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'MEMORANDUM LOG NO;
DOC NO: 971 1ms01

10 James Weller, Officer
Conservation and Resources Enforcement, Hawail Branch

FROM:  Marc Smith, Archacologist, Hilo Office
‘State Historic Preservation Division

SUBJECT: Site inspection of Ms, Pisciotta's Ho'okupu Stone, Mauna Kea Summit
Kaohe, Hamakua, Hawaii Istand
TMK: 4-4-15:10

As requested, site inspection was made to Ms Pisciota's hookupu stone on Noverber
2,1997

At the time of this inspection the rock was n place, loceted approximaiely 10 meters (30
‘foet) south of the edge of the Mauna Kea summit access road. The stone s a large
waterworn, fine grained basalt boulder, approximataly 45 cm (18 inches) tall and 30 cm
(12 inches) wide at the base. The stone was placed ditely ona bare bedrock outerop,
ith several it szed, locally occurring stones placed in a ircle approximately 10 to 30
‘m from the base of the waterworn boulder, A weathered ho'okupu vias also preseat.

The stone has been placed in an area that appears o have been previously disturbed by the
construction and maistenance of the Mauna Kea sumit access road. Also, a short
Gistance to the cast, approximately 15 meters (45 feet),  buried ity cable has been
installod inthe past,further disturbing the genersl arca

In response o your specfic questions, 1 doat believe eny damage hus been dons 0 any
geologie ot paleoniclogi featurs. The waterwom stone was placed directly on the
Seclrock outerop, with no modifications o the surfuce evident. The smaler stoncs,
approsimately 7, placed in aring around th larger stone appeas t have been looze
Stanes collected and moved from the immediate area, 1 don'tbelive this could be
construed as *damage” to the natural environer:.

In response to your second question concerning damag to any histori or prelistorio
remains of site, the answer s no. There is no Chapter 6 violation, as 1 did not see any
sigaificant historic site in the area

Once it has been determined that no significant histori sces have been impacted by the
Placement of s shrine, 1 beleve that Historic Preservation does not have any jurisdction
P s matter. The shrine, though of vlue to Ms. Pisciotta, fils to qualify a5 2 significant
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TO: I ames Weller, Ofﬁcer
Conservation and Resources Enforcement, Hawaii Branch
Marc Smith, Archaeologist, Hilo State Historic Preservation Division
FROM:
SUBJECT: Site inspection of Ms. Pisci0tta's Ho'okupu Stone, Manna Kea Summit
Kaohe, Hamakua, Hawaii Island
As requested, a site inspection was made to Ms Pisciotta‘s hdokupu stone on November 2, 1997.
At the time of this inspection the rock was in place, located approximately 10 meters (30 feet) south of the edge of the Mauna Kea summit access road. The stone is a large waterworn, ﬁne grained basalt boulder, approximately 45 cm (18 inches) tall and 30 cm (12 inches) wide at the base. The stone was placed directly on a bare bedrock outcrop, with several ﬁst sized, locally occurring stones placed in a circle approximately 10 to 30
A ' ' 1 -——— —---n DUVULGL us; vuav-4, --.----J _ __,,, H cm from the base of the waterwom boulder: A weathered ho‘olcupu was also present.
The stone has been placed in an area that appears to have been previously disturbed by the construction and maintenance of the Manna Kea summit access road. Also, ‘a. short distance to the east, approximately 15 meters (45 feet), a buried utility cable has been installed in the past, further disturbing the general area. -
In response to your speciﬁc questions, I don't believe any damage has been done to any geologic or paleontologic features. The watei-worn stone was placed directly on the bedrock outcrop, with no modiﬁcations to the surface evident. The smaller stones,
l l ' L---H1-A-an UCUIUUA nu.“ ..-.. ..-...._____,,, approximately 7, placed in a ring around the larger stone appear to have been loose stones collected and moved from the immediate area, I don't believe this could be construed as "damage" to the natural environment.
In response to your second question concerning damage to any historic or prehistoric remains or site, the answer is no. There is no Chapter 6E violation, as I did not see any signiﬁcant historic site in the area.
Once it has been determined that no signiﬁcant historic sites have been impacted by the placement of this shrine, I believe that Historic Preservation does not have any jurisdiction in this matter. The shrine, though of value to Ms. Pisciotta, fails to qualiﬁr as a signiﬁcant
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Historic site because of it recent age. From my inspection of the area, I believe that the
placement and periodic use of the shrine has not damaged any significant hisoric ste.
Other questions concerning rules for the Natural Area Preserve will have to be auswered
by Mr. Stormont.
I you have any questions call me at 963-5408.
Ms:

< B. Sugiyama
L Tekp
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historic site because of its recent age. From my inspection of the area, Ibelieve that the placement and periodic use of the shrine has not damaged any signiﬁcant historic site. Other questions concerning rules for the Natural Area Preserve will have to be answered
by Mr. Stormont.
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