOLS did the Hawaiians have?  They had technology to harvest these 
canoe logs and lots of labor. The animal impact wasn’t 4-legged animals, it was human 
impact. Moving a koa log and getting it to water underscored and removed a lot of the 
understory but it also enhanced the energy flow by allowing more sunlight and more of the 
koa seedlings to regenerate.  The next row – GUIDELINES.  The guidelines the Konohiki 
probably used for testing is the koa forest regenerating itself. The guideline of wealth, do we 
have enough fishing canoes – the population is growing and the need food is growing. So 
that was 200 to 300 years ago. Let’s fast forward.  Same 1,250 acres, post European 
contact. What’s the quality of life?  The kingdom needs goods for trade. We are not a 
sustenance society anymore.  We need to be able to trade goods. There is a growing 
population – this is the first block – QUALITY OF LIFE, PRODUCTION AND LANDSCAPE 
DESCRIPTION, which has shifted now that we have a demand for food and a demand for 
the Kingdom to be able to trade. The King issues leases for ranching.  Next row -The 
ECOSYSTEM blocks are very good for supporting livestock – there is plant succession, 
water cycle, mineral cycle, energy flow.  Remember now, that 200 years ago we did not 
have pipes and redwood tanks. I can see that this would be very very important because of 
the water cycle that the ranchers would have moved animals towards more of the rain 
forests, which today we don’t want. But in those days, going back to the QUALITY OF LIFE, 
was necessary.  Next row – TOOLS – grazing, cross fencing, animal impact increases the 
energy flow because the sun is getting to the ground. Again, this is supporting the quality of 
life of one to two-hundred years ago. Technology is changing.  Water tunnels that sugar 
companies built are starting to provide water.  Livestock’s natural habitat is in a savannah, 
not in a rain forest. So as technology improved, ranchers were able to pipe water further out 
to more natural habitat, and areas like this1,250 acres which is now the koa canoe area 
were less and less important although lessees and expired lessees tended to not allow 
ranchers to continue to do much to keep cattle out of those areas which is still the case. In 
1990, we are still looking at the same area. What is our quality of life? We are now an 
affluent society. People have excess money.  They are not worried about starving like they 
were in pre-european times. They’re not worried about trading. We have a fairly stable 
economy. So the demand for this area is not so important to the ranch.  It made sense 
when DOFAW approached my father to turn it into a regenerative koa forest.  It was all 
thumbs up. Everybody was happy. What needed to happen when you look at your 
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ecosystem foundation blocks? Well, that area wasn’t chain dragged to the best of my 
knowledge, but plant succession needed help to regenerate that forest. Go to the next line 
TOOLS. What are the tools? Grazing-we remove the grazing. Take them out.  We know that 
if you want a forest that has legume like ___trees to thrive you must remove grazing 
animals. That happened, and here we are today, 30 years later and there’s really no active 
productive management of the area.  But what’s happening to the ECOSYSTEM 
FOUNDATION BLOCKS? Well, the water cycle, mineral cycle, energy flow – they’re kind of 
staying the same but the plant succession is not.  I was very disturbed when I heard the 
findings of Forest Solutions who has just done a forest inventory survey of that 1,250 acres 
that there is now banana polka in the area. Where I’m going with this is I’m proposing this 
decision-making models that are out there be used. To finalize what I am saying:  we had 
shown DOFAW alternative sites for planting koa.  We are willing to take 7,000 acres at the 
top of the ranch that has the last two remaining 8,000 to 9,000 year old soils for 
reforestation and we would be happy to see that removed for their purposes and while that 
area below, the 7000 acres that as Peter calls it “not top tier conservation lands, can be 
used for agriculture and transferred to the Department of Agriculture. I see it as a WIN-WIN.  
I can be reached by phone or email to discuss the Model and how it has been used to 
improve and quality of life.   
 
Co-Chair Tarnas:  Thank you to Lani for her testimony and if there are any questions 
regarding the models we will follow up with you.  Next, we have Peter Simmons.  
 
Peter D. Simmons, Kamehameha Schools (Retired), See full written testimony –  
Attachment #4  
We should put the emphasis on what is best for the land.  As Neil touched on, it is the short-
term agreement on a long-term project is not the wisest way to manage, and I would 
imagine DLNR recognizes that and would prefer to have longer term agreements too.  The 
environmental services that were provided by the ranchers when cattle were wild was to 
tame the cattle.  That’s what it was about. So in the early days we had wild cattle, which is 
not a good thing for the rancher today or for any forest.  So, it’s the management issue; how 
well do we manage the cattle, how well do we manage the tree farm, how well do we 
manage the orchard, etc.  The one thing that has been missing in this conversation of which 
I wasn’t aware of this until I read about the strawberry guava and the release of the 
Brazilian scale; and it was then that I looked at the lands more carefully. 48 percent is 
conservation.  Well, 1.1 million acres of that conservation is designated resource 
conservation; 1.1 million acres of that low elevation, ohia koa forest is designated as 
resource conservation, not “P” protected conservation. There are two activities identified as 
what should be done with those lands:  one is recreation and the other is commercial 
forestry. I never accounted for that; I wish I had. The idea of growing forestry as a 
commercial enterprise in Hawaii, back in pre-1974 or so, had to do with those conservation 
R lands. What does have to do with the leases?  The conservation R lands were a blended 
use and anticipated as multiple use. But, these lands have fallen into extremely tough times.  
And that’s my point.   I always testified in favor of whatever DLNR and DOFAW thought was 
best and I didn’t want to interfere with the wisdom of the management. I’ve always 
respected the people that I’ve known. It wasn’t easy to come in and testify after I retired and 
actually have to re-educate myself about topics that I was less than familiar.  Looking at our 
lower forests that goes up into the pristine forest, the lower parts are being eaten. I am so 
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disappointed and upset that I was so ignorant and couldn’t help but can at least call 
attention to the underfunding of DOFAW, and this isn’t new.  There is a tremendous amount 
of work that needs to be done and they don’t have the money to do it. It’s all about 
management. So, the idea of going into new enterprises to do good deeds, to do what is 
needed, but we’re losing a lot. We just can’t afford it.  1.1 million acres was being inundated 
by strawberry guava and other invasive weeds – that’s the size of two Oahu’s – about one-
third of it is smothering and killing the old forest, another third is climbing up the hill and 
infecting the area, and the last third is in the more pristine areas, in the areas where the rare 
plants and birds are. When I read the EA I feel like my hair was lit on fire. I wish I had been 
aware of it earlier but I wasn’t.  When you look at all of the problems that we’ve got to take 
care of, our natural resources, and all the reasons that we can’t pay for it, all the reasons 
why we can’t afford to do the work.  As I wrote in my testimony and as I dug into this, I’m 
really impressed with DLNR and DOFAW over the years being able to do some magic and 
doing as well, we have collectively failed ourselves in the lower elevation areas.  I’ll close by 
mentioning that in 1909 there was a conservation tax in Hawaii.  Thanks.  
 
Co-Chair Tarnas:  Thanks to Peter Simmons for his testimony (oral and written testimony).   
Other people have submitted written testimony and if they are present they are welcome to 
testify.  Vanessa Stephens with SC Ranch. I don’t see her.  Michelle Galimba from Kuahiwi 
Ranch. Theresa Thompson from Thompson Ranch. Ulupono Initiative; David Smith from 
DOFAW; I see you here David. Did you want to describe anything about your written 
testimony at this time?  The floor is yours at this time.  
 
David Smith, DOFAW, DLNR.  See full written testimony – Attachment #5  
I just wanted to get somethings on the record regarding the Kamehame Nui land acquisition 
and the Balthazar lease. There’s some supporting documents regarding the funds used to 
purchase the land. I see now that Mr. Balthazar is acknowledging that the lease is not a 
relevant parcel to be discussing under Act 90. It was just purchased a year ago by the state 
for forest reserve purposes using funds for forestry and endangered species restoration.  So 
the documents submitted were relevant to that lease and I wanted to make that information 
available.  
 
Others submitting written testimony only – See Attachments #6 – #10.   
 
Brendan Balthazar, Diamond B Ranch, Maui – Attachment #6  
Summary: …I am asking you to put part of this land under DOA…if it says under DLNR it 
will be lost forever…The cost to put what was beautiful open land back into ag is too 
costly…we have a department that understands ag and should be the managing it…giving 
DLNR more power is wrong….as you can see it is my life and my passion…I would like to 
see the next generation of ranchers be able to farm that land that I put so much into... 
 
Michelle Galimba, Kuahiwi Ranch, Hawaii Island – See Attachment #7 
Summary:  …My ranch has benefitted greatly from the transfer of a key lease from the 
DLNR, where it was under a short-term revocable permit to a long-term lease under HDOA.  
Although we pay slightly more for the lease, we are able to make long term investment in 
water and fencing infrastructure with peace of mind.  We also can make long term plans for 
local beef production and thus contribute to the sustainability of Hawai’I’s food system….the 
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public good is served by transferring these lands to be leased by HDOA to bona-fide 
farmers for agricultural production…it is important that these natural resources be protected. 
Whether this is best done under DLNR or HDOA is probably a question that must be taken 
up case by case and lease by lease….  
 
Theresa Thompson, Thompson Ranch, Maui – See Attachment #8 
Summary:  …The Thompson Ranch on Maui has been raising cattle for many generations, 
and understands the importance of raising food for our community.  We ask that you lease 
consider the transfer of all Agriculture State Land Leases from DLNR to HDOA. We support 
lands in active cattle production…. 
 
Charles and Vanessa Stevens, SC Ranch Co. Hawaii Island – See Attachment #9 
Summary:  We are SC Ranch which has been in business for over 45 years…we have 
owned SC Ranch since 2011… and grown it to a first-class cattle operation… 85% of our 
cattle remain in Hawaii’s local consumer market. We strive to be 100% local but current 
instability requires that we diversity with a portion of our business as cow/calf. We are 
Hawaii agriculture and should be represented by the Department of Agriculture…. Since our 
lease is under the Department of Land and Natural Resources, we live with the threat of 
possibly losing our lease or having to buy it back plus improvements at the end of our lease. 
We make these improvements because it is the right thing to do and we are confident that 
our lease should stay agriculture and be under the DOA.   
 
Ulupono Initiative, Micah Munekata – See Attachment #10  
Summary:  Ulupono Initiative supports the local livestock industry and its efforts to provide 
fresh healthy products for Hawai’i’s consumers...Ulupono believes however that all active 
agricultural pasture leases should be transferred to the DOA per the intent of Act 90, SLH 
2003 as DOA’s mission and expertise to manage agricultural activities and related natural 
resources, including pastureland production, through a favorable lease structure promotes 
local food production and directly supports State sustainability goals…. 
 
Co-Chair Tarnas:  Thanked David Smith for his comments and directed working group 
members attention to the written testimony from David Smith for that information.   Called 
for anyone from the public to provide testimony who is online with the group today. If so, 
unmute yourself and introduce yourself. I don’t see anyone.  
 

Working Group Questions and Comments 
 
Co-Chair Tarnas:  So let’s turn back to the working group members for any questions to our 
testifiers or discussion. Vice-chair Bronco, Co-chair Inouye, I’ll defer to your first with any 
questions. No?  Morris Atta, any questions of our testifiers? Chair Case, questions for our 
testifiers? No.  
 
I’d like to commend all the testifiers who came today, taking the time to do this.  Many of 
you have testified on this measure for many years, and it’s exhausting and I appreciate you.  
With this working group procedure we have been trying to allow people to provide their input 
and give the mana’o, their resource documents, their suggestions so that we can come to a 
collaborative solution.  I want to highlight what Deputy Morris Atta said about collaborative 
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working arrangements and how we actually make that happen.  I think it would be important 
to any legislation that we move forward.  What can the legislature do to facilitate the active 
collaboration between DOA and DLNR, whether it’s DLNR leases that stay with DLNR 
because of the multiple objectives that they need to achieve and how can the Department of 
Agriculture assist DLNR in making sure the agricultural operations on those DLNR leases 
actually have what the lease terms and conditions needed. I’d like to understand better what 
the legislature can do to help facilitate that collaborative working arrangement.  I’ve also 
learned that it’s important for DLNR and DOA to work with the ranchers to increase other 
funding support through NRCS or other sources so that we can leverage our state lands, 
our lessees, our permittees to get those NRCS grants, etc. I’ve also learned it is important 
for DLNR to have additional flexibility in their ways of leasing public lands much like DOA 
has.  As Michelle Galimba brought up, there is clearly a lack of trust of DLNR that there is a 
commitment for agricultural production as a priority.  We’ve heard from Chair Case 
numerous times that, in fact, agricultural productions is important to DLNR.  But, how do we 
built that kind of trust relationship is what our challenge is moving forward. We need to 
make sure that those lands that should be transferred because they’re primarily ag 
producers should go to DOA, but if there are multiple purposes how do we actually manage 
those lands properly. How do we do perhaps what Lani Petrie has suggested using a 
decision-making tool to make those decision in the best way.  So those are thoughts that 
I’ve learned through this process.  I open this up to other working group members. This is 
not definitive. We are not suggesting specific legislation but if there are any comments.   
 
Co-Chair Inouye:  Thanks, Neil for the history.   Kamehameha Schools has been good to its 
constituents and they’ve had an excellent land management portfolio. History tells us that 
it’s totally different from how the state manages it lands. There’s been no controversy since 
I’ve been here in government and being a local girl, that has been heard of KS exiting any 
lessee from its lands. They work well together. It’s totally different from state operations. I 
agree with Peter Simmons’ comments that DLNR is an example of good stewardship to 
forestry and they need funding – I agree.  DLNR does best doing forestry if they have the 
tools to manage those lands and their programs.  Act 90 was created during my term in 
those years of working with all of those in agriculture as well. It gives a clear example of 
what we are faced today: carbon sequestration, global warming.  I believe we should 
continue our forestry program and we need to separate that. I totally agree with what Peter 
says.  We’ve come a long way educating ourselves. It’s sometimes heartbreaking to hear 
about the impacts back in early 2000 when I managed Agriculture as chair. I really 
appreciate all the work and there’s more to do.  As the new chair for Water and Land and 
my staff, we are visiting all the agencies and seeing all the hard work that DLNR does.  We 
have to make decisions about where we are heading in the future of Hawaii.  I appreciate all 
the information and what we’ve learned throughout these past months.  Appreciate and 
thanks to all for the testimonies from Neil and Peter coming out of retirement. We lost Monty 
Richards who had a lot of history and support for the industry. There are many who support 
the industry and concerned about how Hawaii is to survive in the coming year.   
 
Comments from the Working Group 
 
Co-Chair Tarnas:  Call for final comments from Chair Case and Deputy Atta.  
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Chair Case:  Co-chairs Tarnas and Inouye have given a really good summary of the 
importance and complexities of all these issues.  You have our commitment to work in good 
faith with everyone on solutions here. We believe that very strongly.  Thank you very much.  
 
Deputy Atta:  I can’t agree more with Chair Case about what’s been said.  I’m grateful for all 
the information and the viewpoints.  I sense that everyone wants to come to the same or 
very similar conclusion which are collaborative solutions to all of these very important goals.  
So I thank all of you for your contributions to this process.  I really do appreciate that and 
the Department stands by ready to do what it needs to do to make sure it works for 
everyone. Thank you.  
 
Co-Chair Tarnas:  Thank you to all who are here today.  Please submit testimony in writing 
so that they can be a part of the record.  
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF NEXT MEETING 
 
The next meeting will be held November 17, 2021 at 1:00 pm to review a draft Report to the 
Legislature conveying findings and recommendations.   
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Co-Chair Tarnas adjourned the Working Group meeting at approximately 11:35 a.m. and 
thanked all for participating.  
 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

13 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

14 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

15 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

16 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

17 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

18 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

19 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

20 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

21 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

22 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

23 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

24 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

25 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

26 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

27 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

28 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

29 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

30 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

31 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

32 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

33 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

34 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

35 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

36 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

37 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

38 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

39 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

40 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

41 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

42 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

43 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

44 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 



Minutes of Act 90 Working Group Meeting  
October 14, 2021  

 
 

45 
Draft Minutes - 10.14.2021 - DOA prepared 

 


