
July 14, 2010 

Dear Members of the Honolulu City Council, 

I am writing to you on behalf of the Grassroot Institute of Hawaii to point out some of the flaws and concerns 
we have with the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) of the Honolulu Rail Transit project. The 
Grassroot Institute is a non-profit, non-partisan research institute founded on the principles of individual liberty, 
free enterprise, and limited, accountable government. We represent hundreds of individual contributors and 
thousands of readers from across the state. 

The FEIS reveals that if the proposed Rail Transit system were to be built, it would not have a noticeable impact 
on traffic. In addition, claims and projections about Honolulu's proposed system appear overly optimistic when 
compared to other rail systems around the country. Here are a few of our concerns: 

1. The FEIS predicts that the completed Rail Transit will reduce the number of auto trips by 51,200 of 
the total 3,003,400 trips under the No-Build alternative, which is a 1.7% reduction in traffic. The City 
should not spend roughly $5.5 billion on a solution that will make such a minimal difference in traffic 
congestion, particularly given our county's and state's inability to balance the budget without raising 
more taxes and fees—not to mention the mounting pension costs that could very well bankrupt the state 
even without rail. 

2. The FEIS cost projections are all under the assumption that the Rail Transit system will carry 116,300 
riders a day, according to pages 3-5. That is more riders than the San Diego rail system, Miami rail 
system, and more than twice the capacity of the St. Louis rail system, all of which are longer than the 
20-mile proposed Honolulu Rail Transit System and have a bigger population. It is likely that the 
proposed Rail Transit system will carry fewer passengers than predicted, thereby rendering all net cost 
projections incorrect. 

3. The FEIS states that the Rail Transit system will save 396 million BTUs of energy every day, but it 
also states that the construction of this project will expend 7.48 trillion BTUs. If you do the math, it will 
take 52 years for the project to break even with the energy expended during construction, and that is not 
factoring in energy required for maintenance and repair. It also fails to acknowledge that automobiles 
are becoming more energy efficient overtime, while rail will stay constant at best. There will most 
likely be NO energy savings with the rail transit system. 

A closer look at the FEIS reveals that the proposed Rail Transit system is not only fiscally irresponsible, but 
will have minimal impact on traffic and energy usage. The ridership projections are unreasonable and the 
estimated 1.7% reduction in auto trips is low for a $5.5 billion price tag. 	 = 
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Thank you for your consideration. 	 c) _ c-) Z. = r- —1 
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