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Other Resources available . . .

e June 2004 Guidebook for
Hawai‘i's Environmental Pro-
cess (now, Online!)

¢ Environmental Assessments in
Adobe Acrobat PDF Format
(1990-2004) and Study Re-
source Library

¢ Environmental Council Annual
Reports (now, Online!)

OEQC
235 SouTH BERETANIA STREET
Leiorara A KAMEHAMEHA
Suite 702
Honovruru, Hawai‘t 96813

Telephone (808) 586-4185
Facsimile (808) 586-4186
email address: oeqc@doh.hawaii.gov

Moloka‘i/Lana‘i: 1-800-468-4644 ext.64185

Kaua‘i: 274-3141 ext. 64185
Maui: 984-2400 ext. 64185
Hawai‘i: 974-4000 ext. 64185

DecemBER 8, 2005

‘Ewa-UH Transit Corridor Scoping Meetings

The City Dept. of Transportation Services is holding two scoping meetings at the
following times and places.

December 13, 2005,5-8 p.m.
Neal Blaisdell Center Pikake Room Kapolei Middle School Cafeteria
777 Ward Ave., Honolulu 91-5335 Kapolei Parkway, Kapolei

For further information contact Faith Miyamoto at 527-6976. Project information is
currently online at:
http://www.honolulutransit.org/project_overview/

Planning and Project Development Process

e DEIS
e Public Hearing

December 14, 2005, 7 -9 p.m.

A

Alternatives
Analysis

Systems Planning

Select LPA

FTA Decision
on Entry into P

e NOI and Scoping

e Final EIS
e Record of Decision

Preliminary Engineering

FTA Decision on
Entry in Final Design

Since the proposed action would use State or County of Honolulu funds and
property, it must undergo environmental review in accordance with Hawaii Revised
Statutes (HRS) Chapter 343 (the State EIS Law). Federal funds are also likely to be used,
so the proposed action must comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
aswell

The public is therefore invited to comment on the purpose and need to be ad-
dressed by the project, the alternatives, the modes and technologies to be evaluated,
the alignments and termination points to be considered, and the environmental, social,
and economic impacts to the analyzed. Written comments on the project alternatives,
scope of the EIS, and purpose and need to be addressed by the project, should be
forwarded to: Department of Transportation Services, City and County of Honolulu, 650
South King Street, 3rd Floor, Honolulu, HI, 96813, Attention: Honolulu High-Capacity
Transit Corridor Project or by the internet at www.honolulutransit.org. For more infor-
mation see page 6.

The Environmental Notice .. Office of Environmental Quality Control = =Page-3==1




DecemMBER 8, 2005

O‘ahu Notices Conservation District Notices
Liljestrand Single-Family Residence, Tantalus (HRS 343 DEA) ....... 4 Conservations District Use Permit .........ccccceeviieeviieeiiieesieeesieeennns
Koolau Property Consolidation & Re-Subdivision (HRS 343 FEA- Papipi Road IMProVEMENTS ..........covuvviiieeiiie e siee e siee e
FONSI) ottt e ee e e e srae e et e e snbeeesreeeannes 5 Queen Ka‘ahumanu Highway Widening Project, Phase |
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project (HRS 343 FEA-
[ N ) USRS 6 Environmental Tlp
. . 4D Impact Analysis (Second in @ SEries) .......cccccevvrveiiieeieeieeenne 18
Maui Notices
Kaupakalua Well Site Storage Tank (HRS 343 DEA) .......cccccvvevveeens 7 .
Nahiku Road Improvements (HRS 343 FEA-FONSI) ......c.cccccvvevieenns 8 Federal N otices
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for Bottomfish Multi-
Species StOCK COMPIEX .....ceiviiiiiiiiiieiteeie et 18

Hawai‘i Notices
Cohen Single-Family Dwelling, North Kohala (HRS 343 DEA) ......... 9

Subscription Renewal Form
YES...IWANT TO REMAIN ON YOUR MAILING LIST ....cccoveeiiienns 19

Kaua‘i Notices
Ahukini to Lydgate Park Bicycle/Pedestrian Path (HRS 343 DEA) .10
Alexander Dam Irrigation Ditch Restoration, Koloa (HRS 343 DEA)11
Moloa‘a Bay Ranch (HRS 343 FEA-FONSI) ......ccocevviviiieeiiie e 12

Shoreline Notices

Shoreline Certification AppliCations ........cccceeviieeeiieeiiee e 13
Shoreline Certifications and RejeCtions ..........cccceevveviveeiieesieeennnn. 14

Environmental Council Notices

Seasons Greetings from the Environmental Council ...................... 14

Coastal Zone News
Special Management Area (SMA) Minor Permits ...........cccceecvveennen. 15

Pollution Control Permit Applications

Department of Health Permits
Clean Air BranCh ......c.cooiiiiiiiiiee e

We provide access to our activities without regard to race, color, national origin (including language), age, sex, religion, or disability.
Write or call OEQC or our departmental Affirmative Action Officer at Box 3378, Honolulu, HI 96801-3378 or at (808) 586-4616 (voice/tty)
within 180 days of a problem. OEQC intends to make the information in this bulletin accessible to everyone. Individuals that require this
material in a different format (such as large type or braille), should contact our office for assistance.

e
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Draft Environmental Assessment

A project or action that may affect the
environment cannot be implemented until an
Environmental Assessment (EA) is prepared in
accordance with Chapter 343, Hawai‘i Revised
Statutes (HRS). If the lead State or county agency
(the proposing agency for agency actions, or the
approving agency for applicant actions) antici-
pates that the project will have no significant
environmental impact, then affected agencies,
individuals, and organizations must be consulted
and a Draft EA (DEA) is written and public notice
is published in this periodic bulletin (see, section
343-3, HRS) known as the Environmental No-
tice. The public has 30 days to comment on the
Draft EA from the date of the first notice.

Final Environmental Assessment and

Finding of No Significant Impact

After the lead agency reviews the public
comments, if it determines that the project will
have no significant effect on the environment,
then it will prepare a Final EA (FEA) and issue a
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for-
merly called a Negative Declaration. The Final
EA must respond to all public comments. An
Environmental Impact Statement will not be re-
quired and the project may now be implemented.
The public has 30 days from the first notice of a
FONSI in this periodic bulletin to ask a court to
require the preparation of an EIS.

Final Environmental Assessment and
Environmental Impact Statement

Preparation Notice

When a lead agency decides that a project
may have a significant environmental impact, an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be
prepared prior to implementing the project. Like
the DEA (see above), affected agencies, individu-
als and organizations must be consulted prior to
preparation of the final EA (FEA) and issuance
of a determination called an EIS preparation no-
tice (EISPN). (The EA is called final, to distin-
guish it from the draft, above). After the FEA is
written by the lead agency, and notice of the FEA
and EISPN is published in the this periodic bulle-
tin, any agency, group, or individual has 30 days
from the first publication of the EISPN to re-
quest to become a consulted party and to make
written comments regarding the environmental
effects of the proposed action. The public (in-
cluding an applicant) has 60 days from the first
notice of an EISPN in this periodic bulletin to ask
a court to not require the preparation of an EIS.

Draft Environmental Impact Statement
After receiving the comments on the FEA

and EISPN (see above), the lead agency or pri-

vate applicant must prepare a Draft Environ-
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mental Impact Statement (DEIS) prior to project
implementation. This document must completely
disclose the likely impacts of a project. Direct,
indirect and cumulative impacts must be discussed
along with measures proposed to mitigate them.
The public has 45 days from the first publication
date in this periodic bulletin to comment on a
DEIS. The DEIS must respond to comments re-
ceived during the FEA-EISPN comment period
in a point-by-point manner.

Final Environmental Impact Statement

After considering all public comments filed
during the DEIS stage, the agency or applicant
must prepare a Final EIS (FEIS). The FEIS must
respond in a point-by-point manner to all com-
ments from the draft stage. Requisite deeper analy-
ses must be included in the FEIS. For applicant
projects, the approving agency is authorized to
accept the FEIS. For agency project the Gover-
nor or the county mayor is the accepting author-
ity. Only after the EIS is accepted may the project
be implemented.

Acceptability

If the FEIS is accepted, the law requires
that notice of this be published in this periodic
bulletin. The public has 60 days from the date of
first notice of acceptance to ask a court to vacate
the acceptance of an EIS. In the case of appli-
cant actions, the law requires that an approving
agency must make a determination on accep-
tance within thirty-days of receipt of the FEIS or
the FEIS is deemed accepted. Also, for applicant
actions, the law provides for an administrative
appeal of a non-acceptance to the Environmen-
tal Council.

National Environmental Policy Act

The National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) requires federal projects to prepare an
EA or EIS. It many ways it is similar to Hawai‘i's
law. Some projects require both a state (or county)
and federal EIS and the public comment proce-
dure should be coordinated. Although not re-
quired by law, the OEQC publishes NEPA notices
in this periodic bulletin to help keep the public
informed of important federal actions.

Special Management Area

The Special Management Area (SMA) is
along the coastlines of all our islands and devel-
opment in this area is generally regulated by Chap-
ter 205A, HRS and county ordinance. A special
subset of the SMA that is regulated by Chapter
343, HRS is the Shoreline Setback Area. Most
development in this area requires a Special Man-
agement Permit (SMP). This periodic bulletin
posts notice of these SMP applications to en-
courage public input.

7‘ffice of Environmental Quality Control

Shoreline Certifications

State law requires that Hawai‘i shorelines
be surveyed and certified when necessary to clearly
establish the shoreline setback (an area contained
between the certified shoreline and a prescribe
distance inland (usually 40 feet) from the certi-
fied shoreline). The public may participate in the
process to help assure accurate regulatory bound-
aries. Private land owners often petition to have
their shoreline certified by the State surveyor
prior to construction. This periodic bulletin pub-
lishes notice from the Department of Land and
Natural Resources of both shoreline certification
applicants and of final certifications or rejec-
tions.

Environmental Council

The Environmental Council is a fifteen-
member citizen board appointed by the Governor
to advise the State on environmental concerns.
The council makes the rules that govern the En-
vironmental Impact Statement process. The agen-
das of their regular meetings are published on the
Internet at http://www.ehawaiigov.org/calendar
and the public is invited to attend.

Exemption Lists

Government agencies must keep a list de-
scribing the minor activities they regularly per-
form that are declared exempt from the environ-
mental review process. These lists are reviewed
and approved by the Environmental Council.
This periodic bulletin will publish an agency's draft
exemption list for public comment prior to Coun-
cil decision making, as well as notice of the
Council's decision on the list.

Conservation District

Any use of land in the State Conservation
District requires a Conservation District Use Ap-
plication (CDUA). These applications are re-
viewed and approved by the Board of Land and
Natural Resources (BLNR). Members of the pub-
lic may intervene in the permit process. Notice
of these permit applications is published in this
periodic bulletin.

Endangered Species

This periodic bulletin is required by Sec-
tion 343-3(c), HRS, to publish notice of public
comment periods or public hearings for habitat
conservation plans (HCP), safe harbor agreements
(SHA), or incidental take licenses (ITL) under
the federal Endangered Species Act, as well as
availability for public inspection of a proposed
HCP or SHA, or a proposed ITL (as a part of an
HCP or SHA).
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Liljestrand Single-Family Residence, Tantalus (HRS 343 DEA)

District: Honolulu

TMK: (1) 2-5-017:006 and 008

Applicant: Wendla Liljestrand
3935 Round Top Drive, Honolulu, HI 96822
Contact: Wendy Liljestrand (554-9639)

Approving

Agency: DLNR, Office of Conservation & Coastal Lands
1151 Punchbowl St., Rm. 131, Honolulu, HI
96813
Contact: Sam Lemmo (587-0381)

Consultant: Land Planning Consultants, LLC.

3123 East Manoa Rd., Honolulu, HI 96822
Contact: Mary O'Leary (223-7868)
Public Comment

Deadline: January 9, 2006

Status: Draft environmental assessment (DEA) notice
pending 30-day public comment. Address com-
ments to the applicant with copies to the ap-
proving agency, consultant and OEQC.

Permits

Required: Conservation District Use Permit, Building

Permit

The proposed project consists of constructing a 3,480
square foot single family residence on two adjoining properties
which together total 22,495 square feet. The proposed use is an
identified land use in the Resource subzone of the Conservation
District. There are nine existing single family residences in the
vicinity of the subject property. The project is a two-story house
consisting of two bedrooms and 2-1/2 bathrooms, a kitchen/pan-
try, a living room, a study, a pump room and a garage. Potable
water will be by private catchment system. An individual waste-
water system is proposed for domestic wastewater disposal. Elec-
tricity, phone and cable services are available in this established
neighborhood.




District:
T™MK:
Applicant:

Approving
Agency:

Consultant:

Status:

Permits
Required:

Koolaupoko

(1) 4-5-42:01, & 06

Koolau Golf Partners

18401 Von Karman Avenue, Ste. 350, Irvine,
CA 92612

Contact: Tim Chun (949-253-7130)

DLNR, Office of Conservation & Coastal Lands
P.O. Box 621, Honolulu, HI 96809

Contact: Samuel J. Lemmo (587-0381)

PBR Hawaii, ASB Tower

1001 Bishop St., Ste. 650, Honolulu, HI 96813
Contact: Tom Schnell (521-5631)

Final environmental assessment (FEA) and
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

Conservation District Use

The Environmental Notice . Office of Environt
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Koolau Property Consolidation & Re-Subdivision (HRS 343 FEA-FONSI)

The Ko‘olau Property, located in Kane‘ohe consists of
two parcels referenced by TMK 4-5-42:001 and 006. TMK 4-5-
42:001 contains the majority of the Ko‘olau Golf Club (which
includes an 18-hole golf course and a clubhouse) and TMK 4-5-
042:006 contains a portion of the golf course, but is primarily
unimproved.

The property owner, Ko‘olau Golf Partners, is requesting
approval to consolidate and re-subdivide the existing two par-
cels into two reconfigured parcels. Currently, the golf course-
related facilities are located in both existing parcels. The first
reconfigured parcel would include the entire golf course, club-
house, parking area, and support facilities within a 240.4-acre
parcel. The second parcel would contain unimproved portions
within a 427.7-acre parcel.

Uses for the unimproved portions are not known at this
time; however, the intent is to keep the area primarily in its natu-
ral, undeveloped state. No new lots will be created and there will
be no change in land use as a result of the proposed action. In
addition, no physical improvements are proposed.




DEeceMBER 8, 2005
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project (HRS 343 FEA-EISPN)

District:
T™MK:
Applicant;

‘Ewa, Honolulu

Various

C & C, Department of Transportation Services
650 S King St., 3rd FIr., Honolulu, HI 96813
Contact: Kenneth Hamayasu (527-6978)
Accepting
Authority:: Governor of Hawai‘i, c/o OEQC

235 S Beretania St., #702, Honolulu, HI 96813
Parsons Brinckerhoff

1001 Bishop St., Ste. 2400, Honolulu, HI 96813
Contact: Mark Sheibe (566-2227)

Final environmental assessment (FEA) and
Environmental Impact Statement Preparation
Notice (EISPN), pending 30-day public com-
ment and requests to become a consulted party
in the preparation of the upcoming draft envi-
ronmental impact statement (DEIS). Address
public comments on the FEA and/or requests
to become a consulted party to the applicant
with copies to the applicant, consultant and
OEQC.

Public Comment
Deadline:
Permits
Required:

Consultant:

Status:

January 9, 2006

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act & Section
10 of the Rivers & Harbors Act; EPA Section
1424(e); Modifications within Limits of Inter-
state Hwy; Alter Stream Channels permit;
Noise; NPDES; Building; Grubbing, Grading,
Excavation & Stockpiling permit; Street Usage
permit; SMA,; Special Design District Permit,
etc.

The City and County of Ho-
nolulu Department of Transporta-
tion Services (DTS), in cooperation
with the U.S. Department of Trans-
portation Federal Transit Admin-
istration (FTA), will be preparing
an Environmental Federal State-
ment to evaluate various alterna-
tives with the potential to provide
high-capacity transit service in a
corridor from Kapolei to the Uni-

~ Office of Environmental Quality Control

versity of Hawai‘i at Manoa (UH Manoa). The neighborhoods
traversed include Kapolei, ‘Ewa, Waipahu, Pearl City, Aiea, Salt
Lake, Kalihi, Downtown and Manoa.

The purpose of the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corri-
dor Project is to provide improved person-mobility in the highly
congested east-west corridor between Kapolei and the Univer-
sity of Hawai‘i at Manoa. The project would support the goals of
the regional transportation plan by serving areas designated for
urban growth. The project would also provide an alternative to
private automobile travel and improve linkages between Kapolei,
Honolulu’s urban center, UH Manoa, Waikiki and the urban area
in between.

Implementation of this project triggers the State Environ-
mental Impact Statement (EIS) law (Chapter 343 of the Hawai‘i
Revised Statutes) because of the proposed use of County funds
and property. Prior studies of transit systems in O‘ahu’s primary
transportation corridor have identified from implementing such a
system, including possible impacts to air quality, noise and vi-
bration, flora and fauna, parks and recreation areas, historic re-
sources, and visual and aesthetic resources.
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Kaupakalua Well Site Storage Tank (HRS 343 DEA)

District: Makawao

TMK: (2)2-7-015:038

Proposing

Agency: County of Maui, Dept. of Water Supply

200 S High St., Wailuku, HI 96793

Contact: Larry Winter (270-7835)
Determination
Agency:
Consultant:

Same as above.

Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc.

305 High St., Ste. 104, Wailuku, HI 96793
Contact: Tara Nakashima (244-2015)
Public Comment

Deadline: January 9, 2006

Status: Draft environmental assessment (DEA) notice
pending 30-day public comment. Address com-
ments to the proposing agency with copies to
the consultant and OEQC.

Permits

Required: Grading Permit, Building Permit, National Pol-

lutant Discharge Elimination Systems (NPDES)
Permit

The County of
Maui, Department of
Water Supply proposes
the installation of a wa-
ter storage tank adja-
cent to its existing
Kaupakalua well pump
control and water stor-
age tank in Haiku. The
existing tank site, en-
compassing approxi-
mately 0.7 acre, is lo-
cated at TMK (2) 2-7-
015:038. The proposed
second tank will be situ-
ated on the same par-
cel. The tank, which will
supplement water stor-
age for the Peahi,

The Environmental Notice

Holokai and Ulumalu areas of Haiku and provide pump control
up to the Kokomo region of Makawao, will have a storage capac-
ity of 300,000 gallons. It will be a circular, cast-in-place, rein-
forced concrete or steel structure approximately 23 feet tall with a
53-foot diameter. Attendant improvements include site grading
to establish a tank slab elevation of 1,235 feet, as well as asphalt
paving around the tank for maintenance access purposes, and
installation of a 6-foot high perimeter chain link fence. Related
mechanical improvements will also be made onsite to ensure the
tank operations and controls are properly integrated with the
existing system.

7, Project Site
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Nahiku Road Improvements (HRS 343 FEA-FONSI)

District: Hana

T™MK: (2) 1-2-003:058 (por.)

Proposing

Agency: Department of Public Works & Environmental

Management

200 South High St., Wailuku, HI 96793

Contact: Joe Krueger (270-7745)
Determination

Agency: Same as above.

Consultant: Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc.
305 High St., Ste. 104, Wailuku, HI 96793
Contact: Matthew Slepin (244-2015)

Status: Final environmental assessment (FEA) and
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

Permits

Required: SMA, Construction

The County of Maui, Department of Public Works and
Environmental Management proposes improvements to Nahiku
Road, at its intersection with Hana Highway, as well as related
improvements for safety reasons. The principal component of
the proposed project is the realignment of approximately 300
lineal feet of roadway mauka of the existing alignment. The cur-
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rent alignment has become unviable due to landslide activities
which caused portions of the road shoulder to fall away into the
adjacent Makapipi Gulch. The proposed realignment will move
the road away from the cliff falloff.

The realignment will necessitate a new guardrail on the
makai side of the roadway, extending out to the bridge over
Makapipi Gulch, and a new retaining wall on the mauka side of
Nahiku Road. The existing utilities will also need to be realigned
along with the roadway.

The proposed project also includes the development of a
“jug handle” turn-off on Hana Highway, directly adjacent to its
intersection with Nahiku Road. This turn-off will allow west-
bound traffic on Hana Highway to access Nahiku Road. The
current intersection configuration is such that westbound traffic
has to make a dangerously sharp turn, of approximately 45 de-
grees, from Hana Highway onto Nahiku Road.

Since the project proposes the use of County monies, an
Environmental Assessment has been prepared in accordance with
Chapter 343, Hawai‘i Revised Statutes, and the National Envi-

ronmental Policy Act.

The Environmental Notice -
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Cohen Single-Family Dwelling, North Kohala (HRS 343 DEA)

District: North Kohala
TMK: (3)5-7-01:05
Applicant; Jonathan Cohen
c/o Greg Mooers
P.O. Box 1101, Kamuela, HI 96743
Contact: Greg Mooers (880-1455)
Approving
Agency: Department of Land & Natural Resources
P.O. Box 621, Honolulu, HI 96809
Contact: Sam Lemmo (587-0414)
Consultant: Ron Terry, Ph.D.

HC 2, Box 9575, Keaau, HI 96749
Contact: Ron Terry (982-5831)
Public Comment

Deadline: January 9, 2006

Status: Draft environmental assessment (DEA) notice
pending 30-day public comment. Address com-
ments to the applicant with copies to the ap-
proving agency, consultant and OEQC.

Permits

Required: CDUP, Plan Approval, Special Management

Area Permit or Exemption, Building Permits

S i ihilﬂi'.» e

i
T

Jonathan Cohen proposes to build a single-family resi-
dence and related improvements on a 10.61-acre property in North
Kohala that lies mainly within the Conservation District. The
project would also improve the access road on Cohen’s ease-
ment across State property, and would re-route a portion of a
lateral jeep road onto State property, both of which actions would
occur in the Agricultural district. The proposed residence would
consist of a densely landscaped compound of detached struc-
tures, in a design that minimizes visual impact and maximizes
natural light ventilation, along with a pool, decks, an Individual
Wastewater System, utilities, a paved access road, and land-
scape features such as vegetation, trails, and rock walls. All struc-
tures would be set a minimum of 50 feet inland from the certified
shoreline. The design involves leaving about 90 percent of the
site basically as-is and minimal disturbance of any natural or
man-made features on the property. The construction will affect
only one archaeological site, which has already been extensively
disturbed and has been subject to data recovery per an approved
plan. Additional sites will be protected through measures speci-
fied in preservation plans. The area currently provides shoreline
access for hikers and fishermen via a jeep road that traverses the
southern section of the property, and such access would be
maintained through the rerouted jeep road. A number of pro-
posed mitigation measures will protect sound levels, air quality,
scenery, and water quality

L o4
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Ahukini to Lydgate Park Bicycle/Pedestrian Path (HRS 343 DEA)

District: Puna

TMK: (4) 3-05-00, 01; 3-07-00,02, 03; 3-09-00, 02,05 &
06

Proposing

Agency: Department of Public Works

4444 Rice St., Lihue, HI 96766

Contact: Douglas Haigh (241-6650)
Determination
Agency:
Consultant;

Same as above.

Merle D. Grimes, LLC

1042 Broken Arrow Circle, Elizabeth, CO 80107
Contact: Merle D. Grimes (303-646-0046)
Public Comment

Deadline: January 9, 2006

Status: Draft environmental assessment (DEA) notice
pending 30-day public comment. Address com-
ments to the proposing agency with copies to
the consultant and OEQC.

Permits

Required: Section 4(f) of Federal DOT Act; Section 404

of Clean Water Act, Section 401 of Clean Wa-
ter Act; CDUA Permit; NPDES, Construction
Noise Varance; Major Special Management
Use Permit; Shoreline Setback Variance; Flood
Zone Permit; Building Permit; Memo of Agree-
ment

The proposed action is to pro-
vide facilities for pedestrians and bi-
cycles through the implementation of
anon-motorized path between Ahukini
Point near the airport and the existing
Lydgate Park Bike and Pedestrian Path.
The Ahukini Point to Lydgate Park Bi-
cycle and Pedestrian Path will be a key
segment of the Nawiliwili to Anahola
Bike and Pedestrian path proposed in
the 1994 State of Hawai‘i Master Plan
— Bike Plan Hawai‘i. It is further the
intent of the project to preserve an ex-
isting abandoned cane haul road and
railway corridor whenever possible by
converting it into the bicycle and pe-
destrian path. Residents and visitors
to Kaua‘i, through implementation of
this non-motorized bicycle and pedes-
trian facility, will realize the following
benefits:

Pagel0  — Officeof Environmental Quality Control

Alternative form of transportation to the automobile,
thereby reducing fuel consumption, pollution, roadway conges-
tion and the need for parking lots.

Affordable recreation for persons of all ages and abili-
ties.

Safe mode of transportation and recreation.

Health benefits through exercise.

Education/learning from interpretive signs located along
the path.

Economic stimulus from increase recreation product
sales and rentals, non-motorized access to businesses and im-
proved property values.

Improved ecological health of the corridor from design
concepts that will protect and enhance the environment.

The eight to ten foot width path will be constructed from
various low maintenance and durable materials including con-
crete, composite plastics, and stainless steel.




DEecemBER 8, 2005

Alexander Dam Irrigation Ditch Restoration, Koloa (HRS 343 DEA)

District: Koloa
T™MK: (4) 2-4-008:01, 02, 16; 2-4-009:01 and 03
Applicant: Kaua‘i Coffee Company
P.O. Box 530, Kalaheo, HI 96741
Contact: Sean O'Keefe (877-2959)
Approving
Agency: Department of Land & Natural Resources
P.O. Box 621, Honolulu, HI 96809
Contact: Dawn Hegger (587-0380)
Consultant: Wilson Okamoto, Corporation

1907 S Beretania St., Ste. 400, Honolulu, HI
96826
Contact: Dean Minakami (946-2277)

Public Comment

Deadline: January 9, 2005

Status: Draft environmental assessment (DEA) notice
pending 30-day public comment. Address com-
ments to the applicant with copies to the ap-
proving agency, consultant and OEQC.

Permits

Required: After-the-Fact CDUA; After-the-Fact Exemp-

tion from County's Sediment and Erosion Con-
trol Ordinance

Kaua‘i Coffee Company is ap-
plying for an after-the-fact Conser-
vation District Use Application
(CDUA) for emergency repairs un-
dertaken to the Alexander Dam wa-
ter system. In June 2001, the main
outlet tunnel from Alexander Dam
collapsed resulting in 1) the inabil-
ity to release water from Alexander
Reservoir, except through the emer-
gency spillway; 2) the inability to
provide irrigation water to 1,200
acres of coffee fields; and 3) the in-
ability to generate needed electric-
ity from Kaua‘i Coffee Company’s
Kalaheo hydroelectric facility.

In order to re-establish flow
from Alexander Reservoir, an irriga-
tion ditch that was last used in the
1970’s was restored. Restoration of
the irrigation ditch involved clear-
ing vegetation and deepening and

The Environmental Notice . Office of Environmental Quality Contr

widening the ditch. An existing unimproved access road adja-
cent to the ditch was also restored and three concrete culverts
were constructed where the ditch passes under the road. After-
the-fact calculations estimate that a total of about three acres
were cleared and 33,000 cubic yards of soil were excavated. Con-
struction activity started in July 2001 and required about two
months to complete.

The CDUA will also cover future operations and mainte-
nance activities related to the Alexander Dam, forebay, irrigation
ditch, and appurtenant facilities, and the planned revegetation of
certain portions of the project area.

Project Site
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Moloa‘a Bay Ranch (HRS 343 FEA-FONSI)

District: Kawaihau
TMK: (4) 4-9-11:001 (por.)
Applicant; Moloa‘a Bay Ranch, LLC
132 West Main St., Aspen, CO 81611
Contact: Tom McCloskey (970-920-2112)
Approving
Agency: Department of Land and Natural Resources
PO Box 621, Honolulu, HI 96809
Contact: Kimberly Mills (587-0382)
Consultant: Kusao & Kurahashi, Inc.
2752 Woodlawn Dr., Ste. 5-202, Honolulu, HI
96822
Contact: Keith Kurahashi (988-2231)
Status: Final environmental assessment (FEA) and
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).
Permits
Required: Special Management Area Use Permit,

Coservation Distirct Use Permit, Grading and
Building Permits

The applicant proposes to grade the site to restore previ-
ous grades to washed out areas and to even out slopes on land
in the Conservation District to curb erosion. Immediately after
resetting the grade, the soil will be hydromulched and watered.
Temporary irrigation will be provided to ensure that the grass will
establish itself and miti-
gate potential for erosion.

The applicant pro-
poses to implement a Re-
forestation Master Plan re-
quired by the Board of
Land and Natural Re-
sources to resolve a viola-
tion for unauthorized tree
removal of 15 ironwood
trees that were over 6-
inches in diameter. The
applicant plans to grass all
bare areas on the slopes of
Moloa‘a Bay Ranch, to
provide for replacement of
the 15 ironwood trees with
15 False Kamani trees, and
to provide an additional 17
False Kamani trees and 9
Beach Heliotrope trees.

ol

The applicant plans to repair and restore the existing road-
way that has been washed out in certain areas and provide re-
taining walls to protect the roadway during heavy rains.

The applicant plans to remove additional ironwood trees
on the upper slopes of Moloa‘a Bay Ranch and replace them
with False Kamani trees or Beach Heliotrope trees. These iron-
wood trees are an invasive species that drops needles that cover
large areas of soil and restricts growth of ground cover which
leads to serious erosion problems.

The applicant plans to install a 3-rail perimeter security
fencing (4-foot height) to delineate the mauka boundary of an
existing trail used by the public.

Project Site




Shoreline Certification Applications

Pursuant to § 13-222-12, HAR the following shoreline certification applications are available for inspection at the DLNR District Land
Offices on Kaua‘i, Hawai‘i and Maui and at Room 220, 1151 Punchbowl St., Honolulu, O‘ahu (Tel: 587-0414). All comments shall be submitted in
writing to the State Land Surveyor, 1151 Punchbowl Street, Room 210, Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96813 and postmarked no later than fifteen (15) calendar

DEecemBER 8, 2005

days from the date of the public notice of the application. If there are any questions, please call Nick Vaccaro at (808) 587-0384.

File No. Date Location Applicant/Owner TMK

MO-093 | 11/28/05 | Land Court Application 632 (Map 16), land situated at Akamai Land 5-3-06: 06
Kaunakakai, Island of Moloka‘i, Hawai‘i Surveyor/Richard Young
Address: Vacant Lot
Purpose: SMA/Building Permit

OA-1065 | 11/28/05 | Lot 45 Mokule‘ia Beach Subdivision (F.P. 863), land DJNS Surveying & Mapping, | 6-8-12: 45
situated at Kamananui, Wai‘alua, Island of O‘ahu, Hawai‘i | Inc./Thomas P. Madison
Address: 68-243 Au Street
Purpose: Sale of Property

MA-334 | 11/28/05 | Lot 3, Olowalu Makai-Komohana Subdivision, land R.T Tanaka Engineers, 4-8-03: 05
situated at Olowalu, Lahaina, Island of Maui, Hawai‘i Inc./Laird Family Trust portion
Address: Honoapi‘ilani Highway
Purpose: Determine Setback

HA-308 11/28/05 | Land Commission Award 5672, Apana 1, land situated at Wes Thomas & 7-8-14: 07
Kahalu‘u, Island of Hawai‘i, Hawai‘i Associates/Burt Weiss
Address: 78-6666 Ali‘i Drive
Purpose: Building Permit

HA-309 11/28/05 | Land Commission Award 5680, Apana 2, land situated at Wes Thomas & 7-7-10: 13
Kapala‘ala‘ea 1%, North Kona, Island of Hawai‘i, Hawai‘i | Associates/Bradford and
Address: Vacant Lot Vicki Picking
Purpose: Building Permit

HA-310 11/28/05 | Lot 66 of Pu‘ako Beach Lots, land situated at Lalamilo, Wes Thomas & 6-9-03: 05
Waimea, South Kohala, Island of Hawai‘i, Hawai‘i Associates/Mike Adams
Address: 69-1688 Pu‘ako Road
Purpose: Building Permit

MA-335 | 11/28/05 | Lots 98, 101 and 102, Land Court Application 1744 (Map | Austin, Tsutsumi & 4-4-14: 03,
86), land situated at Honokowai, Ka‘anapali, Lahaina, Associates, Inc./SVO Pacific, | 04 and 05
Island of Maui, Hawai‘i Inc.
Address: Kaia Ala Drive, Lahaina
Purpose: Determine Setback

MA-336 | 11/28/05 | Lot 3, Olowalu Makai-Komohana Subdivision, land R.T Tanaka Engineers, 4-8-03: 05
situated at Olowalu, Lahaina, Island of Maui, Hawai‘i Inc./Olowalu Ekolu, LLC and 06
Address: Honoapi‘ilani Highway
Purpose: Determine Setback

The Environmental Notice
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Shoreline Certifications and Rejections

Pursuant to §813-222-26, HAR the following shorelines have been proposed for certification or rejection by the DLNR. Any person or agency
wishing to appeal a proposed shoreline certification or rejection shall file a notice of appeal in writing with the department no later than 20 calendar
days from the date of the public notice of the proposed shoreline certification or rejection. The Notice of appeal shall be sent to the Board of Land

and Natural Resources, 1151 Punchbowl Street, Room 220, Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96813.

Seasons Greetings from the Environmental Council

File No. Proposed Location Applicant/Owner TMK
OA-1043 Proposed Shoreline Lots 18-1 and 19-F of Land Court Application 242, Land Walter P. 9-1-23: 15
Certification situated at Pu‘uloa, ‘Ewa, Island of O‘ahu, Hawai‘i Thompson/
Appealed By Address: 91-201 ‘Ewa Beach Road Warren Cole
Applicant 11/10/05 Purpose: Building Permit
OA-1047 Proposed Shoreline Lots 4-A, 4 and 29 Section “A”, Wai‘alae Beach Lots, land Walter P. 3-5-05: 05
Certification situated at Wai‘alae, Honolulu, Island of O‘ahu, Hawai‘i Thompson, and 08
Address: 4671 Kahala Avenue Inc./Up Front
Purpose: Building Permit Group Co. Ltd
OA-1048 | Proposed Shoreline Lot 1 of the Kaluanui Beach Lots Section "A", land situated at Wesley Tengan/ 5-3-08: 08
Certification Kaluanui, Ko‘olauloa, Island of O‘ahu, Hawai‘i Chris Nowicki
Address: 53-597 Kamehameha Highway
Purpose: Building Permit
OA-1052 | Proposed Shoreline Lot 1477 of Land Court Consolidation 23 (Map 24), land Wesley T. Tengan/ | 5-4-12: 84
Certification situated at Kaipapau, Ko‘olauloa, Island of O*ahu, Hawai‘i David and Charlen
Address: 54-309 Kamehameha Highway Furuto
Purpose: Building Permit
MO-091 Proposed Shoreline Lot 39 of Land Court Application 1867 (Map 2), land situated Newcomer-Lee/ 5-4-17: 37
Certification at Kawela, Island of Moloka‘i, Hawai‘i Akiyo Murata and
Address: Kamehameha V Highway Tan Altinbay
Purpose: Building Permit
MO-092 Proposed Shoreline Lot 2-B-1 of The Kapa‘akea Homesteads, land situated at Newcomer-Lee/ 5-4-05: 37
Certification Kapa‘akea, Island of Moloka‘i, Hawai‘i Gayla L. Mowst
Address: Kamehameha V Highway (Lessee)
Purpose: Building Permit

It’s that time of year the Environmental Council would like to wish you all a safe and happy holiday season. The Council will be
on recess for the next two months the next planned council meeting will be February 8, 2006. The agenda will be online approximately
a week before the meeting date. The meeting notices and agenda of the Environmental Council are also available on the State's
Calendar Meeting Announcements Internet Website at the following Uniform Resource Locator (URL):

http://mww.ehawaiigov.org/serv/eventcal ?PF=hic&Clist=81& _action=View+Calendar.

. The Environmental Notice
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Special Management Area (SMA) Minor Permits

Pursuant to Hawai‘i Revised Statute (HRS) 205A-30, the following is a list of SMA Minor permits that have been approved or are pending
by the respective county/state agency. For more information about any of the listed permits, please contact the appropriate county/state Planning
Department. City & County of Honolulu (523-4131); Hawai‘i County (961-8288); Kaua‘i County (241-6677); Maui County (270-7735);
Kaka‘ako Special Design District (587-2878).

SPECIAL MANAGEMENT AREA (SMA) MINOR PERMITS

Location (TMK)

Description (File No.)

Applicant/Agent

O‘ahu: Hau‘ula (5-3-6-63& 64)

Install 2 septic tank systems (2005/SMA-90)

Queen Liliuokalani Children’s Center

Kaua‘i: Kekaha (1-1-1-1)

Photo voltaic power system
(SMA(M)2006-17)

DOE/Bruce Robinson

Kaua‘i: Port Allen (2-1-3-7)

Fuel storage facility upgrade
(SMA(M)2006-18)

Chevron Products Co.

Maui: Makena (2-1-7-71) Road widening & related improvements Cella, Robert
(SM2 20050146)
Maui: Kihei (3-9-18-14) 2 lot subdivision (SM@ 20050147) Day, David

Maui: (3-9-4-48)

Comfort station at Kama‘ole 11 Park

County Department of Parks &

(SM2 20050150)

(SM2 20050148) Recreation

Maui: Lahaina (4-5-3-7) Bedroom addition & covered lanai Hunton Conrad & Associates, Inc.
(SM2 20050149)

Maui: Lahaina (4-4-8-5) Temporary tent for Maui Invitational event Sheraton Maui resorts

Maui: Wailea (2-1-23-5)

Alterations & repairs (SM2 20050151)

Wailea Construction, Inc.

Maui: Kahului (3-7-2-20 & 25) | Interior tenant improvements Foodland Supermarket, Ltd.
(SM2 20050152)
Maui: Hana (1-4-8-1) Extend utility line to Hanedoo road Stice, Gary
(SM2 20050153)
Maui: Lahaina (4-3-3-109) Craft fair at Napili Plaza (SM2 20050154) Maui Family Support Services, Inc.
Maui: Hana (1-2-3-5) Hana Fantasy flower stand (SM2 20050155) | Cuffe (SYKOS) Susan M
Maui: Lahaina (4-2-1-32) Bender family renovation (SM2 20050156) Kimmey, Marie

Maui: (4-5-13-17)

After the fact Ohana unit & garage
(SM2 20050157)

Rawlings, Hana

Maui: Lahaina (4-4-8-1)

Whalers Village Shopping Center
renovations (SM2 20050158)

Consolidated Builders, Inc.

Maui: Wailuku (3-3-10-12)

Dwelling addition (SM2 20050160)

Bautista, Joseph

Maui: Lahaina (4-4-6-11)

Apartment alteration (SM2 20050161)

Rabow, Joe & Gina

Hawai‘i: Kohala (5-3-7-22, 23,
25 & 26)

Paving access roadway, replace gate,
landscaping & after-the-fact underground
utilities (SMM 05-18)

EWM Investments, LLC, Charles
Anderson, Lisa Anderson & Terry
Lynn Harrison

Hawai‘i: N. Kona (7-7-4-26)

Demo and remove existing structures &
remove solid refuse materials & debris

Wayne Blasman

(SMM 05-19)
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Department of Health Permits

The following three pages contain a list of some pollution control permits currently before the State Department of Health. For more
information about any of the listed permits, please contact the appropriate branch or office of the Environmental Management Division at 919 Ala
Moana Boulevard, Honolulu. Abbreviations are as follows: CAB - Clean Air Branch; CD - comments due; CSP - Covered Source Permit; CWB -
Clean Water Branch; 1 - issued; SHWB - Solid and Hazardous Waste Branch; SDWB - Safe Drinking Water Branch; N - none; NPDES - National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System under the Federal Clean Water Act; R - received; T - temporary; UIC - Underground Injection Control; NA

- not applicable.

Clean Air Branch

Br. Permit Pertinent
Type Applicant & Permit Number Project Location Date Proposed Use
CAB, American Hauling, Inc. Various Temporary Sites, Issued: 220 TPH Powerscreen
586-4200, | NSP 0450-01-NT State of Hawaii 11/7/05
T-NCSP (Renewal) Initial Location: Vicinity of
Kawailoa Refuse Center,
Kawailoa, Oahu
CAB, Royal Contracting Beyond the end of Makakilo Comments | 280 tph Jaw Crusher with a 300
586-4200, | Company, Ltd. Drive, Kapolei, O‘ahu Due: bhp Diesel Engine
T-CSP CSP 0586-01-CT 12/14/05
CAB, Grace Pacific Corporation Halawa Valley Road, Aiea, Issued: 186 TPH Hot Drum Mix Asphalt
586-4200, | CSP 0036-01-CT O‘ahu 11/21/05 Plant
T-CSP (Amendment)
CAB, Grace Pacific Corporation 91-920 Farrington Highway, Issued: 334 TPH Hot Mix Asphalt
586-4200, | CSP 0045-02-CT Kapolei, O‘ahu 11/21/05 Facility
T-CSP (Amendment)
CAB, Grace Pacific Corporation Kapa‘a Quarry, Kailua, O‘ahu | Issued: 300 TPH Asphalt Plant
586-4200, | CSP 0522-01-C 11/21/05
T-CSP (Amendment)
CAB, Equilon Enterprises, LLC 3145 Wa'‘apa Road, Lihue, Issued: Nawiliwili Petroleum Terminal
586-4200, | NSP 0262-02-N Kaua‘i 11/22/05
NCSP (Madification)
CAB, U.S. Navy PHNSY & IMF PHNSY & IMF PHNC, Pearl [ Comments | One (1) 3,500 Gallon Electrolyte
586-4200, | PHNC Harbor, O*ahu Due: Mixing Tank and Two (2) Paint
CSP CSP 0105b-01-C 12/30/05 Spray Rooms
(Renewal)
CAB, Equilon Enterprises, LLC Hilo Distribution Terminal, Comments | Above Ground Petroleum Storage
586-4200, | CSP 0072-01-C 661 Kalani‘ana‘ole Avenue, Due: Tanks Nos. 1, 4, 6, 7, and 8 with
CSP (Modification) Hilo, Hawai‘i 12/30/05 Internal Floating Roofs and Tank
Truck Load Rack

Page 16 -
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Conservations District Use Permit

Persons interested in commenting on the following Conservation District Use Application (Department Permit) must submit
comments to the Department of Land and Natural Resources. Also, anyone interested in receiving notification of determination on
Conservation District Use Applications (Department Permits) must submit requests to DLNR that include the following information:

1. Name and address of the requestor.
2. The permit for which the requestor would like to receive notice, notice of determination; and
3. The date the notice was initially published in the Environmental Notice.
Both comments and requests for notification of determinations must be submitted to DLNR within thirty days from the initial
date that the notice was published in the Environmental Notice. Please send comments and requests to:
State of Hawai'i
Department of Land and Natural Resources
Office of Conservation and Coastal Lands
1151 Punchbowl Street, Room 131
Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96813

While DLNR will make every effort to notify those interested in the subject CDUA, it is not obligated to notify any person not
strictly complying with the above requirements. For more information please contact Dawn Hegger at 587-0380 or Kimberly Mills at
587-0382.

Papipi Road Improvements

File No.: CDUA OA-3266
Applicant: Haseko (‘Ewa) Inc.
Location: ‘Ewa District, O‘ahu
TMK: (1) 91-1—:002 and 003

Proposed Action: Drainage system improvements

343, HRS

Determination: Final Environmental Assessment was pub-
lished in OEQC’s March 23, 2005 Environmen-
tal Notice

Contact: Linnel Nishioka, (528-4200)

Queen Ka‘ahumanu Highway Widening
Project, Phase |

File No.: CDUAHA-3267

Applicant: State Department of Transportations, Highway
Division

Location: Henry Street to Ke*alakehe Parkway, Hawai ‘i

TMK: (3) 7-4-020 parcel 22

Proposed Action: Street widening improvements

343, HRS

Determination: Final Environmental Assessment was pub-
lished in OEQC’s July 23, 1996 Environmental
Notice

Contact: Neal Fukumoto, P.E., (536-4495)
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4D Impact Analysis (Second in a series)

Without some provision for exempting actions that have minimal or no significant effect on the environmental, any use of state
or county funds or lands such as a state purchase order for office supplies or a landscaping a parcel of county land would require the
preparation of an environmental assessment. From a practical standpoint, this is clearly spartan. The preparation of an environmental
assessment for each purchase order or landscaping job would “frustrate” legitimate government activity. How then, does one

determine whether an action requires an environmental assessment?

The following questions should be asked:
(1) Is the action a part of a larger project?

(2) Is the action a necessary precedent for a larger project?

(3) Does implementation of the action represent a commitment to a larger project?
(4) Is the action in a sensitive environmental setting such as a flood plain, wetland, beach and coastal area, geologically unstable
area (such as at the base of hill subject to mass wasting), safe or critical habitats or estuarine environments?

The first three questions above deal with the nexus of the action in relationship to a larger project. The last question above deals
with the action in the context of sensitive environments. If the sense to any of the above questions if affirmative, one should not
generally consider exempting the action from the preparation of an environmental assessment. Early consultation and research should
then follow leading up to the preparation of an environmental assessment.

Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for Bottomfish Multi-Species Stock Complex

Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
and regulations published by the Council on Environmental Qual-
ity (40 CFR part 1505), NMFS, in coordination with the Western
Pacific Fishery Management Council (Council), is preparing a
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS). The SEIS
will supplement the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)
Bottomfish and Seamount Groundfish Fishery of the Western
Pacific Region. The SEIS will analyze a range of alternatives to
end overfishing in the bottomfish species complex in the Hawai-
ian Archipelago. The dates, times and locations for upcoming
public scoping meetings are as follows: (1) HILO, Monday, Janu-
ary 09, 2006, from 6:00 P.M. until 9:00 P.M. in the evening at the
University of Hawaii-Hilo Campus Center, 200 W. Kawili Street;
(2) KONA, Tuesday, January 10, 2006, from 6:00 P.M. until 9:00
P.M. in the evening at the King Kamehameha Hotel, 75-5660 Palani
Road, Kona; (3) KAHULUI, Wednesday, January 11, 2006, from
6:00 P.M. until 9:00 P.M. in the evening at the Maui Beach Hotel,
170 Kaahumanu Ave., Kahului; (4) HONOLULU, Thursday, Janu-
ary 12, 2006, from 6:00 P.M. until 9:00 P.M. in the evening at the
Ala Moana Hotel, 410 Atkinson Drive, Honolulu; (5) LIHUE, Fri-
day, January 13, 2006, from 6:00 P.M. until 9:00 P.M. in the evening
at Chiefess Kamakahelei Middle School, 4431 Nuhou Street, Lihue.

To receive a copy of the Draft SEIS, please provide your name
and address in writing to the point of contact identified in this
notice. Comments on the issues, range of alternatives, and im-
pacts that should be analyzed in the SEIS must be received by
January 16, 2006. Submit written comment or requests to be added
to the mailing list for this SEIS to William L. Robinson, Regional
Administrator, NMFS, Pacific Islands Region, 1601 Kapiolani
Blvd., Suite 1110, Honolulu HI 96814; or to Kitty Simonds, Execu-
tive Director, Council, 1164 Bishop St. Suite 1400, Honolulu, HI
96813. Comments or requests may also be sent via facsimile (fax)
to the Pacific Islands Regional Office at (808) 973-2941 or to the
Council at (808) 522-8228. You may also submit comments via
email at PirBottomfishNOl@noaa.gov or through the Federal
eRulemaking Portal at http://mww.regulations.gov. The Council’s
scoping document on the overfishing determination for the
bottomfish species complex in the Hawaiian Archipelago may
also be obtained from the Council’s office at the address above
or via the Internet at http://www.wpcouncil.org. For more infor-
mation contact William L. Robinson, Regional Administrator,
NMFS, (808) 973-2937 or Kitty Simonds, Executive Director, Coun-
cil, (808) 522-8220 (see, 70 F.R. 71258, November 28, 2005).
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YES... WANT TO REMAIN ON YOUR MAILING LIST

I
The Environmental Notice

To continue receiving The Environmental Notice, complete and send this form by January 1,
2006 or you will be dropped from the mailing list. This is your last reminder if you haven’t done
so already.

You have three options to get your response to us before the deadline 1) fax a copy of this form
to (808) 586-4186, 2) email a note with your current mailing address as seen on your label and if
necessary any corrections to oegc@doh.hawaii.gov or 3) mail the form to:

Office of Environmental Quality Control
235 S. Beretania Street, Room 702
Honolulu, Hawai i 96813

Please keep me on The Environmental Notice subscribers list.

Please remove my name from the mailing list.

I will continue to read The Environmental Notice on your website instead. You may
add me to your email notification list; | understand that this is just a notification that your
new notice has been posted. My email address is:

Name:

Company Name:

Address:

City, State, Zip code:

Email Address:

Comment(s):

. Office of Environmental Quality Control . Page 19



State of Hawaii
Department of Health
Office of Environmental Quality Control
235 S. Beretania Street, Suite 702
Honolulu, HI 96813



Public Involvement List

Speakers Bureau
Neighborhood Boards
Community Updates

Public Displays






2006

Thursday, January 12

Tuesday, January 17
Tuesday, January 24

Tuesday, January 24
Wednesday, January 25
Friday, January 27
Thursday, February 2
Saturday, February 4
Wednesday, February 8
Wednesday, February 8
Friday, February 10
Friday, February 10

Monday, February 13
Friday, February 17

Tuesday, February 21
Tuesday, February 21

Wednesday, February 22
Wednesday, February 22
Wednesday, February 22
Wednesday, February 22

Thursday, February 23
Friday, February 24

Hawaii Developers Council & Land Use Research
Foundation

Kapolei Villages Board of Directors

West Oahu Economic Development Association Board
of Directors

Appraisal Institute of Hawaii

Kaneohe Business Group

Kiwanis Honolulu

Chamber Board & Business Roundtable Board
Japanese Women Society Board of Directors

Rotary Club of Waikiki

Village Park Community Association

DTS - Traffic Signals and Technology Division
Native Hawaiian Chamber of Commerce - Board of
Directors

Kalihi Palama Community Council

Honolulu Bicycle League

Hawaii Pest Control Association

Senator Fukunaga & Council Member Ann Kobayashi
Transit Town Meeting

Hawaii Transportation Association

Affiliated Chamber of Commerce

APA - Hawaii Chapter

Brian Kanno Community Hour “Rail Transit Route
Selection” Community Meeting

Rotary Club of Wahiawa-Waialua

Outdoor Circle



Monday, February 27
Monday, February 27
Tuesday, February 28

Wednesday, March 1
Thursday, March 2

Tuesday, March 7
Tuesday, March 7
Tuesday, March 14
Wednesday, March 15

Thursday, March 16
Monday, March 20
Tuesday, March 21
Tuesday, March 21
Wednesday, March 22
Friday, March 24
Monday, March 27
Tuesday, March 28
Wednesday, March 29
Wednesday, March 29

Wednesday, March 29
Thursday, March 30
Thursday, March 30
Monday, April 10
Tuesday, April 11

Senator Fukunaga & Council Member Ann Kobayashi
Transit Town Meeting

Brian Kanno Community Hour “Rail Transit Route
Selection” Community Meeting

Building Industry Association of Hawaii Board of
Directors

Fort Weaver Road Corridor Residents

American Council of Engineering Companies of Hawaii
(ACECH)

American Public Works Association (APWA)
Building Industry Association of Hawaii

Rotary Club of Wai‘anae Coast

Hawaii Hotel Lodging Association & Waikiki
Improvement Association

Women In Construction (NAWIC)

Pearl City Community Association

Building Owners & Managers Association (BOMA)
Pearl City Neighborhood Board

American Society of Landscape Architects (ASLA)
Rotary Club of West Honolulu

Aiea Community Association

Rotary Club of Hawaii Kai

Uraku Tower Owners Association Board

Joint Legislative Transportation Committee Meeting
Senator Lorraine Inouye & Rep. Joseph Souki
Transit Advisory Solutions Committee (TSAC)
Honolulu Retail Association Board of Directors
Rotary Club of Ala Moana

Mercury Business Association

Honolulu Board of Realtors



Tuesday, April 11 Hawaii Highway Users Alliance Board of Directors

Thursday, April 13 Rotary Club of Metropolitan Honolulu

Thursday, April 13 Downtown Exchange Club

Thursday, April 13 Kane‘ohe Kiwanis Club

Thursday, April 13 Salt Lake Neighborhood Board

Wednesday, April 19 Kapolei Neighborhood Board’s - Transportation
Committee

Wednesday, April 19 OMPO - Citizens Advisory Committee

Thursday, April 20 Sierra Club Board of Directors

Sunday, April 23 Kapolei Hawaiian Civic Club

Wednesday, April 26 Rotary Club of West Pearl Harbor

Wednesday, April 26 Manoa-Waioli Lions Club

Thursday, April 27 Waipahu Neighborhood Board

Friday, April 28 TheBus - Kalihi Bus Employees

Wednesday, May 3 Kawaiahao Church - Board of Trustees

Wednesday, May 3 Marco Polo Condominium, Residents

Thursday, May 4 Executive Office on Aging

Thursday, May 4 Ewa Neighborhood Board

Thursday, May 4 McCully/Moiliili Neighborhood Board

Thursday, May 4 Downtown Neighborhood Board

Thursday, May 4 Hawaii Wall & Ceiling Industry Association

Friday, May 5 UH - Students, Brown Bag Lunch

Tuesday, May 9 Waikiki Neighborhood Board

Wednesday, May 10 General Contractors Association’s - DOT Committee

Wednesday, May 10 TheBus - Pearl City Facility

Wednesday, May 10 Kukui Plaza Owner’s Association

Wednesday, May 10 Kalihi Valley Neighborhood Board

Thursday, May 11 Palama Settlement (Senior) Presentation

Monday, May 15 Kapahulu Senior Community Center



Tuesday, May 16

Tuesday, May 16
Wednesday, May 17
Wednesday, May 17
Wednesday, May 17
Thursday, May 18
Thursday, May 18
Wednesday, May 24
Wednesday, May 24
Wednesday, May 24
Thursday, May 25
Wednesday, May 31
Thursday, June 1
Monday, June 5
Monday, June 5
Tuesday, June 6
Tuesday, June 6
Tuesday, June 6
Wednesday, June 7
Friday, June 9
Friday, June 9
Tuesday, June 13
Wednesday, June 14
Friday, June 16
Friday, June 16
Monday, June 19
Monday, June 19
Tuesday, June 20
Wednesday, June 21
Wednesday, June 21

Hawaii Alliance for Community-Based Economic
Development Employees (HACBED)

Mililani Mauka Neighborhood Board

Para-Transit (TheBus)

Kaka‘ako Improvement Association Board of Directors
Mililani Town Association

Kiwanis Club, Pearl Harbor

State Council of Hawaiian Homestead Association
Castle & Cooke Homes Hawaii, Residential Department
Lanakila Senior Center (Cultural Club)

Mililani Neighborhood Board

HBR - Windward Regional Meeting

HONBLUE Coffee Hour

Rotary Club of Kapolei

Rotary Club of Pearl Harbor

Engineering Alumni Association of UH, General Meeting
Lee Hopkinson’s Brown Bag

ASCE Younger Member Talk Story

Royal Capitol Plaza - Residents

Dale Oishi’s Brown Bag Coffee Hour

Rotary Club of Pearl Ridge

PBS Island Insight Taping

Pastor Scott’s Coffee Hour

Hawaii Roofing Association

AJA- Honolulu, Regional & Urban Design Committee
Honolulu Board of Realtors - Annual Meeting
Community Updates, Presentation Board Review
Liliha Neighborhood Board

Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Leeward Oahu Transportation Mang. Assn. (LOTMA)
HDOT Meeting



Wednesday, June 21
Thursday, June 22
Friday, June 23
Saturday, June 24
Monday, June 26
Tuesday, June 27 S
Wednesday, June 28
Friday, July 7
Monday, July 10
Tuesday, July 11
Tuesday, July 11
Wednesday, July 12
Thursday, July 13
Thursday, July 13
Friday, July 14
Monday, July 17
Wednesday, July 19
Thursday, July 20
Tuesday, July 25
Tuesday, July 25
Tuesday, July 25
Tuesday, July 25
Wednesday, July 26
Wednesday, July 26
Thursday, July 27
Tuesday, August 1
Tuesday, August 1
Wednesday, August 2
Thursday, August 3
Tuesday, August 8

Kalihi Neighborhood Board

KITV Morning News

Channel Two Morning News

Community Updates — Kapolei Hale
Community Updates - Honolulu Hale

hannon Hines’ Coffee Hour

Community Updates - Aliamanu Middle School
AIA - Honolulu, Mayor’s Luncheon

D.R. Horton, Sales Team Meeting

QK Coffee Hour

Waikiki Neighborhood Board

Mayor’s Town Meeting - Hawaii Kai
Kamehameha Highway Task Force

Waimanu Condominium AOAO

Pacific Century Fellows — Transportation Day
Castle & Cooke Homes Hawaii, Inc - Sales Team
Kailua Chamber of Commerce

Moiliili Resident Mangers Association

ASUH Senate

Ala Moana Neighborhood Board

Makakilo (& Kapolei) Lions Club

KZOO Radio Interview

Hawaii Telecommunications Association
Kaka‘ako Improvement Association

North Shore Chamber of Commerce

Building Management Hawaii Magazine
Wai‘anae Neighborhood Board

HCDA Board Members & Staff

McCully Neighborhood Board

Ala Moana Shopping Center, Merchants Association



Tuesday, August 8
Thursday, August 10
Thursday, August 10

Monday, August 14
Tuesday, August 15
Tuesday, August 15
Wednesday, August 16
Thursday, August 17
Thursday, August 17
Thursday, August 17
Thursday, August 17
Thursday, August 17
Tuesday, August 22
Tuesday, August 22
Wednesday, August 23
Thursday, August 24
Friday, August 25
Friday, August 25
Monday, August 28
Tuesday, August 29
Wednesday, August 30
Wednesday, August 30
Friday, September 1
Tuesday, September 5
Tuesday, September 5

Wednesday, September 6
Wednesday, September 6

Thursday, September 7
Thursday, September 7

Community Update - Mililani

CCPI (Cement & Concrete Products Industry)
Diamond Head/Kapahulu/St. Louis Heights
Neighborhood Board

Community Update - E. Honolulu
Transportation Task Force - Todd Apo
Construction Specifications Institute (CSI)
Waikiki Hotel Owners

East Honolulu Board of Realtors

PBN - Howard Dicus (Taping)

Native Hawaiian Chamber of Commerce Membership
Hawaii Business News - Editorial Staff

CIRE - Christians in Real Estate

Richard Dunn’s Coffee Hour

Waikiki Residents Association

The Society of Financial Service Professionals
Pearl Harbor Historic Site/Kamehameha Hwy Task Force
APA/AIA Design Dialogue Meeting

Voter Viewpoint: Traffic & Transit - Panel Taping
Community Update - Kalihi

Hawaii Kai Neighborhood Board

BIA - Tax Director County Surcharge Mtg.
Washington Intermediate Teachers & Staff

Rotary Club of West Honolulu

Kapolei High School Faculty & Staff

Envision Hawaii

Sharene Tam’s Coffee Hour

ACECH and C&C Annual Symposium

Chinatown Landowner’s Association

Downtown Neighborhood Board



Saturday, September 9
Monday, September 11
Wednesday, September 13
Wednesday, September 13
Wednesday, September 13
Wednesday, September 13
Thursday, September 14
Thursday, September 14
Thursday, September 14
Monday, September 18
Monday, September 18
Tuesday, September 19
Tuesday, September 19
Wednesday, September 20
Wednesday, September 20
Wednesday, September 20
Thursday, September 21
Thursday, September 21
Tuesday, September 26
Tuesday, September 26
Wednesday, September 27

Thursday, September 28
Friday, September 29
Saturday, September 30
Monday, October 2
Wednesday, October 4
Wednesday, October 4
Thursday, October 5
Monday, October 9

Japanese Women’s Society Board

Kalihi Palama Community Council

Salt Lake Shopping Center Merchants

Waipahu High School Faculty & Staff

Kapiolani Community College - Chancellors
Kalihi Valley Neighborhood Board

HGEA Retirees Unit

UH Manoa Groups - Transit Briefing

Rep Scott Saiki & Sen. Fukunaga Neighborhood Mtg.
Community Update - UH Manoa

Community Update - Waipahu

American Planning Association (APA & ASLA)
Community Update - Ewa

Campbell High School - Teachers & Staff

OMPO - CAC

Community Update — Pearl City/ Aiea

Hotel Owners Roundtable - Follow up Mtg.
Chamber of Commerce Board

Waikiki Business Brown Bag

Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Kapi‘olani Community College - Public Service Forum
“O‘ahu Mass Transit Alternatives”

Waipahu Neighborhood Board

UH Architect 401, Presentation/ Briefing
Charrette - UH Architect 401, Urban Design Studio
Rick Hobson’s Coffee Hour

Jennifer Zerfoss’ Coffee Hour

HCPA/PACGEO

Downtown Neighborhood Board

Aiea Neighborhood Board



Tuesday, October 10
Tuesday, October 10
Wednesday, October 11
Thursday, October 12
Thursday, October 12
Friday, October 13
Monday, October 16
Monday, October 16
Tuesday, October 17
Tuesday, October 17

Wednesday, October 18
Wednesday, October 18
Thursday, October 19
Friday, October 20
Monday, October 23
Tuesday, October 24
Tuesday, October 24
Tuesday, October 24
Thursday, October 26
Monday, October 30
Monday, October 30
Tuesday, October 31
Tuesday, October 31, 2006
Wednesday, November 1
Thursday, November 2
Thursday, November 2
Tuesday, November 7 - 9
Wednesday, November 8
Wednesday, November 8

Environet’s Brown Bag

Hawaii Business Round Table

Kalihi Valley Neighborhood Board

Hawaii Tourism Authority Board of Directors
Salt Lake/Aliamanu Neighborhood Board
Pearlridge Shopping Center Merchants
Moili‘ili Community Center - Board

Hawaii Society of Anthurium

Hawaii Society of Corporate Planners Lunch
Waipahu Legislative Town Meeting, Rep. Jon Rikki
Karamatsu

Rotary Club of Waikiki

Honolulu Transportation Commission
Hawaii Society of Healthcare Engineers
KZOO Radio Interview - Danny Oshita, 2nd time
Chamber’s Transportation Forum
Community Update - Windward

Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Ala Moana Lions Club

Japanese Chamber of Commerce

Hawaii Developer’s Council

Community Update - Waianae, Mayor’s Town Meeting

Dean Masai’s Coffee Hour

Harbor Square AOAO Association
Manoa Neighborhood Board

KITV Morning Show

KUMU - Mayor

AFCEA Conference

UH Fiscal & Administrative Officers
UH - World Town Planning Day



Wednesday, November 8
Thursday, November 9
Thursday, November 9
Monday, November 13
Tuesday, November 14
Tuesday, November 14
Wednesday, November 15
Thursday, November 16
Thursday, November 16
Friday, November 17
Monday, November 20
Tuesday, November 21
Tuesday, November 21
Tuesday, November 21
Wednesday, November 22
Friday, November 24
Monday, November 27
Tuesday, November 28
Tuesday, November 28
Monday, December 4
Tuesday, December 5
Wednesday, December 6
Thursday, December 7
Thursday, December 7
Monday, December 11
Monday, December 11
Thursday, December 14
Wednesday, December 19
Wednesday, December 20
Thursday, December 21

Community Meeting - La‘ie

Adhoc Design Committee - AIA/APA/ASLA/ULI
DH/Kapahulu/St. Louis Hts Neighborhood Board
C&C - Public Outreach Meeting

Hawaii Business Roundtable w/ Mayor
BIA-Hawaii, Government Relations Committee
Nami’s Brown Bag - TheBus

C&C - Public Outreach Meeting

Maikiki Neighborhood Board

C&C - Public Outreach Meeting

C&C - Public Outreach Meeting

C&C - Public Outreach Meeting

Ewa Transportation Coalition Meeting
Nu‘uanu Neighborhood Board

C&C - Public Outreach Meeting

Report on AA Broadcast

C&C - Public Outreach Meeting

Ala Moana Neighborhood Board

Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Kalihi Palama Community Council

Hawaiian Airlines

Manoa Neighborhood Board

Downtown Neighborhood Board

Kailua Neighborhood Board

Chinese Chamber of Commerce

SAME - Society of American Military Engineers
Ewa Neighborhood Board

KHON 2 - Forum on Rail Transit Taping
KHON 2 - Forum on Rail Transit

Makiki Neighborhood Board



2007

Thursday, January 4
Thursday, January 4
Tuesday, January 16
Wednesday, January 17
Wednesday, January 17
Thursday, January 18
Thursday, January 18
Friday, January 19
Tuesday, January 23
Tuesday, January 23
Wednesday, January 24
Thursday, January 25
Wednesday, January 31
Thursday, February 1
Thursday, February 1
Thursday, February 1
Tuesday, February 6
Wednesday, February 7
Thursday, February 8

Thursday, February 8
Thursday, February 8

Friday, February 9
Monday, February 12

Moiliili Neighborhood Board

Downtown Neighborhood Board

Pearl City Neighborhood Board - Pre Meeting
UH 506 Studio Seminar

Kalihi Palama Neighborhood Board
Waialae-Kahala Neighborhood Board
Makiki/Lower Punchbowl/Tantalus N.Board
West Oahu Day

Honolulu Japanese CoC- SBA Committee
Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Mililani Neighborhood Board

Waipahu Neighborhood Board

Joint House/Senate Transportation Committee Meeting
McCully/Moiliili Neighborhood Board
Downtown Neighborhood Board

Kailua Neighborhood Board

Wai‘anae Neighborhood Board #24

Manoa Neighborhood Board #5

Diamond Head/Kapahulu/St. Louis Heights
Neighborhood Board #5

Ewa Neighborhood Board #23

Aliamanu/Salt Lake/Foster Village Neighborhood
Board #18

Kapolei High School Students

Kroc Center Management Briefing



Tuesday, February 13

Wednesday, February 14
Wednesday, February 14

Thursday, February 15
Thursday, February 15
Thursday, February 15

Friday, February 16
Tuesday, February 20
Tuesday, February 20

Tuesday, February 20
Tuesday, February 20

Wednesday, February 21
Wednesday, February 21

Thursday, February 22
Friday, February 23
Tuesday, February 27
Tuesday, February 27
Thursday, March 1
Thursday, March 1
Monday, March 5
Wednesday, March 7
Friday, March 9
Monday, March 12
Monday, March 12
Wednesday, March 14
Thursday, March 15
Thursday, March 15
Thursday, March 15

Special Joint Meeting - Transportation & Budget
Committee, City Council

Kaka‘ako Improvement Association
Kalihi Valley Neighborhood Board #16
Waialae-Kahala Neighborhood Board #3
Kane‘ohe Neighborhood Board #30

Makiki/Lower Punchbowl/Tantalus Neighborhood

Board #10

Outdoor Circle - Board of Director
Mayor’s Meeting

Mililani Mauka/Launani Valley Neighborhood
Board #35

Nu‘uvanu/Punchbowl Neighborhood Board #12
Pearl City NB Committee Meeting
Kaimuki Neighborhood Board #4
Kalihi/Palama Neighborhood Board #15
Waipahu Neighborhood Board

OTS, The Bus

Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Ala Moana Neighborhood Board
McCully/Moiliili Neighborhood Board #8
Kailua Neighborhood Board #31

Ho‘opili CAG, D.R. Horton

Manoa Neighborhood Board #7

UH 56 Studio Mid-Term Review

Rotary Club, Honolulu Sunrise

Aiea Neighborhood Board

Kalihi Valley Neighborhood Board, #16

ULI - Young Leaders Group, Transit Series Part I of III.

Waialae-Kahala Neighborhood Board, #3

Makiki/Lower Punchbowl Neighborhood Board, #10



Tuesday, March 20
Thursday, March 22
Thursday, March 22
Friday, March 23

Monday, March 26
Tuesday, March 27
Wednesday, March 28
Wednesday, March 28
Wednesday, March 28
Wednesday, March 28
Thursday, March 29
Thursday, March 29
Tuesday, April 3
Wednesday, April 4
Monday, April 9
Tuesday, April 10

Thursday, April 12
Thursday, April 12
Thursday, April 12
Wednesday, April 18
Wednesday, April 18
Thursday, April 19
Tuesday, April 24
Tuesday, April 24
Wednesday, April 25
Wednesday, April 25
Wednesday, April 25
Thursday, April 26

Mililani Mauka/Launani Valley, #35

Waipahu Neighborhood Board

KZOO Radio

HEPEC - Hawai‘i Emergency Preparedness
Executive Committee Meeting

Kuhié Day

Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Scoping Meeting - Agency

Scoping Meeting - Kapolei

Kapolei Neighborhood Board

Mililani Neighborhood Board

Scoping Meeting - Honolulu

Monthly City Council Hearing

Informational Meeting - Salt Lake

Manoa Neighborhood Board

Aiea Neighborhood Board

Briefing for Francis Nakamoto of Congresswoman
Hirono’s Office

Ewa Neighborhood Board

Aliamanu/Salt Lake Neighborhood Board

ULI - Young Leaders Group, Transit Series Part II of III.
OMPO - CAC

UH College of Engineering: Sustainable Engineering
Maikiki Neighborhood Board

Ala Moana Neighborhood Board

Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Kapolei Neighborhood Board

Mililani Neighborhood Board

Aiea/ Pearl City Community Presentation
Waipahu Neighborhood Board



Thursday, April 26
Thursday, May 3
Wednesday, May 9
Thursday, May 10
Monday, May 14
Wednesday, May 16

Wednesday, May 16
Thursday, May 17
Tuesday, May 22

Tuesday, May 22
Tuesday, May 22
Wednesday, May 23
Wednesday, May 23
Tuesday, June 5
Wednesday, June 6
Tuesday, June 12
Wednesday, June 13
Thursday, June 14
Thursday, June 14
Tuesday, June 19
Tuesday, July 10
Thursday, July 12

Saturday, July 14
Tuesday, July 17
Wednesday, August 8
Sunday, August 12

Hawai‘i Estate Planning Council

McCully/ Moili'ili Neighborhood Board

LOTMA

UH Studio 506 - Final Evaluation

Aiea Neighborhood Board

OMPO - Statewide Transportation Improvement Plan,
Public Meeting

Kalihi-Palama Neighborhood Board

Maikiki Neighborhood Board

OMPO - Statewide Transportation Improvement Plan,
Public Meeting

Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Ala Moana/Kaka'ako Neighborhood Board
Kapolei/Makakiko Neighborhood Board

Mililani Neighborhood Board

Occidental Underwriters

Committee for Accessible Transportation (CAT)
McCully, Mo'ili"ili, Kaka'ako Town Meeting
Malama of Manoa

UHM - Architecture Symposium

Waste Water Symposium, City & County

Nu'uanu Neighborhood Board

HECO Integrated Resource Planning (IRP)

Hotel Industry Annual Trade Show, Hotel & Lodging
Association

TOD Conference, City & County of Honolulu
Nu‘vanu/Punchbowl Neighborhood Board #12
Construction Financial Management Association
Organization of Chinese American Women



Thursday, August 16

Thursday, August 16

Friday/Saturday, August 17 & 18
ATA-Honolulu, Free Public Film/Discussion: TOD

Tuesday, August 21
Tuesday, August 21
Thursday, August 23

Thursday, August 30

Wednesday, September 5
Thursday, September 6
Wednesday, September 12
Thursday, September 13
Thursday, September 13
Saturday, September 15
Tuesday, September 18
Wednesday, September 19
Thursday, September 20
Friday, September 21
Tuesday, September 25
Tuesday, September 25
Wednesday, September 26
Wednesday, September 26
Thursday, September 27
Monday, October 1
Wednesday, October 3
Thursday, October 4
Thursday, October 4

PBS Island Insights - Transportation segments
Overview of Mass Transit

Makiki Neighborhood Board, #10
Kapolei Sunset on the Plain

Nu‘uvanu Neighborhood Board, #12
PBS Island Insights - Transportation Segments
OMPO Transportation Plan
PBS Island Insights - Transportation Segments
Transit Oriented Development

ACEC Workshop, City & County of Honolulu
Hawai‘i Business Roundtable

Kalihi Valley Neighborhood Board
Aliamanu/ Salt Lake Neighborhood Board
Ewa Beach Neighborhood Board

Kapolei Mele

Nu‘uanu Neighborhood Board

Kalihi-Palama Neighborhood Board
Makiki/Punchbowl Neighborhood Board
Sierra Club

DPP Community Workshop #1

Ala Moana/Kaka‘ako Neighborhood Board
“Honolulu Mass Transit: An Update” Forum
Mililani/Waipi‘o Neighborhood Board
Waipahu Neighborhood Board

Coldwell Banker “Towne Meeting”

Manoa Neighborhood Board

McCully Neighborhood Board

Downtown Neighborhood Board



Tuesday, October 9 Waikiki Neighborhood Board

Thursday, October 11 Salt Lake Neighborhood Board

Thursday, October 11 Ewa Neighborhood Board

Thursday, October 11 Diamond Head/Kapahulu/St. Louis
Neighborhood Board

Tuesday, October 16 Mililani Mauka Neighborhood Board

Tuesday, October 16 Nu‘uanu Neighborhood Board

Wednesday, October 17 O‘ahu Retired Association
Wednesday, October 17 Kalihi Neighborhood Board

Thursday, October 18 Makiki Neighborhood Board
Tuesday, October 23 ATA/CSI Pacific Building Trade Expo
Tuesday, October 23 Pearl City Neighborhood Board
Tuesday, October 23 Ala Moana Neighborhood Board

Wednesday, October 24 Kapolei Neighborhood Board
Wednesday, October 24 Mililani Neighborhood Board

Thursday, October 25 Waipahu Neighborhood Board

Saturday, October 27 League of Women Voters

Saturday, October 27 AARP Volunteer Training “Designing Healthy
Neighborhoods Around Transportation,”

Sunday, October 28 ‘Olelo - Channel 49, 7:30 p.m.

Tuesday, October 30 HHFDC

Monday, November 5 Rotary Club of Honolulu Sunrise

Wednesday, November 7 ~ Manoa Neighborhood Board

Wednesday, November 14 ~ TOD Waipahu Community Meeting

Friday, November 16 Rotary Club of Downtown Honolulu

Tuesday, November 27 Ala Moana Neighborhood Board

Wednesday, November 28  Mililani Neighborhood Board

Thursday, November 29 Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Tuesday, December 4 Society for Marketing Professional Services (SMPS)
Wednesday, December 5 Kapolei Neighborhood Board



Thursday, December 6
Thursday, December 6
Thursday, December 6
Monday, December 10
Tuesday, December 11

Wednesday, December 12

Thursday, December 13
Friday, December 14

Wednesday, December 19

Thursday, December 20

2008

Monday, January 7
Tuesday, January 8
Thursday, January 10
Thursday, January 10
Thursday, January 10
Monday, January 14
Tuesday, January 15
Tuesday, January 15
Wednesday, January 16
Thursday, January 17
Tuesday, January 22
Thursday, January 24
Wednesday, January 30
Friday, February 1
Monday, February 5
Thursday, February 7

Chamber of Commerce, Board of Directors

McCully Neighborhood Board

Downtown Neighborhood Board

Honolulu Board of Realtors, City Affairs Committee
East O ahu Breakfast Club

The Mike Buck Radio Show

Salt Lake Neighborhood Board

LURF/LOTMA Board of Directors

Kalihi Neighborhood Board

Makiki Neighborhood Board

KS - Kawaiaha' o Plaza Employees, Brown Bag
RE/MAX Monthly Meeting

AFL-CIO Presentation

Ewa Neighborhood Board

Salt Lake Neighborhood Board

Aiea Neighborhood Board

BIA-Hawaii, Government Affairs

Hawaii Developers Council

Kalihi Neighborhood Board

Makiki Neighborhood Board

Ala Moana Neighborhood Board

BIA Home Building & Remodeling Show

House Transportation Committee - Transit Briefing
Senate Transportation Committee - Transit Briefing
Kalihi Palama Community Council

Downtown Neighborhood Board #13



Monday, February 11
Tuesday, February 12
Thursday, February 14
Thursday, February 14
Friday, February 15
Sunday, February 17
Saturday, February 29
Tuesday, February 19
Tuesday, February 19
Wednesday, February 20
Wednesday, February 20
Wednesday, February 20
Thursday, February 21
Thursday, February 21
Thursday, February 21
Tuesday, February 26
Tuesday, February 26
Tuesday, February 26
Wednesday, February 27
Wednesday, February 27
Thursday, February 28
Thursday, February 28
Monday, March 10
Monday, March 10
Tuesday, March 11
Tuesday, March 11
Tuesday, March 11
Wednesday, March 12
Wednesday, March 12
Wednesday, March 12

Aiea Neighborhood Board

Rotary Club of Hawaii Kai

Ewa Neighborhood Board

Salt Lake Neighborhood Board

Rotary Club of Pearlridge

National Engineers Week, Hawaii Council of
Engineering Display

SAME Luncheon, Engineer’s Week Kick-off
Actus Lend Lease- Regional Leadership Team
Kalihi-Palama Neighborhood Board

Actus - Schofield Construction Office

Rotary Club of Waikiki

Project Management Institute - Part 1 of 2
Makiki/Punchbowl/Tantalus Neighborhood Board
Actus - Hickam Community Center

Actus - Schofield Duckfield Office

Ala Moana Neighborhood Board

Pearl City Neighborhood Board
Makakilo/Kapolei/Honokai Neighborhood Board
Mililani Neighborhood Board

Small Business Hawaii Sunrise Networking Breakfast
Rotary Club of Honolulu Sunset

UH West Oahu Development Team

Community Updates - Technology & Routes
Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

BIA-Hawaii Stew Challenge

UH Cyberpizza w/ Panos

LOTMA

Servco-Pacific Real Estate Division

Mike Buck Radio Show w/ Mayor



Wednesday, March 12
Wednesday, March 12
Wednesday, March 12
Thursday, March 13
Thursday, March 13
Thursday, March 13
Thursday, March 13
Monday, March 17
Monday, March 17
Monday, March 17
Tuesday, March 18
Tuesday, March 18
Tuesday, March 18
Tuesday, March 18
Tuesday, March 18
Thursday, March 20

Thursday, March 20
Friday, March 21
Monday, March 24
Tuesday, March 25
Tuesday, March 25
Tuesday, March 25
Tuesday, March 25
Wednesday, March 26
Wednesday, March 26
Wednesday, March 26
Thursday, March 27
Thursday, March 27
Thursday, March 27

Filipino Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors
FYI - EPA Hearing

Town Meeting with Mark Takai

Hotseat - Rep. Cindy Evans

Community Updates - Technology & Routes

Ewa Neighborhood Board

Salt Lake Neighborhood Board

FHWA - Federal Highway Administration

East Honolulu Rotary Club

Community Updates - Technology & Routes
AARP, Information Meeting. on TOD

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

ASUH Board Meeting

Community Updates - Technology & Routes
Representative Har, Community Meeting
ITE/ASCE Joint Meeting Transportation Committee
(HDOT & City)

Makiki Neighborhood Board

DURP, Urban Transportation Policy & Planning
Congress Transportation Chair Oberstar & Hirono,
Rotary Club of Honolulu

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Ala Moana Neighborhood Board

Pearl City Neighborhood Board

‘Olelo Edits

Mililani Neighborhood Board

Makakilo/Kapolei Neighborhood Board
Ironworkers & Contractors Union Briefing

O’ ahu Credit Union

Waipahu Neighborhood Board



Thursday, March 27

Tuesday, April 1
Thursday, April 3
Thursday, April 3
Thursday, April 3
Thursday, April 3
Thursday, April 3
Thursday, April 3
Friday, April 4
Saturday, April 5
Monday, April 7
Monday, April 7
Tuesday, April 8
Tuesday, April 8
Tuesday, April 8
Tuesday, April 8

Kapolei Neighborhood Board

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Rotary Club of Metropolitan

Rick Hamada Radio Show - Transit

City Council Transportation Committee Meeting
KIPO - Town Square

McCully Neighborhood Board

Downtown Neighborhood Board

ULI - Land Use & Transportation Committee
HSTA Board

Rick Hamada Radio Show - Panos
Community Update - Salt Lake

Rick Hamada Radio Show - Djou

Mayor’s Advisory Committee on Bicycling
Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

BIA Dinner Meeting w/ Mayor

Rick Hamada Radio Show - Slater
C&C, D.H.S - Job Fair (Aloha Airlines)
Mayor’s Town Meeting

Wednesday, April 9
Wednesday, April 9
Wednesday, April 9

Thursday, April 10
Thursday, April 10
Thursday, April 10
Friday, April 11
Monday, April 14
Monday, April 14
Monday, April 14
Monday, April 14
Monday, April 14
Tuesday, April 15

Rick Hamada Radio Show - Transit

Island Insight - Dan Boyland w/ Mayor

Salt Lake Neighborhood Board

ATA-Honolulu, Member Town Mtg w/ Toru Hamayasu
Rotary Club of Honolulu Sunrise

Union Meeting

Honolulu Community College (ASUH-HCC)

Mayor’s Town Meeting - Hawai‘i Kai

Aiea Neighborhood Board

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit



Tuesday, April 15 American Public Works Association

Wednesday, April 16 Hawaii Business Roundtable, et al. “Honolulu’s Rail
Transit, O‘ahu’s Economy & Federal Funding” w/
Norman Mineta

Thursday, April 17 Rick Hamada Radio Show - Transit

Thursday, April 17 Rotary Club of Ala Moana Rotary

Thursday, April 17 Women in Construction (NAWIC)

Thursday, April 18 Makiki Neighborhood Board

Friday, April 18 Rotary Club of West Honolulu Rotary

Friday, April 18 KCC - Student Congress

Sunday, April 19 Kapolei Hawaiian Civic Club

Tuesday, April 22 Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Wednesday, April 23 TOD - Waipahu Community Meeting

Wednesday, April 23 Kapolei Neighborhood Board

Thursday, April 24 May - ‘Olelo DUE

Monday, April 28 Rick Hamada Radio Show - Transit Debate w/ Slater

Monday, April 28 Mayor’s Town Meeting - Haleiwa

Tuesday, April 29 Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Tuesday, April 29 Ewa Transportation Coalition

Tuesday, April 29 Plaza Landmark Condo - Salt Lake

Monday, March 3to Wednesday, April 30 Satellite City Hall at Ala Moana Exhibit

Thursday, May 1 Rotary Club of Wahiawa-Waialua

Thursday, May 1 Downtown Neighborhood Board

Saturday, May 3 O’ ahu County Committee, Democratic Party of Hawai'i
Tabletop w/ TheBoat & TheBus

Tuesday, May 6 Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Thursday, May 8 Ko‘olauloa Neighborhood Board #28

Thursday, May 8 Aliamanu/ Salt Lake Neighborhood Board

Thursday, May 8 Ewa Neighborhood Board

Friday, May 9 Engineers & Architects of Hawaii

Saturday, May 10 Pride 4Ewa, Ewa by Gentry Community Association



Monday, May 12 Rick Hamada Radio Show - Transit Debate w/ Panos

Monday, May 12 Aiea Neighborhood Board

Tuesday, May 13 Mike Buck Radio Show

Tuesday, May 13 City Bicycle Master Plan Workshop

Tuesday, May 13 Ala Moana Lions Club

Wednesday, May 14 Makaha Hawaiian Civic Club

Wednesday, May 14 Filipino Chamber of Commerce, Membership Meeting

Wednesday, May 14 City Bicycle Master Plan Workshop

Thursday, May 15 Rotary Club of Windward

Thursday, May 15 Makiki/Lower Punchbowl Neighborhood

Thursday, May 15 City Bicycle Master Plan Workshop

Monday, May 19 Rick Hamada Radio Show - Transit Debate

Tuesday, May 20 Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Wednesday, May 21 City Job Fair Expo

Wednesday, May 21 Mayor’s Transit Finance Advisory Committee

Thursday, May 22 Waipahu Neighborhood Board

May 23 - 25 Hawai‘i State Democratic Convention - Transit Booth

Week of June 2 APTA Rail Conference, San Francisco

Monday, June 2 Empowerment Drive Radio Show - KNDI 1270 AM

Tuesday, June 3 Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Wednesday, June 4 GCA City Committee

Saturday, June 7 Neighborhood Meeting w/ Senator Will Espero

Monday, June 9 Aiea Neighborhood Board

Monday, June 9 Rick Hamada Radio Show - Transit Debate w/ Panos

Tuesday, June 10 Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Tuesday, June 10 TAC Meeting

Thursday, June 12 Construction Workshop: An Infrastructure Contractor’s
Open House

Thursday, June 12 Aliamanu/ Salt Lake Neighborhood Board

Thursday, June 12 Ewa Neighborhood Board



Monday, June 16
Tuesday, June 17
Tuesday, June 17
Wednesday, June 17
Thursday, June 19
Thursday, June 19
Thursday, June 19
Thursday, June 19
Friday, June 20
Friday, June 20
Saturday, June 21
Monday, June 23
Tuesday, June 24
Tuesday, June 24
Wednesday, June 25
Wednesday, June 25
Wednesday, June 25

Rick Hamada Radio Show - Transit Debate
Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Hope Chapel Brown Bag

JAIMS

Grubb Ellis Coffee Hour

Institute of Management Accountants (IMA)
Waikiki Improvement Association
Makiki/Lower Punchbowl Neighborhood Board
Architect’s Hawaii

Coffee Hour: Kobayshi Sugita & Goda

O‘ahu Filipino Council Convention

Rick Hamada Radio Show - Transit Debate w/ Panos
Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Ala Moana/ Kaka‘ako Neighborhood Board
Milici Valenti Ng Pac

Makakilo/Kapolei Neighborhood Board

HGEA Coffee Hour

Friday, June 27 - Sunday June 29 Flavors of Honolulu

Sunday, June 29
Monday, June 30
Tuesday, July 1
Tuesday, July 1
Tuesday, July 1
Thursday, July 3
Thursday, July 3
Friday, July 4
Friday, July 4
Tuesday, July 8
Wednesday, July 9

Lutheran Church of Honolulu

Rick Hamada Radio Show - Transit Debate
KZOO Radio Show

HDOT Sponsored DBE Workshop

Mike Buck Radio Show

‘Olelo Taping w/ Senator Espero
Downtown Neighborhood Board

City & County 4t of July Celebration
BayFest — Booth Display

Mike Buck Radio Show

Waipahu Community Transit TOD Meeting By The
Village Park Community Association



Thursday, July 10
Thursday, July 10
Saturday, July 12
Sunday, July 13
Monday, July 14
Tuesday, July 15
Tuesday, July 15
Tuesday, July 15
Tuesday, July 15

Wednesday, July 16
Wednesday, July 16

Thursday, July 17
Friday, July 18
July 18 - July 20
Monday, July 21
Tuesday, July 22
Tuesday, July 22
Tuesday, July 22
Tuesday, July 22
Tuesday, July 22

Wednesday, July 23
Wednesday, July 23
Wednesday, July 23

Thursday, July 24
Thursday, July 24
Monday, July 28
Tuesday, July 28

Wednesday, July 30

Thursday, July 31
Friday, August 1

Ewa Neighborhood Board

Aliamanu/Salt Lake Neighborhood Board
Carpenters Bi-Annual Convention

Senator Espero on ‘Olelo

‘Aiea Neighborhood Board

A&B Coffee Hour

Mike Buck Radio Show

Pearl City Neighborhood Board - Pre Meeting
Nu‘uanu Neighborhood Board

HECo Coffee Hour

DPP’s TOD Waipahu Neighborhood
Makiki/Lower Punchbowl Neighborhood Board
Pacific Network.tv

DARE City Event DTS Booth

Blane Coffee Hour

Matson Navigation Company Coffee Hour
Kaka‘ako Business & Land Owners Association
Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Pearl City Neighborhood Board

Ala Moana/Kaka‘ako Neighborhood Board
Hawaiian Airlines Coffee Hour
Makakilo/Kapolei Neighborhood Board
Mililani Neighborhood Board

Pacific Century Fellows - Transportation Day
Waipahu Neighborhood Board

Goodsill Anderson Quinn Brown Bag

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Kaka‘ako Improvement Association, General Meeting
Wai‘alae Country Club Coffee Hour

Group 70 Coffee Hour



Monday, August 4
Monday, August 4
Tuesday, August 5
Tuesday, August 5
Thursday, August 7
Saturday, August 9
Tuesday, August 12

Tuesday, August 12
Tuesday, August 12

Wednesday, August 13
Wednesday, August 13

Thursday, August 14
Friday, August 15
Saturday, August 16

Tuesday, August 19
Tuesday, August 19
Tuesday, August 19

Wednesday, August 20

Thursday, August 21
Thursday, August 21
Thursday, August 21
Friday, August 22
Monday, August 25
Monday, August 25
Tuesday, August 26
Tuesday, August 26
Tuesday, August 26

John Aeto Coffee Hour

Mona Wood Coffee Hour

CB Richard Ellis Inc. Coffee Hour

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Downtown Neighborhood Board

Sunset on the Beach, Waianae - DTS Booth Display
Building Owners & Building Managers of O‘ahu
(BOMA) “Traffic, Parking, Bus & Rail - The Future of
Downtown Honolulu”

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Waikiki Neighborhood Board

Ashford Wriston Coffee Hour

Inaugural East-West Center Seminar on Urbanization
Kapolei Chamber of Commerce - Transit Panel
Structural Engineers Association of Hawaii

City & County, Family Fair @ Magic Island
Interactive Booth

Visionary Related Entertainment Coffee Hour
Carlsmith Ball Coffee Hour

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Kalihi Neighborhood Board

Metro Rotary Club of Honolulu

‘Olelo Shoot - September Show

Makiki Neighborhood Board

Systems Vendor/ Vehicle Suppliers Workshop

Ewa Transportation Coalition (ETC)

AXA Advisors Coffee Hour

Transit Tuesday Live - KUMU FM 94.7

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Pearl City Neighborhood Board



Wednesday, August 27
Wednesday, August 27
Wednesday, August 27
Friday, August 29
Tuesday, September 2
Tuesday, September 2
Tuesday, September 2
Wednesday, September 3
Wednesday, September 3
Wednesday, September 3
Wednesday, September 3
Thursday, September 4
Thursday, September 4
Friday, September 5

Friday, September 5
Monday, September 8
Saturday, September 6
Tuesday, September 9
Tuesday, September 9
Tuesday, September 9
Wednesday, September 10
Wednesday, September 10
Wednesday, September 10
Tuesday, September 16
Tuesday, September 16
Thursday, September 18

W. Pearl Harbor Rotary Club

Mililani Neighborhood Board

Kapolei Neighborhood Board

2008 HTA Annual Leadership Conference
Transit Tuesday Live - BOMB FM102.7

Bishop Street Exchange Club

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

First Hawaiian Bank Managers Staff

AON Insurance Coffee Hour

Chinese Chamber of Commerce

Bank of Hawaii Coffee Hour

UH Architect Studio

JW Marriott Ihilani KoOlina - Employees Briefing
Honolulu Board of Realtors & Japanese Chamber

of Commerce “The Importance of Infrastructure to the

City’s Economy”

‘Olelo Taping - Espero Conversation

‘Olelo Taping - Moriani Talk Show

Kapolei Sunset in the Park

Transit Tuesday Live - KUMU FM 94.7
Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Waikiki Neighborhood Board

Central Regional Board of Realtors

Waikiki Beach Marriott Employees Briefing
Hyatt Waikiki Employees Briefing

Transit Tuesday Live - BOMB FM 102.7
Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

Native Hawaiian Chamber of Commerce Luncheon



Friday, September 19 to Sunday, September 21 Senior Expo, “The Good Life”

Tuesday, September 23
Tuesday, September 23
Thursday, September 25
Tuesday, September 30
Tuesday, September 30
Thursday, October 2
Thursday, October 2
Friday, October 3

Transit Tuesday Live - KUMU FM 94.7

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit
CATRALA-Hawaii

Transit Tuesday Live - BOMB 102.7

Mike Buck Radio Show - Transit

7% Annual CNHA Native Hawaiian Convention
Ewa Neighborhood Board Meeting

Cal Berkeley Alumni Meeting w/ RTD & DOT

Saturday, October 4 - Sunday, October 5 Splendor of China

Tuesday, October 7
Wednesday, October 8

Council Member Okino Community Meeting
AIG Coffee Hour

Friday, October 10 to Sunday, October 12 Rail Expo

Tuesday, October 14
Tuesday, October 14
Tuesday, October 14
Wednesday, October 15
Thursday, October 16
Friday, October 17
Tuesday, October 21
Wednesday, October 22
Thursday, October 23

BIA Dinner Meeting, Tabletop

Waikiki Neighborhood Board

Community Update - Ewa Beach

Community Update - Manoa

Community Update - Waipahu

Community Update - Downtown, Ft. Street Mall
Community Update - Blaisdell - Hawai‘i Suite
Community Update - Farrington High School
Community Update - Mililani

Thursday, October 23 and Friday, October 24 UH - HLTAP, Hawai‘i

Construction Career Days
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List of Project Meetings

Date Title

05/12/05 | Coordination Meeting - Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization

01/25/06 | Intro & Project Overview Meeting w/ NAVFAC Hawaii

01/31/06 | Coordination Meeting - Office of Hawaiian Affairs

02/09/06 | Coordination Meeting - State Historic Preservation Office

02/21/06 | Environmental Justice Coordination Meeting - State of Hawaii Department
of Transportation Title VI Oftficer

02/23/06 | Coordination Meeting - City and County Department of Planning &
Permitting

02/28/06 | Environmental Justice Coordination Meeting - DTS Title VI contact for
FTA

03/26/06 | Coordination Meeting - Federal Transit Administration

03/28/06 | Environmental Justice Coordination Meeting - FTA E]J

04/24/06 | Environmental Justice Coordination Meeting - Environmental Protection
Agency

05/12/06 | Environmental Justice Coordination Meeting - OMPO

06/06/06 | Coordination Meeting - Federal Highway Administration

06/22/06 | Coordination Meeting - State of Hawaii Department of Transportation -
Intro and Project Overview

11/09/06 | Camp Catlin Road Alignment

09/14/07 | Mapunapuna Industrial Area Alternative Alignment

09/17/07 | Review processes to select vehicle technology

09/25/07 | Coordination Meeting - State Historic Preservation Office

10/01/07 | Questions for Developers - Kamehameha Schools

10/04/07 | Questions for Developers - D.R. Horton, Schuler Division

10/05/07 | Interview Questions for Planning Agencies - C&C of Honolulu, Dept of
Planning & Permitting

10/05/07 | Interview Questions for Planning Agencies - Hawaii Community
Development Authority

10/09/07 | Coordination Meeting - State Historic Preservation Office




10/10/07

Oahu Island Burial Council Meeting

10/10/07 | Coordination Meeting - Oahu Island Burial Council
10/11/07 | SHPD Architecture Branch
10/11/07 | Coordination Meeting - State Historic Preservation Office

10/15/07

Coordination Meeting - Department of Land & Natural Resources

10/15/07

Compliance with Floodway Regulations

10/23/07

Honolulu RAMP Meeting Notes, Budget & Fiscal Services

01/16/08

U.S. Army - Fort Shafter

01/16/08

Coordination Meeting - U.S. Army

02/27/08 | Joint meeting with Hwy-P and Hwy-T, HDOT traffic coordination meeting
02/27/08 | Coordination meeting with HDOT Airports
03/03/08 | Satellite City Hall at Ala Moana Exhibit

03/10/08

Coordination meeting with HDOT Traffic/Planning branches

03/14/08

Coordination Meeting - State Controller - Aloha Stadium

03/14/08

State Controller - Aloha Stadium

03/19/08

SHPD, Architecture Branch

03/19/08

Coordination Meeting - State Historic Preservation Office

03/25/08 | Coordination Meeting - State Controller - Aloha Stadium
03/25/08 | State Controller - Aloha Stadium
06/18/08 | Coordination Meeting - Historic Hawaii Foundation

06/18/08 | Section 106 Consultation - Historic HI Foundation

06/19/08 | Coordination Meeting - State Historic Preservation Office

06/19/08 | Section 106 Consultation - SHPD

07/09/08 | Electrical utility coordination

08/01/08 | Briet HDOT Materials Lab Section

08/12/08 | Coordination Meeting with HDOT Airports

08/27/08 | HDOT Materials Testing and HDOT Bridge

09/19/08 | Participating Agency/Section 106 Consultation - State Historic Preservation
Division

09/22/08 | Section 106 Consultation - Archaeology

10/01/08 | Section 106 Consultation - Archaeology

**This list is not intended to be an official record of every project meeting

and is constantly being updated and refined.
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Chapter 1 Introduction

The City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation Services (DTS) and
the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) are preparing an Alternatives Analysis
(AA) and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed project to provide
high-capacity transit service in an approximately 25-mile travel corridor between
Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa and Waikiki. The notice of intent to
prepare the EIS appeared in the Federal Register on December 7, 2005 and the EIS
Preparation Notice (EISPN) appeared in the State of Hawaii Environmental Notice on
December 8, 2005. The scoping comment period under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and the EISPN consultation period officially began on the
respective dates of publication and closed on January 9, 2006.

All interested individuals and organizations, and federal, state, and local agencies
were invited to comment on the purpose and need, project alternatives, and scope of
the AA and EIS, rather than stating a preference for a particular alternative. The
opportunity to express preference for a particular alternative will be after the release
of the AA Report, which compares various alternatives.

Public scoping meetings were held at two locations within the study corridor. They
were conducted in an open-house format that presented the purpose of and needs for
the project, proposed project alternatives, and the scope of analysis to be included in
the AA and the draft EIS. The meetings allowed members of the public to ask their
individual questions of project staff and provided an opportunity for the public to
provide either written testimony or oral testimony, recorded by court reporters.

The first scoping meeting was held at Neal S. Blaisdell Center, Pikake Room, at 777
Ward Avenue on December 13, 2005 from 5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. and was attended
by approximately 450 people. The second meeting was held at Kapolei Middle
School Cafeteria, at 91-5335 Kapolei Parkway on December 14, 2005 from 7:00 p.m.
to 9:00 p.m. and was attended by approximately 200 people. The high attendance at
these meetings was a result of DTS’s substantial media and community outreach
efforts, which included targeted outreach to underrepresented non-English speaking
populations.

The two public scoping meetings were supplemented with an agency scoping meeting
targeted to those federal, State and County agencies potentially interested in the
project. The agency scoping meeting was held at Neal S. Blaisdell Center, Pikake
Room, at 777 Ward Avenue on December 13, 2005 from 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. and
was attended by approximately 20 agencies and utility companies.

Following closure of the public scoping process, continued public outreach activities
will include meetings with interested parties or groups. The project web site,
www.honolulutransit.org, will be periodically updated to reflect the project’s current
status. Additional opportunities for public participation will be announced through
mailings, notices, advertisements, and press releases. Anyone wishing to be placed
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on the project mailing list may do so by registering on the web site at
www.honolulutransit.org, or by calling (808) 566-2299.
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Chapter 2 Outreach Efforts

Project scoping meetings were publicized through newsletter mailings, website and
phone-line information, newspaper advertisements, radio advertising, distribution of
informational flyers, and news service coverage. Informational flyers were
distributed in ten languages that were identified as being spoken by population groups
within the corridor: Chinese, English, llocano, Japanese, Korean, Laotian, Samoan,
Spanish, Tagalog, and Vietnamese. No requests were received for materials or
presentations in any language except English.

Newsletters were mailed to approximately 15,400 addresses. Radio advertising
appeared on sixteen stations. Three stations catering to non-English speaking
demographics carried advertising in Chinese, Ilocano, Japanese, Korean, Laotian,
Samoan, Tagalog, and Vietnamese. Also, Mayor Mufi Hannemann appeared on the
KINE radio morning program on December 13, 2005 and invited listeners to the
scoping meetings. Table 2-1 summarizes radio advertisement and coverage.

Table 2-1. Radio Advertising

Station Air Date Format
KSSK Dec 7-13 Adult Contemporary
KCCN Dec 7-13 Hawaiian
KGMZ Dec 7-13 Oldies
KHUI Dec 7-13 Hawaiian
KHVH Dec 7-13 Talk
KINE Dec 7-13 Hawaiian
KPHW Dec 7-13 Urban/New Age
KPOI Dec 7-13 Rock
KUMU Dec 7-13 Easy Listening
AM1540 Dec 7-13 Korean
FISH Dec 7-13 Christian
KHNR Dec 7-13 News/Talk
KKEA Dec 7-13 Sports and Talk
KKNE-AM Dec 7-14 Hawaiian-Traditional
KNDI Dec 7-13 Ethnic
KOMQ Dec 7-13 Edge
KZOO Dec 7-13 Japanese
Scoping Report Chapter 2 Page 2-1
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Informational flyers were posted at the following community organizations and
churches in the languages of the groups served by the organization:

Boys & Girls Club Waiola Korean Presbyterian Church of Honolulu
Boys & Girls Club Plantation Road Kaimuki Christian Church

Young Men’s Christian Association University Avenue Baptist Church
Hawaii Pacific University Kalihi Palama Health Center

Lanakila Health Center Kalihi Child Care Pre-School

Hawaii Literacy Pauahi Community Center

New Hope Christian Fellowship Youth Basketball Association - Honolulu
First Chinese Church of Christ United Chinese Society

Nuuanu Baptist Church The Filipino Community Center

Legal advertisements were placed in the Honolulu Star-Bulletin on November 30 and
December 7, 2005. Display advertisements were placed in twelve newspapers for a
total of twenty run-dates. The newspapers included island-wide papers, local papers,
and ethnic targeted papers. The advertising placement is summarized in Table 2-2.

Table 2-2. Newspaper Advertising

Publication Run Dates

Honolulu Advertiser 12/7/2005, 12/11/2005, 12/12/2005, 12/13/2005
Star Bulletin 11/30/2005, 12/1/2005
Hawaii Hochi 12/7/2005, 12/12/2005
Korean Times 12/7/2005, 12/11/2005
Filipino Chronicle 11/26/2005, 12/10/2005
MidWeek 12/7/2005

Leeward Current 11/30/2005, 12/7/2005
Ka Nupepa 12/7/2005

Hawaii Herald 12/2/2005

Fil-Am Courier 12/1/2005

West Oahu Current 11/30/2005

Ka Wai Ola December Issue

The December 13" Scoping Meeting received substantial media coverage, including
spots on the KHON, KFVE, KITV, KGMB, and KHNL television news and KHPR
radio. The news coverage included notice of the following evening’s scoping
meeting at Kapolei Middle School.

On November15, 2005, the project website became active with public involvement
information about the project. The project’s EISPN and scoping information package
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were posted to the website. Project informational flyers were posted to the website in
10 languages and publicized in the newsletter. The website also provided a page to
enter scoping comments.
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Chapter 3 Notice of Intent

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Transit Administration

Preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement for High-Capacity Transit
Improvements in the Leeward Corridor of Honolulu, Hawaii

AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

SUMMARY: The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the City and County of
Honolulu, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) intend to prepare an EIS
(and Alternative Analysis (AA)) on a proposal by the City and County of Honolulu to
implement transit improvements that potentially include high-capacity transit service
in a 25-mile travel corridor between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa
and Waikiki. Alternatives proposed to be considered in the AA and draft EIS include
No Build, Transportation System Management, Managed Lanes, and Fixed Guideway
Transit. Other transit alternatives may be identified during the scoping process.

The EIS will be prepared to satisfy the requirements of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and its implementing regulations. The FTA and DTS
request public and interagency input on the purpose and needs to be addressed by the
project, the alternatives to be considered, and the scope of the EIS for the corridor,
including the alternatives and the environmental and community impacts to be
evaluated.

DATES: Scoping Comments Due Date: Written comments on the scope of the
NEPA review, including the alternatives to be considered and the related impacts to
be assessed, should be sent to DTS by January 9, 2006. See ADDRESSES below.

Scoping Meetings: Meetings to accept comments on the proposed alternatives, scope
of the EIS, and purpose of and needs to be addressed by the alternatives will be held
on December 13 and 14, 2005 at the locations given in ADDRESSES below. On
December 13, 2005, the public scoping meeting will begin at 5:00 p.m. and continue
until 8:00 p.m. or until all who wish to provide oral comments have been given the
opportunity. The meeting on December 14, 2005 will begin at 7:00 p.m. and
continue until 9:00 p.m. or until all who wish to provide oral comments have been
given the opportunity. The locations are accessible to people with disabilities. A
court reporter will record oral comments. Forms will be provided on which to
provide written comments. Project staff will be available at the meeting to informally
discuss the EIS scope and the proposed project. Governmental agencies are also
invited to a separate scoping meeting to be held on December 13 from 2:00 p.m. until
4:00 p.m. Further information will be available at the scoping meeting and may also
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be obtained by calling (808) 566-2299, by downloading from
www.honolulutransit.org, or by e-mailing info@honolulutransit.org.

ADDRESSES: Written comments on the scope of the EIS, including the alternatives
to be considered and the related impacts to be assessed, should be sent to both the
Department of Transportation Services, City and County of Honolulu, 650 South
King Street, 3" Floor, Honolulu, HI, 96813, Attention: Honolulu High-Capacity
Transit Corridor Project, or by the internet at www.honolulutransit.org and to Ms.
Donna Turchie, Federal Transit Administration, Region X, 201 Mission Street, Suite
2210, San Francisco, CA 94105 or by email: Donna.Turchie@fta.dot.gov.

The scoping meetings will be held at the Neal S. Blaisdell Center, Pikake Room, at
777 Ward Avenue on December 13, 2005 from 5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. and at Kapolei
Middle School Cafeteria, at 91-5335 Kapolei Parkway on December 14, 2005 from
7:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The FTA contact is Ms. Donna
Turchie, Federal Transit Administration, Region 1X, 201 Mission Street, Room 2210,
San Francisco, CA, 94105. Phone: (415) 744-2737. Fax: (415) 744-2726.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Scoping

The FTA and DTS invite all interested individuals and organizations, and federal,
state, and local agencies, to comment on the purpose and need, project alternatives,
and scope of the EIS. During the scoping process, comments should focus on the
purpose and need for a project, identifying specific transportation problems to be
evaluated, or on proposing transportation alternatives that may be less costly, more
effective, or have fewer environmental impacts while improving mobility in the
corridor. At this time, comments should not focus on a preference for a particular
alternative. The opportunity for that type of input will be after the release of the AA
final report, which will compare various alternatives.

Following the public scoping process, public outreach activities with interested
parties or groups throughout the duration of work on the EIS will occur. The project
web site, www.honolulutransit.org, will be updated periodically to reflect the status
of the project. Additional opportunities for public participation will be announced
through mailings, notices, advertisements, and press releases. Those wishing to be
placed on the project mailing list may do so by registering on the web site at
www.honolulutransit.org, or by calling (808) 566-2299.

I1. Description of Study Area

The proposed project study area is the travel corridor between Kapolei and the
University of Hawaii at Manoa (UH Manoa) and Waikiki. This narrow, linear
corridor is confined by the Waianae and Koolau mountain ranges to the north (mauka
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direction) and the ocean to the south (makai direction). The corridor includes the
majority of housing and employment on Oahu. The 2000 census indicates that
876,200 people live on Oahu. Of this number, over 552,000 people, or 63 percent,
live within the corridor between Kapolei and Manoa/Waikiki. This area is projected
to absorb 69 percent of the population growth projected to occur on Oahu between
2000 and 2030, resulting in an expected corridor population of 776,000 by 2030.
Over the next twenty-five years, the Ewa/Kapolei area is projected to have the highest
rate of housing and employment growth on Oahu. The Ewa/Kapolei area is
developing as a “second city” to complement downtown Honolulu. The housing and
employment growth in Ewa is identified in the General Plan for the City and County
of Honolulu.

I11. Purpose and Need

Existing transportation infrastructure in this corridor is overburdened handling
current levels of travel demand. Travelers experience substantial traffic congestion
and delay at most times of the day, both on weekdays and on weekends. Automobile
and transit users on Oahu currently experience 42,000 daily vehicle-hours of delay.
By 2030, this is projected to increase nearly seven-fold to 326,000 daily vehicle-
hours of delay. Because the bus system primarily operates in mixed traffic, transit
users experience the same level of delay as automobile drivers. Current morning
peak-period travel times for motorists from Kapolei to downtown average between 40
and 60 minutes. By 2030 the travel times are projected to more than double. Within
the urban core most major arterial streets will experience increasing peak congestion,
including Ala Moana Boulevard, Dillingham Boulevard, Kalakaua Avenue, Kapiolani
Boulevard, King Street and Nimitz Highway. Expansion of the roadway system
between Kapolei and UH Manoa study corridor is constrained by physical barriers
and by dense urban neighborhoods that abut many existing roadways.

Numerous lower-income and minority workers live in the corridor outside of the
urban core and commute to work in the primary urban center. Many of these workers
rely on public transit because they are not able to afford the cost of vehicle
ownership, operation, and parking.

The intent of the proposed alternatives is to provide improved person-mobility in this
highly congested east-west corridor. A high-capacity improvement project would
support the goals of the regional transportation plan by serving areas designated for
urban growth, provide an alternative to private automobile travel and improve
linkages between Kapolei, Honolulu’s Urban Center, UH Manoa, Waikiki, and urban
areas between these points.

I11. Alternatives

The alternatives proposed for evaluation in the AA and draft EIS were developed
through a screening process that identified the best reasonable alternatives from the
range of possible alternatives. At a minimum, FTA and DTS propose to consider the
following alternatives:
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1. No Build Alternative, which would include existing transit and highway facilities and
planned transportation projects to the year 2030.

2. Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternative, which would provide an
enhanced bus system based on a hub-and-spoke route network, community bus
circulators, conversion of the present morning peak hour only zipper lane to both a
morning and afternoon peak hour zipper lane configuration, and relatively low-cost
capital improvements on selected roadway facilities to give priority to buses. These
capital improvements may include: transportation system upgrades such as intersection
improvements, minor road widening, traffic engineering actions, bus route
restructuring, shortened bus headways, expanded use of articulated buses, express and
limited-stop service, signalization improvements, and timed-transfer operations.

3. Managed Lanes Alternative, which would include construction of a two-lane grade-
separated guideway between Waipahu and Downtown Honolulu for use by buses high-
occupancy vehicles (HOVs), and toll-paying single-occupant vehicles. The lanes
would be managed by setting the minimum occupancy for HOVs and the tolls for
single-occupant vehicles at levels that would preserve free-flow speeds on the facility.

4. Fixed-Guideway Alternatives, which would include the construction and operation of a
fixed transit guideway between Kapolei and UH Manoa and Waikiki on one of several
possible alignments. Alignment alternatives to be considered include, but are not
limited to:

o Kamokila Boulevard/Salt Lake Boulevard/King Street/Hotel Street/Alakea
Street/Kapiolani Boulevard Alignment, which would serve various communities
and activity centers between Kapolei and UH Manoa, including UH West Oahu,
Waipahu, Pearlridge, Aloha Stadium, Salt Lake, Kalihi, Downtown Honolulu,
Kakaako, Ala Moana Center, and Moiliili.

e North-South Road/Camp Catlin Road/King Street/Queen Street/ Kapiolani
Boulevard Alignment, which would serve various communities and activity

centers between Kapolei and UH Manoa, including UH West Oahu, Waipahu,
Pearlridge, Aloha Stadium, Pearl Harbor, Honolulu International Airport, Salt
Lake, Kalihi, Downtown Honolulu, Kakaako, Ala Moana Center, and Moiliili.

o Ft. Weaver Road/Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway/ Dillingham
Boulevard/Kaaahi Street/Beretania Street/King Street/Kaialiu Street Alignment,
which would serve various communities and activity centers between Kapolei and
UH Manoa, including Kalaeloa, Ewa Villages, Waipahu, Pearlridge, Aloha
Stadium, Pearl Harbor, Honolulu International Airport, Kalihi Kai, Downtown
Honolulu, Thomas Square, and Moiliili.

e North-South Road/Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway/
Airport/Dillingham Boulevard/Hotel Street/Kapiolani Boulevard with a Waikiki
Spur Alignment, which would serve various communities and activity centers
between Kapolei and UH Manoa, including Kalaeloa, UH West Oahu, Waipahu,
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Pearlridge, Aloha Stadium, Pearl Harbor, Honolulu International Airport, Kalihi
Kai, Downtown Honolulu, Kakaako, Ala Moana Center, Moiliili, and Waikiki.

After appropriate public involvement and interagency coordination, other alternatives
suggested during scoping may be added if they are found to be environmentally
acceptable, financially feasible, and consistent with the purpose of and need for major
transportation improvements in the corridor.

1VV. Probable Effects

The EIS will evaluate and fully disclose the environmental consequences of the
construction and operation of an expanded transit system on Oahu. The EIS will
evaluate the impacts of all reasonable alternatives on land use, zoning, displacements,
parklands, economic development, community disruptions, environmental justice,
aesthetics, air quality, noise and vibration, wildlife, vegetation, threatened and
endangered species, farmland, water quality, wetlands, waterways, floodplains,
energy, hazardous materials, and cultural, historic, and archaeological resources.
Impacts to parklands and historic resources covered by Section 4(f) of the 1966 U.S.
Department of Transportation Act also will be addressed.

To ensure that all significant issues related to this proposed action are identified and
addressed, scoping comments and suggestions are invited from all interested parties.
Comments and questions should be directed to the DTS as noted in the ADDRESSES
section above.

V. FTA Procedures

The EIS is being prepared in accordance with: the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (NEPA), as amended, and its implementing regulations by the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR parts 1500-1508); the
FTA/Federal Highway Administration’s “Environmental Impact and Related
Procedures” regulations (23 CFR part 771); and Federal transit law (49 USC 5300)
and its implementing regulations for major capital improvements (49 CFR 611). In
accordance with FTA policy, the NEPA process will also address the requirements of
other applicable environmental laws, regulations, and executive orders, such as the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, Section 4(f) of the 1966 U.S.
Department of Transportation Act, the Executive Orders on Environmental
Stewardship and Transportation Infrastructure Project Reviews, Environmental
Justice, Floodplain Management, and Protection of Wetlands.

The first step in preparation of the EIS will be an AA that will be consistent with both
the requirements of NEPA for evaluation of a range of reasonable alternatives and the
requirements of Federal transit law for consideration of alternatives during the
development of major capital investment projects proposed for Federal funding.
Upon completion, the AA final report will be available to the public and agencies for
review and comment, and public hearings on the AA will be held at advertised
locations within the study area. Based on the AA and public and agency comments
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received, the City and County of Honolulu will identify a locally preferred alternative
(LPA). The second step in preparation of the EIS will be the development of a Draft
EIS to add further detail about the LPA and its impacts. Based on the findings in the
Draft EIS and comments from the public and agencies, the City and County of
Honolulu may decide to request that the LPA enter preliminary engineering (PE) of
the LPA. FTA requires that the LPA be adopted and/or confirmed in the conforming
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for Oahu as a condition for initiation of PE.
With adoption into the RTP, and if the LPA meets the evaluation criteria identified in
Federal law, FTA will approve the project into PE, which will include the
simultaneous preparation of the Final EIS.

Issued on: December 7, 2005

Leslie T. Rogers
Regional Administrator
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Chapter 4 Agency Scoping

Notification of Agency Scoping Meeting

The agency scoping meeting was held to provide an opportunity for those agencies
potentially interested in the project, or having relevant expertise pertaining to the
project, to have input at an early stage. Invitation letters were sent on December 5,
6™ and 7™, 2005 to 87 Federal, State and County agencies and utility companies that
had either participated in prior transit planning efforts on Oahu, or had
responsibilities or expertise that were considered to play a role in the current transit
planning program. Agencies that received invitations are indicated in Table 4-1.

Table 4-1. Agency Scoping Meeting

Attended Scoping Further
Agencies and Organizations Invited to and/or Agency Input Consultation
Attending Agency Scoping Meeting Meeting Received Requested

Federal

Department of Agriculture (Natural Resource
Conservation Service)

Department of Defense (U.S. Air Force-Hickam)

Department of Defense (U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers)

Department of Defense (U.S. Army Garrison-
Hawaii)

Department of Defense (U.S. Army Garrison-
Hawaii (APVG-GWE-M))

Department of Defense (U.S. Naval Base Pearl
Harbor)

Department of Homeland Security (U.S. Coast
Guard — 14™ Coast Guard District)

Department of the Interior (Fish and Wildlife
Service)

Department of the Interior (National Park Service) X

Department of the Interior (U.S. Geological Survey
Pacific Island Ecosystems Research Center)

Department of Transportation (Federal Aviation X
Administration)

Department of Transportation (Federal Highway X
Administration)

Environmental Protection Agency X
Federal Emergency Management Agency
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Table 4-1 (continued). Agency Scoping Meeting

State of Hawaii

Department of Accounting and General Services

Department of Business, Economic Development
and Tourism

Department of Business, Economic Development
and Tourism (Strategic Industries Division)

Department of Business, Economic Development
and Tourism (Office of Planning)

Department of Defense

Department of Education

Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

Department of Health

Department of Health (Clean Air Branch)

Department of Health (Clean Water Branch)

Department of Health (Environmental Planning)

Department of Health (Noise, Radiation, and
Indoor Air Quality Branch)

Department of Health (Solid and Hazardous Waste
Branch)

Department of Land and Natural Resources

Department of Land and Natural Resources
(Commission on Water Resource Management)

Department of Land and Natural Resources (Land
Division)

Department of Land and Natural Resources (State
Historic Preservation Division)

Department of Land and Natural Resources (State
Parks Division)

Department of Transportation

Department of Transportation (Airports Division)

Department of Transportation (Harbors Division)

Department of Transportation (Highways Division
— Planning)

Hawaiian Community Development Authority

Hawaii State Library

Legislative Reference Bureau

Office of Environmental Quality Control

Office of Hawaiian Affairs

Office of Hawaiian Affairs (Native Rights, Land
and Culture Division)

University of Hawaii

University of Hawaii (Environmental Center)

University of Hawaii, Manoa (Facilities Planning
and Management Office)

University of Hawaii, Manoa (Water Resources
Research Center)
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Table 4-1 (continued). Agency Scoping Meeting

City and County of Honolulu
City and County of Honolulu
Department of Design and Construction X
Department of Environmental Services
Department of Parks and Recreation
Honolulu Board of Water Supply
Honolulu City Council

Honolulu Fire Department X
Honolulu Municipal Reference and Records Center

Honolulu Police Department (Traffic) X
Libraries

Aiea Public Library

Ewa Beach Public and School Library
Kaimuki Public Library

Kalihi-Palama Public Library

Kapolei Public Library

Library For The Blind and Physically Handicapped
Liliha Public Library

McCully-Maoiliili Public Library
Mililani Public Library
Neighborhood Boards

No. 1, Hawaii Kai

No. 2, Kuliouou/Kalani Iki

No. 16, Kalihi Valley

No. 23, Ewa

No. 26, Wahiawa

No. 27, North Shore

No. 28, Koolauloa

No. 29, Kahaluu

No. 31, Kailua

No. 35, Mililani Mauka/Launani Valley
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Table 4-1(continued). Agency Scoping Meeting

Other Organizations

Aloha Tower Development Corporation

Chaney Brooks and Company X
Charlier Associates, Inc. X
Hawaiian Electric Company X

Hawaiian Electric Company (Project Management
Division, Engineering)

Hawaiian Telephone Company X

Honolulu Advertiser

Honolulu Star-Bulletin

Kaneohe Business Group

Kailua Chamber of Commerce

Leeward Oahu Transportation Management
Organization

Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization X

The Gas Company X

Summary of Agency Scoping Meeting

The agency scoping meeting was held from 2 p.m. to 4 p.m. on December 13 2005, at

Neal S. Blaisdell Center. Twenty agencies and utility companies attended the
scoping meeting. Table 4-1 provides information on the agencies invited to the

scoping meeting, those who attended, those who provided scoping input, and those
who requested further consultation. More than the 87 invited agencies and utility
companies are shown in Table 4-1 because a specific branch or division of an agency
was represented at the meeting, while the agency invitation had been sent to the
agency as a whole.

The meeting was recorded on a digital audio recorder, and notes of the discussions
were taken. The meeting was moderated by DTS, and the presentation included the
meeting purpose, introduction to the project, alternatives under consideration,
planning process overview and schedule, and plans for public scoping. DTS stated
that comments pertaining to purpose and need, alternatives, and scope of analysis
would be particularly useful at this time.

Following the presentation, questions were requested. The subsequent discussion is
summarized below.

Station Locations

QUESTION: Wally Gretz from University of Hawaii at Manoa asked if station
locations have been established.
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ANSWER: Consideration of station locations is just beginning. Some general areas
where stations are expected to be desirable have been identified, but nothing specific
has been proposed. Comments on candidate station locations are appreciated.

Public Involvement Program

QUESTION: Liz Fischer of FHWA asked, “What will be the ongoing public
involvement program?”

ANSWER: The public will have the opportunity to comment at ongoing public
meetings and an active project web-site - other mechanisms of public involvement are
still being developed. The availability of the Alternatives Analysis will be publicly
announced and opportunities for public input on alternatives will be provided. Public
hearings will occur prior to the City Council’s decision on the LPA. Public hearings
will also be held when the DEIS is released.

Coordination with the Transportation Planning Process
QUESTION: One commenter asked if there will be coordination with local
transportation planning processes.

ANSWER: Yes.

Alternatives

QUESTION: Darice Young of the FAA asked if only one alternative would be
selected.

ANSWER: It is unlikely that there will be sufficient funding for more than one major
transit project, although the alternative selected could include a phased construction
schedule. Should rail be selected, it is possible to select an alternative that
incorporates elements of Alternatives 4a through 4d, or additional elements to be
developed subsequently.

Wally Gretz stated that the rail alternative did not include a managed lanes
component.

Alignments and Technologies
QUESTION: Is it possible that different fixed-guideway technologies could have
different alignments?

ANSWER: Yes, because of the different operating characteristics of the different
technologies.

QUESTION: Stanton Enomoto of the Hawaii Community Development Authority
asked whether it is possible to combine several technologies.
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ANSWER: Only one technology is likely to be chosen for ease of maintenance and
cost. However, in areas such as downtown, a single technology could have the option
to run above ground, underground or at-grade.

Maintenance Facilities

QUESTION: Carlos Hernandez of Charlier Associates asked if maintenance facilities
have been examined.

ANSWER: At this time, little planning has been devoted to maintenance facilities
because maintenance facility requirements will change based on the alternative. For
example, if rail is selected, the maintenance facility will need to be on or near the
alignment. If managed lanes are selected, the bus maintenance facility could be
located away from the managed lanes facility/roadway.

Technical Analyses

QUESTION: Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO) Director, Gordon
Lum asked what will be different in this analysis compared to prior analyses.

ANSWER: The project extends the study corridor further Ewa (west) than prior
planning efforts. Inclusion of Kapolei in the area of detailed analysis will allow more
potential for transit-oriented development in less developed areas. The technology
comparison will be updated, and a different technology may be selected than
previously (the Honolulu Rapid Transit Project proposed a fully-automated, elevated
rail technology). Because of the extension of the project into less developed areas, at-
grade technologies may be more feasible in some sections.

In addition, the transportation baseline has changed based on new population and
employment projections and increased development. The Oahu Regional
Transportation Plan (ORTP) is currently being updated, and the updated plan will be
incorporated into the analysis.

The agency scoping meeting ended after this discussion.

Agency Scoping Comments and Responses

After the scoping meeting, comments were received from the following agencies and
utility companies:

United States Department of Transportation, Federal Aviation Administration
United States Environmental Protection Agency

United States National Park Service

Hawaii Community Development Authority

State of Hawaii Department of Accounting and General Services

State of Hawaii Department of Education

State of Hawaii Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
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State of Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources
State of Hawaii Office of Environmental Quality Control
State of Hawaii Office of Hawaiian Affairs

University of Hawaii

Honolulu Department of Design and Construction
Honolulu Fire Department

Downtown Neighborhood Board

Hawaiian Electric Company

The following is a summary of the comments from these organizations. Responses to
the comments follow each comment as indented text.

United States Department of Transportation, Federal Aviation Administration

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) requested ongoing coordination as the
project continues to develop.

The project team will continue to coordinate with the FAA during project
development.

United States Environmental Protection Agency

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) identified that a Clean Water Act
Section 404 individual permit may be required for the project and provided guidance
on interagency coordination. They also identified the need to evaluate air quality,
invasive plant species management, environmental justice and indirect and
cumulative impacts as part of the draft EIS.

These issues will be addressed in the Alternatives Analysis and draft EIS.

United States National Park Service

The National Park Service provided information that there are over 4,000 daily visitor
trips to the USS Arizona Memorial. The service identified a preference for an
alternative that would provide a transit stop at the memorial (makai of Kamehameha
Highway), rather than at the mauka side of Kamehameha Highway.

Station locations will be evaluated in the Alternatives Analysis, and
information provided by the Park Service will be considered in station
analysis.

Hawaii Community Development Authority

The Hawaii Community Development Authority (HCDA) commented that
Alternative 4d appeared to be most consistent with the Kalaeloa Master Plan. Also,
they noted that there is space within Kalaeloa for a transit maintenance facility and
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for park-and-ride facilities. They also expressed interest in transit oriented
development along Saratoga Avenue.

The project team will engage in ongoing coordination with HCDA about the
location of support facilities and transit oriented development.

State of Hawaii Department of Accounting and General Services

The State of Hawaii Department of Accounting and General Services noted that
Alternatives 3 and 4 would likely affect properties managed by the department and
requested ongoing coordination.

The project team will organize ongoing coordination with the Department of
Accounting and General Services.

State of Hawaii Department of Education

The State of Hawaii Department of Education (DOE) noted that students and
facilities of the DOE would be affected by the proposed project and requested that the
effects be considered during project evaluation. Impacts on school lands, the safety
of students that would use the system, and noise levels at schools were noted as issues
of concern.

These issues will be addressed in the Alternatives Analysis and draft EIS.

State of Hawaii Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

The State of Hawaii Department of Hawaiian Home Lands expressed a preference for
a route following Saratoga Avenue and North-South Road in the Kapolei area. They
also commented that UH West Oahu, Leeward Community College, and UH Manoa
should be connected by the route.

While selection of a locally preferred alternative will not occur until after
publication of the Alternatives Analysis, the above alignments and service to

the listed colleges will be considered within the range of alternatives being
evaluated.

State of Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources

The State of Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources noted that Stream
Channel Alteration Permits and other water resource approvals may be required. The
draft EIS should address whether stream beds or banks would be affected. They also
requested future consultation on aquatic resource concerns.

The issues of required permits and approvals will be addressed in the EIS.
The project team will organize ongoing coordination with the Department of
Land and Natural Resources.
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State of Hawaii Office of Environmental Quality Control

The State of Hawaii Office of Environmental Control identified several items that
should be included in the draft EIS, including:

Acronyms and glossary

e Aesthetics discussion including landscaping plans

Comparison of currently studied alignments to alignments considered by prior

studies

Evaluation of hazardous materials and remediation measures proposed, and

e A list of permits, approvals, and funding sources.

The Office of Environmental Quality Control also requested that a copy of the EISPN
be sent to additional groups and requested information about overall project schedule.

The project team will address the requested topics in the draft EIS and the
Alternatives Analysis as appropriate. Copies of the EISPN were sent to the
requested groups. The draft EIS is expected to be issued in the spring of 2007
following selection of a locally preferred alternative (LPA). The earliest date
that construction would begin is the year 2009 and the likely duration of
construction has not yet been determined and will vary based on the selected
alternative.

State of Hawaii Office of Hawaiian Affairs

The State of Hawaii Office of Hawaiian Affairs raised two issues based on available
information, including:

e Whether archaeology and historic studies will be completed
e Protection of kooloaula plant.

These issues will be addressed in the Alternatives Analysis and draft EIS.

University of Hawaii

The University of Hawaii emphasized the importance of compatibility of the
proposed transit system to their planned West Oahu campus. After coordination with
other major land owners in the Kapolei area, they identified the alignment presented
in Alternative 4d as their preferred alignment in the Kapolei area.

The project team will be evaluating Alternative 4d as part of the Alternatives
Analysis process.

Honolulu Department of Design and Construction

The Department of Design and Construction requested coordination on project
planning with several other city projects.

Scoping Report

Chapter 4 Page 4-9

Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project



The project team will organize ongoing coordination with the Department of
Design and Construction.

Honolulu Fire Department

The Honolulu Fire Department provided three references related to fire, life, and
safety issues for guidance in developing the alternatives. The three references
provided are:

“Road and Hydrants for Private Developments,”

A Letter from Attilio K. Leonardi, Fire Chief, Fire Department of the City and
County of Honolulu. “Subject: Traffic Calming Program and Roadway
Beautification Projects,” and

“NFPA 130, Standard for Fixed Guideway Transit and Passenger Rail
Systems, 2003 Edition.”

The project team will review and consider the guidance documents during the
alternatives analysis and project development process.

Downtown Neighborhood Board Number 13

Downtown Neighborhood Board No. 13 requested consulted party status on the
EISPN.

The Downtown Neighborhood Board status will be changed to consulted
party.

Hawaiian Electric Company

Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc. (HECO) provided a letter stating that HECO may
have planned or existing public utility facilities along proposed alignments for the
fixed-guideway alternatives. If relocation is necessary, Public Utilities Commission
approval may be required and HECO will seek reimbursement for relocation costs.

The project team will coordinate with HECO during project development. It
is likely that utility relocations would be required under all of the alternatives
being studied except the No-Build Alternative.

Consulted Party Status under HRS Chapter 343

Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS) Chapter 343 and the implementing regulations
contained in Title 11, Chapter 200 of the Hawaii Administrative Rules (HAR) require
that agencies, citizen groups, and concerned individuals be consulted for input.
Interested parties may request consulted party status, to receive ongoing project
information and coordination. Several agencies and entities requested consulted
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party status under Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS) Chapter 343. The parties
requesting and being granted consulted party status are shown in Table 4-2.

Table 4-2. Parties with Consulted Party Status

Party

Downtown Neighborhood Board Number 13
The Outdoor Circle
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Chapter 5 Public Scoping

Summary of Public Comments

During the scoping and EISPN comment period, 528 comment submissions were
received via mail, website, telephone, and the scoping meetings. Correspondence
requesting to be placed on the mailing list is not included in this report. Comments
that focus on a preference for a particular alternative are included in the appendices to
this report, but are neither summarized nor considered, as the technical information
required to select an alternative has not yet been developed. Likewise, comments on
taxation do not relate to the technical analysis nor to the comparison of transit
alternatives and are neither summarized nor considered in this report, but have been
included in the appendices.

Comments that relate to process, presentation materials, and website design have
been included in the appendices, as well as reviewed and considered, but are not
summarized or responded to in this report. Comments regarding transportation issues
not related to planning and development of a high-capacity transit system, such as
comments on existing traffic signal or bus operations, were forwarded to the
appropriate agency, but are not summarized or responded to in this report.

The majority of comments received related to a preference for one of the alternatives
or a proposed modification to one of the alternatives. Several questions were asked
about cost, schedule, and project phasing. Cost, schedule and project phasing
information will be developed during the Alternatives Analysis process and will be
provided when it becomes available.

Substantive Comments on Purpose and Need,
Alternatives, and Scope of Analysis

Comments Related to Purpose and Need

Several comments suggested that the study corridor should be expanded beyond the
current study corridor (extending from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at
Manoa). Areas proposed to be included within the study corridor were:

e Waianae Coast

e Central Oahu

e The Primary Urban Core Koko Head of Kapahulu Avenue, including Kaimuki
and part of Kahala

e East Oahu, including Hawaii Kai and part of Kahala, and

e The entire island.
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The study corridor was developed after evaluating long-range population and
employment projections for Oahu and considering available funding. By 2030,
69 percent of the population and approximately 80 percent of the employment on
the Island of Oahu is projected to be located within the study-area corridor. The
study corridor was selected to provide the greatest transportation benefit for the
funds that are anticipated to be available; however, improvements will not be
limited to the corridor. Island-wide improvements to the bus system will be
proposed to better utilize the features of each alternative, whether TSM, managed
lanes, or a fixed-guideway transit system. Future expansion of the system would
be possible if other funding sources are identified.

Additional comments suggested that the purpose of the project should be expanded to
address traffic congestion.

A transit system is only a portion of the entire transportation system. While
the transit system will reduce the number of drivers on congested roadways
within the corridor, the corridor is expected to continue experiencing growth
in travel demand. The transportation corridor between Kapolei and the
University of Hawaii at Manoa will continue to experience substantial traffic
congestion; however, congestion in the corridor is expected to decrease
somewhat after the system opens, and grow at a reduced rate after that time
because of automobile trips diverted to transit. The purpose of the project has
been modified to reflect that a high-capacity transit system would reduce
congestion compared to the No-Build Alternative, but can not be expected to
reduce congestion to the extent that automobile traffic would flow freely in
the corridor at all times.

Comments were received that the purpose and need statement should be expanded to
address mobility for commercial goods and services and for private automobiles.

The Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project is evaluating one aspect
of island-wide transportation needs in coordination with the Oahu MPO,
which is responsible for integrated transportation planning. The Honolulu
High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project analysis is meant to evaluate project
alternatives that may be constructed within the authorization of Act 247,
enacted by the Hawaii state legislature in 2005. The act prohibits the
construction of a non-transit project with the authorized excise-tax surcharge.
Projects with the purpose of providing roadway mobility for automobiles and
commercial vehicles are outside of the authorization of Act 247; therefore,
they will not be added to the purpose of the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit
Corridor Project. Any projects relating to commercial or private automobile
mobility included in the Oahu 2030 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (when it
is adopted by the Oahu MPQO) will be included in all alternatives evaluated in
the Alternatives Analysis process.

Other comments on purpose and need stated that the project had to consider both
existing development and future planned development.
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As described above, the study corridor was defined to include the densest
portions of Oahu. Consistency with local long-range plans, which include
consideration of both existing land-use and future planned development, is
integral with the need for the project.

Comments Related to Alternatives

The majority of substantive public comments related specifically to the proposed
alternatives. Several comments suggested alternatives such as additional freeway
lanes, conversion of existing arterial lanes to contra-flow, construction of bike lanes
in place of transit, construction of a roadway for automatically guided automobiles,
and construction of new freeways.

These alternatives are outside the project’s purpose of providing a high-
capacity transit system and are not being considered in the Alternatives
Analysis process.

Several other comments suggested policy changes related to requiring driver
education, limiting car ownership, changing development patterns through tax
incentives, restricting parking, mandating carpools, and limiting the number of people
who may move to Oahu.

Some of these proposals could be considered social policies, which are not
generally within the jurisdiction of the City and County of Honolulu, and
other policies mentioned are outside the purpose of providing a high-capacity
transit system.

Several comments suggested either near-term or long-term improvements to the
existing bus and paratransit system.

Recommendations for near-term improvements have been passed on to
TheBus staff, while suggestions for longer-term improvements are being
considered while defining the TSM Alternative.

No alternative alignments were proposed related to Alternative 3 except for general
comments that the system should be more widespread and applied to existing freeway
lanes. Comments were received that elevated bus-only lanes should be constructed,
instead of a shared HOV and HOT lane configuration.

The number of buses anticipated to be required is less than the available
capacity of the facility, therefore, high-occupancy (HOV) or toll-paying
(HOT) vehicles could be allowed to use the excess capacity available under
Alternative 3 without degrading bus travel times.

Other comments suggested that Alternative 3 should be evaluated as a reversible two-
lane system rather than providing one lane in each direction of travel. One comment
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suggested evaluation of a bus rapid transit system (such as being evaluated in
Alternative 3) but using tour buses.

Alternative 3 will be evaluated both as a two-way and as a two-lane one-way
reversible system. The use of tour buses would be an alternative technology
but not substantially different from the types of buses being considered for
Alternatives 2 and 3; therefore, it will not be evaluated separately.

Commenters also recommended the evaluation of fixed-guideway alignments along
several routes. The following fixed-guideway routes were identified:

e Abandoned OR&L rail line
e North-South Road

e H-1Freeway

e Farrington Highway

e Fort Weaver Road

e Kamehameha Highway
e Aolele Street

e Salt Lake Boulevard

e Pearl Harbor Crossing
e Middle Street

e Nimitz Highway

e Dillingham Boulevard
e North King Street

e Queen Street

e South King Street

e Kona Street

e Kapiolani Boulevard

e Kalakaua Avenue

e Ala Moana Boulevard between downtown and Ala Moana Center
e Kuhio Avenue

e AlaWai Canal

Many of these proposed alignments are included in one or more of the Fixed
Guideway Alternatives that were presented during the scoping process.
Others were previously evaluated and rejected because they demonstrated less
ridership potential, higher cost, or more difficult environmental and social
issues than the selected alternatives. The only alignment that was not
included in one or more of the alternatives not previously reviewed and
eliminated was Ala Moana Boulevard between downtown and Ala Moana
Center. It was reviewed prior to publication of the final screening report and
eliminated based on the same criteria used to evaluate the other alignments.
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As discussed above, suggestions for routes outside of the study corridor may
be considered for a future project, but are not being considered for the current
project.

Several comments and questions were asked regarding the configuration of the
alternatives, and if sections proposed as part of one could be combined with sections
of another alternative.

Combining sections of one alternative with another is possible — the
alternatives are all being reviewed and different ways to combine the various
alignments are being considered as part of the Alternatives Analysis.

Several comments pertained to profiles, specifically inquiring about the elevated, at-
grade, and underground alignments for the alternatives.

All three profiles are being considered for various alignments where they are
feasible and practical. The profile of the various alignments will be evaluated
in further detail in the Alternatives Analysis. Issues such as groundwater, soil
conditions, safety and operation of at-grade crossings, and emergency egress
from elevated systems will be considered during the evaluation of each of the
possible transit technologies (light rail, rapid rail, monorail, people mover,
and magnetic levitation).

The following suggestions for station locations along the Fixed Guideway Alternative
were included in the comments:

e Aloha Stadium

e Pearlridge

e Waikele Shops

e Ala Moana Center

e Airport

e Kapolei

e University of Hawaii at Manoa

e Waikiki

o Kakaako

e Downtown

e University of Hawaii West Oahu future campus

e Ewa

e Leeward Community College

e Intersection of Salt Lake Boulevard with Arizona Road
e Waipahu

e Kalihi

o Alea

e Aloha Tower

e HECO Downtown Power Plant (convert site to a station)
e Pearl Harbor/Hickam
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e USS Arizona Memorial
e Hawaii Convention Center
e Ala Wai Golf Course

Each location suggested will be reviewed as the station locations are
determined for each of the fixed-guideway alignments. The station locations
being evaluated in the Alternatives Analysis will be presented in the Honolulu
High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis Definition of
Alternatives Report.

Several comments were made regarding fixed-guideway technologies; in particular a
request was made to reconsider personal rapid transit (PRT).

PRT was previously eliminated because it has limited speed and ridership
capacity. It will not be included in the Alternatives Analysis. Fixed-
guideway technologies that will be evaluated in the Alternatives Analysis
include: light rail, rapid rail, people mover monorail, and magnetic levitation.

Speed and noise were two issues identified related to technology alternatives.

Speed and noise issues will be considered in the evaluation of the alternatives.
Vehicle operating speeds will be presented in the definition of alternatives
section, while differences in noise generated by the various technologies will
be presented in the noise section of the Environmental Effects chapter of the
Alternatives Analysis.

Several comments related to the operation of a specific alternative and how it would
connect and interface with other modes of transportation. Park-and-ride lots, bus
feeder service, and bicycle amenities were all identified as important to consider
during the alternative development process. Other operational comments related to
the transit fare system, hours and frequency of service, integration with TheBus,
whether or not there should be operators on the vehicles, consideration of long-term
maintenance, transit oriented development around stations, and amenities at stations
for senior and disabled riders.

The project team will consider these issues as the alternatives are refined for
analysis during the AA process.

Comments Related to Scope of Analysis

A wide range of issues were identified for consideration in the analysis. No
comments were received identifying previously unknown resources or hazards
located along the proposed alignments of any of the alternatives.

Aesthetics and views were widely mentioned. Other concerns were raised about
construction impacts, noise impacts, displacements, economic impacts, community
connectivity, energy consumption and conservation options, emergency services and
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public safety, service to elderly and disadvantaged populations, natural hazards, and
impacts to parks and recreational facilities. Questions were also raised about
compatible land use development, and any ordinances or regulations requiring
changes or modifications to accommodate the implementation of a high-capacity
transit project. Interface with pedestrian and bicycle facilities was also identified as a
topic of interest.

The identified topics of concern will all be evaluated in the Alternatives
Analysis. The evaluation of each alternative for the range of environmental
topics identified will be presented in individual sections within an
Environmental Effects chapter in the Alternatives Analysis. For example,
differences between noise impacts that would occur as a result of the
Managed Lanes Alternative or the Fixed Guideway Alternative will be
presented in the Noise Section of the Environmental Effects chapter. Where
needed, additional analysis will be provided in the draft EIS for the Locally
Preferred Alternative.

One question was raised about whether the project would institute mitigation
measures beyond those required by legal environmental regulations.

The project intends to minimize negative environmental effects where
practical, but does not intend to undertake environmental improvement
activities that are not related to the implementation of the proposed project.
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Chapter 6 Conclusions

The goals of the scoping process were to establish the purpose of and the needs for
the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project, identify the alternatives that
should be evaluated for the project, and determine the scope of the analysis that will
be conducted to support the Alternatives Analysis and draft EIS.

A preliminary purpose and need, list of alternatives, and list of topics to be evaluated
were presented to the public and other interested parties. The comments received
from members of the public and consulted agencies resulted in several changes to the
proposed purpose and need and alternatives being evaluated. A statement was added
to the discussion of the purpose of the project that the project, in conjunction with
other Oahu Regional Transportation Plan improvements, would moderate anticipated
traffic congestion in the corridor. A second option was added to the Managed Lanes
Alternative that would include operating the managed lanes as a two-lane reversible
facility.

Several elements of the Fixed Guideway Alternative were reviewed. An alignment
along Ala Moana Boulevard was evaluated and eliminated because it would be
longer, further from the downtown core, and have greater potential visual impacts
than other alignments evaluated. The presentation of the Fixed Guideway Alternative
was changed to allow for a simpler combination of various alignment options in
different portions of the study corridor. Also, an elevated alignment along
Halekauwila Street was added to the range of alternatives being considered in the
Alternatives Analysis because Halekauwila Street is wider than Queen Street in many
areas and the alignment would draw similar numbers of riders as the Queen Street
Alignment that is under consideration.

Comments on station locations for the Fixed Guideway Alternative were reviewed. A
set of proposed station locations for each alignment was developed considering the
input and several other criteria, such as available space, local land use, and spacing
between stations.

The final alternatives selected for evaluation in the Alternatives Analysis, including
station locations, are documented in the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor
Project Alternatives Analysis Definition of Alternatives Report.

Comments received on the scope of the environmental analysis included concerns
about such topics as: noise, environmental justice, visual impacts, wetlands, natural
hazards, energy, and displacements. The Alternatives Analysis and draft EIS will
evaluate the effects of each alternative under consideration at the time that the
document is being prepared on each of the elements of the environment discussed in
Chapter 5 of this report. The analysis will follow applicable U.S. Department of
Transportation guidelines. Appropriate mitigation measures will be noted in the
Alternatives Analysis and evaluated during preparation of the draft EIS.
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Appendix A Agency Scoping Comments
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List of Comment Authors

United States Department of Transportation, Federal Aviation Administration
United States Environmental Protection Agency

United States National Park Service

Hawaii Community Development Authority

State of Hawaii Department of Accounting and General Services
State of Hawaii Department of Education

State of Hawaii Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

State of Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources
State of Hawaii Office of Environmental Quality Control

State of Hawaii Office of Hawaiian Affairs

University of Hawaii

Honolulu Department of Design and Construction

Honolulu Downtown Neighborhood Board

Honolulu Fire Department

Hawaiian Electric Company

Scoping Report

Appendix A Page A-3

Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project



Page A-4 Appendix A Scoping Report
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project



TP Ypg- 35U oL

Western-Pacific Region P. O. Box 50109
(‘ Real Estate and Utilities Section, AHNL-54B Honolulu, Hawaii 96850-5000
U.S. Department

of Transportation

Federal Aviation
Administration

January 5, 2006

City and County of Honolulu
650 South King Street, 3rd Floor
Honolulu, HI 96813
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Mr. Kenneth Hamayasu, Project w =
Manager <
Department of Transportation o 2
Services p=4
e o |
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=
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Dear Mr. Hamayasu:

Your letter of December 7, 2005, invited us to participate
in a resource agency scoping meeting for the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the Honolulu High-Capacity
Transit Corridor Project.

As more specific plans and alternatives are developed, we
ask that you continue to coordinate with us to determine

any impacts that may affect aviation and the supporting
infrastructure involved.

We appreciate this opportunity to cooperate with you on
this project and look forward to its success. If there
are any questions, I may also be contacted at 541-1236 or
by email at darice.b.young@faa.gov.

_Sincerely,

Darice B. N. Young
Realty Contracting Officer
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§ i UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
) S ‘ REGION IX

o 75 Hawthome Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

January 9, 2006

Ms. Donna Turchie

Federal Transit Administration
Region IX

201 Mission Street, Suite 2210
San Francisco, CA 94105

Subject: Scoping Comments for High-Capacity Transit Improvements in the
Southern Corridor, Honolulu, HI

Dear Ms, Turchie:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Federal Register
Notice published on December 7, 2005, requesting comments on the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) and City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation Services
(DTS) decision to prepare a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for High-Capacity
Transit Improvements in the Scuthern Corridor in Honolulu, Hawaii. Our comments are
provided pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

This project may require a Clean Water Act Section 404 individual permit from the Army
Corps of Engineers. If impacts to waters of the United States require an individual permit, EPA
recommends initiation of the “Memorandum of Understanding for the NEPA/Clean Water Act
Section 404 Integration Process for Surface Transportation Projects in the State of Hawaii”
(NEPA/404 MOU). This project will benefit from early and continued interagency coordination
among resource agencies by ensuring that the Clean Water Act Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines are
followed (40 CFR 230). EPA’s additional concerns, as described in the enclosed detailed
comments, focus on impacts to air quality, invasive species management, environmental justice,
and indirect and cumulative impacts.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the preparation of the DEIS, and

look forward to continued participation in this process as more information becomes available.
When the Alternatives Analysis and DEIS are released for public review, please send two copies

Printed. on Recycled Paper
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to the address above (mail code CEDQZ). If you have any questions, please contact me at 415-
972-3988, or Connell Dunning, the lead reviewer for this project. Connell can be reached at 415-
947-4161 or dunning.connell @epa.gov.

Sincerely,

uanéJTames, Manager
Environmental Review Office

Enclosure:  EPA’s Detailed Scoping Comments

CC: Nelson Sagum, Hawaii Department of Transportation
Abraham Wong, Federal Highway Administration, Hawaii Division
Alfred A, Tanaka, County and City of Honolulu Department of
Transportation Services
Ryan Smith, Oahu Invasive Species Committee

&oo3
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EPA SCOPING COMMENTS FOR THE HIGH-CAPACITY TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS IN THE SOUTHERN
CORRIDOR, HONOLULU, HAW AT, JANUARY 9, 2006

Interagency Coordination

Should this project require a Clean Water Act (CWA) Seciion 404 individual permit from
the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE), the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
recommends coordination with ACOE and EPA through the “Memorandum of Understanding
for the National Environmental Policy Act/Clean Water Act Section 404 Integration Process for
Surface Transportation Projects in the State of Hawaii” (NEPA/404 MOU). In addition, the
- Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and City and County of Honolulu Department of
Transportation Services (DTS) should coordinate with the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) and Hawaii Department of Transportation (HDOT) to ensure that alternatives
considered can be integrated with existing and future road improvements in the transit corridor.

Water Resources

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) should disclose the approximate area
of waters of the United States that occur within the study area of the proposed project, including
permanent and intermittent streams and wetlands. The CWA Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines
(Guidelines) at 40 CFR Part 230.10(a) state that “... no discharge of dredged or fill material shall
be permitted if there is a practicable alternative to the proposed discharge which would have less
adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem, so long as the alternative does not have other
significant adverse environmental consequences.” FTA and DTS will have to demonstrate that
potential impacts to waters of the United States have been avoided and minimized to the
maximum extent practicable prior to obtaining a CWA Section 404 permit (40 CFR 230.10(a)
and 230.10(d)). We urge FTA and DTS, in planning alternative designs for the project, to
incorporate the following recommendations into the DEIS:

¢ Demonstrate that all potential impacts to waters of the United States have been avoided
and minimized. If these resources cannot be avoided, the project-level analyses should
clearly demonstrate how cost, logistical, or technological constraints preclude avoidance
and minimization of impacts.

» Quantify the benefits from measures and modifications designed to avoid and minimize
impacts to water resources for each alternative studied; for example, number of stream
crossings avoided, acres of waters of the United States avoided, etc,

o Jdentify all protected xjesohrces with special designations and all special aquatic sites' and
waters within state, local, and federal protected lands. Additional steps should be taken to
avoid and minimize impacts to these areas.

! Special aquatic sites are defined at 40 CFR.230.40 ~ 230.45 and include wetlands, mud flats, vegetated shallows,
coral reefs, and riffle and pool complexes. .
; . ) |

Igjuu4g



o - arw s E wuu U.d. Lt
i D LITA/UPA 005

The DEIS should also address techniques proposed for minimizing surface water
contamination due to increased runoff from additional highway surfaces. The project will
require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit and an
accompanying Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). Where the proposed project will
widen existing roads, the current stormwater detention basins and structures should be evaluated
to determine if they will continue to be effective. If new stormwater detention facilities are
needed, this provides an opportunity to work with municipal planners and vector control
agencies to develop siting, design, and maintenance strategies that incorporate guidelines to
minimize or eliminate mosquitoes and other vector species, in addition to stormwater control.

Air Quality

The DEIS should include a thorough analysis of impacts from the construction and
operation of the proposed altematives and should include estimates of all criteria pollutant
emissions, EPA recommends including a Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan in the DEIS
and adopting this plan in the Record of Decision. EPA recommends the following mitigation
measures be included in the Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan in order to reduce impacts
associated with vehicle emissions and other air toxics from construction-related activities:

» Establish an activity schedule designed to minimize traffic céngestion around the
construction site.

o Utilize EPA-registered particulate traps and other appropriate controls to reduce
emissions of diesel particulate matter and other pollutants at the construction site.

¢ Locate construction equipment and staging zones éway from sensitive receptors such as
children and the elderly as well as away from fresh air intakes to buildings and air
conditioners.

*  Use low sulfur fuel (diesel with 15 parts per million or less) if available.
¢ Reduce use, trips, and unnecessary idling from heavy equipment.
o Lease newer and cleaner equipment (1996 or newer).

e Periodically inspect construction sites to ensure construction equipment is properly
maintained at all times.

Invasive Species

In accordance with Executive Order 13112, EPA recommends that the DEIS identify
proposed methods to minimize the spread of invasive species and utilize native plant and tree
species where revegetation is planned. The islands of Hawaii are particularly vulnerable to
invasive species, and construction associated with the project has the potential to aid in the

2
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establishment of invasive plants along any newly disturbed corridors. EPA recommends that
FTA and DTS coordinate invasive species management with local agencies and organizations,
such as the Oahu Invasive Species Committee: a voluntary partnership organized to prevent new
invasive species infestations on the island of Oahu, to eradicate incipient invasive species, and to
stop established invasive species from spreading on Qahu (http://www.hear.org/oisc/). Measures
to reduce the potential for the spread of invasive species will be more effective when they are
coordinated with other ongoing planning efforts. Additional resources related to Federal and
State programs to address invasive species can be found at: http://www.invasivespeciesinfo. gov/

Envii'onmental Justice

Executive Order 12898 addresses Environmental Justice in minority and low income
populations, and the Council on Environmental Quality has developed guidance concerning how
to address Environmental Justice in the environmental review process
(http://ceq.eh.doe.gov/nepa/regs/ej/justice.pdf). The Federal Register Notice published for this
project (December 7, 2005) states that numerous lower-income and minority workers live in the
corridor outside the urban core and commute to work in the primary urban center. Community
involvement activities supporting the project should include opportunities for incorporating
public input into the facility area design and location process, especially from any members of
the community who may benefit or be adversely affected by proposed project. The DEIS should
identify whether the proposed alternatives may disproportionately and adversely affect low
income or minority populations in the surrounding area and should prov1dc appropriate
mitigation measures for any adverse impacts.

Indirect Impacts

EPA is concerned about the potential indirect impacts (40 CFR Part 1508(b)) of this
project. The DEIS should discuss how the proposed project may affect the location and pattern
of residential, commercial, and industrial development. The DEIS should also identify
modifications to the transportation system that may provide new access to residential areas and
open space and should discuss the potential for new access points to affect future development
and land use changes. The DEIS should also address the feasibility, extent, and expected
duration of potential mitigation measures.

Cumulative Impacts

The DEIS should provide a thorough analysis of the cumulative impacts of the proposed
project. Cumulative impacts analyses examine “the impact of the environment which results
from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person
undertakes such other actions” (40 CFR Part1508.7). The DEIS should identify cumulative
impacts study areas relative to the resources of concern and should identify a baseline from
which impacts are measured. The analysis should disclose the past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable impacts on resources of concern from transportation and non-transportation activities
and should analyze the rate of loss and magnitude (relative importance) of impacts to resources.

3
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United States Department of the Interior " Pank

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Pacific West Region :
1111 Jackson Street, Suite 700
Oakland, California 94607-4807

IN REPLY REFER TO:

A8817(PWR-C) ‘ JAN 09 2006 »
= =
— =
Department of Transportation Services — -1
City and County of Honolulu = g
650 South King Street, 3™ floor . o
Honolulu, HI 96813 | : : =2 o=
Attn: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project = =
www.honolulutransit.org/get_involved o2 “

Dear Sir:

This comment concerns the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor Project and its impact on the safe
arrival and departure of visitors to the USS Arizona Memorial, a unit of the National Park System. The
USS Arizona Memorial receives 1.5 million visitors annually who arrive at the Visitor Center by public
transit or private car.

The National Park Service understands the project is studying how to improve the ability of people to
move in the highly congested east-west corridor between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa.
We also understand that over 60 percent of Oahu’s population lives with the area served in this corridor
and that the population is projected to grow.

Several of the alternatives do not consider a High Capacity Transit stop at the USS Arizona Memorial,
instead proposing a single stop for the stadium across King Kamehameha Highway from the Memorial.
The National Park Service opposes this concept because it encourages some of the 4,000 daily visitors to
attempt the dangerous walk across this busy dual road into the Visitor Center rather than wait for the
shuttle. Further, it will discourage or confuse our visitors about taking public transit, including bus
service, increasing the number of cars attempting to make the dangerous left hand turn into the Memorial.

We believe these safety concerns point to the reason why the public and the Corridor Project will benefit
from a transit stop for the USS Arizona Memorial, the most popular tourist destination on Oahu.

Thank you for providing this comment period. We remain interested in this project.
A copy of this letter has also been sent to the above website.

Sincerely,

Jonathan B. Ja
Regional Director, Pacific West Region

AKE PRIDE g~ 2
INAMERICASG



Linda Lingle
Governor

James S. Kometani
Chairperson

Daniel Dinell
Executive Director

677 Ala Moana Boulevard
Suite 1001
Honolulu, Hawaii
96813

Telephone
" (808) 587-2870

Facsimile
(808) 587-8150

E-Mail
contact@hcdaweb.org

Web site
www.hcdaweb.org

P foe 136862

Ref. No.: PL TRANS 7.18

January 12, 2006

Mr. Kenneth Hamayasu

City and County of Honolulu
Department of Transportation Services
650 South King Street, 3™ Floor
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mr. Hamayasu:

00,1 ST G || My

Re: The Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project

Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS™) Preparation Notice

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the EIS Preparation Notice.
The Hawaii Community Development Authority (“HCDA”) is the redevelopment
agency for the Kakaako and Kalaeloa Community Development Districts as
authorized under Chapter 206E, Hawaii Revised Statutes. Our comments
specifically pertain to the portions of the various fixed-guideway alignments that
impact the Kalaeloa and Kakaako districts. We offer the following comments for
your consideration. '

Kakaako. The EIS Preparation Notice indicates that the Draft EIS will
assess impacts of the alternative alignments with respect to social,
environmental and financial resources. However, in addition, please
include detailed information on the various alignments through Kakaako,
including sections of the tunnels, the system’s transition into an above-
grade alignment as well as the above-grade alignment through the district.
We are especially concerned with the project’s impact on properties and
infrastructure along the proposed alignment. Please identify any required
relocation and/or land acquisitions along the alignment route.

The proposed action may require HCDA’s Development Permit approval
for any construction-related activities along the alignment route within the
Kakaako District.

Kalaeloa. We find that Alternative 4d will better serve future residents
and business in the area for the following reasons:

e Alternative 4d is more centrally located within the Kapolei/Kalaeloa
district and will serve a greater number of people who live and work in

Kalaeloa.



Mr. Kenneth Hamayasu

Page Two

January 12, 2006

Alternative 4d most closely resembles the transit alignment proposed
in the Kalaeloa Master Plan (“Master Plan”). The Master Plan
incorporates transit oriented development (“TOD”) along the realigned
Saratoga Road, which is compatible with Alternative 4d. TOD would
provide a new opportunity for the residents of Kapolei and Ewa to take
full advantage of the transit system. Such a housing type would
provide an alternative to the single family and townhouses that
dominate Ewa today.

There is ample land in Kalaeloa to accommodate a park and ride type
facility for commuters from Ewa. Residents from Ewa and Ocean
Pointe could enter and egress Kalacloa from Geiger Road and the
planned extension of North South Road.

Use of land in Kalaeloa for a transit/rail base yard was specified in our
Kalaeloa Master Plan and was favorably received by the community as
an opportunity to create jobs and further transit oriented development.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the subject EIS Preparation
Notice and look forward to additional information on the Alternative Analysis.
We are generally supportive of the proposed high-capacity transit system and
anticipate that the project will enhance the livability of the Kalaeloa and Kakaako
districts. Should you have any questions with regard to Kakaako, please call
Teney Takahashi and with regard to Kalaeloa, Stanton Enomoto. Both can be
reached at 587-2870.

DD/ST:11

Sincerely,

il

Daniel Dinell
Executive Director



TP R 134133

RUSS K. SAITO
COMPTROLLER

LINDA LINGLE
GOVERNOR

KATHERINE H. THOMASON
DEPUTY COMPTROLLER

STATE OF HAWAII (P)1299.5
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
P.0. BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWAII 96810

DEC 2 3 2005 =
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Mr. Kenneth Hamayasu g
Transportation Planning Division =
A 7]

Department of Transportation Services
City and County of Honolulu

650 South King Street, 3™ Floor
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mr. Hamayasu:
Subject: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project, EISPN

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor
Project. An improved transportation system would enhance peoples' quality of life, safety,
and economic well being. I request that you keep us informed and work with us throughout
the project's planning, design, construction and operation phases as we expect to be directly
affected by most of the alternatives proposed. To cite some examples:

1. Alternative 3: Managed Lane Alternative will likely directly affect our Aloha
Stadium Complex.

2. Alternative 4: Fixed-Guideway Alternative support facilities and other impacts
could directly affect our facilities at Kakuhihewa (Kapolei State Office
Building), Aloha Stadium, Liliha Civic Center (O. R. & L. Building and
site), the State Capitol, and other State buildings, and State-owned land.
Alternative 4c may cut off the main vehicular access to the Capitol via
Miller Street if the proposed tunnel below Beretania Street mauka
of the Capitol, is built.

The State will work with you to address any and all costs it would incur as a result of this
project.



Mr. Kenneth Hamayasu
(P)1299.5
Page 2

If you have any questions, please call me at 586-0400, email me at russ.k.saito@hawaii.gov ,
or have your staff call Mr. Bruce Bennett of the Public Works Division at 586-0491, email
bruce.e.bennett@hawaii.gov.

Sincerely,

(Cozs bS e,
RUSS K. SAITO
State Comptroller

C: Ms. Genevieve Salmonson, OEQC
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STATE OF HAWAI'I
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

P.O. BOX 2360
HONOLULU, HAWA('| 98804

OFFICE OF BUSINESS SERVICES
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' [
Mr. Alfred A. Tanaka, Acting Director - =
Department of Transportation Services S ) ‘,"..;.‘;
City and County of Honolulu o .- -
650 South King Street, 3" Floor < R ~
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 w2

Dear Mr. Tanaka:

The Department of Education (DOE) has reviewed the Scoping Information Package and the State of

Hawaii Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Preparation Notice for the High-Capacity Transit Corridor
Project.

The DOE notes that there was no reference in the document to the students or facilities of the DOE. We
assume that students commuting to school would also be users of a new urban transportation system in
Honolulu, We note that under social and economic conditions, the Draft EIS will evaluate direct and
indirect impacts of the proposed system on parks and recreation areas; historic resources; and visual and
aesthetic resources. We hope that you will consider adding educational resources.

The DOE would like to see that schoolchildren could use a new transit system safely, economically and

efficiently. Since they are not likely users of park and ride facilities, our concern would center on how
students could safely access the transit stops and then use the system.

The DOE would like to know where the system might be relying on school lands or future school lands
and the levels of noise when routes are located close to school facilities.

If you have any questions, please call me at 586-0430 or Heidi Mecker of the Facilities Development
Branch at 7334862.

Sincerely,

O Eaotn

DPuane Kashiwai, Public Works Manager
Facilities Development Branch

DK:ly
cc:  Patricia Hamamoto, Supen'ntendcht

Clayton Fujie, Deputy Superintendent
Assistant Superintendent, OBS

AN AFFIRMATIVE ACTION AND EQUAL QPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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LINDA LINGLE
GOVERNOR
STATE OF HAWAII

MICAH A. KANE
CHAIRMAN
HAWAIIAN HOMES COMMISSION

BEN HENDERSON
DEPUTY TO THE CHAIRMAN

STATE OF HAWAII KAULANA H. PARK

EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT
DEPARTMENT OF HAWAIIAN HOME LANDS
P.O0. BOX 1879

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96805

December 29, 2005
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(e

Mr. Toru Hamayasu o rm
Transportation Planning Division N f”
Department of Transportation Services — :
City and County of Honolulu == -

650 South King Street, 3* Floor S =

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
Dear Mr. Hamayasu:

Subject: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project
East Kapolei Region
Preferred Route

Please allow this letter to express the Department of Hawaiian
Home Land’s (DHHL) preferred route for the high-capacity transit
corridor. As a major developer in the East Kapolei region, the
DHHL would prefer that the transit corridor follow the route as
shown on the attached exhibit. Essentially, this would be
similar to your department’s Alternative 4d as it pertains to
the East Kapolei area. The DHHL fully supports the University of
Hawaii West Oahu campus and this route would allow the high
capacity transit system to access the West Oahu Campus at its
main entrance and focal point.

This route would also serve a major commercial center planned by
the DHHL at the intersection of the North-South Road and the
Kapolei Parkway. Because the DHHL is of the opinion that
education is the key to success for its beneficiaries, it would
like to see the University of Hawaii West Oahu campus, the
Leeward Oahu Community 'College and the University of Hawaii
Manoa campus connected by the high-capacity transit system. As
far as the balance of the route is concerned, the DHHL withholds
its comments in favor of those along the proposed routes.



Mr. Toru Hamayasu
December 29, 2005
Page 2

If you have any questions or require more information, please
call me at 586-3801 or Larry Sumida at 630-7141.

Aloha and mahalo,
Micah A. Kane, Chairman
Hawaiian Homes Commission

Encl.
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MTER T. YOUNG
CHARPERSON

BOARD OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
COMMIESION O WATER RESOURCE MANAGYNENT

LINDA LINGLE
GOVERNOR OF HAWALL

ROBERT K. MASUPA
DEPLTY DRECTOR

DEAN NAKAND
ACTR0 DEFUTY DIRECTOR - WATER,

AQUATIC RUNURCES
o MWBO;“AWAM RESOURCE MANAQSMENT
STATE OF HAWAII CONRUATIN ALD IBOURCH TFCRCEHENT
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESQURCES %ﬁ% .
FOST OFFICE BOX 621 N
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96809

January 10, 2006
C&COHTRANSPORTATION LB>NAV

Alfred A. Tanaka, P.E. A ;
Acting Administrator Lon " <.
Department of Transportation Services AR Y
City and County Of Honolulnu v . W
650 South King Street ) " P P
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 o - O

Dear Mxr. Tanaka: ';“ e
3

Subject: Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridér Project

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the subject
matter. :

A copy of the document pertaining to the subject project was
transmitted or made available to the following Department of Land and
Natural Resources' Divisions for their review and comment:

- Division of Agquatic Resources

- Engineering Division

- Division of Forestry and Wildlife

- Commission on Water Resource Management
- Office of Conservation and Coastal Lands
- Land-Oahu District Land Office

- Special Project Coordinator ©Oahu Branch

Enclosed please find a copy of the Division of Aquatic Resources,
Commission on Water Resource Management and Oahu District Land Office
response.

Based on the attached responses, the Department of Land and
Natural Resources has no other comment to offer on the subject matter.

Should you have any questions, please contact Nicholas A. Vaccaro
of the Land Division Support Services Branch at 587-0384.

RUSSELL Y. TSUJI
Administrator
C: ODLO .



PETER T. YOUNG

e RECEIVED R s

LAND DIVISIoN

ROBERT K. MASUDA
DENUTY

Nmifihr{:}]
STATE

CWE L AN 2
S E R STATE OF HAWAII
,Dﬁg P(T&ENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES

POST OFFICE BOX 621
HONOLULU, HAWAIl 96809

December 13, 2005

C&CoHTRANSIT

LD-NAV

Suspense Date: 12/28/05

MEMORANDUM :

TO: XXX

XXX

Divisgion of Aquatic Resources
Office of Conservation and Coastal Lands

XXX

Engineering Division

. Commission on Water Resource Management

Oahu District Land Office
Division of Aquatic Resources

Special Projects Coordinator (ODLO)
Division of Forestry and Wildlife

AdminiStratW :

SUBJECT: Document Review {Draft)
Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice
Titled: Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor

Russell Y. Tsuiji,

FROM:
' Land. Division

Please review the attached document pertaining to the subject
matter and submit your comments (if any) back to us on Division
letterhead signed and dated by the suspense date,

If you have any questions, please contact Nicholas A. Vaccaro
at 587-0384. If this office does not receive your comments by the
suspense date, we will assume there are no comments.

(D/%e have no comments
Signed: ‘é ZZM/&

Ceell Savms

( ) Comments attached.

12—/?@/5’

L Avd ~ DAt Disteicy

Date:

Name: Diwvision:

Py



LINDA LINGLE
GOVERNOR. OF HAWAJ

R . . STATE OF HAWAI CoMRUATN S MRS Bocncion
7" . . DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES ToRIyTRY YD

WILILIFR
PRESERVATION

HONOLULU, HAWAll 96809

December 13, 2003 LD-NAV
C&CoHTRANSIT Suspense Date: 12/28/05

MEMORANDUM :

TO: XXX Division of Aquatic Resources

XXX Office of Conservation and Coastal Lands

XXX Engineering Division

XXX Commission on Water Resource Management

XXX Oahu District Land Office

XXX Division of Agquatic Resources

XXX Special Projects Coordinator (ODLO)

XXX Division of Forestry and Wildlife
FROM: Russell ¥. Tsuji, Administrator

Land Division /7?/
SUBJECT: Document Review (Draft)

Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice
Titled: Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor

Please review the attached document pertaining to the subject
matter and submit your comments (if any) back to us on Division
letterhead signed and dated by the suspense date.

If you have any questions, please contact Nicholas A. Vaccaro
at 587-0384. If this office does not receive your comments by the
suspense date, we will assume there are no comments.

( ) We have no comments. (V{/Comments attached.

Signed: (:é;& E, ééi : Date: DEC 23 200

Name: @2;}&: Z,s S;é; d" Division: CW@M




LINDA LINGLE
BOVEANON

TGP HAWAS

PETER T. YOUNG
CHAIRMERBON

MEREDITH J. CHING
JAMES A, FRAZIER '
NEAL 3. FUJIWARA

CHIVOME L, FUKINO, M,D,
LAWRENCE H. MIIKE, M.D., J.D.
STEPHANIE A WHALEN

STATE OF HAWAII DENLA NAKANO,
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
. COMMISSION ON WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

P.O. BOX 821
MONOLULL, HAWAII 98309
“DEC 23 2005
REF:
TO: Russell Tsuji, Administrator
Land Divislon s
FROM: Dean A. Nakeano, Acting Deputy Director w % ™
Commigslon on Water Resource Management R > -
| 2 53
SUBJECT: EISPN Honolulu High Capacty Transit Corridor N mg
w T et
FILE NO.: C&CHTRANSIT o :ﬂ"é’:ﬁ
:,f,',_ ) '-6
Thank you for the opportunity to review the subject document. The Commiss Wat&”’kesowe

Management (CWRM) is the agency responsible for administering the State Water Code (Codejs Under e Code, all
waters of the State are held in trust for the benefit of the citizens of the State, therefore, all water use ¥ subjsct to
legelly protected water rights. CWRM strongly promotes the efficient use of Hawaii's water resources through
conservation measures and appropriate resource management. For more information, please refer to the State
Water Code, Chapter 174C, Hawaii Revised Statutes, and Hawaii Administrative Rules, Chapters 13-167 to 13-171.
These documents are avallable via the Intemet at htfp/Avww.hawaii.gov/dint/cwrm.

Our comments related to watar resources are checked off below.

[ 1. We recommend coordination with the county to incorporate this project into the county’s Water Use and
Development Plan, Please contact the respective Planning Department and/or Department of Water Supply for
further information. .

[] 2. Werecommend coordination with the Englheering Division of the State Depértment of Land and Natural
Resources to Incorporate this project into the State Water Projects Plan.

[] 3. There may be the patential for ground or surface water degradation/contamination and recommend that
approvals for this project be condltioned upon a review by the State Department of Health and the developer's
acceptance of any resulting requirements related ta water quality.

. Permits required by CWRM: Additlonal information and forms are available at www.hawail. gov/din/ewrm/forms.htm.

[J 4. ‘The proposed water supply source for the project is located in a designated ground-water managemsnt area,
and a Water Use Parmit is required prior to use of ground water,

[C] 5. A Well Construction Permit(s) is (are) required before the commencement of any well construction work.

[ 8. A Pump Installation Permit(s) is (are) required before ground water is developed as a sourcs of supply for the
project.

[l 7. Thereis (ai‘e) wall(s) located on or adjacent to this project. If wells are not planned to be used and will be

affected by any new construction, they must be properly abandoned and sealed. A psimit for well
abandonment must be obtained.

DRF-LD 04/15/2005
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Russell Tsuli

- Page 2
DEC 23 2005
] 8. Ground-water withdrawals from this project may affect streamflows, which may require an instream flow

standard amendment.

9. A Stream Channel Alteration Permit(<) Is (are) required before any alteration can be made to the bed and/or
banks of a stream channel.

[1 10. A Stream Diversion Works Permit(s) Is (are) required before any stream diversion works is constructed or
altered. :

] 11. A Pstition to Amend the Intarim Instream Flow Standard s required for any new or expanded diversion(s) of
surface water.

] 12. The planned source of water for this project has not been Identifled in this report. Thersfore, we cannot
determine what permits or petitions are required from our office, or whether there are potential impacts to water
resources.

] 13. We recommend that the report identify feasible altemative non-potable water resources, including reclaimed
wastewater.

X OTHER:

The Draft EIS should address whether bed or banks of streams would be affectad by thls project.

This project may require other agency approvals regarding wetlands, water quality, grading, stockpiling and
_ floodways.

If there are any questions, please contact David Higa at 587-0249.

DRF-IA 04/15/2005
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Due Date:
December 13, 2005 LD-NAV
C&COHTRANSIT Suspense Date: 12/28/05
MEMORANDUM;
TO: u/gkx Division of Aquatic Resources

XXX Office of Conservation and Coastal Lands
XXX Engineering Division

XXX Commission on Water Resource Management
XXX Oahu District Land Office

XXX Division of Aquatic Resources

XXX Special Projects Coordinator (ODLO)

XXX Division of Forestry and Wildlife

Russell Y. Tsuji, Administrator
Land Division

SUBJECT: Document Review (Draft)
Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice
Titled: . Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor

Please review the attached document pertaining to the subject
‘matter and submit your comments (if any) back to us on Division
letterhead signed and dated by the suspense date.

If you have any questions, please contact Nicholas A. Vaccaro
at 587-0384. If this office does not receive your comments by the
suspense date, we will assume there are no comments.

( ) We have no comments. (xy” Comments attached.

Signed$*£zz>¢— 7;Ziizéffif«\k_ Date: -2’7 Ilee,llczﬁ?

Name: _Don o ULgWJ pivision: _Agualn Peypureos
(



Sugpense Date:December 28, 2005

STATE OF HAWAIT
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
Divigion of Aquatic Resources
Honolulu, Hawaii

MEMORANDUIM

To: Dan Polhemus, Administratori>“)

From: Richard Sixberry, Aquatic Biologist

Subject: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement Preparation
Notice

Comments Requested By: Russell Y. Tsuji, Land Division

Date of Request: 12/13/05 Date Received: 12/21/05

Summary of Project
Title: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project
- Proj. By: C&C, Department of Transportation Services
Location; Various, Qahu

Brief Description:

The City & County of Honolulu Department of Transportation Services will
be preparing an EIS to evaluate alternatives that would provide high-capacity
transit service on Oahu. The primary study area is the travel corridor
. between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa.

Comments:

We will review the DEIS when it is completed and comment on any
significant impacts adveree to aquatic resource values at a later date.
Specific impacts from some of the projects described cannot be identified at
this time. .

Many previous transportation proposals have been reviewed by our
Division and comments have been provided. We do not expect any significant
adverse effects on the agquatic¢ environment from the future activities
anticipated. However, when additional information about the projects becomes
available, we would appreciate further opportunity to address any potential
aquatic resources concerns,
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LINDA LINGLE GENEVIEVE SALMONSON
GOVERNOR OF HAWAN OIRECTOR
STATE OF HAWAII
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CONTROL
235 SOUTH BERETANIA STREET
SUITE 702
HONOLULU, HAWAN 96813
TELEPHONE (808) 586-4185
FACSIMILE {808) 586-4186
E-mail: coqc @ health.state.hius
| &
December 6, 2005 ' e = -~
: - = €3 11
Alfred Tanaka R & ¢
Department of Transportation Services ' 2
650 South King St. 3* floor = = »
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 A T o
= -
Attn:  Kenneth Hayamasu ‘ o

Dear Mr. Tanaka:

Subject: Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Preparation Notice
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project

We have the following comments to offer:

Acronyms/glossary list: A list of acronyms, abbreviations and a glossary of terms would be
useful for the reviewer. Please include such a list in the draft EIS.

Aesthetics: In this (or another) section of the draft EIS include a discussion of landscaping plans.
Note that HRS 103D-408 requires the use of native Hawaiian flora whenever and wherever
possible. For your treatment of visual impacts include photos or renderings of proposed facilities
superimposed onto photos taken from existing vantage points.

Consultations: Send a copy of the EISPN to other community groups besides those listed in
section 4.0, such as Hawaii’s Thousand Friends, Sierra Club and the Historic Hawaii Foundation.
If affected trees in the corridor are exceptional or may be relocated, consult with The Qutdoor

Circle. Have you received any correspondence to date about the project? If so, include copies in
the EIS.

Alternative alignments:

Give a comparison of the current proposed alignments to those considered in the 2002
Primary Corridor Final Supplemental EIS and explain significant differences.

Is alternative 4d the only one with a Waikiki spur? The lack of a Waikiki spur in the
others should be fully explained in the alternatives section in the draft EIS.
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Alfred Tanaka
December 6, 2005
Page 2

Hazardous Materials: In this section of the draft EIS include remediation measures.

Permits and approvals: In the draft EIS be sure to include the status of each. For those yet to be
filed, list the expected date of application.

Timeframe: What are the anticipated start and end dates of this project?

Funding: In the draft EIS disclose Federal, state and county funds involved or funding
percentages from these sources.

If you have any questions call Nancy Heinrich at 586-4185.
Sincerely,
itns Lokmuons
NEVIEVE SALMONSON

Director

c Mark Sheibe, Parson Brinckerhoff
David Pendleton, Office of the Governor
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711 KAPI'OLANI BOULEVARD, SUITE 500 . =
HONOLULU, HAWAI'l 96813 "C"D s
] o
[wip] [
HRDO05/2156B
January 4, 2005
Kenneth Hamayasu

Transportation Planning Division
Department of Transportation Services
City and County of Honolulu

650 South King Street, 3 Floor
Honolulu, HI 96813

RE: Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice (EISPN) for the Proposed
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project, Various Ahupua‘a, O‘ahu, Various

TMKSs.

Dear Mr. Hamayasu,

Staff members from the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) attended your December 13 scoping
meeting and received a copy of the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice (EISPN)
for the above listed proposed project. OHA offers the following comments:

1y

2)

As listed on page 21 of the EISPN, several of Honolulu’s Historic Districts may be
adversely impacted by some of the proposed alternatives. These include the Pearl
Harbor Historic District, the Merchant Street Historic District, Chinatown Historic
District and the Hawai‘i Capitol Hill District. Our staff is interested in knowing
whether an archaeologist and/or cultural historian have been contracted to consult
your agency as to which alternatives will have the least impact to these, and other,
areas of historical and cultural significance.

Some of the proposed alternative alignments may negatively impact specimens of
ko‘oloa‘ula (Abutilon menziesii). This plant is particularly important in Native
Hawaiian culture as it is known to been used medicinally. It is also worth noting that
the Federal government is currently drafting a conservation plan to protect this plant;
estimates made during observations have figured that only 500 individual ko‘oloa‘ula
plants exist today in Hawai‘i. Because of this, it is crucial that the specimens in
Kapolei not be disturbed.



Kenneth Hamayasu
January 4, 2005
Page 2

At this time, our staff does not have enough specific information to make additional comments
concerning the proposed Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project. Please forward our
office a copy of the upcoming Alternatives Assessment in which the above stated concerns will
likely be addressed.

OHA further requests your assurances that if the project goes forward, should iwi or Native
Hawaiian cultural or traditional deposits be found during ground disturbance, work will cease,
and the appropriate agencies will be contacted pursuant to applicable law.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have further questions or concerns, please
contact Jesse Yorck at (808) 594-0239 or jessey(@oha.org.

‘O wau iho no,

Sfljw Namu‘o

Administrator
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UNIVERSITY OF HAWAI

CHANCELLOR, UNIVERSITY OF HAWAI'l—WEST O'AHU

January 4, 2006

Mr. Toru Hamayasu

Department of Transportation Services
City & County of Honolulu

650 South King Street, 3 Floor
Honolulu, HI 96813

go, 202 b M

SUBJECT: UH WEST O'AHU - MASS TRANSIT ALTERNATIVES - PREFERRED
TRANSIT ALIGNMENT (IN THE VICINITY OF THE UH WEST O 'AHU
PROPERTY)

Dear Toru:

Thank you for spending time with us in mid-November to discuss the proposed transit
system and alignment options. As we had indicated at the meeting, the University of
Hawai'i — West O ahu (UHWO) has already incorporated provisions for a transit route
and transit stop in its Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) that can service the
campus. This route is based on the Ewa Sustainable Communities Plan. The UHWO
strongly supports a fixed rail transit system. We recognize its value as an alternative
mode of transportation for future students and residents in the rapidly growing West
O’ahu region.

For the transit system to be most effective, we believe it is critical that the selected
alignment be in close proximity to our campus and easily accessible to our students. In
addition, the alignment should be compatible with our land use plan and the
transportation network we will establish for the campus. We are also cognizant of the
regional implications of the proposed transit corridor and have coordinated our review of
the proposed transit alignment with adjacent landowners, including the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) and DR Horton-Schuler Division. After review of the
alternatives, our preferred alignment within the Ewa region, would be a route that runs
along Farrington Highway and turns down the North-South Road to a transit stop on our
property, continues along the North-South Road to a possible second stop on or near
the southern portion of our property, and then into the City of Kapolei. (See attached)

96-129 ALA IKE * PEARL CITY, HAWAI'l 96782 « TELEPHONE (808) 454-4750 » FAX (808) 453-6076

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY / AFFIRMATIVE ACTION INSTITUTION

-



Mr. Toru Hamayasu
January 4, 2006
Page 2

We would also like to mention that in selecting a preferred transit route, consideration
should be given to accessibility to transit stops for each of the UH campuses within the
transit corridor, including Leeward Community College, Honolulu Community College,
and the University of Hawai'i - Manoa. If each of the campuses is within close proximity
to a transit station, there will be greater opportunity for students and faculty to move
easily between campuses using the transit system. We know from the experience of
other cities that have recently established fixed rail systems such as Salt Lake City
students are among the early adopters of this kind of transportation alternative and can
contribute significantly to the success of the project.

Thank you for providing us with an opportunity to provide written comment on this
project. We look forward to continuing our coordinated efforts in incorporating the
proposed transit system into our plans for the campus. Should you have any questions,
please contact me at 454-4750 or Allan Ah San at 692-0918.

Sincerely,

-/Q/L-—]M

ene Awakuni
Chancellor

Attachment

cc: Micah Kane, Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
Mike Jones, DR Horton — Shuler Division
Sam Callejo, Vice President for Administration (UHM)
Jan Yokota, Director of Capital Improvements

bc: Ramsey Pederson, Chancellor (HCC)
Peter Quigley, Interim Chancellor (LCC)
Denise Konan, Interim Chancellor (UHM)
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DEPARTMENT OF DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU

650 SOUTH KING STREET, 11™ FLOOR
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813
PHONE: (808) 523-4564 e FAX: (808) 523-4567
WEB SITE: www.honolulu.gov

DIRECTOR

DEPUTY DIRECTOR

January 9, 2006

MEMORANDUM
TO: ALFRED TANAKA, P.E., ACTING DIRECTOR §~
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES
s
. » . CO
FROM: l;' WAYNE@. HASHIRO, P.E., DIRECTOR @
DEPARTMENT OF DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION -
SUBJECT: HONOLULU HIGH-CAPACITY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT, &

ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS AND DRAFT EIS — SCOPING
INFORMATION PACKAGE

We wish to provide comments to the Scoping Information Package dated December S,
2005, for the subject project. Several of the fixed guideway alternative alignments reflected in
the report impact corridors that major roadway rehabilitation projects are being scheduled for
improvements with both City and FHWA funding. In addition, there are new roadway facilities

being planned that are also along your alternative alignments.

To provide consistency with on-going planning, design, and construction efforts, we
request that you and your consultants coordinate with our office regarding the following projects

Kapolei Parkway (Renton to N-S Road) — new roadway for which FHWA funding

participation is being sought
Salt Lake Boulevard (Maluna to Ala Lilikoi) — major roadway widening for which

FHWA funding participation will be sought
Beretania Street (Alapai Street to N. King Street) — construction contract awarded;

construction anticipated to start in M quarter 2006. FHWA participation obtained
Dillingham Boulevard (Laumaka St. to Waiakamilo St.) — rehabilitation of the

roadway being planned
Kapiolani Boulevard (South to Kalakaua) — rehabilitation of the roadway is being

designed utilizing FHWA funding participation

WAYNE M. HASHIRO, P.E.

EUGENE C. LEE, P.E.

CDA 06-135405

| SRYYL

<



Alfred Tanaka
Page 2
January 9, 2006

e Kapiolani Boulevard (Waialae Avenue to University Avenue) — rehabilitation of the
roadway is being planned ;

e Farrington Highway (Fort Weaver Road to N-S Road) — major roadway widening
planned

The above represents the major roadway projects along the fixed guideway alternative
alignment. There may be other facilities that may also be impacted by the fixed guideway

alternative alignments.

If there arev any questions, please contact Marvin Char at 527-6381.

MC:pto

c: Department of Facility Maintenance
Department of Planning and Permitting



DOWNTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 13

¢/o NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION e CITY HALL, ROOM 400 ¢ HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 .

January 4, 2006

Mr. Kenneth Hamayasu

Department of Transportation Services
City and.County of Honolulu

650 S. Kg Street, 3rd Floor

Honolulu, HI 96813

- Re: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project (HRS 343 FEA-EISPN)
Dear Mr. Hamayasu: |

This is to advise you, pursuant to the notice in the OEQC bulletin dated December 8,
2005, that the Downtown Neighborhood Board wishes to be a consulted party in the
FEA and EISPN.

Si‘ncerely,

bond Mfzascd)

L-)}nne Matusow, Chair

Oahu’s Neighborhood Board System-Established 1973



Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc. - PO Box 2750 - Honolulu, HI 96840-0001

‘ D December 13, 2005

Kenneth Hamayasu

Project Manager

Department of Transportation Services
City and County of Honolulu

650 South King Street, 3" Floor
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Subject: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project
Dear Mr. Hamayasu:

Thank you for inviting Hawaiian Electric Company (HECO) to participate in the scoping
process for the subject project.

Based on the scoping package dated December 7, 2005, addressed to Ken Morikami, it
appears that HECO may have existing and planned facilities along or near the alignments
of the Fixed-Guideway Alternative. Therefore, the Alternatives Analysis (AA) and
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) should consider the impacts if any, to HECO’s
facilities. Please note that if relocation of HECO’s facilities is requested, then Public
Utilities Commission approval may be required and HECO will seek reimbursement for
costs associated with such relocation. In addition, the EIS should consider electrical load
and infrastructure requirements to operate a fixed-guideway transit system.

We look forward to reviewing the AA and EIS when available for comment. If you have
any questions, please call Rouen Liu at 543-7245.

Sincerely,

— 4,, i‘; ""‘2_'}"/-7(;

R LT s T
Kerstan J. Wong

Director, Project Management Division

Engineering Department

cc: K. Morikami E. Che
P. Nakagawa/C. Chang B. Lane
R. Shiroma/D. K. Lau R. Tanonaka
R. Liu D. Fukuda/K. Tomita

WINNER OF THE EDISON AWARD
FOR DISTINGUISHED INDUSTRY LEADERSHIP
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Peter M. Bloom
4918 Waa Street

e it e,

Honolulu, HI 96821-1446 12/12/05
Mayor Mufi Hannemann -‘
Honolulu Hale 530 S. King St.
Honolulu, Hawaii, 96813
| ¢ o
RE: High Capacity Transit Corridor Project : ' @ —E':v; <
o &S
Dear Mr. Mayor: o r::;_cg..f
o=

Please accept my comments in your evaluation for alternatives to improve public™" ,
transportation in the subject high-density corridor as well as throughout greater I-ﬁlolulu.

My wife and I moved to Honolulu 2 years ago. I have been riding the bus as my main
form of transportation since our arrival. When we arrived we decided not to buy a car
because we did not want to contribute to traffic congestion, the consumption of non-
renewable resources, or the generation of pollution. We heard Honolulu had a good
public bus system, which made our initial decision not to buy a car easier.

Unfortunately, we soon learned that Honolulu’s bus system was not that good and, in
fact, was seriously lacking in the elements required to provide consistent and pleasant
alternative transportation. We live in the Aina Haina area and my wife works in Waikiki.
She get off work at 10:00 p.m. and at that time of night there are no direct busses to take
her home. We decided that having her wait alone at night for a bus and then again for a
transfer was not a viable option. Not only is it unsafe for a young lady to walk at night
several blocks to a bus stop or to be waiting alone at night for a bus which is often late,
but the amount of time it took for her to get home via the alternative route and transfers
(normally a 15 minute drive) was ridiculous (an hour or more). After the first year of
frustration and disappointment with riding the bus we reluctantly purchased a car—
contributing yet one more vehicle to Honolulu’s nightmare gridlock. My wife drives the
car for reasons stated above. I continue to ride the bus along with riding my bike.

Over the past two years I have found the bus to be consistently inconsistent. It is not
uncommon for me to wait 45 minutes for a bus that is supposed to arrive every 20
minutes. Sometimes the wait is over an hour. When the bus does arrive, it is often so
crowded that I’'m forced to stand next to the bus driver in the door well (yes I know its
not legal, but that’s how crowded the bus is and at the end of the day people just want to
get home!). The same crowded conditions often exist in the moming on my way to work
too. Sometimes the crowd in the aisles is so thick, it’s difficult to get off the bus!

Please consider the following recommendation for improving the bus to make it more

attractive for people to leave their cars at home. I would gladly pay an'extra $10 to $20
on my monthly bus pass to help fund these suggestions: :



1) On the main corridors increase bus service to every 15 minutes. Customers
should not have to wait more than 15 minutes for a bus.

2) Increase, not decrease; bus service on the weekends.

3) ln‘crease late night bus service (until at least 12:00 a.m.) to your customers.
4) Prg;/ide overhead storage for small bags, groceries, etc.

5) Proved rain/sun shelter ai every public bus stop.

6) Proved a listing of bus schedules and routs at each public bus stop.

7) Train drivers to be more courteous and less aggressive while driving. By the time
I get home I often feel like I have whiplash and motion sickness from the poor
driving habits of some pretty grumpy bus drivers. (Many drivers are very
courteous and friendly, and I appreciate them greatly!)

These are just a few suggestions to implement as an incentive for more people to ride the
bus and leave their cars at home. If you want to encourage people drive less and use
more public transportation, you have to create incentives for them to do so and
disincentives for them not to. Currently, traffic is a huge disincentive not to drive. But
there is another, better disincentive I would encourage you to consider--the price of fuel.
I recommend placing a tax on each gallon of gas sold to help subsidize improvements in
public transportation. According to many analysts the true cost of a gallon of gasoline is
in excess or $16, when you factor in all the hidden costs (pollution, environmental
destruction, public health, war, etc.) and remove the multitudes of federal subsidies for its
extraction and production. If people want to drive irresponsibly, create pollution, traffic,
and contribute to all the social and environmental ills associated with the automobile,
than they should have to pay the true costs for it. Give them a choice between excellent
public transportation or road rage, high fuel costs, pollution and gridlock. I choose the
alternative.

Pleas also consider improving conditions for bicyclists. Riding a bicycle on
Honolulw’ streets is a terrifying experience! Please install bike lanes/paths and
encourage the enforcement of traffic violations that endanger pedestrians and
bicyclists. Also pleas initiate a driver’s public safety campaign on the rights of
pedestrians and bicyclists.

Thank you for your efforts and consideration.

Sincer /
Peter Bloom
. 4918 Waa St.,

Honolulu HI 96821
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Sent: Monday, December 12, 2005 7:24 PM
To: Turchie, Donna (TRO-09)
Subject: Honolulu Transit Study

Hello Donna,

| was reading about the Honolulu transit study and noticed that PRT was considered and eliminated for capacity
and speed. Booz Alien is currently conducting a viability study of PRT for the State of New Jersey. Our findings
reveal that PRT could provide comparable speed and capacity for many urban settings such as many elements of
the Honolulu study at considerable cost savings to the technologies being considered in the study.

Could you share the projected demand numbers for the Honolulu study and the rationale for the elimination of
PRT? 1 would like to calibrate our findings. | would also suggest that perhaps the capacity and average speed
numbers used in the Honolulu study need to be calibrated with current technology capabilities. PRT is definitely
an emerging technology but may be an excellent part of the solution for Honolulu given the right application.

I would be glad to share our results with you if you are interested and | receive clearance from NJ DOT. They are *
still preliminary findings.

With Best Regards,
Paul Hoffman

Booz Allen Hamilton
703-377-0496

1/10/2006



1/07/04

Charles H. Carole

1310 Heulu St., Apt. 1002
Honolulu, HI 96822

(808) 531-2503
chcarole@hotmail.com

'SCOPE OF ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

My choice for the proposed alterative of the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor
Project is combination of No Built Alternative, Transportation System Management and
Managed Lanes Alterative for Oahu. Their various components will have to be
coordinated and some might have to be eliminated, but that is what your analysis should
do. Your analysis shouldn't freat these alternatives separate but combine them for their total
impact on congestion giving mode split results, daily transit ridership, daily vehicle miles
traveled, dailyvehicle hours traveled, average auto travel time to downtown.

Another important question in your scope of analysis, you only consider traveling to
downtown in the moming and leaving downtown in the afternoon. Consider the reverse flow
of traffic from residential areas to Pearl City, Waipahu, Ewa, Wahiawa, Pearl Harbor-Aiea
area, Airport area, Kahala to Hawaii Kai area and finally Kaneohe-Kailua area. These areas
will become satellite business centers by the year 2030 with the right government and
private incentives. The satellite centers would create a different traffic patterns from the
existing traffic flow towards downtown.

= e
In fact, | would like to see our highways provide access not only commuters and cargo, it~ >
also data and other inter-office communication through fiber optics transmission lines in thex
right of ways of highways. Utah State is doing this in portion of their highway, partially
federally funded. By 2030, it willn't be necessary to have all the workers in the downtowd—
office instead they will be working at home or satellite office. Even the main office could b&,
at a satellite center. Fifteen years ago, we didn't have inter-net and other communications —; p—
means. What would we have in another 15 years? -

90,

As your consultants pointed out rail will not eliminate congestion, but will provide another
altemnative travel means for commuters. | am against the rail alternative for the following
reasons,

The 2030 population projection didn't take in the following considerations that might reduce
population figure.

AFFORDABLE HOUSING: According to a New York Times article(11/07/05, Pgs A1 &
A18) that San Francisco had more people leaving than arriving between 2001 and 2004
because of soaring home prices. Honolulu is in the same category as San Francisco for
raising home prices and having less affordable housing. The 2030 population projection
didn't take into account the effect of higher medium home prices on the population growth
for Honolulu. Rents are going up following home prices. Rental owners are selling their units
which will cause thﬁnew owners to raise the old rents to pay for the new cost of the units

purchase prices, ,

TAXES: Honolulu ranks in the highest category for State and City taxes in the country.
These taxes will continue to go up providing incentives for people to leave and discentives
for people to come to Hawaii.

COST OF LIVING: The effect of the raising cost of living is not reflected in the population
projection which will hinder pop’!ulation growth.



Page 2--Continuation of C.H. Carole Comments

The cost of the complete rail system including the stations and parking areas will be much
higher that $2.6 Billion that the draft 2030 Oahu Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP) has
estimated. The ORTP consultant used a 2.7% inflation factor which is much lower than 3.3%
Honolulu 2004 Cost of Living. Since the Social Security 2006 inflation adjustment is 4.1%,
the Honolulu 2005 cost of living is at least that or more. Also, the cost of construction
materials and labor has been increasing more than the cost of living figure for the past few
yteharés.Tl’ﬁswill require more than 1/2% increase in the excise tax and an increased fees and
other taxes.

With rail, the ORTP consultants are only projecting a shift down for car commuting from 86%
to 81% and a raise in transit commuting from 8% to 13%. In the past, these kinds of
projections have been optimistic because of changes in social and economic circumstances.

If alternative analysis proposes a rail scheme, then the proposal should include Waikiki,
airport and University of Hawaii connections, description of bus connections to the rail
ste;tions, the use of elevated and tunnel rail line and finally the parking capacity at designated
rail stations.
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Dec. 5,2005

RECE,
Department of Transportation Services
City anj ty of Honolulu
650 south King Sue%/a‘d, Floor
Honolulu, HI 96813 'V * 43

Attn: Honelulu High ~Capacity Transit Corridor Project

To whom it may concerri; .
Thank you for the information regarding helping to alliviate our terrible traffic problems.

I do not belive any kind of train, whether it be light rail, monorail or magnetic levitation
is the answer to our traffic problems. I do not feel that many will ride these vehicles more
than once just to say that they tried it. People in Honolulu rely on their automobiles to get
around.

The best answer to this is the bus in managed lanes alternativ-construction of a two-lane
gade-separated guideway bwrween Waipahu and Downtown Honolulu for use by buses.
The lanes would be managed to maintain free flow speeds for buses, while allowing high
occupancy vehicles and variable pricing for toll —paying single —occupant vehicles. We
do have an efficient bus system in most places. Lightly used routes do not need busses as
vans will work in places like St. Louis Heights, Maunalani Heights, etc. where busses are
usually empty or have few customers. Improving the existing system and toll roads are
the most viable answer.

Has anyone taken a poll to see how many people will leave their cars at home and ride
the train to work every day. Simply take a poll of the transportatin department employees
and you should have an idea.

I also think Honolulu should not continue to discourage small businesses by imposing
another .5% tax on this. Why aren’t the developers who are making all the money with
their developments paying for better infrastructure? This and tolls should pay for these
improvements.

I hope the DOT does not waste any more money with the studies that have been done
everytime we have a new administration. Didn’t a City Council make trips all over to do
the studies being done now? Please seriously consider this plan as if you build a train an
nobody rides it we will still have to maintain it. If we build alternative roads that require a
toll, people will always use them.

Sincerely,

R rdCher

Robert Chang
758-16" Ave
Honolulu, HI 96816
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LIMOUSINES VANS&TOURS
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January 9, 2006

Department of Transportation Services
City & County of Honolulu
650 South King Street, 3™ Floor

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 | .
B =t

Attention: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Cen _5

Re Comments on Scoping process, purposes, goals o el

The city’s Alternatives Analysis selection process will determine whether we:
win or lose the war against traffic congest|on The people and busmessesgof
Honolulu deserve to win.

We question the direction, worthiness and integrity of the AA scoping pfocess
thus far. The effort requires reexamination of fundamental purposes, criteria
and priorities and closer public scrutiny affecting the input and output.

Having the purpose be “to provide an alternative to private automobile
travel” ! evidences a defeatist attitude, the mantra that the only way out of
traffic congestion is to ride a train. Focus on rail, a presently non-existing
mode, instead of the infrastructure, is disturbing.

And then, what?

The December 5™ scoping meeting gave us an empty, uneasy feeling. If rail
is a done deal, we must put the question that Admiral Yamamoto replied to
his superiors when instructed to bomb Pearl Harbor: “And then, what?”

Considering the Rail project’s magnitude — the biggest and costliest public
works project in the history of Hawaii — Hawaii’s taxpayers are entitled to be
provided with a fair and balanced comparison of the alternatives to clearly
justify the undertaking and investment.

* There are real opportunities for traffic congestion relief, ways to
achieve faster, reliable travel times for transit and other motorists, and
innovative financing sources to lessen burden on taxpayers, and avoid
massive subsidies for O&M costs. To do so, we need to improve the
quality and carrying capacity of our transportation infrastructure and
utilize traffic management strategies. Adding a HOTway alternatlve is
one good step.

 Accommodate multi-mode and intermodal needs to move people, to
deliver services and distribute goods, materials and equipment
efficiently, safely, at reasonable costs.

« Support public safety and security services to be able to respond
immediately in case of emergencies, disasters and national defense.

! Project purpose, p 2-1

680 Ala Moay, 5
Z,

5409 Ph: (808) 53/ .
'i9681554 ) 5312333 Fax: (808) 533.1161

Y S . leystaxi.com
Sttiz, 303, Honolulu, Hawd! nfO@Char e

email: 1




* Vulnerability to power outages and spiking fuel prices impacting
operations and costs.

Defeatist mentality re Traffic Congestion?

The scoping process makes no promise to provide the public with a
comparison of alternatives in terms of traffic congestion relief, which
alternatives would reduce traffic congestion, and by how much.

Honolulu has the lowest urban road miles per capita in the U.S. 2 Our

- highway system is antiquated, exacerbating congestion and hazardous
driving conditions, contributing to avoidable accidents and fatalities. Like
most of our nation’s highways, H-1 was constructed over 50 years ago. The
design of our highway system is outdated. Highway-operating levels must be
improved from Level F to Level C. With a HOTway alternative, free flow
traffic will make Level A available for a significant amount of travel in the
entire corridor including West, North and Central Oahu.

The U.S. Congress in SAFETEA-LU, transportation agencies worldwide and
nationally, Texas Transportation Institute and other transportation research
institutes are all validating the benefits and opportunities to expand highway
capacity and tolling strategy to mitigate traffic congestion.

While rail proponents claim there is no room to expand highway capacity and
build alternative routes, the scoping information package offers several
routes for a more costly, wholly government-financed rail system with
numerous rail stations, and to add housing and retail developments. Traffic is
indeed worsening through neglect and dismissal of many traffic engineering
and management techniques to open up additional capacity and throughput
in the urban core and through the corridor.

Costs, Liabilities, Advantages, Benefits, Performance Comparisons?
There is no attempt to show why a rail system for Honolulu is likely to
succeed, given our small population and tax base. We question why
taxpayers should expend billions on a “leap of faith” given rail’s dismal record
of overall low occupancy and high costs.

The scoping should compare the alternatives as to potentials for additional
funding through private financing, not be totally dependent on taxpayer
subsidies for capital and O&M costs. SAFETEA-LU officially embraces tolls as
a means to defray the cost of future needed transportation improvements.

2 Table: URBANIZED AREAS - 2000,

USDOT FHWA, Highway Statistics 2000
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ohim/hs00/hm72.htm

Note: Honolulu ranks lowest with 1.5 miles of roads per person
Petersburg, VA ranks highest for 56.9 MRPP




To suggest that a two-lane freeway on slender columns running the same
route(s) as Rail would cost as much as an electric-powered heavy Rail
system with stations, trains, tracks, labor and O&M is disingenuous.

Inconsistent with Public Policy and Purpose?

We had expected some assurances as to the alternatives’ consistency with
transportation policy and purposes expressed in federal, state and county
codes, plans, charters, policies and purposes. 3

Transportation policy fully recognizes the public’s need for efficiency, safety
and mobility for people and goods. The policy contemplates multi-modal,
intermodal needs and uses and the development and improvement of

coordinated transportation service to be provided by private enterprise to the
greatest extent feasible. Federal policy mandates accommodation for people

with disabilities. The U.S. Congress’ appropriations bill clearly proscribes
fiscal restraints and accountability in its act entitled, “Safe, Accountable,
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act - a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-
LU or SAFETEA)”".

What about Emergency Services?

The scoping information package overlooks the need to mitigate traffic
congestion to ensure quick response in case of emergency, disaster and
national security.

Elderly and Disabled, whose problem?

“What alternative(s) address the burgeoning travel needs for elderly and
disabled people, the Baby Boomer generation, the first of whom this year will
become physically and/or mentally disabled over the next 25 years?” (I
asked this of Mark Scheibe of Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas Inc. at
the scoping meeting.) He replied, "That’s not my problem.”

There are not sufficient plans, no comprehension of the impending explosion
of special travel demands of elderly and disabled people who require
automobile transport and door to door escort service from caregivers, family
and friends - not in trains and busses that require walking and crossing
streets. Herding them in Handivans make for long, time-wasting trips with
numerous stops en route, degrading their quality of life. Elderly people are
entitled to have as fast travel times, as convenient travel experiences as
other transit users. Failure to address elderly and disabled peoples’ need to
use private automobiles is a significant flaw.

What about mobility for Families?

The scoping process furthers social-engineering tendencies to forego car use.
Families are auto-dependent. Families need freedom of mobility. Family cars
are vital to the family’s quality of life, going to schools, jobs, doctors, lessons

8 See attached “PUBLIC POLICIES & PURPOSES”



and practices, entertainment and household chores. Moms and dads share
responsibilities and tasks, necessitating more than one car per family in most
cases. Families take care of elderly parents, grandparents and friends who
are physically and mentally incapable of driving, sparing taxpayers the cost
and effort.

Freedom of School Choice?

While traffic congestion is particularly problematic during school sessions, the
phenomenon is simply an exercise of parents and students’ freedom of
school choice.

Road to Wealth (Jobs) is Transit?

Ch. 2 -2 re transportation equity assumes that low-income workers rely on
transit for jobs. Car ownership actually increases potentials for job choices
and higher earning jobs. See: "“Job Seekers Need Wheels to Wealth” at
http://www.cascadepolicy.org/pdf/labor/2005 1.pdf

What “other alternatives”?

The list of alternatives is missing real, practical, better and less costly
alternatives to Rail. Other proposed alternatives were summarily dismissed
without supportable justification. For example, the HOTway alternative
(reversible 2-lane, grade separated highway for high occupancy vehicles and
toll-paying motorists) is completely missing.

A Managed Lanes Alternative has been concocted to extend the Hotel Street
transit mall out to West Oahu, with one lane in and one lane out, even
though we don’t need another empty lane headed in the opposite direction of
peak traffic. The Managed Lanes Alternative is custom-designed to lose,
handicapped by limiting its carrying capacity to one lane per direction, not
two lanes reversible.

How much effort on other alternatives?

The scoping information package contains many references to “transit
alternatives”, “transit technologies”, “transit alignments”, “transit vehicles”,
“transit stations”, transit facilities”, “transit-dependent communities”,
focused on the scope of possibilities and perspective of Rail transit. Of the
four alternatives, three are covered on one page (see p. 4-1), while nine
pages on the Rail alternative are covered in pp 4-4 to 4-10. Clearly, the
level of effort on the rail alternative greatly outweighs efforts above all other
alternatives combined.

Not Highest and Best Use?

There seems to be no criteria to determine the highest and best use as to
each alternative. The alternatives analysis should tell us things we need to
know about the market, uses and users: what is the market share of
motorists compared to transit, what is the overall occupancy (peak and non
peak periods, weekdays, weekends, nights) of transit lanes compared to
motorists’ use of regular lanes and HOT lanes. (Except for peak periods,



Hotel Street is pretty empty most of the time compared to King Street which
is constantly full except from late evening.)

“"High Capacity” vs. “Low Occupancy" Transit?

High capacity transit is misleading terminology. Transit is a poor performer;
its overall occupancy or productivity is low compared to high usage highway
options. Chasing rail transit’s declining share of the market at huge cost to
taxpayers is dubious. (TheBus’ Middle Street garage is packed full of transit
buses sitting idle at 2:30 pm each weekday, i.e. transit usage is narrow and
limited to short peak periods.)

~ Is the Project Purpose slanted for Rail outcome?

We question the Project Purpose that is posed in the Scoping Information

Package on page 2-1:
Refers to “person” mobility, ignoring the mobility needs for services,
and commercial distribution of goods, materials and equipment that
require reliable on-time delivery to be global market competitive.

» Refers to “public transportation services” in the corridor, ignoring the
greater majority of many, diverse users of our transportation
infrastructure/system.

* Refers to “serving areas designated for urban growth,” to simply deny
the needs for already existing areas

* Refers to “alternative to private automobile travel,” offering no
alternative solutions for legitimate personal and business uses.

* Refers to improved mobility for travelers, dismissing goods and freight
deliveries that impact, business commerce and economic stability.

The Scoping Information Package contains vague, superficial and simplistic
purposes, assumptions and goals to clearly favor Rail.

e "“Other Alternatives” should be included in the forms intended by their
proponents. Having proponents’ input as to the intended features,
routes, cost, design is advisable.

e Each alternative should be presented in the best form practicable, not
doctored so as to be dismissed for being unfeasible or too costly.

* The information backing such decisions must be open and available to
the general public, which apparently is not the case as the city refuses
to furnish information requested for ridership and costs.

» The criteria for judging the values, advantages, total costs, and time
schedule to install each of the alternatives should also include
consideration of market forces.

How alternatives would be stacked up against each other should be
explained.

“‘Smart Growth” bias?

There has been insufficient public information about smart growth policy
guiding the determinant process of selecting the alternatives. (Chapter 3
lists among the Goals and Objectives "Encourage Patterns of Smart Growth
and Economic Development”.)



Most people do not know what the term “smart growth” means or its
implications on transportation planning and the massive public subsidies to
underwrite transportation infrastructure and affordable housing. The public
is mostly unaware that OMPO’s OWP incorporated smart growth policy in
2004.

Using smart growth goals and objectives prejudices the outcome to a smart
growth-choice. Anti-highway, anti-motorist "Smart Growth” policies in
Portland, Oregon continue driving away people and businesses as traffic
congestion there is among the worst in the nation. See attached Portland
Tribune article, "Stalled freight costs big bucks” 12/21/04.

A Monopoly for Transit Travelers?

The scoping information package, chapter 2, broadly refers to “travelers
facing increasingly severe traffic congestion in study corridor”, “travelers
experience substantial traffic congestion and delay at most times of the day,
on both weekdays and weekends” and “travelers on Oahu’s roadways.”

Yet, the scoping process is focused mainly on transit and transit-dependent,
and public transit. We are unable to find anywhere in the scoping
information package, any reference whatsoever addressing the needs of non-
transit travelers, commercial activities and essential services.

No Private Sector Involvement?

Contrary to federal requirements to fully involve the private sector
transportation providers,* the city and its consultants have produced a work
that is absent of stakeholders’ input.

Deception and Supression of Public Information, Involvement?
The general public is being misled and confused through a pattern of
misinformation and suppression of information that infect the selection
process.

* Rail is "The"” solution to traffic congestion, takes cars off the roads
(Congressman Abercrombie, Mayor Hannemann etal.)

» Traffic Sucks! Gridlock is inevitable, the only way to get out of it is to
ride a train (Councilman Okino)

« There is no other alternative to Rail, we have no more space for
highways, we need a rail to keep up with new developments, growing
population and new jobs looming on West Oahu

* Rail will not solve traffic congestion (Okino, Garcia)

e Cars and drivers are evil, bad for environment, get rid of motorists
(Smart Growth)

* We are going to have a "“light” rail system, not “heavy” rail, a monorail
like Seattle and Las Vegas.

4 Procedures and Technical Methods for Transit Project Planning (PTMTPP), Part I, p. 2-10.

“Private Sector Involvement



* HOTlanes cost as much as Rail, FTA will not fund HOTlanes anyway.

* Forget costs, we need to do it all, rail, buses, highways, everything!

* Rail is a legacy for future generations, not for today.

« All great or rich cities have trains, e.g. we need a train to make
Honolulu a great and rich city.

The scoping meeting provided no opportunity for open, interactive public
discourse between the city’s consultants with the general public and
stakeholders. '

The process has been secretive, failing to provide data and justification for
their conclusions (p. 3-1, 2" paragraph):
"Others may not be included because of lack of funding or other
issues. The Pearl Harbor bridge or tunnel crossing options will likely
not be included because of cost, lack of funding, and operational and
security concerns associated with a crossing of the harbor. A
reversible toll roadway alongside H-1 may also not be included

because of cost and funding concerns.”

The process has not been forthright, depriving the “public’s right to know.”
The information at the scoping meeting was already on the website
honolulutransit.org, nothing new. (The city is just going through the
motions.)

If our leaders really believe in the people’s right to decide, they should join
us to support a charter amendment allowing our voters to have the same
rights as taxpayers in other places to vote on the taxes and the locally
 preferred alternative.

Conclusion?
The Alternatives under consideration are “rotten apples”.

Respectfully submitted, 'ﬂ/

Dale Evans
Chairman and President

Charley’s Taxi is a small business enterprise, woman-owned, a private transportation
paratransit provider, in Honolulu since 1938. Charley’s Taxi Radio Dispatch Corp. is a Hawaii
corporation dba Charley’s Taxi, Limousine, Vans & Shuttles

Attachments: .

“Stalled freight costs big bucks”, Lisa Baker, Portland Tribune, 12/21/04
“Job Seekers Need Wheels to Wealth”, John A. Charles, Jr., Cascade Policy
Institute, January 2005, No. 2005-1
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January 5, 2006

Mr. Toru Hamayasu

Department of Transportation Services
- City & County of Honolulu

650 South King Street, 3 Floor

Honolulu, HI 96813

SUBJECT: EWA HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT CORRIDOR
DR HORTON - SCHULER DIVISION

Dear Toru,

Thank you for sharing with us your thoughts on transit as it relates to our 1,500-acre “East
Kapolei” property. We appreciate your input and are hopeful that we can maintain an active and
meaningful dialogue going forward. Along those lines and with the recent rail scoping meetings
conducted by the City, we thougnt it timely to register in writing our comments on the Scoping
Information Package.

As you know, we are working to closely align our community planning efforts with those of the
nearby property owners in the East Kapolei region. These include UH West Oahu, the
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) and the Hawaii Community Development
Authority (HCDA - Kalaeloa). We have also invited over twenty community leaders
representing Waipahu, Kunia, Ewa, Ewa Beach, Kapolei and Makakilo to join a “Task Force” to
comment on, vet and take a stake in our community plan as it is crafted. It is our conviction that
there is a unique opportunity to master plan regionally (rather than individually) to realize the
overall objectives of the Ewa Development Plan, and, just as importantly, collectively contribute
to and support Honolulu’s high capacity transit system. In many respects, this is truly
‘unprecedented. Also, the four developers are all working together as a group with the
Department of Permitting and Planning and various other City and State agencies to coordinate
plans for nearly 3,000 acres representing what could be 20,000 residences and millions of
commercial square footage.

During this process, the importance of having a high capacity transit system that would directly
serve UHWO has become central. In our opinion, it should not be overlooked. The new UHWO
campus could be a key element of realizing the Ewa DP vision and could play a major role in
shaping the urbanization of the surrounding areas to higher density levels and mixed use
development patterns needed for the Second City’s ultimate success. Failing to connect directly
to the campus would result in the loss of an important transit ridership market in Ewa. For this
and other reasons, we believe Alternative 4D will have the highest potential ridership.

- Building unique homes in diverse neighborhoods throughout Hawaii -
Oahu * Maui * Hawaii * Kauai

828 Fort Street Mall = 4th Floor * Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 = (808) 521-5661 = Fax: (808) 538-1476
www.drhortonhawaii.com



In their current raw state, the lands along Alternative 4D can be planned at appropriate densities
and in the kind of transit-oriented development pattern needed to support a thriving high
capacity transit system. Ridership is the principal factor that will create a return for the City on
its substantial investment. Rail should be brought to districts capable of producing the greatest
ridership over the long term. Please review the attached detailed comments on the scoping
information package which offers for your consideration further perspective from our planning
team on the purpose and needs statement, project objectives and alignment alternatives.
Lastly, as incremental support for the project, we are open to discussing with you the
possibilities of accommodating a base yard, maintenance or other rail facilities within our East
Kapolei lands.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide our written comments. Should you have any
questions or want to discuss how our planning of East Kapolei can best support your planning
effort, please contact myself or Bob Bruhl.

Sincerely,

Mike Jones
Division PreS§ident
D.R. Horton—Schuler Homes, LLC

attachments

cc: Bob Bruhl
PBR
Jim Charlier
Tim Van Meter
Micah Kane/Larry Sumida — DHHL
Gene Awakuni — UHWO
Stanton Enomoto - HCDA



DR Horton — Schuler Division
Comments - Scoping Information Package

Introduction

DR Horton — Schuler Division is in the process of planning the approximately 1,500 acres of East
Kapolei that is envisioned as a “transit-ready” community in the Ewa Development Plan. As
envisioned in the Ewa DP, this area is envisioned to provide up to 16,300 units with several
transit oriented development areas with a mix of uses. Refer to attached Regional Plan that
highlights the subject lands.

Backqground

The “Scoping Information Package” (December 5, 2005) document represents one step in the
federal EIS/AA (environmental impact statement/alternatives analysis) process. Later steps in
the process are supposed to be driven by the purpose and needs statement contained in this
document. This document also identifies the technologies and alignments that will be studied in
the alternatives analysis. Changes to both the purpose and needs statements and to the
alternatives could be made as a result of public comment but this document probably will not be
amended and republished. Rather, the changes will show up in the draft EIS.

Comments

1. We strongly support the development of a high capacity transit (HCT) connection between
’ Kapoiei and the Primary Urban Center. Development of an HCT corridor will be essential to
realization of the long term public vision for Ewa (as described in the Ewa Development
Plan) and is also the best strategy for improving overall mobility in this corridor.

2. Concerning the alignment alternatives, our preference is Alternative 4. We will confine our
comments to the portion of the corridor between Kapolei and Waipahu.

a. Overall, we feel it is essential that the rail corridor connect directly with the
West Oahu campus of the University of Hawaii. The nhew UHWO campus couid
be a key element of realizing the Ewa DP vision and could play a major role in
shaping the urbanization of the surrounding areas. From a transportation
perspective, linking the rail corridor directly to the campus offers one of the
best opportunities for Honolulu to improve mobility and reduce auto-
dependency in the face of inevitable increases in roadway congestion. Failing
to connect directly to the campus would result in the loss of an important transit

ridership market in Ewa.

b. The Scoping Document does not make specific reference to station locations.
However, we would like to offer input at this point out of a concern that
planning decisions would be made on the subject of station spacing and location
without an opportunity for us to comment. We understand that station sites will
be identified in the Draft EIS, and that technically we could comment then, but our
comment concerns criteria for station location, not the

specific locations. We feel that the Ewa portion of the rail corridor should be
planned in the anticipation that this will be an urban place, not a suburban
place. Accordingly, station spacing in the event that LRT is the mode of choice
should be at half-mile intervals. This would maximize the transit influence on



Ewa development patterns and over the long run would maximize ridership.
For any metro and monorail technology alternatives, station spacing should be
even closer, perhaps at quarter-mile intervals.

c. Alternative 4a should not be carried into the analysis stage. While it would
allow a connection to the UH campus, it would not serve most of the
developing areas of Ewa and would require over-reliance on park and ride
access to the rail system, with resulting implications for air quality. The transit-
oriented development response to this corridor would be less than could be

achieved in other corridors. From the narrow perspective of D. R. Horton’s  direct
interests, this corridor would be fine in that it would serve our property.

However, from the broader community perspective, the 4a corridor is clearly
less than optimal. Although 4a may seem attractive due to more direct routing

and lower capital cost, it would not meet the mobility objectives.

d.

Alternative 4c also should not be carried into the analysis stage. This
alignment would not connect to the UH campus, which we feel would be
unacceptable. It also would run through a part of Ewa which is already largely
developed, with the result that there would be little opportunity for a transit-
oriented development (TOD) response along much of the route. Given current
and future congestion in the Fort Weaver corridor, it would be difficult for
Honolulu to provide good circulation and access at transit stations in that area.
Because so much of this corridor would serve low-density, poorly-connected
residential development, ridership would suffer significantly when compared to
the other alternatives. Most of the ridership in most of this corridor would come

from park and ride patronage, with little benefit to area roadways and with
resulting air quality impacts.

e.

We believe alternatives 4b and 4d are both viable and selectable as the preferred
alternative and should be carried into the analysis phase. Furthermore, we
believe 4d will result in the greatest levels of ridership. Both offer significant
opportunities for development response to rail transit at properly located stations
and both provide good penetration into developing transit markets in Ewa. These
alignments are most consistent with the Ewa DP, to which we feel the County
should acknowledge a commitment. We expect these alternatives to offer the
best ridership and best opportunities for access to rail transit by means other
than park and ride. While these routes may be longer than 4a and the resulting
capital costs somewhat higher, there is little point to capital savings if the original
mobility objectives are not met. In the long run, it will be important for Honolulu
to plan this system to appeal to the greatest volume of daily passengers. Finally,
if the County chooses LRT as the preferred technology, both of these routes offer
significant opportunities for at-grade operations, with resulting cost savings.

3. Concerning the other general alignment alternatives, we believe that Alternatives 1, 2 and

3 would all fail to meet the defined objectives, but we understand the need to include them in
the analysis. The primary failing of Alternative 3 would be its inability to shape  development
patterns in Ewa. Without the fixed guideway investment and permanence of a rail corridor,
future development in Ewa would not take the urban form that is envisioned in the Ewa DP.
Instead, Ewa would continue to develop as a suburban place. Experience around North
America has shown that high capacity bus systems do not induce or encourage the kind of
higher density, mixed use neighborhoods that have resulted from development of new urban

rail systems.



4. We suggest adding a key point to the statement of needs in the paragraph entitled
“Accessibility to New Development in Ewa/Kapolei as a Way of Supporting Policy to
Develop the Area as a Second Urban Center” by adding this statement: ‘Also consistent
with the General Plan, Ewa and Kapolei will not just absorb population, but will become
employment and education centers in their own right, an outcome that will require
improved access and circulation for commuters traveling in what is currently the contra-
flow direction.’ This transit corridor should not be thought of solely as a means of getting
commuters to and from jobs in the PUC.

5. The objectives proposed in the document for use in evaluating alternatives seem
appropriate, although we would like to have the opportunity to comment again, once more
detailed definitions of these are available (for example, a definition of “smart growth”).

We believe the analysis of alternatives should take into account the likelihood that future
energy costs will be much higher than simple trend lines might suggest, given that world

petroleum production is approaching or has already passed peak capacity. We also support

the identification of “improving mobility” as an objective, rather than “reducing
congestion,” which would be unachievable in this situation.

6. We agree with elimination of PRT and commuter rail from the technology alternatives as
neither is appropriate to this corridor and the stated needs. The inclusion of monorail and
MagLev systems, on the other hand, seems questionable, given the cost issues with recent
monorail projects (Las Vegas and Seattle) and given that MagLev systems are not only
extravagantly expensive but are untested in real-world public transit operational settings.



E Noa Corporation

Pier 31
791 North Nimitz Highway
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Phone: 593-8073 Fax: 593-8752 e-mail: dinell@hawaii.rr.com
January 7. 2006

Mayor Mufi Hannemann

City and County of Honolulu

530 South King Street, Room 300
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

and

Mr. Mark Scheibe

Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade and Douglas
1001 Bishop Street, Suite 3000
American Savings Bank Tower
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mayor Hannemann and Mr. Scheibe:

In submitting these comments for the record, I am speaking on behalf of the
E Noa Corporation, a major private provider of transportations services to
residents and visitors. I am commenting on three aspects of The Study
Process: (1) The lack of time for serious consideration of the alternatives
proposed in the Alternative Analysis (AA); (2) the absence of ample
opportunity for the participation of private providers of transportation
services in the planning process as required by federal statute; and (3) the
lack of consideration of the possibility of public private partnershlp in
providing transportation services as evidenced by the presentations and
exhibits at the public scoping meeting held in December 2005.

Consideration of the Alternatives. There is one very serious error in the
scheduling of the Study Process. The Alternative Analysis (AA) is to appear
in October 2006. The Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) is to be selected in
December 2006. There are to be some public hearings on the AA prior to the
selection of the LPA. There simply is not enough time, given this schedule,
for meaningful public discussion and dialogue about the proposed
alternatives prior to the LPA selection. Twelve months to produce the AA
and one month to discuss it is not a balanced invitation to thoughtful
consideration of important proposals that are going to dramatma]ly impact
our City.

You are just unintentionally replicating the Mayor Harris BRT schedule.
The AA came out. Some pro forma hearings were held. The Council adopted
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the LPA. The City simply went through the required motions without
fostering meaningful public discussion. There was no dialogue. There was
no transparency. The leading Council member proponent of the BRT
assured me at a public meeting that there would be plenty of opportunity to
examine questions once the LPA was adopted, but that is not what happened.

Let’s not do that again. Let’s open the process so that there is meaningful
discussion between officialdom and citizenry, including the various
constituencies such as small businesses, visitor industry, transportation
companies, educational institutions, residents, landowners, and many other
stakeholders. Just offering one to three minutes of testimony at a formal
hearing is NOT interactive dialogue. It is NOT productive of thoughtful
analysis of alternatives. Once the LPA is adopted and the EIS process
begins, there is no opportunity to return to the range of alternatives proffered
in the AA.

Participation of Private Providers of Transportation Services in the
Planning Process. Let me lay out the legal basis requiring the
participation of private providers of transportation services in the planning of
transit and similar projects.

Of the five purpose clauses set forth in 49USC §5301(f), three of them
emphasize the importance of involving private transportation companies:

“(f) General Purposes.--The purposes of this chapter are—

(1) to assist in developing improved mass transportation
equipment, facilities, techniques, and methods with the cooperation
of public and private mass transportation companies;

(2) to encourage the planning and establishment of areawide
urban mass transportation systems needed for economical and
desirable urban development with the cooperation of public and
private mass transportation companies;

(3) to assist States and local governments and their authorities
in financing areawide urban mass transportation systems that are to
be operated by public or private mass transportation companies as
decided by local needs.”

The section of the law relating to “private enterprise participation in
metropolitan planning and transportation improvement programs and
relationship to other limitations” states that: “(a) Private Enterprise
Participation. - A plan or program required by section 5303, 5304, or 5305 of
this title shall encourage to the maximum extent feasible the participation of
private enterprise. “ [49USC §5306(a)]

3. The section of the law relating to public participation requirements states
in part that: “Each recipient of a grant shall...(2) develop, in consultation
with interested parties, including private transportation providers, a
proposed program of projects for activities to be financed...... and (6) consider
comments and views received, especially those of private transportation
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providers, in preparing the final program of projects.” [49USC §5307(c)(2) and
(6)]

4. The General Provisions on Assistance, which state in part that: "Financial
assistance provided under this chapter to a State or local governmental
authority may be used ....to operate mass transportation equipment or a
mass transportation facility in competition with, or in addition to,
transportation services provided by an existing mass transportatlon
company, only if

a. The Secretary of Transportation finds the assistance is essential to a
program of projects required under sections 5305-5306 of this title;
(and)

b. The Secretary of Transportation finds that the program, to the
maximum extent feasible, provides for the participation of the private
mass transportation companies. [49USC §5323(a)(1)(A) and (B)]

5. The portion of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Circular C
9300.1A, Chapter VI, relating to private enterprise, states in part that

“PRIVATE ENTERPRISE CONCERNS . The concerns of Federal transit law
regarding private enterprise focus mainly on including the private sector in
participating in local transit programs...and protecting private providers of
transit from competition with federally assisted transit providers.

a. Participation by Private Enterprise. Both Federal transit law and joint
FHWA/FTA planning regulations (discussed in Appendix A of the circular)
impose strong requirements for private as well as public sector participation
as transportation programs are developed. Plans and programs required for
Federal transit assistance must encourage the participation of private
enterprise to the maximum extent feasible.

Federal law recognizes the special concerns of private transportation
providers that compete with public mass transit authorities. By law, existing
private transportation providers are afforded certain safeguards from
competition. Specifically, FTA is prohibited from providing Federal assistance
to a governmental body that provides service in competition with, or
supplementary to, service currently provided by a private transportation
company, unless FTA finds that the local transportation program developed
in the planning process provides for participation by private transportation
companies to the maximum extent feasible.

Accordingly, Federal transit law and the joint FHWA/FTA planning
regulations direct special attention to the concerns of private transit
providers in planning and project development. Joint FHWA/FTA planning
regulations specifically require that private transit providers, as well as other
interested parties, be afforded an adequate opportunity to be involved in the
early stages of the plan development and update process.”
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Mayor Harris and his administration did not follow these requirements with
respect to the BRT proposal, which in turn contributed to the filing of suits
against the City and County and the unprecedented revocation of the Record
of Decision (ROD) for the Initial Operating Segment (I0S) by the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA). None of us want to replicate that experience,
so this time around let’s provide for the meaningful participation of private
transportation carriers in the planning process, as required by federal statute
and FTA circulars.

Pubic-Private Partnership. There was not one mention in either the
presentations or the exhibits at the December 2005 public scoping sessions of
the possibility of public-private partnerships as part of the solution to
Honolulu’s very difficult transportation problems. To totally ignore the
possibility of utilizing privately-owned and managed transportation resources
in devising ways of resolving current transportation dilemmas makes little
sense from a public policy point of view.

Not examining the possibility of utilizing such resources as part of the
solution was the course of action followed by Mayor Harris and his
Administration in developing and promoting the BRT. This is an experience
that does not need to be replicated this time around.

The E Noa Corporation stands ready and willing to meet with the City and/or
its consultant, Parsons Brinckerhoff, at any time and any place to explore the
specific public-private partnerships that will contribute to improving
Honolulu’s transportation situation.

In conclusion. We look forward to hearing from you and working with you
in the months and years ahead. We know that E Noa Corporation is
prepared to expand the useful and beneficial role it already plays in providing
regularly scheduled transportations services to residents and visitors alike.

Sincerely yours, .
/'7;-_/ /’,‘.@—%

Tom Dﬁe]l, FAICP

Consultant to E Noa Corporation

Cc:  Mr. Katsumi Tanaka, Chair of the Board, E Noa Corporation
Ms. Maki Kuroda, President, E Noa Corporation



TP /59/0;5'/\332 o5&

THE ESTATE OF JAMES CAMPBELL

December 12, 2005

o) =il
= s
Department of Transportation = o
ATTN: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor W
City and County of Honolulu = "D
650 S. King Street, 3rd Floor " -
Honolulu, HI 96813 =
.
Gentlemen: o w2

Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project

The Estate of James Campbell has been a long-time supporter of mass transit to the Kapolei
area. We continue that support.

Over a decade ago, the Estate committed the right-of-way for a transit alignment along
Farrington Highway down the North/South Road to the Kapolei Parkway and into the City of
Kapolei. We recently restated that commitment in our last Unilateral Agreement for the City

of Kapolei so far as we own the land. This represents the only transit alignment where the
right-of-way is already guaranteed to the city.

We hope that finally, this time, the community will see mass transit.

Sincerely,

David W. Rae
Vice President, Public Affairs

£a:010013001K23180

1001 Kamokila Boulevard, Kapolei, Hawaii 96707  Phone (808) 674-6674  Facsimile (808) 674-3111  Website: www.kapolei.com
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December 30, 2005

City Department of Transportation Services

Attn: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project
650 S. King Street

Honolulu, HI 96813

| wish to express my views on the proposed rail system. Unfortunately, | feel | may not
be around to see this system completed.

| am in favor of the rail system, however, the costs associated with it, does not seem to
support it. Until we have a better understanding of the specific details involved, | feel
we should utilize our present public transportation system, The Bus.

I am in favor of eliminating parking completely in the downtown area, limiting the
number of cars on Oahu, using an HOV lane for buses only, during the morning and
afternoon rush hour times.

The concept of having the buses feed into a transit center, then take the light rail
system sounds good; however, | understand there will be no park and ride facility. That
does not sound like good thinking. If you want people to use the rail, access must be
provided with park and ride facilities, and accessible stops to utilize the system. What
about the outer lying communities in the leeward, central and north areas of Oahu.
How accessible will the rail system be to them? How available in terms of time spent
waiting for The Bus, then transferring to the rail system?

| understand we cannot build underground, because of higher costs, but shouldn't we
look at what we already have in place and utilize these roads?

| know my view is just a tiny portion of the overall, big picture. It has taken so many
years to get this far, how many more years before it becomes a reality?

Sincerely,

Susan Estores
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Department of Transportation Services
City and County of Honolulu

650 S. King Street, 3™ Floor
Honolulu, HI 96813

Attn: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project

January 6, 2006

Dear “Attn: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project™:

gp. wize € 6 W

Power brokers in Honolulu have made up their minds: they want rail and nothing else.
The whole process has been mired in untruths or part-truths.

Take a look even at the “Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives
Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement™ brochure that requests comments.
Although it glosses over a few other alternatives, the entire brochure is geared toward
rail, with colored pictures of five different rail “alternatives”.

Okay, so what happened to HOT lanes? Probably too effective, huh, so let’s not even
consider it, right? [The proposed “Bus in Managed Lanes Alternative” listed in same
brochure is not the HOT lane that members of the community have suggested.]

This isn’t about solving Honolulu’s traffic problems, it’s about rail.

To even submit comments seems ridiculous as when I submitted comments for BRT, the
city managed to answer questions I didn’t ask...and answered them poorly, even. They
didn’t answer a single question I did ask, or address a single concern legitimately.

But, to sum up my feelings:

Rail is bad. Costs too much. Honolulu can’t afford it. Rail won’t solve our
traffic congestion...it will only make it worse, as it has in other cities. Rail is
only good for politicians and their cronies, who benefit financially from it, while
the populace pays through the nose. Rail will hurt other forms of public

transportation, like TheBus, as it has in other cities, because of cut backs due to
the financial money-pit that rail turns out to be.

The people have not been legitimately involved in the process. The people have

not been given a vote in the matter of raising our taxes to fund rail. The people
have not voted for rail.

The information has been skewed in favor of rail. Even some city council
members, who voted for the general excise (GE) tax increase, did so because they
said they wanted to see what the alternatives might be...they didn’t vote for rail.
But, this has become an “alternatives analysis” to find which rail system Honolulu

Darci Evans 680 Ala Moana Blvd Ste 303 Honolulu HI 96813



will choose, not a legitimate analysis to see what options are out there that might
legitimately help ease traffic congestion.

Some of us who have spoken up in opposition have been personally attacked in
media by the mayor’s office. And some of us who have participated in OPMO
have been harassed by members of OMPO in their attempt to stifle our public
participation.

This alternatives analysis is a flawed process that is intended to yield one result
and one result only — rail. Thus, it is not a legitimate alternatives analysis.

The City and County of Honolulu does it again.

Sincerely, .
f‘, ‘ \
'I" \ "'

[\~ /7 >
Dérci Evans

Cc:

Donna Turchie

Senior Transportation Representative
Region IX

Federal Transit Administration

US Department of Transportation
201 Mission Street, Suite 2210

San Francisco, CA 94105-1839

Ron Fisher

Director, FTA Office of Planning Innovation and Analysis
Federal Transit Administration

400 7™ Street, SW

Washington, DC 20590

Ray Sukys

Federal Transit Administration
US Department of Transportation
201 Mission Street, Suite 2210
San Francisco, CA 94105-1839

Darci Evans 680 Ala Moana Blvd Ste 303 Honolulu HI 96813
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700 Richards Street, #2103

Honolulu, HI 96813-4621

31 December 2005
Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor Project
Department of Transportation Services
Third Floor < 3
650 South King Street = >
Honolulu, HI 96813 “
RE: Proposed routes Transit Corridor Project o
To Whom It May Concern: j;, =

= ;

After considering the proposed routes for the above, it is puzzling why the University of
Hawaii at Manoa is to be a terminus. The university is not a major population center on this
island. It is currently served by 2 bus routes, Express route A and route #6, both of which
are significantly under used by people at the university. The same could be applied to the
campus in Kapolei. It appears as if these proposals are solely to provide a connector
between the two campuses, which no doubt will be as under used as the current buses.

Of the 8 proposed alternatives, the one which makes the most sense in improving the
movement of motor vehicles on this island is Alternative 3: Managed Lanes which would
end in downtown. If this were implemented, then the same could be applied to a larger
number of major routes into and out of the city, serving a larger population for a smaller
cost and environmental impact.

The problem with any of the proposals involving a fixed rail system is that once in place, it is
fixed. Aside from the prohibitive cost of these systems in the construction, operation and
environmental impact, it will be difficult, if not impossible, to adjust the route to reflect
future needs.

Additionally, almost all routes will result in a significant decrease of current lanes for motor
vehicles which violates the stated objective of improving mobility in the corridor. It appears
from the proposed alternatives, the only mobility being given serious consideration is by
fixed rail.

Thank you for your consideration of these matters.

Sincerely Yours,

oty on

Charles M. Ferrell
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end in downtown. If this were implemented, then the same could be applied to a larger
number of major routes into and out of the city, serving a larger population for a smaller
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oty on
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January 9, 2006

Department of Transportatnon Services
650 S. King Street, 3™ floor
Honolulu, HI 96813

ATTN: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project — Comments
Dear Parsons Brinckerhoff Project Team,

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the City’s
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project. Based on comments
from my constituents and adjoining businesses, I submit the following
concerns regarding proposed urban Honolulu routes reflected in the City's
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corrider Project (HHCTCP) maps unveiled
during the December 13-14, 2005 public scoping meetings.

Briefly, my comments are directed to Sections 6-8 of the Alternative
Alignment Summary for the project, partlculady with respect to the
analysis of alternative routes.

*  Seclion 6 - Iwilei to Ward Avenue: the analysis of Alternative route
6.13 does not reflect the considerable disruption to existing small
businasses within one of the last remaining urban industrial zones left
in urban Honolulu if Queen Street is selected as a HHCTCP route. To
what extent does the “"Smart Growth & Economic Development” or
“Constructability and Cost” ¢riteria account for negative impacts on
current landowners and/or businesses? What would the estimated
costs of condemnation and/or relocation be if Alternative 6.13 was
selected?

* Section 6 - Iwilei to Ward Avenue: Alternative 6.14 was dropped as
an alternative route due to severe visual impact to sensitive area near
Aloha Tower. However, Alternative 6.13 mirrors Alternative 6.14 on
its alignment near Aloha Tower. The favoring of Alternative 6.13 over
Alternative 6.14 does not make practical sense.

+ Section 7 - Ward Avenue to Halekauwila Street: Alterpative 7.11 is
favored over Alternative 7.12 and 7.13 in the analysis. Haowever,
there is no discussion of the negative impacts on current landowners
and/or businesses along Queen Street. What would the estimated
costs of condemnation and/or relocation be if Alternative 7.11 was
selected?
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* Sectlon 7 — Ward Avenue tc Halekauwila Street: The analysis states
that Alternative 7.13 would produce “severe visual impacts from an
elevated structure located on the makai side of Ala Moana Center.”
However, the shopping center’s parking structure/related facilities
already block any mauka view corridors along Ala Moana Boulevard, 50
this analysis does not make sense. Is the HHCTCP structure expected
to be higher than the retail structures on Ala Moana Center’s parking
lot?

Finally, the discussion of the alternative routes does not provide any
meaningful review of the Bus-in-Managed Lane Alternative, which would
provide leeward Oahu to downtown with a combination of managed lane
facilities and enhanced bus routes, with enhanced bus operations in the
urban Honolulu core between Waikiki-University of Hawaii at Manoa.

What are the anticipated costs and projected levels of service for this
alternative? To what extent would existing public and/or private providers
for the urban Honolulu portion of the route between downtown-University
of Hawali-Walkiki be utilized?

Sincerely,

Senator Carol Fukunaga
District 11 (Makfki/Punchbowl-Ala Moana/McCully
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ATTN: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit s g
Corridor Project - =
City Dept. of Transportation Services = =
650 S. King St., 3rd Floor =] ==
d o

Honolulu, HI 96813

Dear Sir/Madam:

Thank you for your Honolulu High#Capacity Transit Corridor
Project News]ettgr faor Nov 05.. Please note my new mailing

address above,

- The high-capacity transit corridor project should follow
the fixed-guideway alternative for the North-South_Road/Camp
Catlin Rd./King St. /Queen St./Kapiolani Blvd. alighment. The
advantage of this route is that it does not necessitate the
digging of a tunne1 as the other three fixed- gu1deway alignments

suggest.

The fixed-guideway system should avoid the personal rapid

transit or commuter rail proposals because the former is too
'small and slow and the latter is geared for a long trip to one
destination only with no intermediate stops. Smaller trains

such as the light rail, monorail or magnetic levitation can
provide multiple stops needed along the route. Exactly which
automated transit vehicle is selected, be it light rail, monorail
or magnetic levitation, should be determined by its minimal
impact on existing roadways and their current and future

vehicular traffic conditions.

The reliance oh either the existing or an enhanced bus
system is inadequate given the long commute r1ders from Kapolei

must take to and from Honolulu proper.

Yours truly,

Y

The Rt. Rev. Wayne W. Gau
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES =
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU oo v 0
650 SOUTH KING STREET, 3RD FLOOR -~ i
HONOLULU, HI 96813 RE: HONOLULU HIGH-CAPACITY' * = " o
CORRIDOR PROJECT o
DEAR SIR,

1 JUST RECEIVED YOUR NOTICE ABOUT THE PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS TO BE HELD IN
DECEMBER, 2005. INSTEAD OF ATTENDING THESE MEETINGS, I FELT THAT WRITTEN COMMENTS
OR CONCERNS WOULD BE MORE APPLICABLE IN ORDER THAT YOUR STAFF CAN PROPERLY
ADDRESS SOME OF MY CONCERNS. MAYBE YOU COULD PRESENT THESE CONCERNS DURNG
YOUR MEETINGS IN DECEMBER.

I NOTICED THAT THE DIAGRAMS COVERED THE SOUTH SIDE OF OAHU PRIMARILY BETWEEN
KAPOLEI AND HONOLULU. I REALIZE THAT THIS HAS BEEN A MAJOR CONCERN TO THE CITY
AND STATE ESPECIALLY THE TRAFFIC.

I LIVE IN THE MILILANI AREA AND JUST RECENTLY WAS INFORMED THAT APPROVAL HAS BEEN
GRANTED TO DEVELOP THE AREA EAST OF THE H-2 FREEWAY, APPROVAL HAS BEEN GRANTED
TO DEVELOP 2 GOLF COURSES IN THIS AREA. IN ADDITION, 12,000 TO 13,000 NEW HOMES ARE TO
BE BUILT IN THIS AREA.

WITH THE DEVELOPMENT OF 12,000 TO 13,000 NEW HOMES:;

A, THERE WILL BE AN ADDITION OF APPROXIMATELY 25,000 VEHILCLES THAT WILL
REQUIRE ACCESS TO H-2 AND SUBSEQUENTLY H-1. AT PRESENT, KA UKA HIGHWAY IS THE ONLY
ACCESS FROM THIS AREA TO H-2. WITH THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE INDUSTRIAL COMPLEX
(TONY HONDA, COSCO AND OTHER BUSINESSES) THE VOLUME OF TRAFFIC ESPECIALLY DURING
THE MORNING HOURS IS VERY CONGESTED. THE TRAFFIC LANES ARE OVERLOADED AND WITH
THE FORECASTED INCREASE, GRIDLOCK SIMILAR TO EWA BEACH/KAPOLEI IS IMMINENT.

B. THE POPULATION WITHIN THIS NEW AREA WILL INCREASE FROM ABOUT 1,000 TO
APPROXIMATELY 30,000 PEOPLE (2.5 PERSONS PER HOUSEHOLD). THE MAJORITY OF THESE
PEOPLE WILL BE HEADING TOWARD HONOLULU AND PEARL CITY TO COMMUTE TO WORK AND
SCHOOL. I SERIOUSLY DOUBT THAT THE MAJORITY OF THESE PEOPLE WILL BE UTILIZING
PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION.

C. IS THERE A CONNECTION PLANNED FROM THE AREA EAST OF H-2 TO CONNECT
DIRECTLY TO H-1 AND BYPASSING H-2/KA UKA HIGHWAY? OR IS THERE A “TERMINAL” PLANNED
FOR PEOPLE FROM THE MILILANI AREA TO USE THE PROPOSED HIGH-CAPACITY CORRIDOR.



ALTHOUGH THE FOLLOWING IS NOT WITHIN YOUR JURISDICTION, THESE ITEMS WILL HAVE AN
IMPACT ON PLANNING FOR THE AREA EAST OF H-2.

A. WHAT WILL HAPPEN TO THE WAIAU CORRECTIONAL FACILITY THAT IS IN THE
MIDDLE OF THE DEVELOPMENT AREA. TRANSPORTATION SUPPORT TO THE PRISON FROM THE
HONOLULU AREA SHOULD BE CONSIDERED IN YOUR OVERALL PLANNING.

B. WHAT WILL HAPPEN TO THE GRAVEYARD? IS IT CONTEMPLATED THAT A
GRAVEYARD WILL BE SITUATED IN THE MIDDLE OF A NEWLY DEVELOPED AREA THAT WILL
HAVE 2 NEW GOLF COURSES? I GUESS THIS ITEM WILL BE SHOWN ON THE OVERALL MASTER
PLAN THAT THE DEVELOPER WILL PRESENT TO THE CITY.

I DECIDED TO WRITE THESE COMMENTS INSTEAD OF PRESENTING THEM DURING THE PUBLIC
MEETING. I HOPE THAT YOU WILL ADDRESS THESE CONCERNS AT THE PUBLIC MEETING. 1 HOPE
THAT THIS LETTER WILL GIVE YOUR STAFF SUFFICIENT TIME TO COORDINATE WITH THE OTHER
AGENCIES WHERE IN ADEQUATE RESPONSES CAN BE PROVIDED.

SINCERELY,

RETIRED CIVIL/ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEEER
FORMER MEMBER OF THE MILILANI
NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD #25
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Department of Transportation Services 680 Aﬁorﬁj BH"a“vlv‘:Vif“;'GZ‘gt_esigg
City & County of Honolulu Phone: (808) 524-6424
650 South King Street, 3" Floor Fax: (808) 543-6044
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 Email: info@hhua.org

Web: www.hhua.org

Attention: Honolulu High —Capacity Transit Corridor Project
Comments on Scoping Project’s alternatives, EIS, purposes

The Hawaii Highway Users Alliance is a state conference of the American
Highway Users Alliance. Since 1932, the Highway Users has served as the
united voice of the transportation community promoting safe and
uncongested highways and enhanced freedom of mobility.

HHUA'’s mission is to influence public policy and opinion for quality highways,

promoting safety, congestion relief and freedom of mobility. Our mission is

also to: »

- Ensure a strong and efficient transportation infrastructure and
distribution system for Hawaii;

- Accommodate many diverse highway uses, to afford mobility, choices
and reliability

- To properly serve the needs for public safety and homeland security; <o

- Foster fair competition, economic stability and quality development;  «

- Advance the knowledge and science of transportation/distribution within-.
government and industry; . o

- Actively lobby and provide education and open dialogue on important &3 o
issues affecting transportation, distribution and travel-related issues.

K
AR

As to the Alternatives Analysis, HHUA offers these comments and concerns:

The critical need in transportation on Oahu is to alleviate traffic congestion,
to improve mobility for both people and businesses, and ensure the public
safety and security.

We must raise the level of service on our roads and highways from F to C.
The economic viability of business and industry and the quality of life of our
residents and visitors depend on efficient and safe delivery of people and
goods.

The Alternatives Analysis must address the burgeoning need for adding
carrying capacity of our transportation infrastructure - to serve diverse
users, not to exclude other modes for restricted use by one mode only.

The Alternatives Analysis options are based entirely on a politically motivated
set that has little semblance to the transportation needs and wants of Oahu.



There is only token attention paid to adding highway capacity, in spite of the

fact that Honolulu is among the most lane-deficient metropolitan areas in the
u.S.

Respectfully, gubmitted,

Dale Evans
Chairman, Board of Directors
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honolulutraffic.com

Seeking cost-effective ways to improve traffic congestion in Honolulu
January 9, 2006

Acting Director Alfred Tanaka
Department of Transportation Services
City and County of Honolulu

650 S. King Street, 3rd Floor
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mr. Tanaka:

Comments on the December 2005 Scoping Meetings

The Scoping Meeting conducted by Parsons Brinckerhoff and the City and County
of Honolulu Department of Transportation Services (DTS) on December 13, 2005,
provided insufficient information, both at the meeting and at the
www.honolulutransit.com website, for the public to understand the cost-effectiveness
of the alternatives.

While Parsons Brinckerhoff and DTS showed that the “Development of Initial Set of
Alternatives” emerged from “Technical Methods” and “Evaluation Measures,”" they

refused to disclose the quantitative data that they developed during this process thus

denying full public access to key decisions.

For significant public involvement as specified by the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA), the public must have some rudimentary understanding of the costs and
benefits of each of the alternatives considered — both those accepted and those
rejected.

The costs must include capital and operating costs. The benefits and disbenefits must
include forecast travel time changes, patronage and traffic congestion impacts. Only
with this information can the public be truly involved in the process.

In short, the *system planning’ process has failed to follow the FTA process, as
follows:

A. The projected capital costs, operating costs, financing, travel times, patronage
and traffic congestion for the alternatives have not been available.

B. The process has failed to define adequately the specific transportation
problems let alone evaluate how each alternative addresses them.

C. The level of effort exerted in developing the alternatives has been
insufficient.

D. The public has not been involved to the extent required by the FTA.

3105 Pacific Heights Rd Honolulu Hawaii 96813 Ph: 808-285-7799 email: info@honolulutraffic.com
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A. The projected cost effectiveness data have not been available to the public.

“During systems planning, the analysis of alternatives focuses on identifying fatal flaws and
a preliminary analysis of cost-effectiveness ... Three types of information are particularly
important for evaluating cost-effectiveness: transit patronage, capital cost, and operating and
maintenance cost.” Procedures and Technical Methods for Transit Project Planning
(PTMTPP). Part I. p. 2-9. (emphasis added)

“When local officials seek [FTA] approval to initiate alternatives analysis, the results of
system planning studies are used by [FTA] to decide whether to participate in further detailed
study of guideway alternatives in the corridor. Much of the information needed to make these
decisions should be available in reports produced during the system planning phase.”
PTMTPP, Part I, p. 2-12. (emphasis added)

“These definitions [of alternatives] are sufficient to address such general concerns as ranges
of costs, ridership potential and financial feasibility. More basically, they provide the
information necessary for decisionmakers and other stakeholders_to confirm that no
reasonable alternative (in terms of meeting corridor needs) is being excluded from the
analysis, as well as understand the magnitude of the costs and benefits associated with the
various options for improving conditions in the corridor.” Additional Guidance on Local
Initiation of Alternatives Analysis Planning Studies (emphasis added)

The documentation required in the ‘systems planning’" process concerning public
transit patronage data, capital cost and operating and maintenance costs, as required
by the FTA has been either withheld from the public or not developed at all.

During the Scoping Meeting, we asked Mr. Hamayasu for cost data for the
alternatives and he told us that the City did not have any. Since cost estimates are at
the bedrock of scoping decisions it seemed strange that they were not available. This
was especially true since Parsons Brinckerhoff had eliminated the reversible High-
Occupancy\Toll (HOT) lanes proposal on the grounds of “cost and funding
concerns.”"

Subsequent to the Scoping Meeting, Mr. Gordon Lum, Executive Director of the
Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO) told us that the capital costs
developed by their consultant were $2.5 billion each for both the reversible HOT
lanes proposal, from Waipahu to the Keehi Interchange (x12 miles), and also the
elevated heavy rail line from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii (UH) (£25 miles).

We asked to see the working for those calculations but Mr. Lum told us that their
consultants, Kaku Associates, had only given them the number; there was no backup
for it. He also said OMPO subsequently conveyed these projected costs to both DTS
and the Hawaii State Department of Transportation (HDOT) and both had found
them reasonable.

Failing any other explanation, we have to assume that Parsons Brinckerhoff and DTS
used the OMPO costs in eliminating the reversible HOT lanes from the Alternatives
Analysis.

The capital costs cited by OMPO are unreasonable. These costs, on a per mile basis,
amount to $100 million per mile for the heavy rail line and $200 million per mile for
the HOT lanes.
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OMPO, HDOT, DTS and Parsons Brinckerhoff, would have us believe that a simple
elevated two-lane highway (HOT lanes is merely the operating method) put out to
bid would cost twice as much as a non-bid heavy rail line with all its attendant
equipment, rolling stock, trains, and massive stations each with escalators, elevators,
and stairs.

The Tampa, Florida, three-lane elevated highway due to open shortly costs $46
million per mile and that includes an expensive error by a contractor. The public
authority responsible for it estimates they could duplicate it for $28 million per
mile.” Even allowing for Hawaii’s politically induced high costs that tend to double
Mainland prices, it still does not come close to the OMPO estimate of $200 million
per mile.

No travel time comparisons are available. Since travel time is a major determinant of
patronage forecasts and since HOT lanes may well offer a much faster journey for
both autos and buses this information should have been available.

Patronage forecasts for the various alternatives are not available. Mr. Hamayasu told
us during the meeting that while OMPO had developed ridership data for the rail,
they had not shared it with DTS. We find this troubling since Mr. Hamayasu is Vice-
Chair of OMPQ’s Technical Advisory Committee (TAC).

OMPO told us that while they had developed ridership forecasts for the various
alternatives they would not show us the working of the calculations. We appealed
this refusal to the Hawaii Office of Information Practices and OMPO now admits
that their consultant’s forecasts were “intuitive” and therefore there was no working
paper to show us."

We had asked for the working paper since the 360,000+ daily rail ridership shown on
their Strategic Planning Concepts chart (p. 6) for the Kapolei to University of Hawaii
(UH) rail alternative would be an 80 percent increase over current ridership and a 50
percent increase in per capita ridership by 2030.

No Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) that has built a rail line in modern times has
experienced an increase in the percentage of commuters using public transportation
in a similar 20-year period, 1980-2000." We, therefore, find the ridership forecast
preposterous failing a detailed, and credible, explanation.

The financing plan is not available.

“The system planning phase produces a considerable amount of information that will later be
used in alternatives analysis. This includes ... An analysis of the region’s financial capacity
to provide planned improvements ... and the capacity of the existing revenue base to meet
future transit financial requirements.” PTMTTP, Part I, page 2-2.

“It is important that system planning consider such questions ... “When compared with lower
cost alternatives, are the added benefits of the project greater than the added costs?’”
PTMTTP, Part I, page 2-5.

How can this question possibly be answered without quantifying the costs and
benefits?
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The financing plan needs to show the impacts of the one-half percent General Excise
tax increase. Mayor Hanneman had originally asked for a full one percent when he
was advocating the $2.7 billion Kapolei to Iwilei line."" Since then his plan has
extended to UH and Waikiki but the state legislature cut the tax increase in half. This
would only fund a third of the heavy rail alternative; the public needs to know the
correct amount of the future taxes they will face.

Traffic congestion estimates are not available. Since HOT lanes promise to move far
more cars off the Oahu’s highways than would a rail line, it is imperative that the
city make the preliminary estimates available to the public.

Funding problems insufficiently explained. Mr. Hamayasu told us that one of the
reasons the reversible HOT lanes was eliminated was because of “funding concerns”
and that was because FTA had told him that they would not fund HOT lanes. We
asked him if he had such an opinion in writing and he said he had not. Since FTA
officials have told us that, while they would have to see the precise plans for such a
HOT lanes project, if it provided priority and uncongested travel for buses, they
believed they would.

In any case, the FTA does not require that funding be in place in order to analyze the
alternatives. If it did, it would have to reject the rail alternatives since the half-
percent increase in the State General Excise Tax does not begin to cover the capital
and operating costs. In addition, the 1992 Rail Plan had no funding in place at any
time during the whole process.

B. The process has failed to define adequately the specific transportation problems
let alone evaluate how each alternative addresses them.

“l. 2. Systems Planning. ... sets a proper foundation for moving forward into alternatives
analysis ... system planning serves as the first phase of the five-phased process for
developing fixed guideway mass transit projects.” PTMTTP, Part I, page 2-1.

“This analysis includes the identification of specific transportation problems in the corridor;
the definition of reasonable alternative strategies to address these problems; the development
of forecasts for these alternatives in terms of environmental, transportation, and financial
impacts; and an evaluation of how each alternative addresses transportation problems, goals,
and objectives in the corridor.” PTMTTP, Part I, 1.2.

“The key principal in the identification of alternatives is that they directly address the stated
transportation problem in the corridor ...” PTMTPP, Part Il. 2. p. 3.

The scoping information package merely discusses “improved person-mobility” and
“improved mobility for travelers facing increasingly severe traffic congestion.”""
This is misleading information to give to the public. It implies that the process is
about reducing traffic congestion when it is clear — with some careful reading —
that it is about getting people out of cars and into public transportation. However,
Parsons Brinckerhoff does not tell the public that that is their explicit purpose.
Neither do they tell the public that no other MSA has managed to reduce the market
share of commuters using automobiles.™

If the transportation problem is defined as one of insufficient “person mobility” then
one set of alternatives may be preferable, usually centered on public transportation.
If on the other hand, Parsons Brinckerhoff were to define the problem as the public
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understands it, “excessive traffic congestion hampering the movement of autos and
goods vehicles,” then another set of alternatives will be preferred, centering around
highways.

If we had a public transportation problem, we would not have had a significant
decline in the per capita use of it during the past 20 years — from 96 rides per capita
of population to 77 just before the strike. To make it worse this 20 percent decline
occurred during a period when we increased the bus fleet by 20 percent. (State Data
Books 1991 & 2004)

Conversely, during this same period, Oahu has had a 27 percent increase in
registered vehicles with an increase of only a minuscule 2.2 miles of new freeways,
from 86.3 to 88.5 miles — a 2.7 percent increase. (State Data Books 1991 & 2004.)

Hawaii has the fewest urban miles of highway of any state in the U.S. because
highway construction has not kept pace with residential growth. No Metropolitan
Statistical Area (metro area) in the U.S. has reduced traffic congestion by improving
public transportation. We can only reduce it by increasing highway facilities and
improving highway management and the Texas Transportation Institute concurs in
that as follows:

“The difference between lane-mile increases and traffic growth compares the change in

supply and demand. If roadway capacity has been added at the same rate as travel, the deficit
will be zero.” 2005 Urban Mobility Report. Texas Transportation Institute.

In addition, Parsons Brinckerhoff has not addressed the negative effects on our
economy of the high cost of delivering goods on congested highways. They have
ignored national, state and city formal transportation goals as follows:

“Advance accessible, efficient, intermodal transportation for the movement of people and
goods.” Federal Transportation Policy.

“To create a transportation system which will enable people and goods to move safely,
efficiently, and at reasonable cost.” City and County of Honolulu, General Plan for the City
and County of Honolulu

“To provide for the safe, economic, efficient, and convenient movement of people and
goods.” State of Hawaii, Hawaii State Plan

Rail transit does absolutely nothing for the movement of goods “safely, efficiently,
and at reasonable cost.” Parsons Brinckerhoff has entirely overlooked that goods
move by roads on Oahu, while admitting — only when asked — that building a rail
line will not reduce traffic congestion.”

This community needs a definition of the transportation problem with which
everyone can agree and that is without doubt going to be “traffic congestion.’
Honolulu does not have a public transportation problem; it has a traffic congestion
problem. This is the problem that Parsons Brinckerhoff and DTS need to address.
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C. The alternatives are inadequate and the “level of effort” exerted in developing
them insufficient.

“There's small choice in rotten apples.”

This line from Shakespeare’s The Taming of the Shrew is, appropriately, the opening
line in the FTA’s introduction to Evaluation of the Alternatives.”

Each prior rail transit effort in Honolulu from the 1970s on has suffered from the
same problem; the range of alternatives studied was inadequate and deliberately so.
Disinterested experts have all commented on it.

"Finally, the most serious deficiency of analyses done to date is the failure to devise and
evaluate meaningful alternatives to HART. The so-called "alternatives analysis" is seriously
deficient and the bus alternative considered in them can only be considered as "straw men."
Dr. John Kain, Chair of Harvard’s Economics Department. 1978.*"

"In particular, what is lacking is a serious investigation of several viable dedicated busway
options." Dr. Robert Cervero, Professor of Urban and Regional Planning, UC-Berkeley.
1991."

Many more examples are available from experts’ critiques of the 1990 Alternatives
Analysis both on line and at the Honolulu Municipal Library.*"

The reversible two-lane HOT lanes should be reinstated as an alternative.

Our proposal is for a two-lane reversible, elevated HOT lane highway between the
H1/H2 merge near Waikele and Pier 16 near Hilo Hatties. This kind of HOT lanes
approach has also been termed Virtual Exclusive Busway (VEB) and Bus/Rapid
Transit. HOT lanes projects already in place elsewhere have demonstrated the
viability of such an alternative.*

During the 2002 Governor’s Conference on Transitways, Mr. Mike Schneider,
executive vice-president of Parsons Brinckerhoff, told the conference that the
reversible tollway proposal giving buses and vanpools priority at no charge was the
way the city should have planned its now defunct bus/rapid transit (BRT) program.

Interestingly, a month prior to the conference, Parsons Brinckerhoff prepared and
released the state final environmental impact statement for the BRT declaring that:

“The light rail transit alternative was dropped because subsequent analyses revealed that
Bus/Rapid Transit using electric-powered vehicles could accomplish virtually all of the
objectives of light rail transit at substantially less cost.””"'

On the HOT lanes, buses and vanpools would have priority and travel free, other
vehicles would pay a toll that would be collected electronically by way of a pre-paid
smart card, as is quite commonplace on the mainland today.

As on the San Diego 1-15 HOT lanes, computers would dynamically calculate the
toll price every few minutes to keep the lanes full, but free flowing.

One of the more surprising outcomes of implementing HOT lanes has been that they
are popular with motorists across all income groups. Even those who use them
rarely, still favor them because it is an option they can use when the need warrants
it.XVii
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A single highway lane with free-flowing non-stop traffic carries up to 2,000 vehicles
per hour and with two lanes that means removing 4,000 vehicles from the existing
freeway, or 25 percent of the current rush hour traffic using that corridor.

Our projection of the HOT lanes traffic of around 4,000 vehicles does not have to be
calculated since we know that rush-hour highways are always fully used; it is only
the toll price that that needs to be forecast.

Judging from San Diego’s I-15 and Orange County’s SR-91, the average cost will be
about $4.50 under normal circumstances and up to $7.75 for special periods such as
Friday evenings.™"

HOT lanes may well offer a much faster journey for buses in comparison to trains.
The total trip from Mililani to UH is an example:

o Neither the rail line nor the HOT lanes will be going to Mililani, and so from
Mililani to the H1/H2 merge, both rail and HOT lanes alternatives will take
the same time by bus. At the H1/H2 merge, the train option would always
require a transfer whereas the buses on HOT lanes may not.

e Buses on the 10-12 miles of HOT lanes traveling at 55-60 mph (SkyBuses?)
to Pier 16 will take half as much time as trains on the heavy rail line.

e Pier 16 to UH is 4.2 miles and we anticipate that trains would take half as
much time as buses for this much shorter distance.
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However, the time savings for the buses on HOT lanes will not be offset by the time
lost by the bus alternative on the shorter in-town leg. The net result of the time taken
for these two journeys would be that HOT lanes would still offer a faster journey
than trains and, in addition, not mar the city’s residential areas with an overhead rail

line.

The major advantages of HOT lanes are:

Traffic can travel at uncongested freeway speeds of 60mph whereas rail
transit can only average 22.5 mph because of stops averaging every half
mile.™

Buses on HOT lanes may travel door-to-door whereas rail nearly always
requires transfers.

HOT lanes offer both motorists and bus riders a choice of avoiding traffic
congestion.

The regular freeways will still be available and with less congestion than
before since some 4,000 cars per hour will have been removed from them.

Express buses using the HOT lanes can return on the far less congested
regular freeway in the opposite direction and the HOT lane speed will enable
buses to make two trips in the time it now takes to make one.

Options for the HOT lanes proposal that need further study are:

The feasibility of a three-lane section from the H1/H2 merge to the Pearl
Harbor area and then continuing on to Pier 16 as two lanes. This could
service the considerable traffic that terminates at Pearl Harbor, Honolulu
Airport, the Airport Industrial area, and the Mapunapuna industrial area. The
three-lane version could still be of pedestal construction similar to the new
Tampa, Florida, Expressway.

The utility of extending the Ewa end of the HOT lanes further beyond the
H1/H2 merge.

Most importantly, HOT lanes meet the requirements needed to maximize public
transportation use explained by Dr. Melvin Webber, now Emeritus Professor of
Urban Planning, UC-Berkeley in Honolulu 20 years ago,

"Commuters choose among available transport modes mostly on the basis of comparative
money costs and time costs of the total commute trip, door-to-door. Other attributes, such as
comfort and privacy, are trivial as compared with expenditures of dollars and minutes.
Commuters charge up the time spent in waiting for and getting into a vehicle at several times
the rate they apply to travel inside a moving vehicle. This means that the closer a vehicle
comes to both a commuter's house and workplace, the more likely he is to use that vehicle
rather than some other. It also means that the fewer the number of transfers between vehicles,
the better™

As we have detailed in this letter, the level of effort in data development so far has
been insufficient to justify the elimination of the HOT lanes alternative.



page 9

“The system planning effort should recognize the difference between the foregoing of
precision and the sacrifice of accuracy in the technical work, so that estimates of costs and
impacts, while coarse, are at least approximate indicators of the potential merits of the
alternatives. The level of effort must be designed so that additional effort would not result in
the choice of a different preferred alternative.” PTMTPP, Part 11, 2.2, p. 2. [emphasis added]

Parsons Brinckerhoff has substituted, in place of the reversible HOT lanes, a
Managed Lanes Alternative, a two-lane elevated highway with one lane in each
direction. This has been designed to fail the alternatives analysis process. As U-C
Berkeley’s Professor Robert Cervero said of the 1992 choice of rail, “it is less a
reflection on the work of [Parsons Brinckerhoff] and more an outcome of pressures
exerted by various political and special interest groups.”

This Managed Lane Alternative, for which there appears to be no precedent, is a
“straw man” designed to make the rail transit line look good in comparison.
Professor Kain has written extensively about such tactics, “Nearly all, if not all,
assessments of rail transit systems have used costly and poorly designed all-bus
alternatives to make the proposed rail systems appear better than they are.”"

Instead, we believe that the new high-tech HOT lanes have shown such promise and
such public — though not political — acceptance that they may be a far preferable
alternative.

D. The public has not been involved to the extent required by FTA.

“The goal of this [joint FTA/FHWA] policy statement is to aggressively support proactive
public involvement at all stages of planning and project development. State departments of
transportation, metropolitan planning organizations, and transportation providers are required
to develop, with the public, effective involvement processes which are tailored to local
conditions. The performance standards for these proactive public involvement processes
include early and continuous involvement; reasonable public availability of technical and
other information; collaborative input on alternatives, evaluation criteria and mitigation
needs; open public meetings where matters related to Federal-aid highway and transit
programs are being considered; and open access to the decision-making process prior to
closure.” (emphasis added)
http://www.fta.dot.gov/grant_programs/transportation_planning/planning_environment/3854
8227 ENG_HTML.htm

“The overall objective of an area's public involvement process is that it be proactive, provide
complete information, timely public notice, full public access to key decisions, and
opportunities for early and continuing involvement (23CFR450.212(a) and 450.316(b)(1)).”
(emphasis added) http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/pub_inv/g2.htm

Clearly, as can be seen from the foregoing, our state and local agencies have
hindered the public from getting access to information let alone granting “full public
access to key decisions.”

Further, the agencies are abetted in their endeavors by the “strategic
misrepresentations’ of our local and federal elected officials.

Far from “aggressively supporting proactive public involvement,” our elected
officials, who are part of the process, have acted contrary to FTA policy by
misleading the public about the prospects for rail transit in that:


http://www.fta.dot.gov/grant_programs/transportation_planning/major_investment/procedures_technical_methods/9949_10264_ENG_HTML.htm%20)
http://www.fta.dot.gov/grant_programs/transportation_planning/planning_environment/3854_8227_ENG_HTML.htm
http://www.fta.dot.gov/grant_programs/transportation_planning/planning_environment/3854_8227_ENG_HTML.htm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/pub_inv/q2.htm
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e They continually allude to the idea that building rail transit will result in
traffic congestion relief when even Parsons Brinckerhoff*" says it will not
affect traffic congestion in addition to there being no evidence from any other
metro area that such is the case.*"

e They relentlessly use the term *“light’ rail when, in reality, they are pushing a
‘heavy’ rail line.*

e They imply that the half-percent increase in the county General Excise Tax
will be sufficient to pay for rail.*

The public frustration with the lack of information was evident from the coverage of
the scoping meetings by our newspapers. As the head of the Outdoor Circle’s
environmental committee said, “It seems to have been designed in a way to limit
public interaction™*"

The net result of Parsons Brinckerhoff and DTS’s outreach efforts is that the public
believes that a rail transit line will significantly reduce traffic congestion and that it
will only cost a half per cent increase in the GE tax. Neither the City nor DTS have
made any effort to dispel these myths.

Summary:

The culmination of the current process will be a request by DTS to advance into
alternatives analysis. FTA then “reviews this request and supporting technical
documentation to determine whether system planning requirements have been met
and that the threshold criteria for initiating alternatives analysis have been satisfied.”
(PTMTTP, Part I, page 2-12.)

Clearly, on the four counts enumerated here, the process is grossly flawed:

e Little, if any, quantitative information has been developed, let alone given to
the public.

e The transportation problem is inadequately defined and there has been no
evaluation of how the alternatives address specific transportation problems.

e The alternatives are insufficient and Parsons Brinckerhoff’s decision prior to
the Scoping Meeting to eliminate the reversible HOT lanes alternative was
completely unjustified. They made this decision without any disclosure of the
impacts of HOT lanes on traffic congestion, patronage, cost, or any other
quantitative details that would allow the public to understand the decision.
Nor did Parsons Brinckerhoff explain the selection criteria used in
eliminating HOT lanes — let alone the weighting of the criteria in the scoring
process.

e The process so far makes a mockery of “public involvement” as spelled out
in FTA guidance and as defined in the preamble to Hawaii’s Uniform
Information Practices Act:

[892F-2] Purposes; rules of construction. In a democracy, the people are vested with the
ultimate decision-making power. Government agencies exist to aid the people in the
formation and conduct of public policy. Opening up the government processes to public
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scrutiny and participation is the only viable and reasonable method of protecting the public's
interest. Therefore the legislature declares that it is the policy of this State that the formation
and conduct of public policy—the discussions, deliberations, decisions, and action of
government agencies—shall be conducted as openly as possible.

Accordingly, we believe that Parsons Brinckerhoff, OMPO, and DTS should revisit
the process leading up to the Scoping Meeting and redevelop the alternatives
according to FTA rules and guidance. Only then can our community have a Scoping
Meeting in which the public will be involved according to both the letter and spirit of
the law.

Sincerely,
HONOLULUTRAFFIC.COM

A=

CIiff Slater
Chair

cc: Ms. Donna Turchie, Region IX, Federal Transit Administration
Mr. Toru Hamayasu, Chief Planner, Honolulu DTS

Endnotes:

: Scoping Meeting, page 4.3.

i “1.2.1 Systems Planning. Systems planning refers to the continuing, comprehensive, and
coordinated transportation planning process carried out by metropolitan planning organizations
- in cooperation with state Departments of Transportation, local transit operators, and affected
local governments - in urbanized areas throughout the country. This planning process results in
the development of long range multimodal transportation plans and short term improvement
programs, as well as a number of other transportation and air quality analyses.” Procedures
and Technical Methods for Transit Project Planning (PTMTPP), Part I, 1.”

iii Scoping Information package. December 5, 2005. page 3-1.

iv According to Braden Smith, CFO of Tampa-Hillsborough Expressway Authority (813) 272-
6740 the Tampa cost should have been $28 million a mile for the three-lane elevated highway
and not the $46 million a mile it is costing. An expensive error made by wrong assumptions
about the soil substrate by the designer caused the cost overrun.

\Y Letter from the Office of Information Practices to Slater and Lum.

Vi http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ctpp/jtw/contents.htm
vii http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2005/Aug/22/In/FP508220329.html

http://www.co.honolulu.hi.us/nco/nb18/05/18marmin.htm

http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2003/Oct/28/In/In03a.html

http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2005/Mar/22/In/In20p.html

http://starbulletin.com/2003/10/28/news/story2.html



http://www.honolulutransit.com/pdfs/display_boards/4_3.pdf
http://www.honolulutransit.com/pdfs/scoping_info.pdf
http://www.honolulutraffic.com/OIP_Slater-Lum.pdf
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ctpp/jtw/contents.htm
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2005/Aug/22/ln/FP508220329.html
http://www.co.honolulu.hi.us/nco/nb18/05/18marmin.htm
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2003/Oct/28/ln/ln03a.html
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2005/Mar/22/ln/ln20p.html
http://starbulletin.com/2003/10/28/news/story2.html
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http://www.honolulutransit.org/pdfs/scoping_info.pdf

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ctpp/jtw/contents.htm

Honolulu Advertiser article, December 14, 2005.
PTMTPP, Part 11, Sec. 9.

Seminar on Urban Mass Transit (transcript). Office of the Legislative Auditor, State of
Hawaii. January 1978. Dr. John Kain, Chairman, Dept. of City and Regional Planning,
Harvard University.

Quoted from “An Evaluation of the Honolulu Rapid Transit Development Project's Alternative
Analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Statement.” Hawaii Office of State Planning and
University of Hawaii. May 1990. Robert Cervero, Professor of Urban and Regional Planning at
the University of California, Berkeley, and a member of the Editorial Board, Journal of the
American Planning Association.

An Evaluation of the Honolulu Rapid Transit Development Project's Alternative Analysis and
Draft Environmental Impact Statement. Hawaii Office of State Planning and University of
Hawaii.May 1990.

http://www.hhh.umn.edu/centers/slp/projects/conpric/index.htm

State FEIS for the Bus/Rapid Transit Program, November 2002. Prepared by Parsons
Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas. p. 2-4.

http://www.honolulutraffic.com/lexuslane.htm

Orange County’s SR-91 lanes are not dynamically priced as are those of the San Diego I-15.
However, the SR-91 administrators try to emulate dynamic pricing with fixed prices which
allows us to examine what Hawaii prices might look like by time of day.
http://www.91expresslanes.com/tollschedules.asp

http://www.honolulutraffic.com/railspeed.pdf

Dr. Melvin Webber, UC Berkeley. Address to the Governor's Conference on Videotex,
Transportation and Energy Conservation. Hawaii State Dept. of Planning and Economic
Development. July 1984,

“An Evaluation of the Honolulu Rapid Transit Development Project's Alternative Analysis and
Draft Environmental Impact Statement.” Hawaii Office of State Planning and University of
Hawaii. May 1990.

Kain, John F. “The Use of Straw Men in the Economic Evaluation of Rail Transport Projects.”
American Economic Review, Vol. 82, No. 2, Papers and Proceedings of the Hundred and
Fourth Annual Meeting of the American Economic Association (May, 1992) , pp. 487-493.

http://starbulletin.com/2005/12/14/news/story02.html
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2005/Dec/14/In/FP512140342.html

This video of, Mayor Hanneman and Rep. Neil Abercrombie’s city hall “Traffic sucks!” rally
held on December 5th, 2005, typifies the grossly misleading statements emanating from our
elected officials.
http://mfile.akamai.com/12891/wmv/vod.ibsys.com/2005/0707/4695365.200k.asx

“Judging by how much traffic has worsened in just in the past few years, that's probably a
conservative prediction. The only way to prevent it is to act now to address the problem. Our



http://www.honolulutransit.org/pdfs/scoping_info.pdf
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ctpp/jtw/contents.htm
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2005/Dec/14/ln/FP512140342.html/?print=on
http://www.fta.dot.gov/grant_programs/transportation_planning/major_investment/procedures_technical_methods/9949_10067_ENG_HTML.htm
http://www.oahutrans2k.com/feis/chapter2.pdf
http://www.oahutrans2k.com/feis/chapter2.pdf
http://www.oahutrans2k.com/feis/chapter2.pdf
http://www.honolulutraffic.com/ospquote.pdf
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http://www.hhh.umn.edu/centers/slp/projects/conpric/index.htm
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http://www.honolulutraffic.com/railspeed.pdf
http://starbulletin.com/2005/12/14/news/story02.html
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quality of life is at stake. Rail transit is a key element in the solution.” Congressman Neil
Abercrombie._Honolulu Advertiser. April 17, 2005

“Hannemann said the yet-to-be-determined form of transit would run from Kapolei to
downtown and the University of Hawai'i-Manoa. He said the system will help all parts of the
island, easing traffic overall because ‘there'll be less cars on the road.””
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2005/May/12/In/In02p.html

Mayor’s Press Secretary: “Slater misrepresents just about everything Mayor Mufi Hannemann,
Transportation Services Director Ed Hirata and other supporters of transit have said, from the
timing of federal requirements to tax calculations, highway capacity and a rail system's
potential to ease traffic congestion.”
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2005/Aug/10/0p/508100321.html

Transcript of Councilmember Barbara Marshall questioning U.S. Rep. Neil Abercrombie (D-
Hawaii) http://hawaiireporter.com/story.aspx?696a58e3-9a81-411e-b977-2688f5595685

“Mayor Mufi Hannemann chided Lingle at the rally and said the city needs a rail system to
alleviate increasing traffic congestion. U.S. Rep. Neil Abercrombie, D-Hawaii, also blasted a
possible veto and said that he and the rest of Hawaii have had enough of the traffic problems.
He said commuters are fed up and don't need anymore "Lingle lanes" filled with traffic
congestion.” http://www.bizjournals.com/pacific/stories/2005/07/04/daily18.html?t=printable

DTS and elected officials continually refer to “light rail” despite constant criticism from us and
others.

Half per cent will pay for about one-third of the projected rail line according to our
calculations. Mayor Hanneman originally asked for a full one percent at a time when he was
seeking a shorter $2.7 billion line from Kapolei to Iwilei. Now he plans extending it to UH and
Waikiki and the tax increase has been reduced to a half of one percent.

http://starbulletin.com/2005/12/14/news/story02.html
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2005/Dec/14/In/FP512140342.html
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717 Hausten Street #202
Honolulu, Hawaii 96826
January 3, 2006
Department of Transportation Services o —
City & County of Honolulu e =
650 South King Street, 3™ Floor & e
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 . o
= )
Attn: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit R
Project Corridor £
= -
Dear Sirs: &2 @

The focus of the concemns will be of the Moiliili community and the proposed
transit alignments to the University of Hawaii at Manoa.

During the C&C Dept. of Transportation Services’ public meeting on
December 13, 2005 at the Neal Blaisdell Center, Mr. Lawrence Spurgeon of Parsons
Brinckerhoff said that, because of opposition by many communities to the previous
Bus Rapid Transit’s dedicated lanes, Moiliili will have an elevated transit system going
mauka on University Avenue over the H-1 freeway into the quarry area of the University
of Hawaii at Manoa.

My concerns are that this proposed overhead alternative would block the view
plane, and the concrete bases along University Avenue would not be a positive addition
to the neighborhood. Also, sounds generated by the overhead alternative would disturb
the tranquility of the community.

Previously, many who did not support the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) in the
primary urban center (PUC) opposed the dedicated lanes because traffic congestion
would increase and on-street parking would be eliminated. If the City decides that the
overhead alternative would not be feasible and considers dedicated lanes in Moiliili, the
following addresses the concerns of the former BRT.

The BRT’s dedicated lanes would have eliminated about seventy-eight (78) on-
street parking on University Avenue from Kapiolani Boulevard to Sinclair Circle at the
University of Hawaii at Manoa. Consequently, only about 20 parking stalls would have
been available on South King Street between University Avenue and the Hawaiian
Humane Society. The loss of 78 on-street parking on University Avenue would have
negatively impacted businesses, visitors, and residents.

Granted that parking structures could be built in Moiliili to accommodate the cars;
however, vacant land is not readily available and properties may have to be condemned
in order to have a facility. Furthermore, residents, especially, would be burdened with
parking fees each time they park at the structure.
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Instead of an elevated system or dedicated lanes, perhaps increasing the number
of buses during the busy periods could be the most inexpensive remedy to accommodate
the University of Hawaii at Manoa.

When I attended the university at Manoa from 1989 to 1998, I usually could find
an unoccupied seat on the bus from Date Street to Metcalf Street from 9:30 a.m. to about
2 p.m., when nearby schools let out their students. Even now, buses on University
Avenue have many vacant seats. From a cost benefit perspective, the ridership may not
justify the expense to implement an elevated transit alignment to the university.

Attached is a copy of the historical and projected enrollment from fall 2005 to fall
2011 (1) by the Institutional Research Office at the University of Hawaii. The enrollment
has increased from the 1998 fall count of 17,013 students (1) to the 2005 fall count of
20,644 (2). Also, students at the Kakaako facility and distance-learning students are
included in the Manoa 2005 fall count of 20,644. The construction of West Oahu College
- at Kapolei could decrease the number of students at Manoa.

According to the Advertiser’s December 29, 2005 article, “Residents Favor Rail,
Despite Concerns,” transit construction “could begin as early as 2009 (3). When the
alternative from Kapolei is completed to the PUC, West Oahu College at Kapolei may
have been built and expanding its campus. Many students may choose to attend the new
facility, which would be closer to their residences than the university at Manoa. Most
important, they would not have to cope with traffic congestion that will exacerbate as
more homes are built at Ewa and Central Oahu.

If the enrollment at West Oahu College substantially increases, the enrollment at
Manoa could decrease to or below the level of fall 1998 (17,013). In addition, the
professors, staff, and others at Kapolei would reduce the numbers commuting to Manoa.

Like many, I believe that a rail system from Kapolei to the primary urban center is
more urgent than previously because thousands of homes will be built at Ewa and Central
Oahu. At the PUC, hub-and-spoke alternatives could be implemented to address the
distance between rail stops so that riders could transfer easily to reach their destinations.

However, the general public may not approve the condemnation of properties to
implement the transit project. Perhaps HOT lanes for cars, trucks, and buses or adding
more express buses could be another alternative.
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Lastly, I respectfully request that the City & County of Honolulu consider the
above concerns regarding the Moiliili community and the proposed transit alignments to
the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Instead of an elevated system or dedicated lanes, the
City could consider adding buses during busy periods and using the funds for other
aspects of the high-capacity transit corridor project.

Sincerely,

éanet Inamine

Cc: Ms. Donna Turchie
City Councilmembers
Councilmember Ann Kobayashi
Senator Brian Taniguchi
Senator Carol Fukunaga
Representative Scott Saiki
Representative Scott Nishimoto
Representative Kirk Caldwell



ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAI AT MANOA

FALL 2005 TO FALL 2011

Institutional Research Office
University of Hawai'i
March 2005

Fiie Reference: Management and Planning Support Folder, Projections

Reports available online at: http://www.hawaii.edu/iro/maps.htm

Attachment 1 .



: - TABLE 2 .,
HEADCOUNT ENROLLMENT OF CREDIT STUDENTS, BY REGISTRATION STATUS
MIDDLE PROJECTION SERIES
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAI'l AT MANOA
FALL 1998 TO FALL 2011

£l

HISTORICAL ~ PROJECTED

1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Total Headcount 1/ ..........ooooooooorooooooo 17,013 17,612 17,263 17,532 18,706 19,863 20,549 | 20,944 21,171 21,500 21,784 21,773 21,737 21,731
CIASSITIET ..o 16,008 16,199 15718 16,021 17,076 18236 19,075 | 19470 19,697 20,026 20,310 20,299 20,263 20,257
Classified Undergraduates ..................... - | 11,500 11,458 11,151 11,485 12,242 13,069 13693 | 13,988 14,113 14,337 14,514 14,502 14465 14,458
Freshmen ..... 1,923 1925 2014 2142 2323 2782 3,875 3447 3523 3519 3586 3574 3537 3,530
Sophomores . 2,037 2019 2030 2,155 2257 2947 2,822 3627 3320 3380 3379 3379 3379 3,379
Juniors ......... 2,822 2761 2669 2834 3071 3888 3986 4000 4381 4419 4467 4,467 4467 4467
SEMONS oo eeo 4718 4753 4438 4354 4591 3452 3,010 2914 2889 3019 3082 3082 3,082 3,082
Entering Classified Undergraduates ......... 3,086 3276 3,127 3486 3,701 4,002 4,266 4380 4448 4434 4520 4,508 4471 4,464
First-Time Freshmen ............oo.oooovvooooe. 1483 1529 . 1607 1650 1,877 199 2,019 2,085 2,120 2,097 2175 2,163 2,126 2,119
Direct from Hi Public High Schools ... 924 879 826 846 976 900 892 893 930 913 932 829 904 910
Direct from HI Private High Schools .... 417 437 452 416 405 433 385 419 401 395 454 445 433 420
U.S. Mainland ..., 87 136 243 286 398 - 544 620 651 667 667 667 667 667 667
Foreign & POSSESSIONS .......... 29 50 52 54 64 77 71 71 7 71 71 71 71 71
Other First-Time Freshmen 2/ 26 27 34 48 34 42 51 51 51 51 - 51 51 51 51
THBNSIEN ..o 1262 1,381 1,237 1,537.. 1544 1,722 1975 2,023 2056 2065 2073 2073 2073 2073
FIESAMEN ...ovoveeeeeeeveeeeeeee e 119 124 19 163 145 186 208 207 211 211 212 212 212 212
Sophomores .. 423 - 424 394 526 507 563 682 675 686 689 691 691 691 691
JURIOPS oo 547 579 528 660 675 770 866 892 906 911 915 915 915 915
SEMIONS ...covveeveeeeeeeerer e eeeeeeereereeeen 173 254, 196 188 217 203 219 249 253 . 254 255 255 255 255
TEANSTET ....eoeveeveoeeee oo eeeeee e 1262 1,381 1,237 1,537 1,544 1722 1975 2,023 2056 2065 2073 2073 2073 2073
Other UH INSHUtIONS ..........oreeroeeee.... 742 770 661 741 671 793 808 808 808 808 808 808 808 808

HI Private Institutions .......... 76 58 47 83 102 96 18 | 118 126 135 143 143 143 143
U.S. Mainland Institutions .................... 379 447 a47 594 699 736 960 1,008 1,033 1,033 1,033 1,033 1,033 1,033
Foreign & Possessions ..............c.cc...... 40 80 49 61 60 50 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68
Other Transfers 3/ .........ooooovvvvvoooe.. 25 26 33 58 12 a7 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21
REMUIMING oo eoveeeeees oo 341 366 283 299 280 284 272 272 272 272 272 7 272 272 272
L 24 30 21 17 32 27 27 27 27 27 27 27 27 27
Sophomores .. 64 56 60 54 55 65 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73
JURIOTS ooooooeooeeeeeeeeeeee e 75 79 69 67 62 64 60 60 60 60 60 . 60 60 60

SeNIOIS ... 178 201 133 161 131, 128 112 112 12 112 112 112 112 112
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HEADCOUNT ENROLLMENT OF CREDIT STUDENTS, BY CAMPUS

“UNIVERSITY OF HAWAI‘
FALL 1995 TO FALL 2005
UH UH UH . UH COMMUNITY COLLEGES
FALL TOTAL ATMANOA | ATHILO | WESTO'AHU| SUBTOTAL | HAWAI | HONOLULU | KAPIOLANI| KAUAT | LEEWARD MAUI WINDWARD
SEMESTER Pct Pct Pt Pot Pct Pct Pct Pct Pet Pt Pt Pct

No. Chg No. Chg No. Chg No. Chg No. Chg’| No. Chg No. Chg No. Chg No. Chg No. Chg No. Chg No. Chg

1995...‘.... 50,242 -28 | 19,801 -1.2 | 2872 -39 716 -38 é6.853 -38 | 2811 -01 | 4445 -79 | 7329 42 | 1461 -38 | 6,368 -21 | 2765 -22 | 1,674 -53
1996 ... 47,379 -57 >18,252 -78 | 2800 -25 648 -95 | 25679 44 | 2463 -124 | 4090 -80 | 7373 06 | 1,367 -84 | 6,014 56 | 2854 32 | 1518 - -93
1897....... 45,551 -39 | 17,365 49 | 2,639 -58 648 00 | 24899 -30 | 2221 -98 | 3970 -29 | 7,189 -25 | 1,283 -6.1 | 5936 -1.3 | 2,787 -23 | 1,513 -0.3‘
1998 ... | 45337 05 | 17,013 -20 | 2730 34 685 57 | 24909 00 | 2308 39 | 4,124 39| 7,236 6.7 1,136 -116 | 5,765 -29 | 2848 22 | 1,491 -15

1999 1/.. | 46479 NA | 17,612 NA | 2790 NA 687 03 | 25390 NA | 2279 -1.3 | 4769 NA | 7,254 02 | 1,142 05 | 5570 -34 | 2862 05 | 1,614 15
2000 ...... 44,579 -4.1 | 17,263 -20 | 2,874 3.0 665 -3.2 | 23,777 64 | 2090 -83 | 4487 -59 | 6,760 -68 | 1,052 -7.9 5,269 -56 | 2678 64 | 1451 -42
2001 ....... 45994 32 | 1756532 16 | 2913 14 740 11.3 | 24809 43 | 2075 -0.7 4.653‘ 37 | 7081 47 | 1,185 126 | 5562 58 | 2699 08 | 1,554 7.1
2002 2/.. | 48,173 47 | 18,706 6.7 | 3,040 44 834 127 | 25593 32 | 2,182 52 | 4478 -38 | 7,041 06 | 1,224 33 | 5918 64 | 2989 107 | 1,761 133
2003 /.. | 50,317 45 | 19863 62 | 3300 86 . 810 29 | 26344 29 | 2346 75| 4,238 -54 | 7491 64 | 1,210 -1.1 | 6201 48 | 2885 -0.1 | 1,873 64
2004 ... 50,569 05 | 20,5649 35 | 3,288 -04 834 30| 25898 -1.7 | 2440 40 4,336 23 | 7174 42 | 1,117 -7.7 | 6,060 -23 | 2996 04 | 1,775 -5.2

2005l ...... 50,157 -08 | 20,644 05 | 3422 4.1 858 29 | 25233 -26 | 2377 -26 | 4,183 -35 | 7289 16 | 1,059 -52 | 5709 -68 | 2903 -3.1 | 1,713 -35

1/ Includes continuing education credit students at UH Manoa, UH Hilo and Honolulu CC, beginning Fall 1999. Fall 1999 percentage change calculations for these campuses,
and for both the UH and UHCC systems, are incomparable to prior years and are not shown.

2/ Migration to new registration system at the UH Community Colleges.

3/ Migration to new registration system at UH Manoa, UH Hilo and UH-West O‘ahu.

Note: Data include special students (concurrents, early admits and auditors) for all years shown.
SOURCE: University of Hawai'i, Institutional Research Office; September 2005.




Residents
favor rail,
‘despite

‘concerns

wmm

Advertiser Staff Writer
More than half the residents
 who submitted written com-
i ments to the city about a pro-
posed Honolulu mass-transit sys-
tem said they support a rail proj-
ect in hopes that it will alleviate
gridlock on O‘ahu’s roadways.

But residents also expressed
concerns that an elevated sys-
tem would obstruct the view and
that land would have to be con-
demned to build the rail system,
and suggested that transit routes
should be revised to include
Honolulu International Airport
and other densely populated ar-
eas of the island.

Jerry D. Greer said the rail sys-
tem should run along a route that
makes it as accessible to as many
people as possible. “I believe it is
‘necessary to choose a system that
meets all of these requirements:
safety, environmentally friendly *
- and easily accessible,” he said.

‘While the city is bound to con-
sider mass transit alternatives,
the solution is expected to center
on a rail system.

In nearly 200 written state-
ments released yesterday by the

SEE RAL, BS

: ° ' e Made Brunner supports a  All four of the proposed
Rall l’ﬂmm SAY '~ fixed-rail system mainly because routes would be an elevated,

; traffic coming from West O‘ahu fixed-guideway rail line be-
* Residents can comment on- - - issnhad. “There is no alternative ginning in Kapolei through
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Kapolei Property P /s ./Ljﬂ &.Y
Development LLC Kapole

an affiliate of the Estate of James Campbell

1001 Kamokila Boulevard, Suite 250 / Kapolei,Hawaii 96707 - Tel 808.674.3541 / Fax 808.674.3111 - www.xkapolei.com

[ e -}
December 12, 2005 s 2
W

Department of Transportation Services - o
ATTN: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor i o
City and County of Honolulu = e
650 S. King Street, 3rd Floor 53: =

Honolulu, HI 96813

Gentlemen:

Homnolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project

Kapolei Property Development LLC, an affiliate of the Estate of James Campbell, strongly

supports mass transit to the Kapolei area. I will attend your December 14, 2005 public
scoping meeting to express this support.

Over a decade ago, the Estate of James Campbell committed the right-of-way for a transit
alignment along Farrington Highway down the North/South Road to the Kapolei Parkway and
into the City of Kapolei. Both Kapolei Property Development and the Estate of James
Campbell recently restated that commitment in our last Unilateral Agreement (Ordinance

No. 04-45) for the City of Kapolei to the extent that we owned the land at that time. This

represents the only transit alignment where the right-of-way is already guaranteed to the City.
This is the transit alignment that we support.

Sincerely,

Dan Davidson, Vice President
Development

jlr:04004000\K 10961
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January 4, 2006 &
= -
Department of Transportation Services X A 1
City and County of Honolulu - i
650 South King Street, 3rd Floor T = <
Honolulu, Hawaii, 96813 0 .. i
(a\ Lo

<0

Attention: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project

Dear Sir or Madam:

Please consider the enclosed proposal as a potential alternative for Honolulu’s High-
capacity transit corridor.

Smcerely yours,

Walker Kelley



Proposal to accomplish commuter mass transit with cars
Proposed by Walker Kelley
209-5 Kawaihae Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96825
808-394-2665
Walker-Kelley@hawaii.rr.com
January 4, 2006

Introduction

The premise of this proposal is that automobiles and expressways make a very efficient
and flexible system for moving thousands of commuters between homes in the suburbs
and work places scattered throughout a metropolitan area.

City planners have long failed to devise models for economic growth that support an
increase of jobs in a city’s center while also providing for ample, safe and affordable
places to live in the central or surrounding areas of economic development. One only has
to commute by train during morning, rush hour from the suburbs of Paris to central Paris,
or from the suburbs of Tokyo to central Tokyo, to understand that our problem is not an
automobile problem, but a city-design problem.

Even with dense rail networks and frequent service, trains are jammed and
uncomfortable. And train commute times are usually longer than automobile commute
times even on jammed expressways. Trains make stops and commuters must get to and
from the train stations.

The only problem we have with using the automobile as a mass-commuter system is the
current inefficient use of space, size and weight.

The overwhelming number of vehicles in any congested, traffic system is from personal
vehicles carrying 1or 2 persons. Yet the highways are designed to support 16-wheelers
and large vehicles carrying 3 or more people. This is a great waste of space and materials
for construction.

- This proposal includes three phased solutions: an interim solution, a basic solution and a
long-term solution. Each can be attained within a time frame to keep pace with increases
in commuter traffic.

1. Basic solution — dedicated corridors for mini-cars

If additional corridors are to be built to relieve Honolulu’s traffic problem, then the
corridors should be built to support only mini-cars that carry no more than 4 persons per
vehicle. As with freeways and carpool lanes, these mini-car corridors should have limited
on and off ramps, and should be designed for longer drives rather than for local traffic.



The uniform size of mini-cars also provides the opportunity to build mini-car corridors
with slots for automatic guiding while traveling on the corridors. This would result in a
transportation system of slot-ways and slot cars that would supplement existing roadways
and conventional vehicles.

Specifications for mini-cars to use the mini-car corridors would be developed and issued
to commercial car manufacturers. Tax incentives would be required to greatly encourage
most of Honolulu’s commuters to buy one of the new mini-cars.

2. Long term phase - advanced mini-cars and corridors

The mini-car corridors would provide a base for incorporating advanced technology that
would increase the speed and efficiency of moving mini-cars through the corridors.

3. Interim phase — computerized car-pooling

Before the new mini-corridors would begin operating, traffic congestion could be reduced
through mandatory carpooling.

More discussion of the basic mini-car solution

Many of the cars on the road today are designed to carry only 2 to 4 people. Many of
these are sleek, sporty cars that are desirable to own and drive. The BMW Mini Cooper,
Chrysler PT Cruiser and Mazda Miata are examples of mini-cars that would be ideal to
take advantage of dedicated mini-car corridors.

Guidance slots 2 or 3 inches wide would be installed in the middle of each slot-way.
Mechanical devices would be installed underneath the mini-cars that glide through the
slots to guide the cars without need for steering and keep the cars within the sides of the
slot-ways.

There is no reason the appearance or handling of the mini-cars will have to be sacrificed
to take advantage of the slot-ways. The mini-cars will have maximum flexibility in that
they can use any conventional highway or street as well as the slot-ways.

Reserving these limited-access corridors for mini-cars provides engineering opportunities
for modifying size, space, weight and speed.

The small size of the mini-cars requires less use space. Less use of space means less real
estate would have to be acquired to construct the new corridors.

The standard width for highway lanes is 12 feet (122 inches). The average width of
today’s mini-cars is about 5.5 feet. With slot control, two slot-ways could possibly fit
within one standard highway lane.



The standard clearance for highway overpasses is over 16 feet. The average height of
today’s mini-cars is about 5 feet. Two levels of slot-ways could easily fit within the
vertical space of a highway lane.

Essentially, four slot-ways could potentially fit within the space of one standard highway
lane.

Rather than building an extra highway lane, each way, stacked slot-ways could be added
instead. With more limited on and off ramps, the direction of the slots could also be
easily and safely switched. By just dedicating one standard lane each way, between
Honolulu and the west side, the city could add 6 lanes (8 new lanes minus two original).

By switching the direction of two slot-ways on each side, the city could provide 6
inbound and 2 outbound or 2 inbound and 6 outbound slot-ways as needed during rush
hour. Such a configuration could potentially double current capacity without adding real
estate to the system, except for some on and off ramps and parking garages.

Use of slot-ways would also provide other advantages. For example, slot cars will be
safer because there will be no collisions due to lane changes. This will potentially lead to
faster speeds that are safe, greatly reducing commuting times.

Weight is also a key factor. The need to support heavy trucks puts expensive
requirements on the construction of roadways, especially elevated roadways. Roadbeds
for slot-ways will cost less to build. These slot-ways could also be cost-effectively
elevated above existing highways and streets or even across mountainous terrain perhaps
to the North Shore.

Of course, reliance on cars for commuter transportation will increase the number of cars
in the central Honolulu area during business hours. Parking garages can be built
especially for the mini-cars and some mini-corridors could terminate in the parking
garages so that the mini-cars could be used for commuting without adding congestion to
central Honolulu traffic.

Hawaii provides a unique location within the United States to pioneer a slot
transportation system. Because it is an island, cars and trucks do not simply drive in and
out of the state of Hawaii. The number of cars that must be built to fill a slot system is
small compared to the number of cars that would be needed for a mainland system.
Hence, Hawaii would be a great place to pioneer a mini-car transportation system.

More discussion of the long-term solution

Slot cars and slot-ways are not new, novel concepts. Patents already exist for similar
controlled-guidance roadways. But they are yet to be implemented.



By using hybrid, electric-gas mini-cars, it is possible that slot-ways could be fitted with
electric power that could be used to run (and recharge) the cars on the slot-ways. Of
course, Honolulu would need to develop a source of electrical power that would make a
hybrid automobile cheaper to operate on slot-ways.

Another advance would be to add speed and separation control. The driver would not
have to steer while on the slot-way. The driver would also not have to accelerate or break. -
Instead, the driver could safely read the newspaper, eat breakfast or put on makeup. Once
the speed and separation technology is perfected, speeds could then be increased to
further reduce commuting times. '

More discussion of the interim solution

Once the slot-car corridors are complete and a sufficient number of drivers are using
them, mandato<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>