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Section I:  Summary of Assessment 

JLK Management, LLC (herein “Preparer”), a project management firm based in Nanakuli, 

Hawaii, in collaboration with Mother Earth Foundation has been engaged by Tropic Land, LLC 

(herein “Client”) for the purpose of preparing a Cultural Impact Assessment for its project 

known as Nanakuli Community Baseyard; located in Lualualei, Waianae, Oahu Island—TMK: (1) 

8-7-009:002. 

 

The preparer designed its assessment in accordance to Chapter 343 of the Hawaii Revised 

Statutes, set forth by the Hawaii State Legislature and administered & enforced by the Hawaii 

State Department of Health’s Office of Environmental Quality Control. 

 

Preparer has successfully engaged in interview sessions with four (4) credible Hawaiian culture 

practitioners; Mr. Lawrence Adams, Sr., Kahu Kamaki Kanahele, Mrs. Verna Landford-Bright, 

and Mr. Albert H. Silva.  Neither found the proposed light industrial development project to be 

intrusive nor destructive toward the Hawaiian culture, practices and/or beliefs relative to the 

Ahupua’a of Lualualei. 

 

Furthermore, review of culturally appropriate and relative reference and resource materials 

conclusively suggest that the project site is free of any culturally historic site, to include heiau 

(ancient burial or gravesite).  Moreover, due to extensive improvements and developments of 

nearby, surrounding and neighboring properties, significant historic sites are not anticipated to 

be located within or near the property boundaries of the project site. 

Section II:  Interviewee 

Preparer has successfully engaged in interview sessions with four (4) credible Hawaiian culture 

practitioners; Mr. Lawrence Adams, Sr., Mrs. Verna Landford-Bright, Kahu Kamaki Kanahele, 

and Mr. Albert H. Silva.  Neither found the proposed light industrial development project to be 
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intrusive nor destructive toward the Hawaiian culture, practices and/or beliefs relative to the 

Ahupua’a of Lualualei. 

 

Identification and Selection Processes 

Preparer identified a short list of prospective interviewees based on the following 

criteria: 1) first-hand knowledge of Hawaiian culture, 2) first-hand knowledge of 

Ahupua’a of Lualualei and 3) familiarity of the current state of Ahupua’a of Lualualei. 

 

Persons meeting the requirements were selected to participate in this particular 

Cultural Impact Assessment. 

 

Biographical Information 

Mr. Lawrence Adams, Sr., born & raised and resides in Nanakuli, Hawaii is 

knowledgeable in the Hawaiian culture.  Mr. Adams is familiar with the Lualualei 

Ahupua’a; particularly the immediate region surrounding and including Tropic Land, 

LLC’s parcel.   

 

 Kahu Kamaki Kanahele, born on Ni’ihau and raised in Nanakuli, is a respected cultural 

 practitioner.  Kahu Kahele has first-hand knowledge of Nioiula Heiau.  His contribution 

 to this assessment is solely related  to Nioiula Heiau.  

  

Mrs. Verna Landford-Bright, born & raised in Maili and Lualualei, Hawaii and a respected 

resident of Waianae, Hawaii.  Mrs. Landford-Bright is knowledgeable in the Hawaiian 

culture and mo’olelo.     

  

Mr. Albert H. Silva, born & raised and resides in Waianae, Hawaii.  He is a highly 

regarded rancher and well respected individual of the community.  He is knowledgeable 
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in the Hawaiian culture.  More importantly, he has first-hand knowledge of the use of 

the Ahupua’a of Lualualei. 

Section III:  Interview Process 

Interviews were limited to phone and in-person conversations.  Discussions were documented 

by Interviewer and summarized for the purpose of preparing a succinct, yet comprehensive 

Cultural Impact Assessment. 

Methodology 

Interviewees were contacted by phone, initially.  Interviewer described the project 

matter.  Interviewer then proceeded with the interview (see Questions).  Follow-on in-

person interviews were conducted for clarification purposes. 

Questions 

The following questions were asked of each interviewee: 

1. What is your recollection of the Ahupua’a of Lualualei? 

2. What is your recollection of the specific property owned by Tropic Land LLC.? 

3. Is there any cultural significance associated with the Ahupua’a of Lualualei?  If any, 

please describe. 

4. Would Tropic Land LLC’s proposed project to develop a light industrial park impact 

the cultural essence of the Ahupua’a of Lualualei?  The particular project site?  If so, 

please explain. 

5. As a native Hawaiian cultural practitioner, would you support Tropic Land LLC’s 

project to develop a light industrial park? 

Section IV:  Historical and Cultural Source Materials 

Preparer has the following Historical and Cultural Source Materials in its custody: 

1. April 1991 Final EIS for Lualualei Golf Course; TMK: (1) 8-7-009:002 
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2. November 1993 rev. (January 1991) Final Archaeological Inventory Survey of 

170-acre parcel in the Ahupua’a of Lualualei 

3. June 8, 1997 Final EIS and Special Management Area Permit Application for BHP 

Gas Express Station Number 46 

4. July 2000 Waianae Sustainable Communities Plan—Cultural Resources Map 

5. June 2005, National and State Register of Historic Places, 

http://hawaii.gov/dlnr/hpd/register/oaind/oaqu08.pdf  

6. January 19, 2006 Blessing and Consecration of Lualualei Property—Mo’olelo of 

Maui 

7. Hawaii State Historic Preservation division of Department of Land and Natural 

Resources, Geographic Information System. 

8. Honolulu City & County Department of Planning and Permitting, Geographic 

Information System. 

9. Alameida, Roy and Dunford, Betty, 1997. A Story About Kawelo—Na Mo’olelo 

Hawai’i o ka Wa Kahiko, Stories of Old Hawai’i, Section 7: Sports and Games, 

Page 104. 

10. McAllister, J.G., 1933. Archaeology of Oahu. Bishop Museum Bulletin 104, 

Honolulu.  

11. O’Leary, O.L. and M. McDermott, 2006 Archaeological Inventory Survey of 200 

Acres for the Proposed Nānākuli B Site Materials Recovery Facility and Landfill, 

Lualualei Ahupua‘a, Wai‘anae District, Island of O‘ahu, Hawai‘i (TMK [1]8-7-

09:01). Prepared for URS Corporation by Cultural Surveys Hawai‘i, Kailua, 

Hawai‘i. 

12. Thrum, Thos G., 1907. Hawaiian Almanac and Annual—The Reference Book of 

Information and Statistics—relating to the Territory of Hawaii, of value to 

Merchants, Tourists and Others. 

 

Reference and resource materials conclusively support that it is highly unlikely that any historic 

or prehistoric artifacts exist on-site. 

http://hawaii.gov/dlnr/hpd/register/oaind/oaqu08.pdf
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Section V:  Cultural Resources, Practices and Beliefs 

It is suggested that areas within the Lualualei Ahupua’a were used for the cultivation of the 

warrior art of Lua—native Hawaiian form of martial arts. Contrary, there is no evidence 

confirming that the project area was or is currently being used for traditional practices such as 

gathering or any cultural or religious purposes.  No burials are believed to exist within the 

project area.  There were no commoner land claims within the project area.  Although some 

native Hawaiian activity may have occurred on the project area, the patterns of land use are 

relatively clear as the native Hawaiians did not utilize this land nearly as intensively as the 

coastal areas, well-watered areas and forest zones. 

 

Recorded Hawaiian legends, mo’olelo, describes a said location within the Lualualei Ahupua’a 

as the birth place of Maui—son of Mauiakalana and Hina’akealoha.  According to literature, 

Maui’s birthing place is located on the south side of Waianae at Ulehawa and Kaolae (west-

south-west of project site).   O’Leary and McDermott’s 2006 inventory survey report for 

“Nanakuli B Site Materials Recovery Facility and Landfill” (TMK: 8-7-009:001 and 8-7-009:007) 

contains a map showing known archaeological sites near their project area (O’Leary and 

McDermott’s 2006:42). The map shows a Site 148 “Maui Rock” nearly a mile west-south-west 

of the project area, along Farrington Highway; thereby, confirming the existence of said rock. 

 

MAUI ROCK—In the 1930s, McAllister recorded Site 148 in his work.  McAllister 

describes a large rock referred to as “Maui” located about 1.1 miles from Nanakuli 

station toward Pu‘u O Hulu (McAllister 1933:110). This rock represents the place where 

Maui first landed in the Hawaiian Islands from the south. The stone was surrounded by 

water and is where he reposed and sunned himself.  The rock is reportedly on the 

“northeast of the road” (McAllister 1933:110); memorialized at Garden Groves, a 

private-condominium development off of Farrington Highway in Lualualei. 

 

Hawaiian mythology also accounts for Maui venturing the Waianae Coast of the island of O’ahu.  

Kaneana, cave of Kane, commonly known as Makua cave, is said to have been frequented by 
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demigod Maui.  This cave is located at the base of a 200-foot outcropping of rock along 

Farrington Highway in Makua (near Kaena Point); approximately nine (9) miles west-north-west 

of project site.  Kaneana cave goes back approximately 100 yards and ends.  Legend has it that 

the cave was the home of Nanue, the shark man. 

 

Also, worth noting is the fact that there are no registered historic sites within the project site 

boundaries.  That said, however, according to the “National and State Register of Historic 

Places” there is one registered historic site within a 100-feet radius of the project site 

perimeters—Nioiula heiau (TMK: 8-8-01:01).    

 

NIOIULA—Roy Kakulu Alameida, author of Na Mo'olelo Hawai'i o ka Wa Kahiko, 

references Nioiula heiau in his story about Kawelo.  Alameida writes, “Kawelo then 

picked up the man.  He took him to the ali'i nui of O'ahu to offer as a sacrifice to the 

gods at Nioiula heiau at Lualualei.” 

 

In contrast to Alameida’s writings, Thos G. Thrum’s compilation of data, recorded in the 

Hawaiian Almanac and Annual for 1907, clearly states that Nioiula heiau (Halona, 

Lualualei), a paved and walled heiau of pookanaka class, about 50 feet square, in two 

sections; [was] recently destroyed. 

 

According to Kahu Kamaki Kanahele, a long time resident of Nanakuli and respected 

cultural practitioner, “Nioiuola is located on Halona ridge in Lualualei next to the forest 

reserve.  Part of the heiau has been completely destroyed with the stones being used by 

the McCandless, ohana (1930's-40's) of the Silva family.  It was kapu when we were little 

because kupuna(s) told us that people were sacrificed there to the ancient gods. It 

belonged to the Oahu god—King Kaku'ihewa.” 

 

Research and review of relative historical data at the Hawaii State Historic Preservation Division 

clearly indicates that there are no cultural or historical sites on the project site (TMK: (1) 8-7-
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009:002); therefore, reaffirming Thrum’s recordings.  More significantly, a cross-reference of 

the City & County of Honolulu and Hawaii State Department of Land and Natural Resources’ 

Geographic Information Systems (GIS) concludes that Nioiula Heiau is situated on property fee 

owned by the United States of America and occupied by the United States Navy (TMK: 8-8-

001:001). 

 

It is therefore concluded that the project site does not directly nor indirectly adversely impact, 

destruct or obstruct access to culturally significant sites. 

  

Analysis of Project Effects 

Effects stemming from the development of the proposed project on Hawaiian culture 

would be minimal due to its geographical location and lack of surface water, unique 

topographic features, burial sites, and commoner land claims within the project area.  If 

Hawaiian activity occurred on the project area, it would not have been nearly as 

intensively utilized as coastal areas, well-watered areas, and forest zones. 

Section VI:  Bibliography of References 

Adams Sr., Lawrence (June 2008), resident of Nanakuli, born and raised in Lualualei and 

Nanakuli, Phone Interview-JLK Management, LLC. 

Alameida, Roy and Dunford, Betty, 1997. A Story About Kawelo—Na Mo'olelo Hawai'i o ka Wa 

Kahiko, Stories of Old Hawai'i, Section 7: Sports and Games, Page 104. 

Kanahele, Kamaki (July 2009), resident of Nanakuli, born on Ni’ihau, Electronic mail 

communication-JLK Management, LLC. 

Landford-Bright, Verna (June 2008), resident of Waianae, born and raised in Maili and Lualualei 

Ahupua’a, Phone Interview-JLK Management, LLC. 

McAllister, J.G., 1933. Archaeology of Oahu. Bishop Museum Bulletin 104, Honolulu.  



July 10, 2009 

 

C
u

lt
u

ra
l I

m
p

ac
t 

A
ss

es
sm

en
t—

Fi
n

al
 R

ep
o

rt
; P

ro
je

ct
 k

n
o

w
n

 a
s 

N
an

ak
u

li 
C

o
m

m
u

n
it

y 
B

as
ey

ar
d

 
Lo

ca
te

d
 in

 L
u

al
u

al
ei

, W
ai

n
ae

, O
ah

u
 Is

la
n

d
—

TM
K

: (
1

) 
8

-7
-0

0
9

:0
0

2
 

10 
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Wai‘anae District, Island of O‘ahu, Hawai‘i (TMK [1]8-7-09:01). Prepared for URS 
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Section VII:  Addendums 

Summaries of Interview sessions are provided herein. 

Records of Interviews 

Mr. Lawrence Jay Adams, Sr. recalled that the Lualualei Ahupua’a, like the Nanakuli 

Ahupua’a, was used for cattle grazing in the 1940’s and 1950’s.  There were some 

agriculture lots, but nothing significant--the particular property was left barren for many 

years; there was no activity for as long as my kupuna were around in the late 1800s.  

The Lualualei Ahupua’a holds the mo’olelo of Maui.  But the proposed project will in no 

way affect Maui’s legend.  Mr. Adams supports the proposed development project. 

Mrs. Verna Landford-Bright suggested that areas in the Lualualei Ahupua’a may have 

been used by native Hawaiian men for the cultivation of the warrior art known as 

“Lua”—art of Lua.  It is not known for certain, if the immediate region surrounding and 

including Tropic Land, LLC’s parcel was used for cultural practices like the art of Lua.  The 

significance of the mo’olelo of Maui and its relationship to Lualualei is important to 

note.  It is unlikely that Tropic Land, LLC’s project will negatively impact the Hawaiian 

culture.  Mrs. Landford-Bright takes no position on whether to support the project or 

not. 
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Mr. Albert H. Silva vividly recalls the Ahupua’a of Lualualei being used for agriculture 

and ranching purposes.  The particular region, to include Tropic Land, LLC’s parcel was 

used for cattle ranching.  The Lualualei clay made it impossible for farming of produce.  

Aside from the mo’olelo of Maui, there are no points of cultural significance on or 

nearby the property being proposed for the development of a Light Industrial Park.  

Although there are claims suggesting that this particular area was used to practice the 

Art of Lua, Mr. Silva firmly stated that this was impossible due to the natural habitat and 

non-conducive climate.  Mr. Silva supports the proposed development project.    



 

 

 

 

 

 
APPENDIX H  
 

 Correspondence related to Chapter 6E-42, Historic Preservation 
Review for TMK: (1) 8-7-009: 002 
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 Nānākuli/Mā‘ili Neighborhood Board Resolutions 
 








