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BACKGROUND
This report is prepared pursuant to House Concurrent Resolution No. 78 (HCR No. 78), TwentySixth Legislature, State of Hawaii 2011, which urges the Department of Land and Natural
Resources (DLNR) and the City and County of Honolulu (City) to agree to a final determination
regarding the ownership and jurisdiction of an unimproved section of Kaimakani Street; consider
the impact of Act 288, Session Laws of Hawaii 1993, and Resolution No. 93-287 of the City and
County of Honolulu; reach an agreement on the ongoing and continuing maintenance of
Kaimakani Street, regardless of ownership; and, report their findings and recommendations to
the Legislature no later than thirty days prior to the convening of the Regular Session of 2012.
HCR No. 78, states in pertinent part:
"BE IT RESOLVED by the House of Representatives of the Twenty-sixth Legislature of
the State of Hawaii, Regular Session of 2011, the Senate concurring, that the Department of
Land and Natural Resources and the City and County of Honolulu are urged to agree to a final
determination regarding the ownership and jurisdiction of an unimproved section of Kaimakani
Street; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Department of Land and Natural Resources and the
City and County of Honolulu are urged to take into consideration the impact of:
(1) Act 288, Session Laws of Hawaii 1993; and
(2) Resolution No. 93-287 of the City and County of Honolulu; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Department of Land and Natural Resources and
the City and County of Honolulu are urged to come to an understanding or agreement, regardless
of any final determination of ownership and jurisdiction, regarding ongoing and continuing
maintenance of Kaimakani Street; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Department of Land and Natural Resources is
requested to report findings and recommendations regarding ownership of, jurisdiction over, and
ongoing and continuing maintenance of Kaimakani Street to the Legislature no later than thirty
days prior to the convening of the Regular Session of 2012 . . ."
SUMMARY OF STATUS
As background, as noted directly within the resolution, research conducted by the State
Abstractor determined that the management jurisdiction of Kaimakani Street is the responsibility
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of the City and County of Honolulu, pursuant to Chapter 264, Hawaii Revised Statutes. A copy
of the State Abstractor's report including maps is included as Exhibit A.
Shortly after the adoption of HCR No. 78, a legislative town meeting in Aiea was held and the
subject matter of the resolution was to be placed on the Agenda. The offices of State House
Representative Blake Oshiro asked for the attendance of Chairperson William Aila, Jr. but
unfortunately the Chairperson was not able to attend due to other conflicting appointments and
departmental priorities. The Chairperson however but did advise the Representative’s Office of
DLNR's comments about the resolution. A copy of the Chairperson’s letter dated July 7, 2011 is
attached hereto as Exhibit B.
The Chairperson noted that DLNR and the City have met to resolve this matter on several
previous occasions, however, the parties could only “agree to disagree.” The parties seemed
very firm on their positions as to which agency ought to be responsible for maintaining (or
cutting) the grassy portion of Kamakani Street. The Chairperson informed the Representative’s
Office that DLNR has been maintaining the area on a temporary basis to address the health,
safety and fire concerns of the neighborhood residents; however, DLNR has been doing so,
without admitting any liability or responsibility, nor committing to continue such maintenance in
the future. The Chairperson noted that DLNR cannot commit to continuing such maintenance
efforts into the near or long term future at this time due to current fiscal constraints. DLNR's
general fund appropriations and special fund revenues have dropped significantly over the last
several years, and DLNR lost more than 10% of its positions over the past three years. The
Chairperson noted it is becoming increasingly difficult for DLNR to voluntarily assume what it
has always believed to be the City's management responsibility over this area. Notwithstanding
the aforesaid, the periodic cutting of the grass that sits atop Kaimakani Street remains on the
DLNR's current maintenance list.
The Chairperson had suggested that the area Representative may want to consider volunteering
to act as a facilitator of a meeting where the Representative would invite the City and DLNR
(DLNR committed to attend such a meeting if the Representative was interested) to sit down
again and discuss how this matter may be resolved, specifically as to the maintenance issue or
on-going cutting of the grass and brush on Kamakani Street.1
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Since the economic hardships being experienced by DLNR is likely having a
similar impact on the City as well, some possible alternative courses of
action is whether the City or the State would be willing to quitclaim the
street to anyone interested in purchasing the area of Kamakani street in
question, or revisiting the idea of a friendly declaratory action before a
Court to decide the issue once and for all—the City was not interested in the
friendly declaratory action idea when it was discussed in the past.
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