


















































































 
November 11, 2025 
Cindy Freitas

 

 

Mauna Kea Stewarship 

and Oversight Authority 

Date: November 13, 2025 

Time:  10:00 a.m. 

 

 

RE: Testimony  

 

He Mele komo a he mele aloha no na kupuna o ke au i hala Aloha mai kakou.  
 
Aloha, 
 

 
I am also a practitioner who still practice the cultural traditional customary practices that was instill in 
me by my grandparents at a young age from mauka (MOUNTAIN TO SEA) to makai in many areas. 
 
I submit this testimony in strong opposition to the continued advancement of management plans, 
authority actions, and policy decisions under MKSOA, as they currently fail to comply with the laws 
protecting Native Hawaiian rights, and are influenced by political offices that lack jurisdiction and 
authority  

 

Pursuant to , the Mauna Kea Stewardship and Oversight 
Authority is established as the sole state entity responsible for the management of lands above the 
6,500-  

does not grant any 
management or decision-making power to the Governor or the County Mayor. Their roles are limited to 
administrative appointments and budgetary oversight not to influence or dictate the substance of 
MKSOA decisions. 

regarding stewardship, telescope operations, decommissioning schedules, or land management 
constitutes an overreach and violation of statutory limits  



Legal Authority: 

Act 255, SLH 2022, §2(b)  -making power 
 

  Natural resources are held in trust by the State for the 
benefit of present and future generations, not for political or private control. 

Protects Native Hawaiian traditional and customary 

 

2. Decision-

The  has repeatedly affirmed that state and county agencies must give 
independent weight and protection to Native Hawaiian customary and traditional practices before 
taking any action affecting natural and cultural resources. 

Supporting Case Law: 

1.  

Requires state agencies to make specific findings that identify: 
a) the cultural practices affected; 
b) the extent of likely impacts; and 
c) feasible actions to protect customary practices. 

 

2. , 79 
 

and that development actions must be balanced with cultural practice rights. 

interests over practitioner rights. 

3. In re Contested Case Hearing re Conservation District Use Application (CDUA) HA-3568, 
 

due process was violated when the Board of Land and Natural 
Resources (BLNR) approved the Thirty Meter Telescope permit before a proper contested-case hearing. 

This precedent establishes that any future permitting, land use, or operational actions under MKSOA 
must fully comply with contested-case procedures, including cultural practitioner participation from the 
outset. 

4. Pele Defense Fund v. Paty, 73 Haw. 578 (1992) 

Confirms that Native Hawaiians retain rights to access undeveloped lands for cultural, 
religious, and subsistence practices, independent of ownership or lease status. 



3. Environmental and Cultural Oversight Is Incomplete

The Authority is advancing actions including decommissioning, property maintenance, and 
management planning without first establishing baseline cultural and environmental impact 
assessments. This violates both state law and public-trust doctrine obligations. 

Applicable Law: 

-5 Requires an Environmental Assessment (EA) or 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) before approval of any action that may affect the environment. 

-200.1-13  Defines cumulative impact and mandates 
consideration of cultural and ecological effects. 

HRS §6E-8  Requires consultation with the State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD) and 
cultural descendants prior to any project affecting historic or cultural properties. 

To proceed without these reviews violates the public trust doctrine and constitutional fiduciary duties 
recognized in Waiahole Ditch Combined Cases State and its 
agencies to protect natural and cultural resources as trustees, not exploit them for development. 

4. Requests for Immediate Action

I respectfully request that the MKSOA: 

1. Publicly affirm that the Governor and Mayor have no authority to direct or approve decisions 
 

2. Establish a Native Hawaiian Cultural Oversight Council with equal or superior authority to 

descendants;  

3. Suspend all planning or project actions until cultural, environmental, and legal compliance is 
verified under Act 255, HRS §343, HRS §6E, and constitutional mandates; 

4. Commit to holding open, district-based community sessions 
 

 

 

 

5. Conclusion 
it is a sacred ancestor and living temple 

of our people. 
Neither the Governor nor the Mayor may lawfully exercise decision-making authority over her lands or 

matter of law, genealogy, and divine trust. 

Until MKSOA honors its statutory independence under Act 255 and its constitutional duty to Native 
Hawaiians, I oppose  



Mahalo, 

_______/s/_____ 

Cindy Freitas

 













 

 

November 11, 2025 
 
 
To DRS. YANG and TSUNETA, BRIAN SCHATZ, ED CASE, MAZIE HIRONO, JILL TOKUDA, 
JOSH GREEN, WENDY HENSEL, and JOHN KOMEIJI: 
 

My name is Mahealani Martin. I am a sovereign Kanaka Maoli from the Hawaiian Kingdom. I 
know this by way of my genealogy linking me to Mauna Kea to every Deity and to every  
Today, I support the  as I am a Protector of our Mauna and I will stand firm against the 
building of the Thirty Meter Telescope (TMT). I am addressing this important issue from Oahu. 
First of all, I am going to make this very clear without sugar coating the truth. I would like to 
know, what rights do any of you have here in Hawaii to be doing this or anything else? Do any 
of you know or care about the amount of war crimes being committed without a Treaty of 
Annexation? Remember, there are no statues of limitations on war crimes and by following the 
agenda of the status quo you will be punished for your involvement. You should be asking the 
congressional delegates or Josh Green who represent Hawaii for proof that there is indeed a 
Treaty of Annexation before you decide to proceed with the build of TMT. We are very adamant 
about standing up against the many crimes and corruption that have occurred for over a
century, for we know if we didn  stand up against them, we would not be here today.
This is not the first time that we will be faced with this issue and we will be ready to stop the 
desecration of our sacred Mauna at all cost. You can send the law enforcement officers to arrest 
us like you have done in the past but, we will be ready to face all of you down by the thousands.  
We are also aware that this so called telescope will be used as a militarized weapon where 
Hawaii has become a huge military base making us a target for a nuclear attack. 
With the illegal occupation of the belligerent United States and usurpation of the military, they 
are in violation of international law and without a Treaty of Annexation that they cannot prove 
one exists. The United States claimed they annexed Hawaii through a Joint Resolution, is not a 
Treaty. We all know that Treaties are the highest law of the land. One must look at this very 
incriminating fact before engaging in business with corrupt politicians or you will get dragged 
down with them. To think that you have legal jurisdiction without a Treaty of Annexation and 
claiming that Hawaii is a part of the United States or 50th state is an illusion of delusional 
thinking is a real sickness. To carry on daily with this kind of mentality is crazy if not, dangerous. 
Most of you are not from this place nor do you have any legal standing in the Hawaiian 
Kingdom. You are committing crimes against aboriginal people and everything that are deemed 
sacred to us. We will not allow you to desecrate our Mauna for power and profit and we will be 
ready to defend what is sacred. We understand that if the TMT continues to be supported to be 
built on top of the Mauna by anyone of you addressed above you can assure that your names 
will be included on the list of war criminals in The Hague, if not already. 
 
See you on the Mauna!!! 
 
Mahealani Martin 

 Sovereign, Kanaka Maoli from the Hawaiian Kingdom  
 
 
 
 
 
cc: The Hague ICJ 




























