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Summary of Public Comments 
On October 30, 2006, the City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation 
Services (DTS) provided the Honolulu City Council with an Alternatives Analysis 
Report (AA) that evaluated alternatives that would provide high-capacity transit 
service on 0`ahu. The primary project study area is the travel corridor between 
Kapolei and the University of Hawai`i at Manoa (UH Manoa). The City Council 
selected a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) on December 22, 2006, after holding 
thirteen meetings where the topic was addressed and public comment was sought. 
The meetings are outlined in the table below. 

Date Meeting Description 

November 1, 2006 City Council Special Meeting on AA 

November 2, 2006 City Council First reading of Bill 79, relating to selection of 
the LPA 

November 13, 2006 Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Community Outreach Meeting at McKinley High 
School 

November 16, 2006 Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Community Outreach Meeting at Kapolei Hale 

November 17, 2006 Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Community Outreach Meeting at Kalakaua 
Middle School 

November 20, 2006 Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Community Outreach Meeting at Windward 
Community College 

November 21, 2006 Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Community Outreach Meeting at Pearl Ridge 
Elementary School 

November 22, 2006 Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Community Outreach Meeting at Mililani District 
Park 

November 27, 2006 Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Community Outreach Meeting at Radford High 
School 

November 30, 2006 Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Transit Advisory Task Force Progress Report 

December 7, 2006 City Council Special Meeting, second reading of Bill 79 

December 14, 2006 Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Special Meeting, relating to Bill 79 

December 22, 2006 City Council Special Meeting, third reading of Bill 79, 
passage of Bill 79, selecting the LPA 

Bill 79 was approved by the Mayor on January 6, 2007, which resulted in Ordinance 
07-001. The City Council record related to Ordinance 07-001 contains notes on 
testimony from these meetings and from other communications. The record is 
summarized in the following table, then described in greater detail below. In general, 
the comments were categorized as being in support of a specific alternative, or being 
in opposition to the project, with numerous other general comments or questions that 
did not specifically provide an opinion. 

Total Testimonies Favoring Fixed Favoring Favoring Bus Opposed to 
Guideway Managed Lanes Transit Project 
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2,936 
	

2,395 
	

23 
	

13 
	

291 

Attachment A includes the meeting minutes or journal from each of the thirteen 
council meetings. According to the meeting records, spoken testimony was provided 
420 times over the course of the meetings. Because some individuals provided 
testimony more than once, the actual number of individuals providing testimony was 
somewhat less. Of the 420 testimonies, 243 were in favor of fixed guideway, some of 
which identified a specific route or transit technology. One-hundred eleven 
testimonies were opposed to fixed guideway. Four testimonies were specifically in 
support of the Managed Lane Alternative, and two were in support of buses in the 
form of the No Build or TSM Alternative. 

In addition to the spoken testimony, substantial written communications were sent 
and received by the City Council: 

• Twenty items of council communications (CC) were sent; requesting or 
providing information on the project (Attachment B). 

• Two items from the Mayor's (MM) office (Attachment C). 

• Fifty items from city agencies or neighborhood boards (D). These 
communications include supporting documents (D-900) provided by DTS to 
assist the Council in selecting an LPA, which are not included here because of 
their substantial volume and availability on the City's web site (Attachment 
D). 

• Ten petitions (P) and one collection of comment forms, collectively 
representing 1,856 signatories, supporting or opposing rail (Attachment E). 

• 660 items from the general public (M) related to selection of an LPA 
(Attachment F). 

Attachment G includes the City Council Certificate for Ordinance 07-001, which 
summarizes the written communications listed above. 

The written communications reflect similar broad support for the Fixed Guideway 
Alternative as the spoken testimony. The petitions included 1,691 signatures in favor 
of the Fixed Guideway Alternative or a specific alignment, four in opposition, and ten 
opposed to the general excise tax surcharge, which was not a topic of the bill in 
discussion. The comment forms (P-44) included comments from 151 members of the 
UH Manoa community. Of the 151 comments, 114 were in support of rail transit 
either in general or specifically to the university. Twenty-one were opposed to mass 
transit in general, seven supported improving the bus system rather than providing a 
new transit system, and nine provided other suggestions ranging from toll roads to 
using the funds to provide lower tuition or recycling bins. 
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A wide range of comments was provided in the public's written testimony, including 
numerous comments and questions about the project that did not identify a specific 
opinion on one of the alternatives. Of the 660 items received, 347 were in support of 
the Fixed Guideway Alternative or a specific alignment or technology. Nineteen 
were in support of the Managed Lane Alternative, and four were in support of a bus 
alternative. One hundred fifty-five were specifically opposed to the Fixed Guideway 
Alternative or to a transit project in general. 

Overall, the majority (more than eighty percent) of all comments received were in 
favor of the Fixed Guideway Alternative. Those comments that identified technology 
generally identified rail or specifically light rail, while other technologies were 
occasionally mentioned. Numerous comments specifically supported the North- 
South Road alignment in 'Ewa, the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment, or connection to 
UH Manoa. Testimony was provided both for and against the branch line to Waikiki. 
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Responses to Common Comments 
While the majority of testimony received was specific to supporting or opposing the 
selection of one or more of the proposed alternatives, a number of comments and 
questions were raised either about the process or about specific alternatives. There 
were several re-occurring themes in the public comments and questions that were 
addressed to City Council during the hearings on the Locally Preferred Alternative. 
The most common items are summarized below, along with a response to the issue. 
Comments limited to preference for an alternative or alignment are not addressed, as 
they are summarized in the prior section. Various comments about the general excise 
tax surcharge are not addressed, as it was enabled and is being collected as a result of 
prior legislation, and not under current consideration. Likewise, unsupported 
generalizations about land use, transportation, crime, drug use, safety and other issues 
about transit systems outside of Honolulu are not addressed. 

The proposed fixed guideway system can not be sufficiently funded for construction 
and/or maintenance. Cost overruns will cause the project to fail. 

As summarized in the Alternatives Analysis Report (Table 5-8), and detailed in the 
Financial Feasibility Report, reasonably anticipated funding sources will generate 
approximately $3.8 billion (2006 dollars) in dedicated project funding between 2007 
and 2022, sufficient to cover the capital cost and finance costs of the 20-mile East 
Kapolei to Ala Moana Center fixed guideway alternative. Furthermore, as shown in 
Table 5-10, the Fixed Guideway Alternative will require less City operating support 
than either the TSM or Managed Lane Alternative would. 

The capital cost estimates include contingencies, both those allocated to specific cost 
elements, which range from 10% to 50% depending on the cost element, and an 
overall project reserve of 6%. In total, contingencies add approximately 33% to the 
estimated capital cost of the project. 

Funds should be used for education, housing or some other purpose, rather than 
transit. 

Anticipated construction funding comes from the general excise and use tax 
surcharge that is dedicated by law to transit and from Federal Transit Administration 
sources. These funds may not be used for any other purpose. 

The system will only be successful with prudent Transit Oriented Development. 

Existing development densities, both residential and commercial, in most of the 
project corridor are already sufficient to support high-capacity transit. That said, both 
the future operation of the system and future development in the corridor can be more 
successful if they consider each other. Transit Oriented Development can provide 
both an improved range of lifestyle choices for residents and more users of the transit 
system. 
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The fixed guideway system would not reduce congestion, but managed lanes woultL 

Neither alternative is expected to reduce future congestion to levels less than today. 
As shown in Figure 3-4 of the Alternatives Analysis Report, future islandwide hours 
of traffic delay would be greater with the Managed Lane Alternative than with the 
Fixed Guideway Alternative. While highway congestion would decrease with the 
Managed Lane Alternative compared to the No Build, the increased attractiveness of 
driving would place more automobiles on arterials and local roads as they attempt to 
access the Managed Lane facility, resulting in a net increase in delay. Furthermore, 
in the case of the Managed Lane Alternative, transit riders would be subjected to the 
same delay as automobile drivers. With the Fixed Guideway Alternative, future 
islandwide hours of traffic delay would be reduced compared to No Build. In 
addition, users of the fixed guideway system would experience no delay from 
congestion for that portion of their trip which uses the fixed guideway. 

Bus service is unreliable as a result of roadway congestion, a transit solution with 
better reliability is needecL 

Increased transit reliability is one of the key purposes of the proposed system. The 
Fixed Guideway Alternative will best provide increased reliability. 

Providing parking for employees is costly and providing a transit pass would be 
more cost-effective for businesses. 

With the improved transit reliability available from a grade-separated fixed guideway 
transit system, it will be more practical for a greater percent of the workforce to rely 
on transit. Shifts in benefit packages that consider the option would be logical, but at 
the discretion of individual employers. 

The project will require substantial takes of private land and reduction in traffic 
lanes. 

The project's design, wherever possible, remains within existing roads' rights-of-
way, minimizing the number of private parcels that would need to be acquired. Some 
acquisition of land would be required. In most cases, only partial slivers of land 
would be needed - for example, a few feet wide for the length of a property to widen 
a sidewalk. When acquisition is required, the first step is to approach land owners to 
discuss options. In most cases, those acquisitions can be done without complications 
and the property owners would be compensated at fair market value, even for small 
slivers of the property. 

The Alternatives Analysis Report, in Table 4-1, identified that approximately 220 
parcels would be affected by construction of the Locally Preferred Alternative, 
following both Salt Lake Boulevard and Aolele Street. The majority of these needs 
would be for slivers of a parcel, as discussed above. 
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The AA has not considered impact to Section 4(1) resources. 

Both historic properties and parklands were considered in the evaluation of 
alternatives presented in the Alternatives Analysis Report. The Environmental 
Consequences: Supporting Information provided to the City Council included 
sections on parklands, recreation areas, and refuges (Table 5) and historic resources 
(Tables 18 and 19) that would be affected by each alternative. 

The visual impacts of an elevated system are too great. 

While the Fixed Guideway Alternative would have visual impacts, they would be less 
than for the Managed Lane Alternative in the majority of the corridor which would be 
served by either alternative. However the visual impacts would extend further for the 
Fixed Guideway Alternative, because it would serve a greater area. Visual impacts 
were considered in the Environmental Consequences: Supporting Information 
provided to the City Council (Table 8) and will be evaluated in greater detail in the 
upcoming Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

Rather than any of the alternatives considered in the AA, build a bridge or tunnel 
across Pearl Harbor. 

This option was previously considered and rejected in the Screening Report as well as 
in the current version of the 0' ahu Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP). 

Not enough commuters use public transportation to make a difference. People will 
not change their travel behavior. 

The Alternatives Analysis Report (Table 3-7) shows approximately 60,000 more 
transit trips in 2030 with the Fixed Guideway Alternative than with the No Build, and 
approximately 50,000 more trips compared to either of the other alternatives. New 
transit riders, who previously would have driven, are expected to account for about 1/ 2  
of the trips made on the fixed guideway system. This is similar to the experience of 
several other U.S. cities that have opened new fixed guideway systems in recent 
years. Between 10,000 and 15,000 of these trips (Table 3-8) would occur during the 
a.m. peak period, removing somewhere between 7,000 and 12,000 automobiles from 
the roads compared to the No Build Alternative. 

The AA refers to the 2030 0`ahu Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP) but the 
2030 ORTP has not been approvecL 

The 2030 0' ahu Regional Transportation Plan was adopted by the 0' ahu 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO) Policy Committee on April 4, 2006. 

The AA's forecast of future population on 0`ahu and in the corridor is 
unrealistically high. 

As required by federal guidelines, the 2030 population forecast used in the 
Alternatives Analysis is the forecast approved for use in long range transportation 
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planning by OMPO. Consistent with adopted procedures, the islandwide population 
total for 2030 is prepared by the State of Hawai`i Department of Business, Economic 
Development and Tourism (DBEDT). DBEDT forecasts that the 2030 resident 
population on 0' ahu will be 28% higher than that recorded in the 2000 census. This 
28% growth in thirty years from 2000 to 2030 compares to 39% growth which 
occurred in the previous 30 year period from 1970 to 2000. The allocation of the 
islandwide 2030 population forecast to various geographic locations on 0' ahu is 
prepared by the City and County of Honolulu Department of Planning and Permitting 
(DPP). The DPP allocations are estimated consistent with market trends and the 
policies of the 0' ahu General Plan and the regional Development/Sustainable 
Communities Plans. 

The ridership projection model used for the Alternatives Analysis is fundamentally 
flawed in that is assumes ridership will grow with population. 

The travel forecasting procedures used for the Alternatives Analysis, obtained from 
OMPO, make no such assumption. The procedures, consistent with nearly all travel 
forecasting models nationwide, follow a "4-step process" wherein travel patterns are 
estimated as the product of a sequence of individual decisions — the number of trips 
that a household will make ("trip generation"); the destinations of these trips ("trip 
distribution"); the modes that will be used for travel ("mode choice"); and the paths 
on the transportation network that the trips will take ("network assignment"). The 
first step, trip generation, estimates the number of daily trips that a household will 
make, for different trip purposes, as a function of household size, household income 
and household vehicle ownership. Trip generation assumes that people make trips 
and so if the number of people increases the number of trips will increase, though not 
necessarily on a one-to-one basis. Whether this results in an increase in transit 
ridership, though, depends on the next two steps in the modeling sequence, trip 
distribution and mode choice, since trips will be forecast to occur on transit only if 
they are destined for locations served by transit and if making the trip by transit is 
attractive relative to other modal options. 

The AA forecasts an increase in transit ridership in 2030 as compared to today 
even though transit ridership on 0`ahu has been declining. 

Transit ridership on 0`ahu has varied over the past 20 years or more with year-to-
year increases and decreases both occurring. Transit ridership had several years of 
declines in the 1990s but this is in common with other measures of travel demand. 
The 1990s saw one or more years of declines in vehicle registrations, licensed 
drivers, vehicle miles of travel and highway daily volumes. Current transit ridership, 
as measured by the recently completed (December 2005—January 2006) on-board 
transit survey, is at a level of approximately 236,600 unlinked trips on an average 
weekday, about 8% higher than 10 years earlier. 
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The need for commuting should be eliminated by moving people and jobs to 
Kapolei or other relocations. 

More jobs are developing in Kapolei, which reduces the need for some people to 
commute. People make choices of where to work and live for many reasons, such as 
being near family, schools, or either their or their partner's work. As more jobs have 
developed in Kapolei, the directionality of commuting has decreased, with a greater 
percentage of travelers now traveling from the Primary Urban Center to Kapolei for 
work than previously. 

Construction will be disruptive. 

Construction of any of the build alternatives would temporarily disrupt traffic. 
Approaches to minimize the disruption will be developed as the design of the Fixed 
Guideway Alternative advances. 

Limited parking in downtown, Waikiki and near UH Manoa is a problem. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative would reduce parking demand in these areas 
compared to the other alternatives by providing a reliable alternative to driving. 

Providing mobility options that enable independent living for seniors is important. 
Seniors are underserved by transit. 

As noted in correspondence from the AARP, the fixed guideway alternative, 
providing affordable transportation, along with accessible transit oriented 
development and pedestrian-friendly station areas, can substantially improve the 
quality of life for the entire community. 

Insufficient information is available to select a Locally Preferred Alternative. 

The Alternatives Analysis Report and supporting materials provided a substantial 
comparison of the transportation, environmental, and financial costs and benefits 
between the various alternatives. Additional studies would not substantially change 
the relative merits of each alternative. 

A different Managed Lane Alternative should have been evaluatecL It should have 
been one or more of the following: longer, wider, provided more ramps. 

The reversible Managed Lane Alternative evaluated in the AA was based specifically 
on the alternative requested during scoping by the commenters. The original request 
specified the beginning and end locations, two reversible lanes, and that a number of 
access points should be provided. The evaluated alternative was designed to provide 
the best benefit within these parameters. While an alternative of different design 
would provide somewhat different results, the general findings would be the same for 
any of the proposed variations. 
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The cost estimate is too low for the Fixed Guideway Alternative, but too high for 
the Managed Lane Alternative. The Tampa HOT lane project was less expensive 
than what is proposed for Honolulu. 

Both alternatives were estimated using the same underlying costs and assumptions. 
The greatest cost for either system is the construction of an elevated concrete 
structure. Cost estimates were reviewed by the City Council's independent Transit 
Advisory Task Force and found to be reasonable. The Task Force also found that 
differences in construction conditions between Honolulu and Tampa make 
comparison of the Tampa highway facility to the Managed Lane Alternative not 
valid. 

The morning zipper lane should have been continued with the Reversible Managed 
Lane Alternative. 

Peak-period transportation demand is becoming more balanced as more commercial 
development is occurring in Kapolei. Operation of the zipper lane results in the loss 
of two 'Ewa bound lanes. With the reversible Managed Lane Alternative, demand is 
better balanced by restoring the two 'Ewa bound lanes when the single Koko Head 
bound lane provided by the zipper lane is replaced with the two Koko Head bound 
lanes provided by the managed lanes. 

Also, the three elevated lanes would need to merge with three existing inbound lanes 
between the end of the elevated facility and Awa Street. This section would be able 
to accommodate, without major right-of-way acquisition, only a 5-lane wide at-grade 
facility. The merge would create a bottleneck that would diminish the benefit of a 3- 
lane reversible, elevated facility. 

Why are more buses included in the Managed Lane Alternative than in the TSM 
Alternative? 

The managed lane facility would be managed in such a way as to enable free flow 
speeds for all vehicles using it, including buses. To take advantage of this for transit, 
new routes were added and corridor bus service was increased in the Managed Lane 
Alternative in comparison to the TSM Alternative. 

How much cost recovery could be accomplished with tolls? 

As summarized in the Alternatives Analysis Report (Table 5-6), and detailed in the 
Financial Feasibility Report, tolls would generate approximately $1.5 billion (2006 
dollars) over a thirty-year operating life of the project. Net  toll revenues, after 
supporting operating and maintenance of the facility, would cover approximately 23 
percent of the cost of development of the Managed Lane Alternative. 

Fixed guideway systems rely on foreign technology. 

Numerous companies manufacture rail transit vehicles in the United States, including 
Bombardier, Siemens, Skoda, and others. 
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How would the Fixed Guideway System deal with Safety and Security? 

Statistics for 1997 from forty-five transit agencies were included in the 
Transportation Research Board (TRB) Report Improving Transit Security. Eight-
thousand serious offenses were reported across all forty-five agencies. This is an 
average of about 175 serious crimes per transit system per year. As a matter of 
comparison, 53,000 serious offenses were reported by the Honolulu Police 
Department for 1997, or about 60,000 serious offenses per million population. 
According to the Federal Transit Administration's Safety Management Information 
Statistics for 1997, there was one serious offense for every million passenger miles 
carried on rail. These statistics were prior to creation of the Department of Homeland 
Security, which has substantially increased transit security programs nationwide. 
These statistics show that crime does occur, but that the level of crime is not extreme. 

The more important question is what can be done to control crime on and around 
transit. Transit agencies around the country have used numerous approaches to 
reduce crime, including uniformed and non-uniformed officers on transit, video 
surveillance, community outreach, and architectural design elements. Design 
elements ranging from using vandal-resistant materials to landscaping with thorny 
bushes and using lighting and open sight lines to eliminate hiding spots have been 
effective for many agencies. 

Transit poorly serves linked trips. 

While trips with destinations that are poorly served by transit are poorly served by 
linked transit trips, there are several cases where linked trips can be well served. For 
example, transit service from downtown to Ala Moana Center will be more 
convenient than driving and parking for many people, allowing workers to make 
shopping trips during lunch breaks. Also, families may choose to drop children at 
school before leaving their car at a park-and-ride and taking transit to work, or one 
parent will drive while the other one takes transit. 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

DONOVAN M. DELA CRUZ 
CHAIR & PRESIDING OFFICER 
ANN H. KOBAYASHI 
VICE CHAIR 
ROMY M. CACHOLA 
FLOOR LEADER 
TODD K. APO 
CHARLES K. WOU 
NESTOR R. GARCIA 
BARBARA MARSHALL 
GARY H. OKNO 
ROD TAM 

JOURNAL 

SPECIAL MEETING 
38TH SESSION 

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2006 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER 
3RD FLOOR, HONOLULU HALE 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CALL TO ORDER 

Pursuant to adjournment, the special meeting of the City Council was called to order by the 
Chair and Presiding Officer, Donovan M. Dela Cruz, at 11:32 p.m., in the Council Chamber, 
at City Hall. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

The Chair led the Councilmembers and the audience in the pledge of allegiance. 

MOMENT OF SILENCE  

Councilmember Djou extended the Council's heartfelt condolences to the families of the 
6 Marines from the 2 nd  Battalion, 3 rd  Marines, based in Kaneohe, who lost their lives in Iraq 
this past month. 

ROLL CALL 

Roll call showed the following Councilmembers present: 

Councilmembers Apo, Cachola, Djou, Garcia, Kobayashi, Marshall, Okino, Tam, 
Dela Cruz — 9. 
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City Council Journal 
Wednesday, November 1, 2006 

ORDER OF THE DAY 

HONOLULU HIGH-CAPACITY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT AND RELATED 
DOCUMENTS, INCLUDING THE ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS AND DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (DEIS) FOR THE PROJECT. 

The Chair announced that the items have been received (D-895) by the Council and 
referred to the Committee on Transportation and Planning. 

Testimony was as follows: 

1. Melvin Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (General comment) 
2. Toru Hamayasu, Department of Transportation Services (Presentation of DVD of 

D-895 and D-900.) 

Mr. Hamayasu made the following clarifications: 

• A 20-mile system will cost $3.6 billion and does not include bus replacement 
costs. 

• General Excise Tax (GET) funding will be used exclusively for construction and 
equipment of the $3.6 billion system. 

• In accordance with the Federal Transit Authority (FTA) planning guidelines, the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) was not prepared concurrently 
with the Alternatives Analysis (AA). 

• Submitted technical reports supporting the AA (D-900). 

In response to Councilmember Djou's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated: 

• A complete, ready-to-run 20-mile fixed guideway system will cost $3.6 billion. 
• A complete, ready-to-run 28-mile fixed guideway system will cost $4.6 billion. 
• The $5.2-$6.1 billion price range includes supporting buses. 
• Three complete systems from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii were studied. 
• The price range of $4.6-$5.5 billion is for the various routes of the fixed guideway 

system. 
The GET range of growth over the next 16 years ($3.5-$4.3 billion) was based 
on: (1) if the trend of the past few years continues, the total revenue over the 
year of expenditure (including inflation) would be in the neighborhood of $3.5 
billion; (2) the Council of Revenues, the only group that estimates the GET 
revenue and growth rate, estimates at a higher rate than the trend of the past 
few years. Based on the Council of Revenues' estimates, the total cost would be 
$4.3 billion, including inflation and growth. 
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City Council Journal 
Wednesday, November 1, 2006 

The Table 5-4 in Chapter 5 provides the total sum of the GET revenues at 
2006 dollars as well as the year of expenditure dollars. 

• The estimated cost of the rail system ($4.2-$6.1 billion) was done in constant 
dollars and revenue rates. 

• The projected revenue of the $3.6 billion system will cover operating costs. 
• The projected revenue of the $4.6 billion system will not meet operating costs 

and the Administration would assume a larger portion to be funded by the FTA. 
For the 20-mile truncated system, the Administration is anticipating receiving 
between $700 million-$1.2 billion in federal funds. 

• For the 28-mile system, an additional $2 billion in revenue would be required 
beyond the GET increase. 
The FTA agreed that the federal projection is the most likely scenario and is 
considered a reasonable range. 

• The Administration did not study a wide range of the most optimistic to the worst 
case scenario in the AA. The AA is based on the most likely scenario. 

• In accordance with federal guidelines, the previous report was outdated, and the 
land use and population forecast data had to be re-examined for the AA. 

• The cost of the AA was minimized by using the existing historical data and some 
of the subterranean data. 

• In accordance with the FTA's request the Administration made a concerted effort 
to keep the AA as short as possible. 
The supporting technical documents submitted (0-900) were included in the 
$10 million cost of the AA. 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated: 

• The cost does not fluctuate for the bus replacement under the no build option. 
• Different alignments, a Transportation System Management (TSM) and no build, 

would have different ridership characteristics and different fleet size 
requirements. 

• The figures in Table 3-3 are correct; 3,022,100 vehicle trips in the no build 
alternative and 2,962,500 vehicle trips in the fixed guideway alternative, with an 
optimum difference of only 49,862. 
The peak hour in different locations shows a much more significant change in 
users. 

• In Table 3-3, the 281,900 transit trips shown under the 20-mile alignment, 
East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center includes bus riders. 

• Table 3-7 estimates 95,000 round trips. 
• The number of trips is a more significant measurement of traffic than the number 

of people. 
• Nationwide studies included systems which started out with 20,000 riders a day. 
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City Council Journal 
Wednesday, November 1, 2006 

• 95,000 round trips are substantially large enough to sustain a rail system. 
• The 2030 ridership figure for a fixed guideway system is based on the 

forecasting model used by the City and the State for any project on Oahu. 
• The Department constantly monitors the accuracy of the forecasting model. 
• Earlier this year, the bus data was corrected when the forecasting model was 

updated. 
• The FTA reviews every step the City takes in updating the forecasting model. 
• Estimated total travel trip times included lost time, wait time and drive time. 
• Table 3-6 shows the difference of travel time between people arriving by car 

(using the park and ride) versus people walking to the station. 
• The model is validated by a simulation which ensures that the model reflects 

current conditions. Once the Administration is satisfied with the model, future 
numbers, such as population, employment and the land use are included to 
reflect any changes. 

• The difference of the ridership between the TSM and fixed guideway during 
peak travel times includes travel time and other factors, such as the directness of 
the service or the number of transfers required. 

• Travel time is one of the many different factors that go into the simulation model. 
• Travel time is a major factor influencing ridership. 
• Transfers could lengthen fixed guideway travel times. 
• If the only purpose was to improve the transit system from Waianae to 

Downtown, transit would not be a good investment. The City has to look at the 
whole picture and a fixed guideway system will have better performance. 

• Numbers are not available in certain destinations in a drive to transit because 
there is no park and ride lot. 

• The Administration believes that providing a reliable transit system is one way to 
encourage people to use the system. 

• Visitor vehicles were included in the analysis of congestion. In areas where 
visitor vehicles were not included, the analysis was very specific in disclosing 
that visitor vehicles were not included. 

In response to Councilmember Okino's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated: 

• The FTA approves of the simulation model methodology. 
• The Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO) model is based on the 

best practiced methodology. 
• The FTA would not allow the City to give the rail system special treatment just 

because it is rail. It would have to be treated like an express bus service. 
• The AA showed a substantial advantage to a rail transit system. 
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• To ensure FTA acceptance of the AA, the same methodology or forecasting 
model used to project ridership, congestion and travel time was used for all the 
alternatives. 

Ms. Donna Woo, Deputy Corporation Counsel was called upon to respond to 
Council Cachola's queries. Her responses were as follows: 

§6-60.1 of the Revised Ordinances of Honolulu (ROH) requires an AA and DEIS. 
However, under Resolution 05-377, the Council required that the AA be 
completed by November 1 to allow the Council time to make a selection of the 
Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) before the end of the year and before the 
GET goes into effect on January 1, 2007. Therefore, the Council should amend 
§6-60.1 to delete reference to a DEIS. 

• The federal requirements in preparing the LPA have been met. 
• The GET will commence on January 1, 2007 and taxpayers should know what 

the LPA is and what the GET is paying for. 
• There has been a change in the federal requirement regarding when the EIS is 

prepared. 
• The FTA prefers that the EIS be prepared after the route has been selected in 

order to provide a better environmental assessment on the system being built. 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated: 

• The Council appropriated $50 million in the 2007 Operating Budget for the 
preparation of preliminary engineering (PE) and the EIS document, so no 
additional funds are required for the DEIS. 

• The DEIS is the draft of the final EIS which will suffice for FTA regulations and 
the planning guidelines. 

• The FTA regulations have changed since the AA/DE1S was prepared in 1982. 
• The FTA provides optional approaches for completion of the AA and DEIS. The 

AA and DEIS could have been done concurrently which would have been 
simpler. However, there is another option in which the EIS is prepared after the 
completion of the AA and the selection of the LPA. 

= Under the current contract, the consultant will not be doing the DEIS. 
• The AA did not go out for bid but for a Request for Qualifications (RFQ). 
. There will be some years where the City will have to make up the difference of 

the revenue stream versus the level of construction (Table 5-9). The City could 
float a revenue bond instead of a general obligation (GO) bond as there will 
already be a stream of revenue coming in, and this should not impact the City's 
bond rating. The total capital cost of $4.621 billion is separate from the amount 
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of bonds floated. The bonds would be in addition to the construction cost for the 
fixed guideway system. 
The total daily ridership of the bus is currently 243,100 and there will be a 
reduction in the number of trips per bus once bus riders switch to rail as a means 
of transportation. 

• Construction is anticipated to start in 2009, with the first segment completed in 
2017 and the entire truncated route finished in 2018. 
Once the target date of 2030 is reached, there will be an increase in bus and rail 
ridership. 

• The AA was based on a 20-year projection of population growth along each 
alignment because a yearly projection was not required. 

• 2030 is consistent with OMPO's islandwide regional transportation plan. 

Councilmember Garcia suggested that the Administration review Bill 40 
(Ordinance 05-27) very carefully and inform the Council whether or not the 
Ordinance needs to be amended. 

In response to Councilmember Garcia's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated: 

• Table 5-9 is a schedule of expenditure of revenues for the 20-mile system. 
Construction activity is scheduled to start in 2009 and end in 2017, with a cost 
fluctuation of $150-$629 million per year. 

• The GET surcharge will be used to pay for the DEIS. 
• Rather than doing the DEIS on all the proposed routes, an EIS will be done on 

the selected LPA. 

In response to Councilmember Tam's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated: 

• Current funding sources for the bus system include: (1) revenue; (2) GO bonds; 
and (3) federal sources (formula funds and discretionary funds). 

• Future funding sources for the fixed guideway system include: (1) GET 
1/2 percent surcharge; and (2) ETA New Starts Grant Program (over $1 billion). 

• It may be necessary to float bonds or obtain a loan, but with a good stream of 
funding, the City would pay it off very quickly. 

• By year 2022, the City will finish paying for the transit system, including any 
borrowed money. 

• During the first 3 years, the City will have the cash in hand before starting 
construction, so the City will be collecting interest from the money rather than 
paying debt. 
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In response to Councilmember Kobayashi's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated: 

• An LPA is defined by: (1) benefits; (2) cost; and (3) impacts. 
• Without knowing the alignment, benefits, cost and impacts cannot be defined. 
• The cost would be determined by the alignment selected. 
. The federal guidelines use the term alignment, not route_ 
• By the end of December, the Council should decide on: (1) an LPA from the 

studied alternatives; and (2) the alignment, including station locations. 
If the Council selects an alignment that has not been studied, the Administration 
must start from square one and study that alignment_ 

• The original schedule included preparing the AA and DEIS concurrently. The 
DEIS requires a 45-day comment period and integration of the comments and 
the City's responses into the report. This process would have taken 2 months 
and would have been done prior to delivery of the report to the Council. The 
DEIS would have been included in the $10 million contract with Parsons. 

• Upon the Council's request to accelerate the process, removal of the DEIS 
allowed for delivery of the AA on time. 

• When the FTA discovered the AA was being prepared without the DEIS, the FTA 
informed the City to prepare the EIS on the LPA. 

• The contract with Parsons is being amended to delete preparation of the DEIS. 
• The savings on the contract would not be that substantial because Parsons 

already did the work. The Council will be informed of the total savings amount. 
* The DEIS cannot be delivered because a different document is now required. 
• The level of engineering effort in preparing the DEIS is 2 percent versus an EIS 

which is 15 percent. 
The DEIS was on all the alternatives and the FTA wants a secondary level of 
EIS prepared. 

RECESS/RECONVENE  

At 1:16 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 1:17 p.m. 

(Note: At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz sat in Councilmember Kobayashi's seat and Acting 
Chair Kobayashi assumed the duties of the Chair.) 

In response to Chair Dela Cruz's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated: 

• The station locations should be part of the LPA. 
• The alignment or station locations in the AA can be changed, but any change will 

need to be analyzed. 
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• The language in Bill 79 does not include the location of the stations. 
• By selecting an alignment, the Council is agreeing to the station locations 

depicted in the AA. 

(Note: At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz assumed the duties of the Chair and 
Councilmember Kobayashi returned to her seat) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's additional queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated: 

• He will check if the DEIS can be submifted to Council. 
• 7 additional copies of the back up documents will be submitted to the Council. 
• Table 3-3 shows 178,000 transit trips under existing conditions. 
• Table 3-7 shows the difference between trips and boardings. 
• Boardings include transfers. 
• Each person using the fixed guideway counts as one boarding, whether the 

person is transferring from the bus or walking to the station. 
• Transfers are excluded in the trip count. 
• The statement on page 1-12 indicating 236,600 bus boardings a day is in error. 

In response to Councilmember Kobayashi's additional queries, Mr. Hamayasu 
stated: 

• The Council was kept informed of what the Administration was doing throughout 
the AA process. 

• The Administration is following the final set of alignments which were agreed 
upon. 

• All the neighborhood boards have been informed or included in discussions on 
the scope of the LPA. 

• The LPA should be selected before the City proceeds any further. 
• The ETA will not fund further studies beyond the AA process for the 4 proposed 

alignments. 
• Senator Inouye's office encouraged the City to obligate the current FTA funding 

by March. Selecting the LPA by December to obligate the remainder of the 
funds would assist Senator Inouye's office in developing next year's budget. 
Word from Congress is to encourage the City to stay with the current schedule. 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's additional query, Mr. Hamayasu stated 
that the documents submitted today are the reference and technical reports used to 
produce the AA. 

3. 	David Rolf, Hawaii Automobile Dealers Association (M-1416) (General comment) 
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In response to queries by Councilmembers, Mr. Rolf stated: 

* The goal is to relieve congestion. 
• Slip lanes are an engineering possibility and could be done. 
• The taxpayers will benefit from a discussion on a rail system and HOT lanes. 
• Another possibility is to have private developers build an overhead highway. 
. He does not have an answer to the exit/distribution question. 

4. John DeSoto (Supports transit) 
5. Cameron Nekota, Kapolei Property Development (Supports transit) 
6. Theresia C. McMurdo, West Oahu Economic Development Association (Supports 

transit) 
7. Polly Grace, Waianae Coast Community (Supports transit) 
B. 	Jeanette Grace, Save Oahu's Race Track (Supports transit) 
9. Lorraine Martinez (Supports transit) 
10. Cliff Slater (General comment) 
11. Vernon Ta`a (Supports transit) 
12. Eugene Soquena (Supports transit) 
13. Erwin Silver (Supports TheBus) 
14. Cal Kawamoto (Supports transit) 
15. Buzz Hong (Supports transit) 
16. Kalani Mahoe (Supports transit) 

Related communications: 

1. M-1414 	Audrey Tantamjarik 
2. M-1415 	Stephen H. MacMillan 

The documents (D-895 and D-900) were numbered and processed and referred to the 
Committee on Transportation and Planning. 

SECOND READING OF BILL 82- COMMITTEE REPORT 452 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO REQUIREMENTS FOR TRANSIT 
STATIONS. 

Councilmember Djou moved that Committee Report 452 be added to the agenda. 
Seconded by Councilmember Kobayashi and there being no objections from the 
8 members present (Excused: Marshall — 1), it was so ordered by the Chair. 
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Councilmember Djou moved that the Committee Report be adopted and the Bill pass 
second reading. Seconded by Councilmember Kobayashi. 

Testimony was as follows: 

1. Cal Kawamoto (Requesting deferral of Bill 82 and action on Bills 79 and 81.) 
2. Vernon Ta`a, Plumbers' Union (Requesting deferral of Bill 82 with consideration of 

the AA and Bill 79 first.) 
3. Philip Blackman (General comment) 
4. Cliff Slater (General comment) 

Committee Report 452 was adopted and Bill 82 passed second reading. 

AYES: 	APO, CACHOLA, DJOU, GARCIA, KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, 
DELA CRUZ — 8. 

NOES: 	TAM — 1. 

ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION 06-337 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CERTAIN COUNC1LMEMBERS TO ATTEND THE 
RAIL-VOLUTION 2006 CONFERENCE TO INVESTIGATE MASS TRANSIT SYSTEMS. 

Councilmember Kobayashi moved that the Resolution be adopted. Seconded by 
Councilmember Cachola. 

There was no public testimony. 

Resolution 06-337 was adopted. 

AYES: 	APO, CACHOLA, DJOU, GARCIA, KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, 
DELA CRUZ —9. 

NOES: 	None. 
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ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION 06-338, FD1  

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING FOUR COUNCILMEMBERS TO INVESTIGATE TRANSIT 
ISSUES IN WASHINGTON, D.C., AND TAMPA, FLORIDA. 
Councilmember Kobayashi moved that the Resolution be adopted. Seconded by 
Councilmember Cachola. 

Council member Kobayashi moved that the Resolution be amended to an FD1 to change 
the number of Councilmember from 3 to 4 (0CS1102606/04:21/HM). Seconded by 
Councilmember CachoIa. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 2:08 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 2:09 p.m. 

There being no objections from the 8 members present (Excused: Marshall — 1), it was so 
ordered by the Chair. 

There was no public testimony. 

Resolution 06-338, FD1, was adopted. 

AYES: 	APO, CACHOLA, DJOU, GARCIA, KOBAYASHI, OKINO, TAM, 
DELA CRUZ —8. 

NOES: 	None. 
EXCUSED: MARSHALL —1. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

At 2:10 p.m., Councilmember Kobayashi moved that the Council stand adjourned until 
Wednesday, November 15, 2006, at 10 am. Seconded by Councilmember Cachola and 
so ordered by the Chair. 

DENISE C. DE COSTA 
City Clerk 

VC 

Date approved: 

November 15, 2006 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING 
COMMITTEE 

Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Barbara Marshall, Member 
Gary H. Okino, Member 
Rod Tam, Member 

MINUTES 
REGULAR MEETING 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 2006 

COUNCIL COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM 
2ND  FLOOR, HONOLULU HALE 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CALL TO ORDER  

The regular meeting of the Committee on Transportation and Planning was called to order 
by Committee Chair Romy M. Cachola at 2:32 p.m. Committee Members Kobayashi, 
Marshall, Okino and Tam were present at the meeting. Council Chair Dela Cruz and 
Councilmembers Apo and Garcia also attended the meeting. 

STAFF PRESENT 

Sharleen Oshiro, Legislative Aide to Committee Chair Cachola 
Doug Chun, Analyst, Office of Council Services 
Warren Senda, Attorney, Office of Council Services 
Geoff Kam, Deputy, Department of the Corporation Counsel, assigned to the Committee 
Gail Murayama, Committee Clerk, Office of the City Clerk 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES  

The minutes of the Committee on Transportation and Planning meeting on 
October 10, 2006 were approved as circulated. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, CACHOLA 4. 
NOES: 	None. 
EXCUSED: TAM — 1. 
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FOR ACTION 

1. 	RESOLUTION 06-339 — COMMITTEE REPORT 471  

RELATING TO THE APPOINTMENT OF KERRY M. KOMATSUBARA TO SERVE 
ON THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU. 
Confirming the appointment of Kerry M. Komatsubara to the Planning Commission 
for a term expiring on June 30, 2011. 

Administration/Others 

Kerry Komatsubara 

There was no public testimony. 

Mr. Komatsubara testified that he looked forward to serving on the City's Planning 
Commission. Committee Chair Cachola noted his support for Mr. Komatsubara's 
appointment. 

Resolution 06-339 reported out adoption 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, CACHOLA 4. 
NOES: 	None. 
EXCUSED: TAM 

Related communications: 

MM-120 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann, appointing, subject to City Council 
confirmation, Kerry M. Komatsubara as a member of the Planning 
Commission of the City and County of Honolulu. 

M-1419 

M-1420 

M-1421 

M-1422 

Wesley K. Yamamoto, President of the Board of Directors, American 
Liver Foundation, Hawaii Chapter, supporting the appointment of 
Kerry M. Komastubara. 

Max Sword, Vice President, Industry Affairs, Outrigger Enterprises, 
Inc., supporting the appointment of Kerry M. Komastubara, 

Alan A Kimura, supporting the appointment of Kerry M. Komastubara, 

Daryl Higashi, supporting the appointment of Kerry M. Komastubara. 
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2. 	RESOLUTION 06-319 — COMMITTEE REPORT 470 

URGING THE ADMINISTRATION TO INSTALL A TRAFFIC CALMING DEVICE AT 
THE INTERSECTION OF HUI IWA STREET AND HUI KELU STREET IN 
KAHALU'U. Urging the administration to install a traffic calming device at the 
intersection of Hui lwa and Hui Kelu streets. 

Administration/Others 

Melvin Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 
Paul Won, DTS 
Captain Gregory Lefcourt, Honolulu Police Department (HPD) 

Director Kaku testified that under the Department's current policy, speeding is 
generally addressed through signage, traffic engineering and police enforcement. 
Director Kaku informed members that based on the number of complaints received 
in the area, as well as the number and type of accidents reported, the DTS was of 
the opinion that no additional signage or striping was necessary on Hui lwa Street. 

Captain Lefcourt provided the Committee with statistics on traffic incidents and 
citations issued in the area. Committee Chair Cachola requested that the HPD 
provide the information in writing. (Communication CC-229) 

In response to a question by Committee Member Marshall, Director Kaku stated that 
in most cases the DTS no longer installs any physical traffic calming devices. 
Certain engineering traffic calming techniques are occasionally used in the vicinity of 
schools, but at present, no funds have been programmed for traffic calming. The 
Director also noted that community opposition played a part in the DTS' current 
policy. 

The following individuals provided testimony: 

1. Debbie Frasco (support) 
2. Alan Ishimura (support) 
3. Amy Leureson, Vice-Chair, Kahalu'u Neighborhood Board (comments) 

Committee Member Marshall noted her concern with Resolution 06-319. She 
remarked that the Department has consistently stated that traffic requests be done 
through risers, and worried that adoption of the Resolution would precipitate an 
avalanche of similar requests. 
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Committee Member Okino also noted his concern regarding the precedent that 
would be set by the Resolution's adoption. 

Council Chair Dela Cruz testified that the Resolution was introduced as a "last 
resort." The Council Chair stated that numerous requests had been sent to the 
Department with no response, and that the Resolution was introduced to precipitate 
discussion. 

Committee Member Kobayashi and Councilmember Garcia urged members to adopt 
the Resolution to impel the Administration to look at the specific situation and at 
traffic calming in general. 

Resolution 06-319 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA —5 
NOES: 	None. 

Related communications: 

CC-229 	Romy M. Cachola, Chair, Transportation and Planning Committee, 
requesting traffic information from the Honolulu Police Department. 

M-1441 

M-1442 

M-1443 

M-1444 

M-1445 

M-1446 

M-1447 

M-1448 

Thomas Borthwick, expressing concern with speeding on Hui lwa 
Street. 

Kent Elwin, expressing concern with speeding on Hui iwa Street. 

Gary Frasco, expressing concern with speeding on Hui lwa Street. 

Lorene T. Furutani, expressing concern about traffic safety on Hui lwa 
Street. 

Michael D. Hartenstein, providing comments on traffic concerns in 
Ahuimanu. 

Lani Go-Keala, supporting Resolution 06-319. 

Aria Klein, expressing concern with speeding on Hui lwa Street. 

Dr. Dedrick S. Luikens, expressing concern with speeding on Hui lwa 
Street. 
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M-1449 	Dr. Sandra Machiels, expressing concern with speeding on Hui lwa 
Street. 

M-1450 	Virginia Ryan, expressing concern with speeding on Hui lwa Street. 

M-1451 	Joyce & Patrick Torres, expressing concern with speeding on Hui lwa 
Street. 

M-1452 	Joyce Watanabe, expressing concern with speeding on Hui iwa 
Street. 

P-33 	Debbie Frasco, 330 signatures requesting traffic calming measures on 
Hui lwa Street. 

3. 	BILL 71 (2006) — COMMITTEE REPORT 468 

RELATING TO PROHIBITED ACTIVITIES ON CITY BUSES AND SPECIAL 
TRANSIT VEHICLES. Regulating the use of electronic or sound-emitting devices 
on the city buses and special transit vehicles. 

The following draft bill was circulated at the meeting: 

PROPOSED CD1 TO BILL 71(2006) — The CD1 adds "cell phones" to the list of 
electronic or sound-emitting devices, and clarifies that the ordinance is not intended 
to prohibit the use of cell phones on city buses and special transit vehicles. 
(OCS/110106/04:07/HM) 

Administration/Others 

Melvin Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 
James Burke, DTS 

Director Kaku testified in support of regulations to limit the use of electronic devices 
on City buses and special transit vehicles. The Director informed members that the 
Department is especially concerned with certain cellular phone ring tones which 
often mimic emergency vehicles and may cause problems for bus operators. 

The following individuals provided testimony: 

1. David Verret (support) 
2. Mike Costa, Hawaii Teamsters Local 996 (support) 
3. Raynette Ching (support) 
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Committee Chair Cachola alerted members to the hand-carried CD1 which included 
a specific reference to cell phones and clarified the intent of the bill. 

Bill 71 (2006) amended to CD1 (OCS/110106/04:07/HM) and reported out for 
passage on second reading and scheduling of a public hearing. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA — 5. 
NOES: 	None. 

Related communications: 

M-1453 	Charlene Arjona, supporting Bill 71. 

M-1454 	Ramona Arjona, Ill, supporting Bill 71. 

M-1455 	David Chong, supporting Bill 71. 

M-1456 	Glenn C. Cordeiro, supporting Bill 71. 

M-1457 	Sally Kino, supporting Bill 71. 

M-1458 	Moana Leong, supporting Bill 71. 

M-1459 	Adrian G. Schat, supporting Bill 71. 

M-1460 	David Verret, supporting Bill 71. 

M-1461 	DeVVanna S. Verret, supporting Bill 71. 

P-34 	Submitted by Mike Costa, Hawaii Teamsters and Allied Workers Local 
996, 513 signatures supporting Bill 71. 

DISCUSSION ON THE ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS FOR THE HONOLULU HIGH  
CAPACITY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT  

Administration/Others  

Mayor Mufi Hannemann 
Toru Hamayasu, Planning Chief, Department of Transportation Services 

(DTS) 
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The Administration provided a short DVD presentation (attached to AA Report 
numbered as Communication D-0895) relating to the Alternative Analysis Report 
which covered the following: 

• Purpose and Need for Transportation Improvements 
• Information on the Four Alternatives and Its Costs 

- No Build Alternative - $700 million in bus replacement costs 
- Transportation System Management Alternative — slightly higher than No 

Build Alternative (approximately $900 million) 
- Managed Lane Alternative — $2.6 billion in construction costs 
- Fixed Guideway Alternative - $3.6 billion for 20 miles (Kapolei to Ala 

Moana) or $4.6 billion for 28 miles (Kapolei to UH) in construction 
costs 

• Benefits and Impacts of Alternatives 
• Preferred Alternative Recommendation — Fixed Guideway 
• Highlights from October 2006 Transit Symposium 

Mayor Hannemann gave a brief summary of the alternatives analysis process 
carried out by the Administration. The Mayor informed Committee members that in 
order to meet the Council's requested deadline, the Administration sought and 
received approval from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to bifurcate the 
alternatives analysis and environmental impact study processes. Since the process 
began, the Administration and its consulting team have held numerous discussions, 
meetings and public forums to ensure that information on the alternatives analysis 
was disseminated to as many residents as possible. Mayor Hannemann also noted 
that the proposed project has garnered strong support from Hawaii's congressional 
delegation. The Mayor concluded his summary by urging the Council to put a mode 
and alignment in place at the earliest possible time. 

In response to Committee Members' questions, the following information was 
provided: 

• The bifurcation of the alternatives analysis and the environmental impact 
analysis means that a formal draft environmental impact statement (DEIS) 
will not be done. Mr. Hamayasu stated that preliminary environmental impact 
analysis is included in both the Alternatives Analysis Report and the 
supporting documentation. Committee Chair Cachola and Committee 
Member Marshall requested the DTS to provide councilmembers with any 
environmental impact studies already completed by the consultants. 

• Managed lanes, as proposed, will not be eligible for FTA new start funding, 
but other federal highway funds may be available. 
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Because of identified funding sources, the fixed guideway system should not 
require financing by long-term bonds. Because there is no identified source 
of funding for the Managed Lanes alternative, the Department foresees 
financing this alternative through 30-year bonds. 

• ft is the feeling of the Administration that the proposed project is not meant to 
only be a response to traffic congestion but would offer the commuting public 
choices not available at present. 

• The numbers provided in the report are arrived at using established formulas. 

• The Administration would like to eventually construct a line into the Waikiki 
area, but feels that additional costs and community opposition preclude a 
Waikiki alignment at this time. 

• The Administration has not made any determination with regards to the 
technology that will be used. 

• The circulator bus system will play a major role in getting commuters to and 
from stations. 

The Administration is committed to exploring transit-oriented developments 
(TODs) after the locally preferred alternative is selected. Committee Member 
Apo emphasized the importance of TODs in any rail transit development. 

• The Alternatives Analysis Report discloses the level of congestion anticipated 
at the end of the Managed Lanes Alternative but does not offer any solutions. 
Committee Member Marshall inquired as to whether the DTS knew how 
many of the vehicles coming off the managed lanes would terminate in the 
downtown area; Mr. Hamayasu responded that the Department would 
provide the information. (Communication CC-228) 

• Land acquisition will be necessary but not all acquisition will be through 
condemnation. In many instances, only a few square feet of land may be 
needed from a particular parcel. Committee Chair Cachola requested that 
the Department provide a detailed report on the parcels of land anticipated 
for acquisition, (Communication CC-228) 

At this juncture, Committee Chair Cachola called upon Congressman Abercrombie 
to give the Committee his perspective on the alternatives analysis. 
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Congressman Abercrombie testified that the congressional delegation's ability to 
obtain federal funding is dependent on the City's actions regarding the locally 
preferred alternative. The Congressman noted that Honolulu's project is one of only 
ten proposals funded by the U.S. House of Representatives in the current fiscal 
year, and that full funding by Congress will be predicated on the approval of the 
City's locally preferred alternative by the FTA. 

In response to Committee Member Marshall's questions, Congressman 
Abercrombie stated that: 

• The locally preferred alternative should provide a general indication of transit 
station sites, however, the sites can be adjusted in response to preliminary 
engineering. 

• Additional federal funds may be available for a longer alignment. 

• The quality of the project put forth by the City will dictate the amount of 
federal dollars. 

in response to Committee Member Kobayashi's questions, Congressman 
Abercrombie stated that the station size could also be changed during preliminary 
engineering. 

Congressman Abercrombie further informed members that, in order to help the 
Council in its decision-making, he would be submitting written information outlining 
the federal history and process for funding projects like the Honolulu High Capacity 
Transit Corridor Project. 

The following individuals provided testimony: 

1. Neil Abercrombie, Congressman, U.S. House of Representatives 
2. Dave Rolf (oppose) 
3. Denise Konan, UH-Manoa 
4. John Brizdle (oppose) 
5. Drew Astolfi, FACE (support) 

Following the testimony on the Alternatives Analysis Report, Committee Chair Cachola 
announced that for the purposes of discussion and public testimony, Bill 79 — Relating to 
Transit; Bill 81 — Relating to the Alignment, Base Yard, and Station Sites of the Locally 
Preferred Alternative; and Bill 80 — Relating to Transit Technology would be taken up 
together. 
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5. 	BILL 79 (2006) — COMMITTEE REPORT 469 

RELATING TO TRANSIT. Selecting the transportation mode for the city's locally 
preferred alternative. 

PROPOSED CD1 TO BILL 79 (2006). The CD1 changes the effective date of the 
ordinance from "upon its approval" to "upon enactment of a transit-oriented 
development ordinance pursuant to Resolution 06-286." (OCS/102606/04:18/HM1, 
submitted by Councilmember Charles Djou) 

The following draft bill was circulated at the meeting: 

PROPOSED CD1 TO BILL 79 (2006) — The CD1 proposes a fixed rail system as the 
transportation mode for the locally preferred alternative and specifies that the 
alignment shall be one of five alignments listed in the Bill. The CD1 also proposes 
that the alignment be designated in a subsequent amendment of the Bill. 
(OCS/110206/02:19/HM) 

BILL 81 (2006) 

RELATING TO THE ALIGNMENT, BASE YARD, AND STATION SITES OF THE 
LOCALLY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE. Selecting the alignment, base yard, and 
approximate station locations of the locally preferred alternative if the transportation 
mode selected for the locally preferred alternative is a rail fixed guideway with an 
integrated bus system. 

PROPOSED CD1 TO BILL 81 (2006). The CD1 changes the effective date of the 
ordinance from "upon its approval" to "upon enactment of a transit-oriented 
development ordinance pursuant to Resolution 06-286." (OCS/102606/04:18/HM3, 
submitted by Councilmember Charles Djou) 

BILL 80 (2006) 

RELATING TO TRANSIT TECHNOLOGY. Selecting the technology of the locally 
preferred alternative. 

PROPOSED CD1 TO BILL 80 (2006). The CD1 changes the effective date of the 
ordinance from "upon its approval" to "upon enactment of a transit-oriented 
development ordinance pursuant to Resolution 06-286." (008/102606/04:18/HM2, 
submitted by Councilmember Charles Djou) 
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Administration/Others 

Mayor Mufi Hannemann 

Mayor Hannemann testified in support of Bill 79 provided that Bill 81 be incorporated 
into the Bill. The Mayor stressed that the FTA requires that the mode, alignment 
and transit stations be included in the locally preferred alternative, and that having 
the mode and alignment in separate ordinances may present problems. Mayor 
Hannemann also testified that the Administration was opposed to Bill 80 because 
the Administration feels that it is in the best position to choose the appropriate 
technology. 

Committee Member Kobayashi presented members with a hand-carried CD1 to 
Bill 79. The Committee Member stated that the CD1 selects a fixed rail system as 
the mode and offers five separate alignments to be selected at a later time. 

The following individuals provided testimony: 

1. David Rae, The James Campbell Company (support Kapolei to UH-Manoa 
route) 

2. Theresia McMurdo, West Oahu Economic Development (support Kapolei to 
UH-Manoa route) 

3. Buzz Hong, Hawaii Building & Construction Trades Council, AFL-CIO 
(support Bills 79 and 81) 

4, 	Nancy Young, Faith Action for Community Equity (support Bill 81) 
5. Maeda Timson (support Bill 79) 
6. Cal Kawamoto, Local 675 (support Bills 79 and 81) 
7. Vernon Ta'a, Local 675 (support transit) 
8. John DeSoto (support Bills 79 and 81) 
9. Wayne Kishida, Laborers Local 368 (support Bills 79 and 81) 
10. Mike Kitamura, Office of Senator Daniel K. Akaka (support transit) 
11. Frank Genadio, CBT (support transit) 
12. John Monis, Hawaii Operating Engineers ISF (support Bills 79 and 81) 
13. Kalani Mahoe, Operating Engineers Local 3 (support Bills 79, 80 & 81) 
14. Kea Yamamoto, Operating Engineers Industry Stabilization Fund (support 

Bill 79, CD1) 
15. Eugene P. Soquena, Operating Engineers Union Local 3 (support Bills 79, 

80 & 81) 

Committee Member Marshall noted her dismay with the proposed changes to 
Bill 79. The Committee Member stressed that amending the Bill before giving the 
public an opportunity to comment was inappropriate and wrong. Committee 
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Member Marshall noted that the Committee has already scheduled several 
community outreach meetings and should listen to the comments from those 
residents before making any changes to the Bill. 

Committee Member Okino stated that the amendments put forth the 
recommendations in the Alternatives Analysis Report and merely provide a starting 
point for discussion. 

Councilmember Apo concurred that the proposed CD1 would provide specifics for 
the public to comment on, and that because of the short timeline would focus 
Council's discussions. 

Committee Chair Cachola recommended that Bill 79 (2006) be amended to the 
hand-carried proposed CD1. (OCS/110206/02:19/HM) 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA —4. 
NOES: 	MARSHALL — 1. 

Bill 79 (2006) amended to CD1 (OCS/110206/02:19/HM) and reported out for 
passage on second reading and scheduling of a public hearing. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA —4. 
NOES: 	None. 
EXCUSED: MARSHALL — 1. 

Action on Bill 81(2006) was deferred. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA —4. 
NOES: 	None. 
EXCUSED: MARSHALL —1. 

Action on Bill 80 (2006) was deferred. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA — 4. 
NOES: 	None, 
EXCUSED: MARSHALL — 1. 

Related communications: 

CC-228 
	

Romy M. Cachola, Chair, Transportation and Planning Committee, 
requesting information from the Department of Transportation 
Services. 
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M-1416 	Submitted by Dave Rolf, HawaiiDealer magazine, Yd  Quarter 2006. 

	

M-1462 	Congressman Neil Abercrombie, encouraging the City Council to 
move expeditiously on a rail transit legislative package. 

	

M-1463 	Mike Kitamura, State Director, Office of Senator Daniel K. Akaka, 
providing an update on federal legislation relating to the Honolulu High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Project. 

	

M-1464 	Carol Anzai, President, Kukui Gardens, supporting the concept of a 
rail line. 

	

M-1465 	Kirk Belsby, Vice President of Endowment, Kamehameha, Schools, 
supporting the development of an improved mass transit system. 

	

M-1466 	John Brizdle, submitting a comparison of managed lanes and elevated 
rail. 

	

M-1467 	Bob Bruhl, Vice President, Oahu Development, DR Horton-Schuler 
Homes, LLC, supporting rail transit. 

	

M-1468 	Maureen Fagan, commenting on transit solutions. 

	

M-1469 	Frank Genadio, Committee for Balanced Transportation, supporting 
Bill 79. 

	

M-1470 	Buzz Hong, Director, Hawaii Building & Construction Trades Council, 
AFL-CIO, supporting Bill 79. 

	

M-1471 	Cal Kawamoto, supporting Bills 79 and 81. 

	

M-1472 	Stephen T. Leis, President, Dorvin D. Leis Co, Ltd., supporting rail 
transit. 

	

M-1473 	Reverend Alan Mark, FACE, supporting rail transit* 

	

M-1474 	Harry Mattson, Associate State Director, AARP Hawaii, supporting the 
inclusion of a transit-oriented development plan with the development 
of rail transit. 
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M-1475 
	

Theresia C. McMurdo, President, West Oahu Economic Development 
Association, supporting rail transit and its full route from Kapolei to 
UH-Manoa. 

	

M-1476 	J. Roger Morton, President and General Manager, Oahu Transit 
Services, supporting Bill 79. 

	

M-1477 	David W. Rae, Vice President, Public Affairs, James Campbell 
Company, LLC, supporting rail transit and its full route from Kapolei to 
UH-Manoa. 

	

M-1478 	Harry Saunders, President, Castle & Cooke Homes Hawaii, Inc., 
supporting a Kapolei to UH-Manoa alignment. 

	

M-1479 	Sharene Saito Tam, Director of Community Relations & Public Affairs, 
Haseko (Ewa), Inc., supporting the selection of a locally preferred 
alternative before the end of 2006. 

	

M-1480 	Maeda Timson, supporting rail transit. 

	

M-1481 	Dean Uchida, Executive Director, Land Use Research Foundation of 
Hawaii, commenting on rapid transit. 

	

M-1482 	Richard Mori, supporting Maglev technology. 

ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:05 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

gym 

DATE APPROVED 

NOvember 30, 2006 
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Romy M. Cachoia, Chair 
Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Barbara Marshall, Member 
Gary H. Okino, Member 
Rod Tam, Member 

MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 13, 2006 

The Transportation and Planning Committee held a community outreach meeting to 
review the Alternative Analysis (AA) Report on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit 
Project on Monday, November 13, 2006 at 6:30 p.m. in the cafeteria of McKinley High 
School, 1039 S. King Street, Honolulu, Hawaii 96814, 

CALL TO ORDER: 

Committee Chair Cachola called the meeting to order at 6:45 p.m. Members 
Kobayashi and Tam were present. Also present were Council Chair Dela Cruz 
and Councilmember Djou. Committee Members Marshall and Okino were 
excused from the meeting. 

STAFF PRESENT: 

Dennis Galolo and Hiroko Nakamura, Legislative Aides to Committee Chair 
Cachola 

Calvin Azama, Analyst, Office of Council Services 
Lisa-Ann Kimura and Warren Senda, Attorneys, Office of Council Services 
Gail Murayama and Gail Kim, Committee Clerks, Office of the City Clerk 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Melvin Kaku, Director and Toru Hamayasu, Planning Chief, Department of 
Transportation Services (DTS) 

Joe MagaIdi, Chairman, Transportation Commission 
Mark Scheibe, project manager, Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas 

OPENING REMARKS: 

Committee Chair Cachola welcomed and thanked the public for attending the 
meeting. The Committee Chair stated that the purpose of the series of public 
meetings held by the Transportation and Planning Committee is to hear the 
public's opinions and comments on the different alternatives studied. The 
Committee Chair then called upon the members for any opening remarks. 
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Committee Member Kobayashi commented that the transit project would be the 
largest project ever in the City and County of Honolulu and such, the Council 
would like to hear from the public and take the necessary time to carefully go 
over the transit alternatives. 

Councilmember Djou reiterated that the proposed rail project would be the single 
largest public works project in the history of the State of Hawaii and would be 
financed by the largest tax increase the State has ever seen. He noted that the 
project would affect all of us for decades to come. It is important for the public to 
voice their opinion to the Council regarding this incredibly huge and momentous 
economic decision relating to mass transit. 

Committee Member Tam stated that tonight's meeting is for sharing information 
on addressing traffic congestion and emphasized that there would be no decision 
made. 

PRESENTATION BY CITY ADMINISTRATION: 

Mr. Hamayasu noted that the Alternative Analysis (AA) Report is downloadable 
from the website, honolulutransit.org  or a CD version is available by calling 566- 
2299. 

The DVD presentation (attached to AA Report numbered as Communication 
D-0895) relating to the Alternative Analysis Report covered the following: 

• Purpose and Need for Transportation Improvements 
• Information on the Four Alternatives and Its Costs 

- No Build Alternative - $700 million in bus replacement costs 
- Transportation System Management Alternative — slightly higher than No 

Build Alternative (approximately $900 million) 
- Managed Lane Alternative — $2.6 billion in construction costs 
- Fixed Guideway Alternative - $3.6 billion for 20 miles (Kapolei to Ala 

Moana) or $4.6 billion for 28 miles (Kapolei to UH) in construction 
costs 

• Benefits and Impacts of Alternatives 
• Preferred Alternative Recommendation — Fixed Guideway 
• Highlights from October 2006 Transit Symposium 
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DISCUSSION:  

After the DVD presentation, Committee Chair Cachola requested that the 
Department provide visual aids showing the different alignments so that the 
public would be able to see what areas and communities would be affected. 
Mr. Hamayasu responded that the best method to view the alignments would be 
for the public to visit the website "honolulutransitorg" to look at the maps since 
he is unsure whether slides would be able to show the distinction of the 
alignments. Mr. Hamayasu stated that he would bring presentation boards on 
the alignments at the next meeting. 

Some of the questions and discussion covered the following: 

• The document containing similar information to a draft EIS 
• Bill 79 relating to transit 
• Transit alignments 
• Preliminary transit stations 

Councilmember Djou noted for clarification and the Department agreed that the 
Council is tasked if selecting a rail system, to also select its route and the 
stations ideally before December 1, 2006. 

The Committee Chair requested that the Council be provided a copy of the 
documentation already prepared of the environmental effects and that a tour for 
the Council of the five alignments be arranged. 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY: 

1. Dr. Michael Uechi (oppose) 
2. Katherine Kupukaa (oppose) 
3. Albert Furuto (oppose) 
4. Michael Simpson (oppose) 
5. Caron Wilberts (concerns on real property tax and condemnation) 
6. Helen McCune (oppose Waikiki spur) 
7. Dexter Okada, Kakaako Business & Landowners Assn. (oppose) 
8. Michelle Jaffe (support Kapolei to UH) 
9. Philip Blackman (oppose) 
10. Bill Pelzer (support) 
11. Cliff Slater, honolulutraffic.com  (oppose) 
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12. Henry Cheng, UN student (support Kapolei to UN) 
13. Lan Truong, UN student (support Kapolei to UN) 
14. Albert Del Rio (oppose) 
15. Melvin Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (support) 
16. Linda Starr (support TSM alternative) 
17. Mike Abe (concern of impact to real property tax) 
18. Charles Carole (oppose) 
19. unknown (oppose) 
20. Jason Ubai (comments) 
21. Russell Honma (support Kapolei to UH) 
22. Jan Bappe (comments) 

RELATED COMMUNICATION: 

CC-245 
	

Transportation and Planning Committee Chair Cachola to the Department 
of Transportation Services, requesting the documentation of 
environmental effects of the various alternatives be provided to the 
Committee by November 20, 2006. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Committee Chair Cachola announced that the next outreach meeting would be 
on Thursday, November 16, 2006 at 6:30 p.m. at Kapolei Hale. 

ADJOURNMENT: The meeting adjourned at 8:21 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DENISE C. DE COSTA 
City Clerk 

DATE APPROVED 
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Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Barbara Marshall, Member 

MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 16, 2006 

The Transportation and Planning Committee held a community outreach meeting to 
review the Alternative Analysis (AA) Report on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit 
Project on Thursday, November 16, 2006 at 6:30 p.m., at Kapolei Hale, 1000 Uluohia 
Street, Kapolei, Hawaii 96707. 

CALL TO ORDER: 

Committee Chair Cachola called the meeting to order at 6:35 p.m. with 
Committee Member Kobayashi present. Also present was Councilmember Apo. 
Committee Member Marshall was excused from the meeting. 

STAFF PRESENT: 

Dennis Galolo and Sharleen Oshiro, Legislative Aides to Committee Chair 
Cachola 

Calvin Azama, Analyst, Office of Council Services 
Gail Murayama and Jane Tada, Council Assistants, Office of the City Clerk 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Toru Hamayasu, Planning Chief, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 

OPENING REMARKS: 

Committee Chair Cachola welcomed and thanked the public for attending the 
meeting. The Committee Chair stated that the purpose of the series of public 
meetings to be held by the Transportation and Planning Committee is to hear the 
public's opinions and comments on the different alternatives studied. 

Councilmember Apo, the area councilmember, also thanked the public for 
attending the meeting and acknowledged the importance of the project for West 
Oahu and every community from West Oahu to the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa. The Councilmember stated that he is in favor of rail but understood that 
the project would constitute a very large cost and commitment on the part of the 
residents of Oahu. He acknowledged that while he supports the full 28-mile route 
from West Kapolei to University of Hawaii at Manoa, he also recognizes that 
financial constraints would prevent the City from building the entire 28-mile route 
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in the first phase. He noted that determining how to best build for the long-term 
future and the continued growth of this island was something the Administration 
and the Council would need to work on together. 

PRESENTATION BY CITY ADMINISTRATION: 

Mr. Hamayasu provided visual depictions of the different alignments studied in 
the AA and outlined the benefits and costs of each alignment. Four alignments 
for the fixed rail transit alternative and one alignment for the managed lanes 
alternative were outlined: 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, Farrington to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Salt Lake Boulevard, to North King Street, to Hotel Street, to 
Kawaiahao Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa. This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Salt 
Lake-North King-Hotel alignment. 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Kamokila Boulevard to 
Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to Aolele Street, to 
Dillingham Boulevard, to King Street, to Waimanu Street, to Kapiolani 
Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, with a Waikiki 
branch. This alignment is generally described as the Kamokila-Airport-
Dillingham-King with a Waikiki branch alignment. 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to 
Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to Halekauwila 
Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 
This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-
Halekauwila alignment. (This is the optimum route according to the 
Alternative Analysis (AA) Report, with an estimated capital cost of $4.6 
billion in 2006 dollars.) 
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• A fixed guideway system between the University of Hawaii-West Oahu 
and Ala Moana Center, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei 
Parkway and North-South Road, with an alignment of North-South Road 
across DR. Horton land to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to 
Halekauwila Street, and to Ala Moana Center. This alignment is generally 
described as the 20-mile East Kapolei-Ala Moana Center alignment. 

• A two lane, reversible managed lanes alignment beginning in the vicinity 
of the Waiawa interchange and ending on Nimitz Avenue at Pacific Street, 
with an additional on-ramp at the Aloha Stadium. 

DISCUSSION:  

Some of the questions and discussion covered were as follows: 

• Comparison of the four alignments from the shortest alignment of a 
20-mile segment to the longest segment of 28 miles. 

• Analysis of the ridership and cost factors of the alignments. 
• Inflationary factors from the date of construction in 2009 to the year of 

completion. 
• Managed lane alternatives and their routes versus fixed guideway as well 

as their costs. 
• Why Ft. Weaver as the initial segment was not a feasible idea. 
• Potential federal funding and the estimated revenues to come from the 

GET surcharge. 
• Cash flow analysis and the strategy of floating bonds and the repayment 

of the bonds from the GET surcharge. 
• Collection of the GET surcharge. 

Theresia McMurdo, president of the West Oahu Economic Development 
Association, testified that her group of more than 70 businesses dedicated to the 
economic growth of West Oahu supports mass transit to its full route from West 
Kapolei to U.H. Manoa. Ms. McMurdo stated that in the next 20 years the 
Kapolei region alone will produce $3.8 billion in annual sales by new businesses 
and nearly $3 billion in net State and City government taxes. Committee Chair 
Cachola requested that Ms. McMurdo provide a breakdown of the $3 billion in 
City and State revenue. 
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PUBLIC TESTIMONY: 

1. David Rae, James Campbell Company (support) (M-1566) 
2. Theresia McMurdo, West Oahu Economic Development (support) 

(M-1568) 
3. Maeda Timson (support) 
4. Leonard Morton (support) 
5. Frank Genadio (support) 
6. Glenn Oamilda (oppose) (M-1567) 
7. Joseph Quero (support) 
8. Angel Galas (oppose) 
9. Pat Kingsbury (oppose) 
10. Matt Malinowski (oppose) 
11. Reggie Nakamoto (support) 
12. Polly Grace (support) 
13. Michael Golojuch, Jr. (support) 
14. Tesha Malama (support) 
15. Paul Heffner (comments) 
16. Rodlyn Brown (support) 
17. Bernice Silva (oppose) 
18. Mary Windmiller (support) 
19. Michael Simpson (comments) 
20. Kioni Dudley (oppose) 
21. Richard Mori (comments) 
22. Dan Mita (support) 
23. Lorraine Martinez (support) 
24. Aggie Ferreira (oppose) 
25. Linda Young (support) 
26. Jeanette Grace (support) 
27. Justito Alcon (support) 
28. Jeff Ashmore (support) 
29. Mark Moses (support) 
30. Alan Gano (support) 
31. Lain Lee (support) 
32. Rosita Sipirok (oppose) 
33. Steven Detton (comments) 
34. Vanessa Matautia (support) 
35. Edward Alakai (support) 
36. Maried Vaughan (support) 
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37. Richard (Last Name Unknown) (support) 
38. Wayne Oshiro (support) 
39. Sharon Har (support) 
40. Beverly Larranaga (support) 
41. Dale Moyen (support) 
42. Keith Timson (support) 

RELATED COMMUNICATIONS: 

CC-246 Transportation and Planning Committee Chair Romy Cachola to 
Theresia McMurdo, West Oahu Economic Development 
Association, requesting a breakdown of net State and City 
government taxes to be generated in the next 20 years in the 
Kapclei region. 

	

M-1495 	Garry P. Smith, opposing the proposed rail system. 

	

M-1566 	David W. Rae, James Campbell Company, urging Council to 
approve the full route from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii-
Manna. 

	

M-1567 	Glenn J. Oamilda, opposing the proposed rail system. 

	

M-1568 	Theresia C. McMurdo, President, West Oahu Economic 
Development Association, supporting transit's full route from 
Kapolei to Manoa. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Committee Chair Cachola announced that the next outreach meeting would be 
held on Friday, November 17, 2006 at 6:30 p.m. at the Kalakaua Middle School 
Cafeteria. 
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ADJOURNMENT: The meeting adjourned at 8:23 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DENISE C. DE COSTA 
City Clerk 

DATE APPROVED 
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MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 17, 2006 

The Transportation and Planning Committee held a community outreach meeting to 
review the Alternative Analysis (AA) Report on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit 
Project on Friday, November 17, 2006 at 6:30 p.m. at Kalakaua Middle School, 
821 Kalihi Street, Honolulu, Hawaii 95819. 

PRESENT: 

Committee Chair Romy Cachola 
Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz (ex-officio) 

STAFF: 

Dennis Galolo and Sharleen Oshiro, Legislative Aides to Committee 
Chair Cachola 

Calvin Azama, Analyst, Office of Council Services 
Gail Murayama and Cora Ushijima, Committee Aides, Office of the City Clerk 

OTHER:  

Toru Hamayasu, Planning Chief, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 
Mark Scheibe, Program Manager, Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas 
David Glater, Consultant to the City Council 

OPENING REMARKS: 

Committee Chair Cachola welcomed and thanked the public for attending the 
meeting. The Committee Chair stated that the purpose of the series of public 
meetings held by the Transportation and Planning Committee is to hear the 
public's opinions and comments on the different alternatives studied. 
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PRESENTATION BY CITY ADMINISTRATION: 

The DVD presentation (attached to AA Report numbered as Communication 
D-0895) relating to the Alternative Analysis Report covered the following: 

• Purpose and Need for Transportation Improvements 
• Information on the Four Alternatives and Its Costs 

- No Build Alternative - $700 million in bus replacement costs 
- Transportation System Management Alternative — slightly higher than No 

Build Alternative (approximately $900 million) 
- Managed Lane Alternative — $2.6 billion in construction costs 
- Fixed Guideway Alternative - $3,6 billion for 20 miles (Kapolei to Ala 

Moana) or $4.6 billion for 28 miles (Kapolei to UH) in construction 
costs 

• Benefits and Impacts of Alternatives 
• Preferred Alternative Recommendation — Fixed Guideway 
• Highlights from October 2006 Transit Symposium 

DISCUSSION:  

Following the DVD presentation, Mr. Scheibe provided visual depictions of the 
different alignments studied in the AA and outlined the benefits and costs of each 
alignment. Four alignments for the fixed rail transit alternative and one alignment 
for the managed lanes alternative were outlined: 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, •Farrington to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Salt Lake Boulevard, to North King Street, to Hotel Street, to 
Kawaiahao Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa. This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Salt 
Lake-North King-Hotel alignment. 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Kamokila Boulevard to 
Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to Aolele Street, to 
Dillingham Boulevard, to King Street, to Waimanu Street, to Kapiolani 
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Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, with a Waikiki 
branch. This alignment is generally described as the Kamokila-Airport-
Dillingham-King with a Waikiki branch alignment. 

• A fixed guideway system between Kap°lei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to 
Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to Halekauwila 
Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 
This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-
Halekauwila alignment. (This is the optimum route according to the 
Alternative Analysis (AA) Report, with an estimated capital cost of $4.6 
billion in 2006 dollars.) 

• A fixed guideway system between the University of Hawaii-West Oahu 
and Ala Moana Center, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei 
Parkway and North-South Road, with an alignment of North-South Road 
across D.R. Horton land to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to 
Halekauwila Street, and to Ala Moana Center. This alignment is generally 
described as the 20-mile East Kapolei-Ala Moana Center alignment. 

• A two lane, reversible managed lanes alignment beginning in the vicinity 
of the VVaiawa interchange and ending on Nimitz Avenue at Pacific Street, 
with an additional on-ramp at the Aloha Stadium. 

Some of the questions and discussion covered the following: 

• The capital cost and operating cost associated with developing the fixed 
guideway system; 

• How long the construction in the Dillingham area would take; 
• Changing the formula to 90/10 so that the City could get its fair share; and 
• Whether there is a study showing a comparison between not building a rail 

system and continuing to have urban sprawl. 

The AA Report report can be obtained by calling 566-2299 or on the web at 
www.honolulutransit.org . 
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PUBLIC TESTIMONY: 

1. Sue Sakai (supporting rail transit with TOO overlay) (M-1575) 
2. Dr. Michael Uechi (oppose) 
3. Cliff Slater, honolulutraffic.com  (oppose) 
4. Adolph Ebi (comments) 
5. Josef Wolfgruber (opposing fixed rail transit) (M-1576) 
6. Reggie Nakamoto (support) 
7. George Fujishima (comments) 
8. Joey Manahan (supports rail) 
9. Daisy Murai (oppose a fixed guideway alternative; support managed) 

(M-1574) 
10. Michelle Matson (opposing rail transit) (M-1573) 
11. Amy Kimura (comments) 
12. Nancy Young, Faith Action for Community Equity 
13. Dale Evans, Charlie's Taxi (oppose) 
14. Shane Yaw (support w/ reservations) 
15. David Yaw (support w/reservations) 
16. Ropeti Ale (support) 
17. Drew Astolfi, Faith Action for Community Equity (support) 
18. Romeo Garcia (support) 
19. Ken Harding (oppose) 
20. Renee Ing (oppose w/reservations) 
21. Dave Reid? (comments) 
22. Jason Hodin (support) 
23. Debbie Ogata-Arakaki (oppose) 
24. Frank Genadio (support) 
25. Mora Kahele, Kalihi-Palama Community Council (comments) 
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RELATED COMMUNICATIONS: 

CC-247 Transportation and Planning Committee chair Romy Cachola to the 
Department of Transportation Services, requesting information on 
urban sprawl. 

D-0938 - Submitted by the Department of Transportation Services, November 
2006 Honolulu News. 

M-1573 - Michelle Matson, opposing rail transit. 

M-1574 - Daisy Murai, opposing a fixed guideway alternative. 

M-1575 - Sue Sakai, AARP Hawaii, supporting rail transit with TOD overlay. 

M-1576 - Josef Wolfgruber, opposing fixed rail transit. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS: 

Committee Chair Cachola announced that the next outreach meeting would be 
on Monday, November 20, 2006 at 6:30 p.m. at Windward Community College, 
Hale Akoakoa Room #105. 

END TIME: The meeting ended at 8:47 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DENISE C. DE COSTA 
City Clerk 

DATE APPROVED 
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PLANNING COMMITTEE 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Barbara Marshall, Member 
Gary H. Okino, Member 
Rod Tam. Member 

MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 20, 2006 

The Transportation and Planning Committee held a community outreach meeting to 
review the Alternative Analysis (AA) Report on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit 
Project on Monday, November 20, 2006 at 6:30 p.m. in the cafeteria of Windward 
Community College, 47-720 Keaahala Road, Kaneohe, Hawaii 96744. 

CALL TO ORDER: 

Committee Chair Cachola called the meeting to order at 6:40 p.m. Members 
Kobayashi, Marshall and Okino were present. Also present was 
Council Chair Dela Cruz. Committee Member Tam was excused from the 
meeting. 

STAFF PRESENT: 

Dennis Galolo and Sharleen Oshiro, Legislative Aides to Committee Chair 
Cachola 

Calvin Azama and Rod Becker, Analysts, Office of Council Services 
Lisa-Ann Kimura, Attorney, Office of Council Services 
Gail Murayama and Vicki Chung, Committee Aides, Office of the City Clerk 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Toru Hamayasu, Planning Chief, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 
David Glater, Consultant 

OPENING REMARKS: 

Committee Chair Cachola welcomed and thanked the public for attending the 
meeting. The Committee Chair stated that the purpose of the series of public 
meetings held by the Transportation and Planning Committee is to hear the 
public's opinions and comments on the different alternatives studied. The 
Committee Chair then called upon Committee Member Marshall, the 
councilmember of the district, for any opening remarks. 

Committee Member Marshall thanked the public for attending the meeting. The 
Committee Member stated that she had voted against the earlier general excise 
tax surcharge legislation because she did not feel that the City should be 
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imposing a tax without an approved project in place. She noted, however, that 
although she has serious concerns regarding the Administration's proposed 
project, she has not yet made a decision and welcomed hearing from the public. 

PRESENTATION BY CITY ADMINISTRATION: 

The DVD presentation (attached to AA Report numbered as Communication 
D-0895) relating to the Alternative Analysis Report covered the following: 

• Purpose and Need for Transportation Improvements 
• Information on the Four Alternatives and Its Costs 

- No Build Alternative - $700 million in bus replacement costs 
- Transportation System Management Alternative — slightly higher than No 

Build Alternative (approximately $900 million) 
- Managed Lane Alternative — $2.6 billion in construction costs 
- Fixed Guideway Alternative - $3.6 billion for 20 miles (Kapolei to 

Ala Moana) or $4.6 billion for 28 miles (Kapolei to UH) in construction 
costs 

• Benefits and Impacts of Alternatives 
• Preferred Alternative Recommendation — Fixed Guideway 
• Highlights from October 2006 Transit Symposium 

Following the DVD presentation, Mr. Hamayasu provided visual depictions of the 
different alignments studied in the AA and outlined the benefits and costs of each 
alignment. Four alignments for the fixed rail transit alternative and one alignment 
for the managed lanes alternative were outlined: 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, Farrington to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Salt Lake Boulevard, to North King Street, to Hotel Street, to 
Kawaiahao Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa. This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Salt 
Lake-North King-Hotel alignment. 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Kamokila Boulevard to 
Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to Aolele Street, to 
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Dillingham Boulevard, to King Street, to Waimanu Street, to Kapiolani 
Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, with a Waikiki 
branch. This alignment is generally described as the Kamokila-Airport-
Dillingham-King with a Waikiki branch alignment. 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to 
Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to Halekauwila 
Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 
This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-
Halekauwila alignment. (This is the optimum route according to the 
Alternative Analysis (AA) Report, with an estimated capital cost of $4.6 
billion in 2006 dollars.) 

• A fixed guideway system between the University of Hawaii-West Oahu 
and Ala Moans Center, beginning at or near the intersection of 
Kapolei Parkway and North-South Road, with an alignment of North-South 
Road across D.R. Horton land to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to 
Halekauwila Street, and to Ala Moana Center. This alignment is generally 
described as the 20-mile East Kapolei-Ala Moans Center alignment. 

• A two lane, reversible managed lanes alignment beginning in the vicinity 
of the Waiawa interchange and ending on Nimitz Avenue at Pacific Street, 
with an additional on-ramp at the Aloha Stadium. 

DISCUSSION:  

Some of the questions and discussion covered the following: 

• Bus fleet and routes 
• Travel time 
• Parcels affected by each proposed alignment 
• Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
• Bus Rapid Transit 
• A combination of Transportation System Management and managed lanes 
• Financing (Federal, General Excise Tax revenues, General Obligation 

bonds, private sector) 
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• Transit trips 
• Service areas 
• Construction schedule 
• AA can be downloaded from the website "honolulutransit.org " 
• Design, build, operation and maintenance (DBOM) contract language 
• Vancouver and Hong Kong systems require no subsidies 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY: 

1.  
2.  
3.  
4.  
5.  
6.  
7.  
8.  
9.  
10.  
11.  
12.  
13.  
14.  
15.  
16.  
17.  
18.  
19.  
20.  
21.  
22.  

REMARKS:  

Dr. Michael Uechi (oppose) 
Geoffrey Paterson (oppose) 
Don Burger (oppose) 
Nancy Nagamine (oppose) 
Jim Slavish (oppose) 
Eve Anderson (oppose) 
Wayne Kishida (support) 
John Brizdle (oppose) 
Reverend Bob Nakata (support) 
Jim Wood (support) 
Sandra Ablers (oppose) 
Norman Chai (oppose) 
Ursula Retherford (oppose) 
Victor Weisberger (support) 
Larry Bartley (oppose) 
Wendell Lum (support) 
Alice Herring (oppose) 
Juanita Wolfgramm (oppose) 
Makaha'a Wolfgramm (oppose) 
Jennifer Bethel (oppose) 
Doug Ewell (oppose) 
Bobbie Palencia (support) 

Council Chair Dela Cruz thanked the Committee for coming out to the Windward 
side. He noted that his district covers Mililani Mauka to Haiku. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS  

None. 
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RELATED COMMUNICATION: 

M-1577 	Nancy Nagamine, requesting that the City consider other options 
besides rail. 

ADJOURNMENT:  The meeting adjourned at 9:17 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DENISE C. DE COSTA 
City Clerk 

DATE APPROVED 
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PLANNING COMMITTEE 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Barbara Marshall, Member 
Gary H. Okino, Member 
Rod Tam. Member 

MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 21, 2006 

The Transportation and Planning Committee held a community outreach meeting to 
review the Alternative Analysis (AA) Report on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit 
Project on Tuesday, November 21, 2006 at 6:30 p.m. in the cafeteria of Pearl Ridge 
Elementary School, 98-940 Moanalua Road, Aiea, Hawaii 96701. 

CALL TO ORDER: 

Committee Chair Cachola called the meeting to order at 7:20 p.m. Members 
Kobayashi, Okino and Tam were present. Also present was Council Chair 
Dela Cruz. Committee Member Marshall was excused from the meeting. 

STAFF PRESENT: 

Dennis Galolo and Sharleen Oshiro, Legislative Aides to Committee Chair 
Cachola 

Calvin Azama, Analyst, Office of Council Services 
Gail Murayama and Sandra Nakaya, Committee Aides, Office of the City Clerk 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Toru Hamayasu, Planning Chief, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 

OPENING REMARKS: 

Committee Chair Cachola welcomed and thanked the public for attending the 
meeting. The Committee Chair stated that the purpose of the series of public 
meetings held by the Transportation and Planning Committee is to hear the 
public's opinions and comments on the different alternatives studied. The 
Committee Chair then called upon Committee Member Okino, the 
councilmember of the district, for any opening remarks. 

Committee Member Okino stated that he is an all-out proponent of rail transit 
because after 40 years as a professional planner, he is totally convinced that 
there is nothing that comes close to a rail system to address traffic congestion. 
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He reported that he has visited rail systems around the world and that a rail 
system works effectively and efficiently by replacing many lanes of freeway. He 
also commented on the alternative of HOT lanes and misconceptions relating to 
rail transit system. 

PRESENTATION BY CITY ADMINISTRATION: 

The DVD presentation (attached to AA Report numbered as Communication 
D-0895) relating to the Alternative Analysis Report covered the following: 

• Purpose and Need for Transportation Improvements 
• Information on the Four Alternatives and Its Costs 

- No Build Alternative - $700 million in bus replacement costs 
- Transportation System Management Alternative — slightly higher than No 

Build Alternative (approximately $900 million) 
- Managed Lane Alternative — $2.6 billion in construction costs 
- Fixed Guideway Alternative - $3.6 billion for 20 miles (Kapolei to Ala 

Moana) or $4.6 billion for 28 miles (Kapolei to UH) in construction 
costs 

• Benefits and Impacts of Alternatives 
• Preferred Alternative Recommendation — Fixed Guideway 
• Highlights from October 2006 Transit Symposium 

DISCUSSION:  

Following the DVD presentation, Mr. Harnayasu provided visual depictions of the 
different alignments studied in the AA and outlined the benefits and costs of each 
alignment. Four alignments for the fixed rail transit alternative and one alignment 
for the managed lanes alternative were outlined: 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, Farrington to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Salt Lake Boulevard, to North King Street, to Hotel Street, to 
Kawaiahao Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa. This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Salt 
Lake-North King-Hotel alignment. 
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• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Kamokila Boulevard to 
Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to Aoiele Street, to 
Dillingham Boulevard, to King Street, to Waimanu Street, to Kapiolani 
Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, with a Waikiki 
branch. This alignment is generally described as the Kamokila-Airport-
Dillingham-King with a Waikiki branch alignment. 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to 
Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to Halekauwila 
Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 
This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-
Halekauwila alignment. (This is the optimum route according to the 
Alternative Analysis (AA) Report, with an estimated capital cost of $4.6 
billion in 2006 dollars.) 

• A fixed guideway system between the University of Hawaii-West Oahu 
and Ala Moana Center, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei 
Parkway and North-South Road, with an alignment of North-South Road 
across D.R. Horton land to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Adele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to 
Halekauwila Street, and to Ala Moana Center. This alignment is generally 
described as the 20-mile East Kapolei-Ala Moana Center alignment. 

• A two lane, reversible managed lanes alignment beginning in the vicinity 
of the Waiawa interchange and ending on Nimitz Avenue at Pacific Street, 
with an additional on-ramp at the Aloha Stadium. 

Highlights of the discussion were as follows: 

• The managed lane alternative is not eligible for federal transit monies and 
its toll revenues would not even pay for the interest of the costs of 
construction and financing. 

AR00068683 



Transportation and Planning Committee 
Community Outreach Meeting Minutes 
Tuesday, November 21, 2006 
Page 4 

• Revenues from the rail system is expected to cover 30% of its operating 
costs. 

• Federal assistance relating to maintenance of a fixed guideway system 
currently is $20 million and is expected to increase by $50 million in the 
Year 2030. 

• The cost of riding the light rail system would be the same as the bus, 
$2.00 and free transfers to buses is being analyzed in the financial plan. 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY: 

1. Dr. Michael Uechi (oppose) 
2. Frank Genadio (support) 
3. Cal Kawamoto (support) 
4. Davin Takahashi (comments) 
5. Richard Mori (support) 
6. Will Tungol (comments) 
7. Roy Suzuki (support) 
8. Herbert Yuen (comments) 
9. Jerry Angle (support, comments) 
10. Doris Matsunaga (comments) 
11. Shige Ushiro (support) 
12. Kimo Pickard (oppose) 
13, Edwina Wong (oppose) 

RELATED COMMUNICATION: 

CC-248 
	

Transportation and Planning Committee Chair Romy M. Cachola to 
the Department of Transportation Services, requesting information 
on toll revenues generated by the Chicago toll road purchased by 
Brazilian investors. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS  

Committee Chair Cachola announced that the next community outreach meeting 
would be on Wednesday, November 22, 2006 at the Mililani District Park. 
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ADJOURNMENT: The meeting adjourned at 8:21 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DENISE C. DE COSTA 
City Clerk 

DATE APPROVED 
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Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Barbara Marshall, Member 
Gary H. Okino, Member 
Rod Tam, Member 

MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 22, 2006 

The Transportation and Planning Committee held a community outreach meeting to 
review the Alternative Analysis (AA) Report on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit 
Project on Wednesday, November 22, 2006 at 6:30 p.m. at the Mililani District Park 
Multi-Purpose Room, Mililani, Hawaii 96789. 

CALL TO ORDER: 

Committee Chair Cachola called the meeting to order at 7:10 p.m. Members 
Kobayashi and Okino were present. Also present were Council Chair 
Dela Cruz and Councilmember Garcia. Committee Members Marshall and Tam 
were excused from the meeting. 

STAFF PRESENT: 

Dennis Galolo and Hiroko Nakamura, Legislative Aides to Committee Chair 
Cachola 

Calvin Azama, Analyst, Office of Council Services 
Warren Senda and Lisa-Ann Kimura, Attorneys, Office of Council Services 
Gail Murayama and Laurie Tam, Committee Aides, Office of the City Clerk 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Mel Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 
Mark Scheibe, Program Manager, Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas 

OPENING REMARKS: 

Committee Chair Cachola welcomed and thanked the public for attending the 
meeting. The Committee Chair stated that the purpose of the series of public 
meetings held by the Transportation and Planning Committee is to hear the 
public's opinions and comments on the different alternatives studied. The 
Committee Chair then called upon Council Chair Dela Cruz and Councilmember 
Garcia, the councilmembers from the district, for any opening remarks. 
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Council Chair Dela Cruz thanked the Committee for coming out to Mililani and 
looks forward to hearing from the residents. 

Councilmember Garcia also extended his gratitude for the Committee's 
community outreach meetings. 

PRESENTATION BY CITY ADMINISTRATION: 

The DVD presentation (attached to AA Report numbered as Communication 
D-0895) relating to the Alternative Analysis Report covered the following: 

• Purpose and Need for Transportation improvements 
• Information on the Four Alternatives and Its Costs 

- No Build Alternative - $700 million in bus replacement costs 
- Transportation System Management Alternative — slightly higher than No 

Build Alternative (approximately $900 million) 
- Managed Lane Alternative — $2.6 billion in construction costs 
- Fixed Guideway Alternative - $3.6 billion for 20 miles (Kapolei to Ala 

Moana) or $4.6 billion for 28 miles (Kapplei to UH) in construction 
costs 

• Benefits and Impacts of Alternatives 
• Preferred Alternative Recommendation — Fixed Guideway 
• Highlights from October 2006 Transit Symposium 

Following the DVD presentation, Mr. Scheibe provided visual depictions of the 
different alignments studied in the AA and outlined the benefits and costs of each 
alignment. Four alignments for the fixed rail transit alternative and one alignment 
for the managed lanes alternative were outlined: 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, Farrington to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Salt Lake Boulevard, to North King Street, to Hotel Street, to 
Kawaiahao Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa. This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Salt 
Lake-North King-Hotel alignment. 
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• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Kamokila Boulevard to 
Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to Aolele Street, to 
Dillingham Boulevard, to King Street, to VVaimanu Street, to Kapiolani 
Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, with a Waikiki 
branch. This alignment is generally described as the Kamokila-Airport-
Dillingham-King with a Waikiki branch alignment. 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to 
Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to Halekauwila 
Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 
This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-
Halekauwila alignment. (This is the optimum route according to the 
Alternative Analysis (AA) Report, with an estimated capital cost of $4.6 
billion in 2006 dollars.) 

• A fixed guideway system between the University of Hawaii-West Oahu 
and Ala Moana Center, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei 
Parkway and North-South Road, with an alignment of North-South Road 
across D.R. Horton land to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Adele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to 
Halekauwila Street, and to Ala Moana Center. This alignment is generally 
described as the 20-mile East Kapolei-Ala Moana Center alignment. 

• A two lane, reversible managed lanes alignment beginning in the vicinity 
of the Waiawa interchange and ending on Nimitz Avenue at Pacific Street, 
with an additional on-ramp at the Aloha Stadium. 

DISCUSSION:  

Mr. Scheibe provided answers to questions and concerns raised as follows: 

• The one-half percent General Excise Tax (GET) surcharge would be 
available for any rail alternative and not for the managed lane concept. 
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• There are some cases of private/public partnership for toll roads but not 
for Transit Oriented Developments (TODs). In Orange County, California, 
a toil road was built by a private firm and later bought by public agencies. 

• The Alternatives Analysis (AA) does not include private financing but is 
mentioned as a possibility. 

• The Federal Transit Authority (FTA) would provide an oversight contractor 
for the duration of the project. 

• The Chicago Skyway project was built over thirty years ago. Private 
investors purchased a segment of the Skyway and maintain the facility 
and collect the toll. 

Committee Chair Cachola requested further information on the Chicago 
Skyway. 

• The Managed Lane concept would include an exit at Aloha Stadium and 
no other exits until the end of the route. 

• The bus system would be incorporated into the rail system. 

Committee Chair Cachola requested copies of a draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) document. Copies of the Alternative Analysis (AA) should also 
be given to neighborhood boards and made available at public libraries. 

Director Kaku stated that the Alternative Analysis (AA) is downloadable from the 
website, Honolulutransit.org  or a CD version is available by calling 566-2299. 

Comments raised by testifiers included the following items: 1) the public should 
be allowed to vote on the rail transit project; 2) the City may not be qualified to 
manage and maintain a rail project financially; and 3) bus service in certain areas 
may be disrupted. 
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PUBLIC TESTIMONY: 

1. Dick Poirier, Chair, Neighborhood Board #25 (support) 
2. MaryAnne Se!ander, Member, Neighborhood Board #25 (oppose) 
3. Doug Thomas, Member, Neighborhood Board #25 (oppose) 
4. Laura Brown, Member, Neighborhood Board #25 (oppose) 
5. Josie Kaanehe, Member, Neighborhood Board #25 (oppose) 
6. Katherine Kupukaa (oppose) 
7. Pamela Young, Member, Neighborhood Board #35 (support) 
8. Kimberly Ribellia, Chair, Neighborhood Board #35 (support) 
9. John Dalrumple (comments) 
10. Judy Manabat (oppose) 
11. Mike Wilcox (oppose) 
12. Wayne Miyashiro (oppose) 
13. John Shin (support) 
14. Marian Poirier (support) 
15. Jennifer Russell (support) 
16. Gary Ota (comments) 
17. Sam Lee (support) 
18. Dr. Michael Uechi (oppose) 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Committee Chair Cachola announced that the next community outreach meeting 
would be on Monday, November 27, 2006 at Radford High School. 

RELATED COMMUNICATION: 

CC-251 
	

Romy M. Cachola, Chair, Transportation and Planning Committee, 
to the Department of Transportation Services, requesting that one 
copy of the Alternatives Analysis Report be provided to Oahu public 
libraries and neighborhood boards. 

D-0973 	Kimberly 	Ribellia, 	Chair, 	Mililani 	Mauka/Launani 	Valley 
Neighborhood Board No. 35, supporting rail transit 

D-0974 	Pamela Young, Chair, Transportation Committee, Mililani 
Mauka/Launani Valley Neighborhood Board No. 35, supporting a 
fixed guideway system. 
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D-0975 	Dick Poirier, Chair, MililaniANaipio/Melemanu Neighborhood Board 
No. 25, supporting a rail system. 

	

0-0976 	MaryAnne Selander, MililaniNVaipio/Melemanu Neighborhood 
Board No. 25, commenting on the needs of the Mililani community. 

	

M-1623 	Douglas Thomas, opposing rail transit 

ADJOURNMENT: The meeting adjourned at 8:50 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DENISE C. DE COSTA 
City Clerk 

DATE APPROVED 
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TRANSPORTATION AND 
PLANNING COMMITTEE 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Barbara Marshall, Member 
Gary H. Okino, Member 
Rod Tam, Member 

MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 27, 2006 

The Transportation and Planning Committee held a community outreach meeting to 
review the Alternative Analysis (AA) Report on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit 
Project on Monday, November 27, 2006 at 6:30 p.m. at the Radford High School 
Cafeteria, 4361 Salt Lake Boulevard, Honolulu, Hawaii 96818. 

CALL TO ORDER: 

Committee Chair Cachola called the meeting to order at 7:12 p.m. Members 
Kobayashi and Okino were present. Committee Members Marshall and Tam 
were excused from the meeting. 

STAFF PRESENT: 

Dennis Galolo and Hiroko Nakamura, Legislative Aides to Committee Chair 
Cachola 

Calvin Azama and Doug Chun, Analysts, Office of Council Services 
Warren Senda and Lisa-Ann Kimura, Attorneys, Office of Council Services 
Gail Murayama, Gail Kim and Darcie Ching, Committee Aides, Office of the 

City Clerk 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Tow Hamayasu, Director, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 
Mark Scheibe, Program Manager, Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas 

OPENING REMARKS: 

Committee Chair Cachola welcomed everyone to the meeting. The Committee 
Chair stated that the night's meeting was the last in a series of public meetings 
held by the Transportation and Planning Committee to hear the public's opinions 
and comments on the different alternatives studied. As the councilmember 
representing the district, Committee Chair Cachola thanked the public for taking 
the time and effort to attend the meeting. 
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PRESENTATION BY CITY ADMINISTRATION: 

The DVD presentation (attached to AA Report numbered as Communication 
0-0895) relating to the Alternative Analysis Report covered the following: 

• Purpose and Need for Transportation Improvements 
• Information on the Four Alternatives and Its Costs 

- No Build Alternative - $700 million in bus replacement costs 
- Transportation System Management Alternative — slightly higher than No 

Build Alternative (approximately $900 million) 
- Managed Lane Alternative — $2.6 billion in construction costs 
- Fixed Guideway Alternative - $3.6 billion for 20 miles (Kapolei to Ala 

Moana) or $4.6 billion for 28 miles (Kapolei to UH) in construction 
costs 

• Benefits and Impacts of Alternatives 
• Preferred Alternative Recommendation — Fixed Guideway 
• Highlights from October 2006 Transit Symposium 

Following the DVD presentation, Mr. Hamayasu provided visual depictions of the 
different alignments studied in the AA and outlined the benefits and costs of each 
alignment. Four alignments for the fixed rail transit alternative and one alignment 
for the managed lanes alternative were outlined: 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, Farrington to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Salt Lake Boulevard, to North King Street, to Hotel Street, to 
Kawaiahao Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa. This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Salt 
Lake-North King-Hotel alignment. 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Kamokila Boulevard to 
Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to Aolele Street, to 
Dillingham Boulevard, to King Street, to Waimanu Street, to Kapiolani 
Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, with a Waikiki 
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branch. This alignment is generally described as the Kamokila-Airport-
Dillingham-King with a Waikiki branch alignment. 

• A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment following Saratoga Avenue and 
North-South Road to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to 
Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to •Halekauwila 
Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 
This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-
Halekauwila alignment. (This is the optimum route according to the 
Alternative Analysis (AA) Report, with an estimated capital cost of $4.6 
billion in 2006 dollars.) 

• A fixed guideway system between the University of Hawaii-West Oahu 
and Ala Moana Center, beginning at or near the intersection of Kapolei 
Parkway and North-South Road, with an alignment of North-South Road 
across D.R. Horton land to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to 
Halekauwila Street, and to Ala Moana Center. This alignment is generally 
described as the 20-mile East Kapolei-Ala Moana Center alignment. 

• A two lane, reversible managed lanes alignment beginning in the vicinity 
of the Waiawa interchange and ending on Nimitz Avenue at Pacific Street, 
with an additional on-ramp at the Aloha Stadium. 

DISCUSSION:  

After Mr. Hamayasu's presentation of the different alignments, some questions 
and discussion covered the following: 

• The financial mechanism of where the money to pay for and operate this 
project is coming from. 

• Clarification of the following: 
- Cost of the Managed Lane vs Fixed Guideway Alternatives 
- Cost and weakness of the HOT Lane 
- Property takings 
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In addition, the following requests were presented: 

• Status of the draft EIS Report 
• Parsons Accounting Report 
• Additional hardcopies of the AA Report 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY: 

1 	Grant Teichman, President, ASUH (support route to UH-Manoa) 
2. Christina Stidman, ASUH (support route to UH-Manoa) 
3. Nathan Hilts (support route to UH-Manoa) 
4. Henry Cheng (support route to UH-Manoa) 
5, 	Chris Bradley (support route to UH-Manoa) 
6. Dr. Michael Uechi (oppose) 
7. Katherine Kupukaa (oppose) 
8. Richard Oshiro, Chair, Waipahu NB #22 (support) 
9. Leonard Morton (support) 
10. Valerie Simmons (comments) 
11. Nick Czar (comments) 
12. Richard Berry (support route to UH-Manoa and Waikiki) 
13. Cynthia Nyross (support) 
14. Lei Matsuura (support) 
15. Allen Stack, Jr. (support, but opposed to Hotel Street alignment) 
16. Danny Villaruz (support) 
17. Senator Norman Sakamoto (support) 
18. Thomas Strout (support, with Salt Lake Boulevard alignment) 
19. Lee Stack (support, but opposed to Hotel Street alignment) 
20. Lennard Pepper (support with Salt Lake Boulevard alignment) 
21. Joe Wolf (oppose) 
22. Dennis Ruedigger (oppose) 
23, Lee Bordenave (comments) 
24. Christopher Damon Haig (comments) 
25. Russell Honma (support route to UH-Manoa) 
26. Pearl Jacobson (support) 
27. Steven Onoue (opposed) 
28. Mark Taylor (support with Salt Lake Boulevard alignment) 
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ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Committee Chair Cachola thanked all the staff, councilmembers and community 
residents who took part in the series of meetings. 

RELATED COMMUNICATION: 

CC-257 
	

Transportation and Planning Committee Chair Romy M. Cachola to 
the Department of Transportation Services, requesting an 
accounting of expenditures by and payments to Parsons 
Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas, Inc. 

D-0956 	Richard Oshiro, Chairman, Waipahu Neighborhood Board #22, 
supporting a fixed guideway transportation alternative. 

M-1593 	Submitted by Grant Teichman, President, Associated Students of 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa, a resolution supporting a mass 
transit system to UH-Manoa, 

ADJOURNMENT:  The meeting adjourned at 9:12 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DENISE C. DE COSTA 
City Clerk 

DATE APPROVED 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING 
COMMITTEE 

Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Barbara Marshall, Member 
Gary H. Okino, Member 
Rod Tam, Member 

MINUTES 
REGULAR MEETING 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 2006 

COUNCIL COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM 
2 ND  FLOOR, HONOLULU HALE 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CALL TO ORDER 

The regular meeting of the Committee on Transportation and Planning was called to order 
by Committee Chair Romy M. Cachola at 2:30 p.m. Committee Members Kobayashi, 
Marshall, Okino and Tam were present at the meeting. Councilmember Apo also attended 
the meeting. 

STAFF PRESENT 

Sharleen Oshiro, Legislative Aide to Committee Chair Cachola 
Doug Chun, Analyst, Office of Council Services 
Warren Senda, Attorney, Office of Council Services 
Lori Sunakoda//Reid Yamashiro, Deputies, Department of the Corporation Counsel, 

assigned to the Committee 
Gail Murayama, Committee Clerk, Office of the City Clerk 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES  

The minutes of the Committee on Transportation and Planning meeting on 
November 2, 2006 were approved as circulated. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, CACHOLA —3. 
NOES: 	None. 
EXCUSED: OKINO, TAM —2. 
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FOR ACTION 

Committee Chair Cachola announced that for purposes of discussion and public testimony, 
Resolution 06-333, Resolution 06-334 and Resolution 06-335, all relating to proposals for 
inclusion in the 2007 Hawaii State Association of Counties (HSAC) legislative package, 
would be taken up together. 

1. RESOLUTION 06-333 — COMMITTEE REPORT 501  

RELATING TO A PROPOSAL TRANSFERRING FINES AND FORFEITURES 
FROM UNCONTESTED TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS TO THE COUNTIES. Approving 
for inclusion in the 2007 Hawaii State Association of Counties (HSAC) legislative 
package a proposal that would transfer a portion of the fines and forfeitures from 
uncontested traffic infractions to the counties. 

2. RESOLUTION 06-334 — COMMITTEE REPORT 502 

RELATING TO A PROPOSAL CONCERNING STATE INDEMNIFICATION OF THE 
COUNTIES. Approving for inclusion in the 2007 Hawaii State Association of 
Counties (HSAC) legislative package a proposal to generally authorize the State to 
indemnify a county, but require the State to do so when receiving from the county 
any assistance, services, or rights permission to use county property. 

The following draft resolution was circulated at the meeting: 

PROPOSED CD1 TO RESOLUTION 06-334 — The CD1 makes minor technical, 
nonsubstantive amendments. (OCS/112906/02A1/HM) 

3. RESOLUTION 06-335 — COMMITTEE REPORT 503 

RELATING TO A PROPOSAL REPEALING THE SUNSET DATES FOR 
STATUTES THAT PROVIDE THE COUNTIES WITH LIABILITY PROTECTION 
FOR PUBLIC USE OF CERTAIN COUNTY RECREATIONAL AREAS. Approving 
for inclusion in the 2007 Hawaii State Association of Counties (HSAC) legislative 
package a proposal to repeal the sunset dates of three state statutes that provide 
the counties with liability protection for public use of county recreational areas. 

Administration/Others 

Captain Evan Ching, Honolulu Police Department (HPD) 

2 
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There was no public testimony. 

Captain Ching testified that the HPD supports Resolution 06-333. 

Committee Chair Cachola noted that in order to be a part of the HSAC legislative 
package, a proposal must be approved by all four county councils. The Committee 
Chair further noted that Hawaii, Maui and Kauai County have already approved the 
three proposals. 

Resolution 06-333 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, CACHOLA — 4. 
NOES: 	None. 
EXCUSED: TAM 1. 

Resolution 06-334 amended to CD1 (OCS/112906/02:41/HM) and reported out for 
adoption. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, CACHOLA —4. 
NOES: 	None. 
EXCUSED: TAM — 1. 

Resolution 06-335 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA 5. 
NOES: 	None. 

4. 	BILL 64 (2006), CD1  

RELATING TO THE PARKING OF VEHICLES. Requiring police and the 
department of customer services to remove, within 24 hours, abandoned or derelict 
vehicles left on any street within 500 feet of a school. 

Administration/Others 

Jeff Coelho, Director, Customer Services Department (CSD) 
Dennis Kamimura, Licensing Administrator, CSD 
Chris Diebling, Deputy Corporation Counsel, Department of the Corporation 

Counsel (COR) 
Lt. Darren lzumo, Honolulu Police Department (HPD) 

3 
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There was no public testimony. 

Committee Member Marshall expressed her disappointment that the Administration 
has, at this late date, requested that new legislation be drafted to address the issue 
of vehicles parked near schools. The Committee Member noted that Bill 64 was 
originally introduced because of an incident in which a vehicle had been allowed to 
sit untowed for weeks posing an obvious danger to school children. Committee 
Member Marshall acknowledged the efforts of the Committee Chair to work out an 
agreement, but given the urgency of the situation, voiced her frustration that Bill 64, 
which would have been posed for third reading, would instead be replaced by 
legislation that would need to begin the process over again. The Committee 
Member agreed to the deferral of Bill 64 but stressed that any new legislation should 
be passed in an expedient manner. 

Committee Chair Cachola confirmed that although a concerted effort had been 
made, he was unable to amend Bill 64 to address the Administration's concerns. 

Action on Bill 64 (2006), CD1 was deferred. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA 5. 
NOES: 	None. 

5. 	BILL 71 (2006), CD1 — COMMITTEE REPORT 500 

RELATING TO PROHIBITED ACTIVITIES ON CITY BUSES AND SPECIAL 
TRANSIT VEHICLES. Regulating the use of electronic or sound-emitting devices 
on the city buses and special transit vehicles. 

PROPOSED CD2 TO BILL 71 (2006), CD1. The CD2 amends the bill language to 
allow passengers to use telephones and pagers for communication purposes 
provided they are used in accordance with subdivision (b)(2)(A) and (B) of the bill. 

Administration/Others  

Mel Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 

Director Kaku testified in support of Bill 71 and reaffirmed that the Bill is not intended 
to prohibit the use of cell phones but rather to regulate the use of such devices in 
order to protect public and driver safety. 

4 
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The following individuals provided testimony: 

1. David Verret (support) 
2. Mike Costa, Teamsters Local 996 (support) 
3. Justice Ayuyu (opposed to giving bus drivers the authority to enforce) 

Committee Chair Cachola recommended that the Bill be amended to a CD2 which 
allows passengers to use phones and pagers provided they are used in accordance 
with the provisions of the Bill. 

Bill 71 (2006), CD1 amended to CD2 (OCS1111306/02:11/HM) and reported out for 
passage on third reading. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA —5. 
NOES: 	None. 

Related communication: 

M-1630 	David Verret, supporting Bill 71. 

6. 	RESOLUTION 06-354 — COMMITTEE REPORT 504  

REQUESTING THE CITY ADMINISTRATION TO EVALUATE THE FEASIBILITY 
OF ISSUING BUS PASSES TO CITY EMPLOYEES. Requesting the Administration 
to evaluate the feasibility of issuing free bus passes to city employees for the 
purpose of diverting them from autos for their commute to work. 

Administration/Others  

Mel Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 
James Burke, Chief, Public Transit Division, DTS 

There was no public testimony. 

Committee Member Kobayashi, the introducer of the Resolution, stated that the 
purpose of the Resolution was to request that the City Administration evaluate the 
feasibility of issuing free bus passes to employees for the purpose of diverting them 
from autos. The Committee Member noted that, currently, the City issues passes to 
certain employees for use during the workday but does not allow the use of those 
passes for the commute to and from work. 
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Director Kaku responded that the Department would evaluate the proposal as stated 
in the Resolution and would consult with the introducer of the Resolution with 
regards to the scope of the Department's study. 

Resolution 06-354 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA —5. 
NOES: 	None. 

Related communication: 

M-1631 	Kevin Mulligan, Union Agent, HGEA/AFSCME Local 152, AFL-CIO, 
supporting Resolution 06-354. 

7 	RESOLUTION 06-358 — COMMITTEE REPORT 505 

REQUESTING THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES TO 
INCLUDE ROUTES AND SCHEDULES AT ALL BUS STOPS. Requesting the 
Department of Transportation Services to include the routes and schedules at all 
bus stops. 

Administration/Others  

Mel Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 

There was no public testimony. 

Committee Member Kobayashi stated that the resolution was introduced at the 
request of members of the public, both residents and visitors, who have stated that 
the lack of information on bus routes and schedules make it difficult to travel by bus. 
The Resolution is intended to increase public awareness of the available bus service 
and encourage bus usage. 

Director Kaku responded that the Department would evaluate the impacts of posting 
routes and schedules at all bus stops. The Director further stated that the 
Department would consult with the introducer of the Resolution with regards to the 
scope of the Resolution's directives. 

Resolution 06-358 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA —5. 
NOES: 	None. 

6 
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8. 	RESOLUTION 06-362 — COMMITTEE REPORT 506 

APPROVING THE CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU'S LIST OF CANDIDATE 
PROJECTS FOR CONSIDERATION IN THE FISCAL YEARS 2008-2011 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM. Approving the list of candidate 
City projects for consideration for inclusion in the FYs 2008-2011 Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP). 

Administration/Others  

Mel Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 
Mark Au, Planning Division, DTS 
Stan Katsura, Assistant Civil Division Chief, Department of Design and 

Construction (DDC) 

There was no public testimony. 

Director Kaku requested the Committee's favorable consideration of the 
Administration's list of candidate projects proposed to receive federal transit or 
highway funding in the 2008-2011 fiscal years. 

Although grateful for the project's placement on the TIP list, Committee Chair 
Cachola expressed great concern regarding the timeline for the Salt Lake Boulevard 
Widening project. The Committee Chair noted that the project, programmed to 
receive construction funds in fiscal year 2011, is the last phase of a widening project 
that has taken years to complete. Committee Chair Cachola further noted that 
because Salt Lake Boulevard often serves as a secondary thoroughfare to and from 
the west and central side of the island, the unimproved section acts as a problematic 
bottleneck. 

The ensuing discussion between the Committee Chair, Director Kaku and 
Mr. Katsura provided the following: 

• The Department of Design and Construction anticipates the following 
schedule for the Salt Lake project: a July 2007 start for pre-assessment, 
1-1/2 years to prepare the environmental assessment, and project 
completion in 2011, 

• Discussions with the Administration at the Oahu Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (OMPO) meetings had indicated that the widening project would 
be completed much earlier than 2011. 
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0 	The TIP is a continuous program that allows future adjustments in planning 
and programming and the timeline of the Salt Lake Boulevard widening 
project can be re-evaluated. 

Committee Chair Cachola requested that the Administration consider accelerating 
the schedule for the project. He further stated that the Committee Chair's 
sentiments would be stated in the committee report. 

Resolution 06-362 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA —5. 
NOES: 	None. 

Related communications: 

0-940 	Melvin N. Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services, 
transmitting a draft resolution to approve the City and County of 
Honolulu's list of candidate projects for consideration in the Fiscal 
Years 2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 

D-986 	Melvin N. Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services, 
supporting Resolution 06-362. 

0-1000 	Melvin N. Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services, 
submitting priority ranking of FHWA funded candidate projects. 
(Submitted after the meeting) 

M-1632 	Michael Golojuch, supporting the inclusion of the Makakilo Drive 
extension project in the FY2008-2011 TIP. 

FOR DISCUSSION 

9. 	PROGRESS REPORT BY THE TRANSIT ADVISORY TASK FORCE. 

Administration/Others  

Kazu Hayashida, Chair, Transit Advisory Task Force (TATF) 
Randal Ikeda, Member, TATF 
Dr. Karl Kim, Member, TATF 
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Owen Miyamoto, Member, TATF 
Dr. Panos Prevedouros, Member, TATF 
David Glater, Transportation Analyst, City Council 
Mark Scheibe, Project Manager, Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas 

Committee Chair Cachola provided background on the establishment of the Transit 
Advisory Task Force and introduced the Task Force members: Chair Kazu 
Hayashida, Vice-Chair Randal Ikeda and members Ed Hirata, Karl Kim, Cindy 
McMillan, Owen Miyamoto and Panos Prevedouros. 

Task Force Chair Hayashida, Dr. Kim, Mr. Miyamoto, Dr. Prevedouros and 
Mr. Glater provided the following update: 

• The Task Force focused its review of the Alternatives Analysis (AA) report 
on the managed lanes and fixed rail alternatives. 

• The Task Force divided its review among three subcommittees: Technical 
Review (Hirata/Miyamoto), Ridership & Forecasting (Kim/Prevedouros), and 
Financial/Environmental/Social Impacts (Ikeda/McMillan). 

• The Technical Review subcommittee examined the cost implications of the 
managed lanes and fixed rail alternatives. In examining the costs associated 
with a successful managed lanes project in Tampa, Florida, the 
subcommittee observed a substantial difference in constructions costs 
between the continental United States and Honolulu. The subcommittee 
concluded that the costs associated with a "mainland" project could not easily 
be compared to a proposed project in Honolulu. The subcommittee further 
concluded that given the high cost of construction in Hawaii, the projected 
costs associated with the proposed alternatives in the AA report are 
reasonable. 

• The Ridership & Forecasting subcommittee's members conducted individual 
reviews of the AA. 

Task Force Member Kim's review focused on three basic questions: 

1) Are the forecasting methods used in the AA sound? 
2) Are the results produced useful? 
3) Are the results and findings accurate, reliable, reproducible and valid? 

Member Kim's initial assessment would be shared with the other members of 
the Task Force and formalized for the Task Force's report. 
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Task Force Member Prevedouros' review concluded that there appears to be 
no specific forecasting model identified in the AA and therefore it is not 
possible to evaluate whether or not the model is compliant with federal 
regulations. Member Prevedouros' review also concluded that the 
conclusions in the AA are based on unrealistic forecasts in public transit 
ridership. 

• The Financial/Environmental/Social Impacts subcommittee submitted the 
Administration's supporting documents for the AA's general excise tax (GET) 
projections to the Council on Revenues. Initial indications are that the 
projections are "reasonable," but no conclusive determination has been 
received to date. 

• In response to a Task Force request to study alignments starting at the east 
end (UH-Manoa or Waikiki), the Administration's initial assessment 
concluded that alignments beginning at the east end would not have access 
to any base yards. 

• Phasing may be a possible option when faced with longer alignments. Using 
this option, a large project is separated into separate phases. An initial 
environmental assessment is prepared for the entire project and subsequent 
funding is applied for each minimally operable segment or phase. 

Discussion between Committee members, Task Force members and the 
Administration focused on the reliability of the AA's estimated projection of GET 
funds given that businesses may try to evade the tax by "moving" or reporting their 
income in a county other than Honolulu. 

Members of the Task Force were thanked for their efforts in helping the Council in 
its evaluation of the AA. 

The following individuals provided testimony: 

1. Cliff Slater (comments) 
2. Albert Furuto (comments) 

Related communications: 

M-1596 
	

Owen Miyamoto, Member, Transit Advisory Task Force, submitting 
meeting notes from the Technical Review Subcommittee meeting with 
the City administration. 
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M-1633 	Panos Prevedouros, Member, Transit Advisory Task Force, submitting 
report to the Transportation and Planning Committee. 

10. WORK NECESSARY BY THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
TO DETERMINE THE BENEFITS, COSTS, FINANCIAL PLAN AND IMPACTS OF A 
FIXED GUIDEWAY SECTION ALIGNMENT COMBINATION THAT HAS NOT 
BEEN EVALUATED IN THE ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS REPORT. 

Administration/Others  

Toru Hamayasu, Planning •Chief, Planning Division, Department of 
Transportation Services (DTS) 

Mark Scheibe, Program Manager, Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas 

Mr. Scheibe testified that the evaluation of the Council's fifth alignment option 
focused on identifying the key measures of cost effectiveness — capital costs, 
operating and maintenance costs, ridership and capital and operating costs of the 
associated bus system. Mr. Scheibe noted that environmental impacts and capital 
costs are relatively straightforward; however, other measures of cost effectiveness 
are more difficult to analyze. Mr. Scheibe followed with a description of the fifth 
alignment as analyzed by the Department (D-0955) and concluded that based on 
the Department's analysis, the fifth alignment would not meet the Federal Transit 
Administration's cost effectiveness threshold. 

The following individuals provided testimony: 

1. Dr. Michael Uechi (comments) 
2. Cliff Slater, Chair, honolulutraffic.com  (comments) 
3. Joe Wolf (comments) 
4. William Ling (comments) (M-1636) 

Related communications: 

D-0955 	Melvin Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services, 
transmitting analysis of fifth alignment and documentation regarding 
environmental effects. 

M-1634 
	

Marijane Holmes Carlos, opposing rail transit. 

M-1635 
	

Kan-ichi Hayakawa, opposing a fixed guideway system. 
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M-1636 	William Ling, commenting on mass transit alternatives. 

	

M-1637 	Josef Wolfgrub•r, opposing rail. 

11. FINANCIAL PLANS FOR THE TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES EVALUATED 
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES. 

Administration/Others  

Mel Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 
Toru Hamayasu, Planning Chief, Planning Division, DI S 
Mark Scheibe, Program Manager, Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas 

Mr. Hamayasu provided the Department's responses to questions posed by the 
Chair of the Committee. The following information was provided: 

• The FTA has consistently stated that the City should not place a limit on its 
request for funds and that the amount of federal funds estimated to be 
received is not unreasonable. 

• The Administration uses FTA useful life assumptions for the fixed guideway. 
The City will, however, need to begin building a reserve for capital 
replacement expenditures by year 2030. 

• The cash flow analysis is made difficult because of differences between the 
calendar year, city/state fiscal year and the federal fiscal year. 

The following individual provided testimony: 

Cliff Slater, Chair, honolulutraffic.com  (comments) 
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Respectfully submitted, 

— 

DENISE C. DE COSTA 
City Clerk 

Transportation and Planning Committee Minutes 
Thursday, November 30, 2006 

ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:56 p.m. 

gym 

DATE APPROVED 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

DONOVAN M. DELA CRUZ 
CHAIR & PRESIDING OFFICER 
ANN KOBAYASHI 
VICE CHAIR 
ROMY M. CACHOLA 
FLOOR LEADER 
TODD K. APO 
CHARLES K. DJOU 
NESTOR R. GARCIA 
BARBARA MARSHALL 
GARY H. OKINO 
ROD TAM 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
SPECIAL MEETING/PUBLIC HEARING 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER 
40TH SESSION 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2006 
10 A.M. 

garEC 

NOTICE 

Persons wishing to testify on items listed on the afternoon calendar are requesteato re 

by 10 a.m. in the interest of time management as follows: 

a. use the On-Line City Council Speaker Registration form available at 

http://www.co.honolulu.hi.us/council/sokccl.htm;  

b. send a fax to 527-6910 indicating your desire to speak, along with your name, 

phone number and subject matter; 

c. fill out the registration form in person; or 

d. call 523-4269. 

Written testimonies may also be faxed to 527-6910 or you may e-mail your testimony by 

going to http://mm4.honolulu.qov/docushare/dswebNiew/Collection-624  for the e-mail 

contact; however, you are requested to register to speak if you wish to provide oral 

testimony. If submitted, written testimonies, including the testifier's address, e-mail address 

and phone number, may be posted by the City Clerk and available to the public on the City's 

DocuShare Website. 

Each speaker shall not have anyone else read the statement and is limited to: 

a. three-minute presentation on Second Reading/Public Hearing items; 

b. one-minute presentation on all other items. 

Persons who have not registered to testify by 10 a.m. will be given an opportunity to present 

oral testimony on an item by raising their hands after the initial motion is made. Such 

persons will be given an opportunity to testify following oral testimonies by registered 

speakers. 

Any disabled person requiring special assistance should call 523-4269 for details at least 

one day prior to the meeting date. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Thursday, December 7, 2006 

1. CALL TO ORDER —10 A.M. 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. ORDER OF THE DAY 

SECOND READING/PUBLIC HEARING 

TRANSPORTATION & PLANNING 

CR-469 	 Bill 79, CD1  

Relating to transit. (Selecting the transportation mode for the 

City's locally preferred alternative.) 

PASS SECOND READING, AS AMENDED 

4. ADJOURNMENT 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

DONOVAN M. DELA CRUZ 
CHAIR & PRESIDING OFFICER 

ANN H. KOBAYASHI 
VICE CHAIR 

ROMY M. CACHOLA 
FLOOR LEADER 

TODD K. APO 
CHARLES K. DJOU 
NESTOR R. GARCIA 
BARBARA MARSHALL 
GARY H. OKINO 
ROD TAM 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
ADDENDUM 

SPECIAL MEETING/PUBLIC HEARING 
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER 

40TH SESSION 
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2006 

10 A.M. 

NOTICE 

Persons wishing to testify on items listed on the afternoon calendar are requested to register 
by 10 a.m. in the interest of time management as follows: 

a. use the On-Line City Council Speaker Registration form available at 
http://www.co.honolulu.hi.us/council/spkccl.htnn;  

b. send a fax to 527-6910 indicating your desire to speak, along with your name, 
phone number and subject matter; 

c. fill out the registration form in person; or 

d. call 523-4269. 

Written testimonies may also be faxed to 527-6910 or you may e-mail your testimony by 
going to http://www4.honolulu.qov/docushare/dswebNiew/Collection-624  for the e-mail 
contact; however, you are requested to register to speak if you wish to provide oral 
testimony. If submitted, written testimonies, including the testifier's address, e-mail address 
and phone number, may be posted by the City Clerk and available to the public on the City's 
Docu Share Website. 

Each speaker shall not have anyone else read the statement and is limited to: 

a. three-minute presentation on Second Reading/Public Hearing items; 

b. one-minute presentation on all other items. 

Persons who have not registered to testify by 10 a.m. will be given an opportunity to present 
oral testimony on an item by raising their hands after the initial motion is made. Such 
persons will be given an opportunity to testify following oral testimonies by registered 
speakers. 

Any disabled person requiring special assistance should call 523-4269 for details at least 
one day prior to the meeting date. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Thursday, December 7, 2006 

ORDER OF THE DAY (Cont'd.) 

FIRST READING 

Bill 86 

Regulating for an interim period development on lots along the 
alignment selected by the Council as the Locally Preferred 
Alternative (LPA) for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit 
Corridor Project. (Finding that the public health and safety 
require that Interim Development Controls be adopted 
prohibiting development along the transit alignment selected 
as the LPA on Oahu for a temporary period of time until 
permanent transit-oriented development controls can be 
adopted.) 

PASS FIRST READING AND REFER TO COMMITTEE ON 
ZONING 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

DONOVAN M. DELA CRUZ 
CHAIR & PRESIDING OFFICER 
ANN H. KOBAYASHI 
VICE CHAIR 
ROMY M. CACHOLA 
FLOOR LEADER 
TODD K. APO 
CHARLES K. DJOU 
NESTOR R. GARCIA 
BARBARA MARSHALL 
GARY H. OKINO 
ROD TAM 

JOURNAL 

SPECIAL MEETING/PUBLIC HEARING 
40TH SESSION 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2006 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER 
3RD FLOOR, HONOLULU HALE 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CALL TO ORDER 

Pursuant to adjournment, the special meeting of the City Council was called to order by the 
Chair and Presiding Officer, Donovan M. Dela Cruz, at 10:09 a.m., in the Council Chamber, 
at City Hall. 

ROLL CALL 

Roll call showed the following Councilmembers present: 

Councilmembers Apo, Cachola, Djou, Garcia, Kobayashi, Marshall, Okino, Tam, 
Deia Cruz — 9. 

ORDER OF THE DAY 

FIRST READING OF BILL 86 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE REGULATING FOR AN INTERIM PERIOD DEVELOPMENT 
ON LOTS ALONG THE ALIGNMENT SELECTED BY THE COUNCIL AS THE LOCALLY 
PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE FOR THE HONOLULU HIGH-CAPACITY TRANSIT 
CORRIDOR PROJECT IN THE CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU. 

Councilmember Kobayashi moved that the Bill pass first reading. Seconded by 
Councilmember Cachola. 
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The following individuals testified: 

1. Mark Beatty (Expressed concerns regarding the City's liability.) 
2. Arvid Youngquist (M-1688) (Support) 
3. David Tanoue, Department of Planning and Permitting (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Tanoue stated that in the 
past, the City has instituted a temporary moratorium. The moratorium on 
development within a quarter mile area around the alignment casts a broad net and 
the Administration would like to review the ramifications. The Administration will 
work with the City Council to develop legislation acceptable to all parties. 

4. Phillip Blackman (General comment) 

Councilmember Okino spoke in favor of Bill 86. Development around rail stations is 
50 percent of the benefit of a rail system, therefore, the proposed moratorium gives the City 
the opportunity to implement permanent transit-oriented development controls. 

Bill 86 passed first reading and was referred to the Committee on Zoning. 

AYES: 	APO, CACHOLA, DJOU, GARCIA, KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, 
DELA CRUZ —9. 

NOES: 	None. 

SECOND READING/PUBLIC HEARING OF BILL 79, CD1 —COMMITTEE REPORT 469 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

Councilmember Cachola moved that the Committee Report be adopted and the Bill pass 
second reading, as amended (CD1). Seconded by Councilmember Kobayashi. 

The following individuals testified: 

1. Dale Evans, Charley's Taxi, Limousines, Vans & Tours (M-1689) (Oppose) 

2. Arvid T. Youngquist (M-1564) (Support) 
3. Laverne Higa, Department of Facility Maintenance (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Ms. Higa stated that Facility 
Maintenance personnel currently using the City bus or driving City vehicles from 
Kapolei to attend meetings in town could use the rail system instead. 
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4. Eric Takamura, Department of Environmental Services (Support) 
5. Kyle Chock, Pacific Resource Partnership (M-1690) (Support) 
6. Sol Ray Duncan (Support) 
7 	John Monis, Hawaii Operating Engineers Industry Stabilization Fund (M-1691) 

(Support) 
8. Perry 0. Artates, Hawaii Operating Engineers Industry Stabilization Fund (Support) 

9. Deepak Neu pane, Hawaii Community Development Authority (Support) 

10. Dave Rolf, Hawaii Automobile Dealers Association (M-1692) (Oppose) 
11. Grant Teichman, Association of Students of the University of Hawaii (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Okino's queries, Mr. Teichman stated that the 
University of Hawaii (UH) has approximately 5,500 parking spaces for approximately 
25,000 commuters. He is confident that UH students will use the rail system as a 
means to offset increasing tuition costs and fees. 

12. Tesha Malama (Support) 
13. Donna Goth, Kapolei Property Development, LLC (M-1656) (Support) 

14. Keith Kurahashi (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Okino's queries, Mr. Ku rahashi stated that he began 
working for the City in 1977 with the Department of Transportation Services and 
moved to the Department of Planning in 1981. The Oahu Metropolitan Planning 
Organization annually reviews CIP projects which would help improve traffic. The 
problem is not so much the highways, but the off ramps which can only handle so 
many cars. The only way to clear the off ramps is to get people out of their cars. 
Traffic congestion on the freeways affects not only the Ewa and Leeward side but 
also the Hawaii Kai, Kailua and Kaneohe areas. At some point in time, the 
congestion level will be so high that people will decide not to spend 2 hours driving 
into town and will opt to jump on the train for the 20-25 minute ride. The 3-minute 
wait time is getting shorter and shorter (e.g., the Copenhagen system has a 
90-second wait time). The mindset of people has to change. The mindset has to be 
that 2 hours in your car each way totals 4 hours a day spent away from your children 

and family. 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Kurahashi stated that he was 
not aware that the Alternatives Analysis (AA) study estimates that in 2030, 
automobile travel time from Pear!ridge Center to Downtown under the no build 
concept will be 35 minutes, and under the rail concept, depending on the alternative, 
the travel times from Pearl Ridge Center to Downtown range from 29-33 minutes. 
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His information was obtained from speaking to people who told him it takes an hour 
to get from Pearl City to town on the bus. 

15. Ruth Nakasone (Oppose) 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Ms. Nakasone stated that a 
$4 billion transportation system that is integrated to complement the rail would not 
address her concerns. A train system only for students and people going into 
Downtown is not worth the exorbitant price. 

16. Murray TowiII, The Hawaii Hotel & Lodging Association (Support) 
17. Lance Yoshimura, Carpenter's Union Local 745 (M-1684) (Support) 
18. Ken Nakamatsu, Department of Human Resources (D-1001) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Director Nakamatsu stated that 
his staff has requested each Department to provide information on employee work 
hours and will provide the Council with those statistics. 

In response to Councilmember Djou's queries, Director Nakamatsu stated that 
parking rates for City employees is a negotiable item. Negotiating an increase in 
parking rates would impact other areas of compensation or benefits for City 
employees. 

19. Chad Taniguchi, Hawaii Bicycle League (M-1693) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Garcia's queries, Mr. Taniguchi stated that studies 
show that if people live within 5 miles of a destination, they can easily bicycle there, 
so a dedicated path for bicyclists under the transit route similar to Vancouver's sky 
train system would be a benefit. 

20. Gene Awakuni, UH-West Oahu (M-1681) (Support) 

(Note: At this juncture, Councilmember Kobayashi assumed the duties of the 
Chair.) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Awakuni stated that 2009 is a 
realistic date for completion of the first phase of construction of the UH-West 0`ahu 
campus. Roughly 25 percent of the students enrolled at Manoa have zip codes that 
are west of Red Hill, and the University believes a significant number of those 

students would opt to go to a smaller more convenient campus closer to home. The 
Coalition of Regional Institutions has a capital improvement project item in the 
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Region's biennium budget request for the first phase of the campus which the 
Governor has submitted to the Legislature. However, prior requests made to the 
Legislature have been turned down. 

In response to Councilmember Garcia's queries, Mr. Awakuni stated that at 
San Diego State University the parking was located between the rail stop and the 
shopping center. The San Diego State University students he spoke to stated they 

had not ridden rail until the line was extended to the University and were now 
committed users of the fixed rail transit. The University wants the rail stop as close 
to the campus as possible. Parking will initially be provided for University staff, 
students and faculty, but over time, the number of parking stalls will be reduced to 
encourage transit development of a live/work/recreation development district. The 
University has design covenance, guidelines and other conditions for any 

development partner. 

(Note: At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz assumed his duties as Chair.) 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Awakuni stated that the State 
has approximately 990 acres mauka of H-1 and has designated 300 acres for UH 
with discussions for a new stadium. The 28-mile line will enter the UH-West Oahu 
property and go back out to North/South Road, with a proposal to transport people 
from that stop to the proposed stadium. There has been no discussion of a stop at 
the proposed stadium. The University is committed to ensuring that all of the UH 
campuses on Oahu are linked. The ideal situation would be to for the transit line to 
start in West Kapolei and end up in Manoa. The prudent thing would be to build the 
28-mile rail system. For rail to be effective, it should include Kapolei and with the 
first phase of UH-West Oahu in 2009, there will be an instant population of students 
using rail as a transportation alternative. 

In response to Councilmember Tam's queries, Mr. Awakuni stated that the 
University is exploring: (1) development of faculty housing at UH-West Oahu for 
professors across the system on Oahu; (2) the possibility of sharing professors and 
facilities; and (3) development of a research and development park. 

21. 	Jim Tollefson, Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii (M-1661) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Cachoia's queries, Mr. Tollefson stated that the 
Chamber of Commerce will poll its members regarding an increase in the /2 percent 
general excise tax (GET) and will share its findings with the Council. 
Councilmember Cachola's suggestion that failure to respond to the poll would mean 
an affirmative vote will be taken into consideration. The Chamber of Commerce has 
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slightly more than 1,100 members representing about 200,000 employees. The 

Chamber of Commerce looks forward to reviewing the City Council's financial 

proposals. 

In response to Councilmember Djou's queries, Mr. Tollefson stated that the 

Chamber of Commerce has not done an extensive survey of its members, so he is 

unable to express an opinion on optional funding sources. 

22. Rod Kane (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Okino's queries, Mr. Kane stated that many Local 5 

members and nonunion hotel workers would use the rail system and would benefit 

from the financial advantages. 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Kane stated that the hotel 

workers support rail, but would prefer a system that goes to Waikiki. Although the 

predicted travel time is longer than it currently takes, he supports rail. 

23. Robin Murayama (Support) 
24. Mason Chung, Sheraton Employee (Support) 
25. Dwight Yoshimura, General Growth Properties, Inc. (M-1639) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Yoshimura stated that there 

are two stops involving General Growth Properties, Inc. (GGP), one at Ward and 

one at Ala Moana. GPP is willing to negotiate with the City regarding GPP covering 

the cost of building the station and providing space for a kiosk for additional City 

revenue. 

(Note: At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz sat in Councilmember Kobayashi's seat and 

Councilmember Kobayashi assumed the duties of the Chair.) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Yoshimura stated that 

ultimately it is up the customers to decide whether to drive or ride a rapid transit 

system. People who currently ride the bus limit their purchases or have their goods 

delivered. GPP has a number of employees attending the University of Hawaii or 

living on the Leeward side who would probably use the rapid transit system to get to 

work. 

(Note: At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz assumed his duties as Chair and 

Acting Chair Kobayashi returned to her seat.) 
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in response to Councilmember Kobayashi's queries, Mr. Yoshimura stated that 
presently GPP is not considering housing in the parking area near Sears. As Ward 
Center is part of the Hawaii Community Development Authority (HCDA) complex, 
GPP contributes substantial amounts of money for affordable housing. Discussions 
on affordable housing have covered the alignment along Queen Street in 
conjunction with the City's overall transit system. 

26. Buzz Hong, Building Trade Council (M-1640) (Support) 
27. John Radcliffe, UHPA (M-1638) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Radcliffe stated that even if a 
shorter segment is built, which does not include the University of Hawaii (U H), he 
believes it will eventually be expanded to reach the UH. UH Professors currently 
spend 24 hours a day on campus, so they would be amenable to starting classes at 
an earlier hour. 

28. Polly Grace (Support) 
29. Ann H. Chung, Office of Economic Development (Support) 
30. Carl Takamura, Hawaii Business Roundtable (M-1655) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Takamura stated that the 
Hawaii Business Roundtable (Roundtable) understands that traffic is a major quality 
of life issue affecting the West Oahu community. While rail is not the only solution, it 
is part of a comprehensive set of solutions (i.e., improving the bus system, making 
the City more pedestrian and bicycle friendly) to address traffic congestion. 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Takamura stated that 
managed lanes was one of the options studied in the AA report, but the 
recommendation was that a fixed guideway system would be the most effective. 
The Roundtable currently has 54 members. At this point, it would be premature to 
poll the Roundtable members on support for an increase in the GET. He will take 
the request for a poll back to Roundtable leadership but does not know how the 
Roundtable will respond. The Roundtable is not making a recommendation on a 
route, but simply supports building a system the City can afford. 

31. Blenn Fujimoto, Central Pacific Bank (M-1694) (Support) 
32. Christine Camp Friedman, Avalon Development (M-1695) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Ms. Friedman stated that she 
supports rail because it provides a lifestyle choice. Basic public services are 
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subsidized by taxpayers. She would be willing to pay for a transit system to benefit 

all the residents of Oahu. There are many alternative financing options, such as 

selling development rights along the route, private/public partnership and bond 

financing. The City should build the longest route it can afford, running from 

West Kapolei to UH Manoa, with a connection to the airport and Ala Moana. 

33. Jeff Arce, McNaughton Group (M-1683) (Support) 
34. Dennis Callan (M-1696) (Oppose) 

In response to Councilmember Kobayashi's queries, Mr. Callan stated that Tampa 

has an elevated structure for its bus way system. He can think of no examples of a 

fixed guideway bus way system. As technology and ideas evolve, new solutions for 

traffic congestion will be developed in the future. 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Callan stated that he was 

speaking as an individual. He has studied urban planning and social science. He 

has kept informed on the transit issue by reading reports and articles on the subject. 

The ridership projection is merely a prediction of how many riders there will be. 

Instead of the 2-lane structure for the elevated bus way (managed lane), a 3-lane 

structure would have far greater capacity. 

35. Michael T. Jones, DR Horton-Schuler Homes (M-1647) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Jones stated that rail stations 

benefit builder/developers, so DR Horton-Schuler Homes would be willing to 

negotiate a win-win situation with the City. There is a 98-99 percent chance 

DR Horton-Schuler Homes would build the station and park and ride at no cost to 

the City, but it would depend on many different factors (i.e., State land use, County 

zoning, development plans at that point in time). 

36. Lan Truong, UH Student (Support) 
37. Henry Cheng, UH Student (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Tam's queries, Mr. Cheng stated that having to wait 

in traffic for 2 hours takes away from study time necessary for internship 

opportunities. With only 5,500 parking spaces for 28,000 students, many students 

arrive at 6 a.m. to find parking and then sleep in their cars. His friends have driven 

to campus but missed their classes because parking was not available. The parking 

shortage will be very difficult to alleviate without rail. 

38. Christina Stidman, UH Student (Support) 
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In response to Councilmember Okino's queries, Ms. Stidman stated that students 

would ride the rail, train or any form of mass transit because: (1) TheBus is not 

always reliable as buses gets stuck in traffic just like all the cars do; (2) rail would 

get them to school faster; (3) a fixed rail system does not deal with traffic 

congestion; (4) rail has a wait time of 3-15 minutes; and (5) rail is a guaranteed ride 

home. 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Ms. Stidman stated that out of 

28,000 students, faculty and administration, in one week 1,100 individuals 

completed an on-line survey indicating overwhelming support for mass transit and 

an intention to ride the rail. At the request of Councilmembers, the on-line survey 

could be continued for a longer period of time. 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Ms. Stidman stated that the 

survey was a questionnaire. Mr. Cheng added that webmasters have told them 

determining whether a person responds to the survey more than once raises a 

privacy issue. In reviewing the surveys, each one looked very different. 

Mr. Teichman stated that it was determined that no two surveys came from the 

same IP address, but not whether an individual used more than one IP address. 

39. Cruz J. Vina, Jr., Pearl City Neighborhood Board No. 21 (Support) 

40. Sidney Quintal, Department of Enterprise Services (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Director Quintal stated that the 

Department of Enterprise Services has not considered running express buses for 

major functions to alleviate parking problems or congestion. 

41. Lei Matsuura (Support) 
42. Michael Pili Pang, Mayor's Office of Culture and the Arts (MM-150) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Executive Director Pang stated 

that the Office of Culture and the Arts has set up shuttles from alternative parking 

sites to alleviate the parking and congestion problem which is very costly for events. 

Transportation is not provided from outlying areas to encourage people to refrain 

from driving to these events 

43. Cynthia Nyross, UH Student (Support) 
44. Tom Papandrew, American Institute of Architects (AIA) (Support) 
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In response to Councilmember Kobayashi's queries, Mr. Papandrew stated that he 

just returned from Portland which has transit oriented developments (i.e., mixed use 

moderate to high density) which work very well. There are better options to 

integrate space and overhead designs into our community. 

In response to Councilmember Okino's queries, Mr. Papandrew stated that AIA 

members support rail but are concerned about integration of the system into the 

urban fabric. The largest subsidy provided to citizens is free parking. Professor 

Donald Shoop's book, "The High Cost of Free Parking", provides some good points 

on parking. Each parking space is worth $50-60,000, yet a lot of free parking is 

provided to the populace. The benefit of a rail system outweighs the cost of dealing 

with more efficient land use configurations and traffic management, particularly for 

the lower socio-economic spectrum of the community. He does not agree with 

Mr. Callan that Honolulu does not have the densities to make rail work. 

In response to Councilmember Garcia's queries, Mr. Papandrew stated that he 

would prefer to see one or two rail cars traveling along the road rather than 

500-600 cars. The Nimitz corridor with the viaduct coming in from the airport is an 

eyesore and is a terrible introduction to the City of Honolulu. An alternative to 

skyscrapers marring the view plane is to continue to build single family homes 

everywhere. A preferable direction is a path of high density developments along the 

transit corridor allowing the creation of more open space elsewhere. His students 

have seen the American Dream shifting from a house with a white picket fence to a 

condo with an elevator and a lanai. Most of his students this year live in the urban 

core and a lot of them live in highrises. Many of them have never known any other 

way of life. The City made the decision to urbanize Central Oahu and the Ewa 

Plain, with the Second City located in Ewa. The City Council has the opportunity to 

move forward and make the right decision. 

(Note: At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz sat in Councilmember Kobayashi's seat and 

Councilmember Kobayashi assumed the duties of the Chair.) 

In response to Chair Dela Cruz's queries, Mr. Papandrew stated that volumes have 

been written on the cost of urban sprawl and he would be happy to bring some 

books on the subject for the Council to read. Professor Shoop says that 4 parking 

spaces are provided in our communities for every single car on the road. Providing 

2 million parking spaces for Y2 million cars is a huge cost. In the long run, focused 

density will actually save the taxpayers money. AIA is asking for an integrated 

transportation system that includes pedestrians, bicycles, affordable housing and 

senior housing, a multi-mogul system. 
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In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Papandrew stated that in 
Portland there was a lot of cooperation between government and private enterprise 
for the transit-oriented development. Portland provided assistance and encouraged 
development around the transit stations and a lot of very enlightened developers 
have built around the transit stations. 

45. Gordon Bruce, Department of Information Technology (D-1002) (Support) 
46. Bobbie Slater (Oppose) 
47. Maureen Andrade, Waipahu Neighborhood Board (M-1671) (Support) 

(Note: At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz assumed his duties as Chair.) 

48. Jack Legal, Filipino Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii (Support) 
49. Reverend Bob Nakata, Faith Action for Community Equity (FACE) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Garcia's queries, Reverend Nakata stated that in the 
past, the proposal to offset income tax reductions with an increase in the excise tax 
included tax breaks for the low income taxpayers. The rail system is expensive and 
will require large subsidies, but will benefit the elderly and low income taxpayers. 
The 30 percent affordable housing requirement may need to be increased to offset 
rising property values in outlying areas and low income taxpayers will need 
subsidized housing. His opposition to H-3 was a desire to keep the country country. 

(Note: At this juncture, Councilmember Kobayashi assumed the duties of the 
Chair.) 

In response to Councilmember Okino's queries, Reverend Nakata stated that transit-
oriented development needs to be done correctly with shopping, eating 
establishments, day care for seniors and children, and different kinds of human 
services in close proximity to the rail system. The largest financial windfall will come 
from savings on transportation expenses (i.e., the actual cost of the automobile, 
insurance, repair and maintenance and parking) which would far outweigh the 
impact of the excise tax increase. Global warming is a huge issue. 

50. J. Roger Morton, Oahu Transit Services (M-1672) (Support) 
51. Cliff Slater, Honolulutraffic.com  (M-1697) (Oppose) 

In response to Councilmember Apo's queries, Mr. Slater stated that as a 
businessman, weighing the benefits and cost, he concluded that the benefits in no 
way justify the cost. No metropolitan area with rail has had an increase in people 
commuting by public transportation because of a rail line. While there are benefits 
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from increasing public transportation, there is no reduction in traffic congestion. The 
AA showed that were currently 6 percent over capacity on our highways, and rail 
would increase that to 31 percent. A regional bus rapid transit program using the 
managed lane (HOT lanes) gives commuters a greater opportunity to go door to 
door without transfers. People are motivated to use public transportation if there is a 
savings of time. If 15 minutes can be knocked off of total commute time, people will 
switch to public transportation. Buses would get stuck in traffic congestion unless 
traveling in managed lanes. He feels that Dr. Prevedouros should be hired to run 
models to determine different options for distributing the traffic coming off of HOT 
lanes or managed lanes. Tampa spent $400 million building a comparable transit 
system, and Parsons Brinkerhoff estimates Honolulu's system will cost $2.6 billion. 

52. Brent Buckley, UH Agriculture Professor (M-1698) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Apo's queries, Professor Buckley stated that there is 
still traffic when UH is not in session. Over the past 3 years, traffic has gotten worse 
every year. Although he leaves at the same time, it takes him an additional 15 
minutes. 

53. Theresia C. McMurdo, West Oahu Economic Development Association (M-1699) 
(Support) 

In response to Councilmember Apo's queries, Ms. McMurdo stated that when 
businesses explore investing in an area, like West Oahu or Kapolei, they at look 
ease of navigating through traffic for their employees and delivery of goods and 
products through the area. One reason Hoku Scientific and the Honolulu Advertiser 
moved to the area was because the infrastructure was in place. The 
Honolulu Advertiser uses the harbor to move paper. Hoku Scientific selected the 
area because they could build a full facility. Transit, in terms of employees being 
able to access work and home quickly and efficiently, would be a major factor in a 
business decision to invest in the area. 

54. Lance Kamada, ILWU , Local 142 (Support) 
55. Nora Nomura, HGEA (M-1673) (Support) 

(Note: At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz assumed his duties as Chair.) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Ms. Nomura stated that the 
Hawaii Government Employees Association supports the full alignment, including 
Waikiki. 
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56. Robert Lillis, IAM & AW LL 1998 (Support) 
57. Jan Lehner, Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail (Support) 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 2:30 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 2:31 p.m. 

58. Panos Prevedouros, Ph.D., Hawaii Highway Users Alliance (M-1626 M-1700) 
(Oppose) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Dr. Prevedouros stated that there 
is going to be reduced need for rail because of the aging population as rail is very 
inconvenient for the elderly and the handicapped. There are many cases where rail 
actually failed due to an engineering system failure. Suicide terrorists, terrorism and 
power outages must be taken into account. The efficiency of rail and the 
stoppages it experiences are more frequent than other events occurring on the rail 
system. Traffic congestion could be relieved with a high occupancy toll (HOT) 
highway which is a fixed guideway defined primarily as a high occupancy/toll facility 
operating at a free flow speed of 55-65 mph. High occupancy includes buses, City 
buses, tour buses, and vanpools, and in some cases, carpools with 4 or more 
occupants. HOT lanes were not studied in the AA. It will not be as expensive as 
building rail because the system gives priority to buses which the City already 
possesses. HOT lanes are efficient because traveling at 60 mph, buses can cover 
14 miles in 14 minutes; therefore, the same bus can actually do a round trip twice in 
an hour. 

In response to Councilmember Garcia's queries, Dr. Prevedouros stated that he 
sees a potential for 6-8 off ramps from the toll roads, two in Downtown Honolulu. If 
$6 billion in infrastructure is considered, mini tunnels could bring traffic into the core 
of Downtown without building anything overhead and without affecting businesses 
like Aloha Tower. There has been a nationwide trend to create mini tunnels to 
decongest bottlenecks. During peak hour, Downtown traffic is not so bad, so there 
is capacity for more circulation. The bottlenecks occur upon first entering 
Downtown. With the proposed development of Ewa, UH-West Oahu, and the 
State's proposal for a shopping center the size of Ala Moana Shopping Center, 
people may stay in the Ewa District and not even come to Downtown. Even with all 
the construction occurring in Downtown, it will be the same traffic which can be 
accommodated. The traffic signals in Downtown area need to be synchronized. A 
mufti-level approach should be studied to deal with traffic congestion, including a 
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ferry system and an expanded bus system. The Federal Transit Authority (FTA) has 
proposed regulations to convert High Occupant Vehicle (HOV) lanes to High 
Occupant Transit (HOT) lanes as an alternative to Fixed Guideway (FG), which 
would be eligible for direct FTA funding because the primary purpose for HOT 
highways is as a guideway used solely for express buses. Census data indicates 
that the marketplace for cars has been saturated. More cars have been sold than 
there are driver's licenses, but those cars are not actually on the road because each 
driver can only drive one car at a time. Cars sales and the building of roads does 
not lead to congestion. Congestion is caused by activities people are involved in. 
The idealism of U H students is interesting because although they say they will ride 
rail, students are among the most multi-tasking people (i.e., surfing, working, school 
and other social activities), so rail will not even satisfy 10 percent of their activities. 
Individuals are automobile dependent because of their multi-tasking lives (i.e., 
driving to and from work, grocery shopping, chauffeuring children to the babysitter or 
sporting activities). 

(Note: At this juncture, Councilmember Kobayashi assumed the duties of the 
Chair.) 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Dr. Prevedouros stated that he 
questions the AA report which: (1) is not a fully engineered solution; (2) does not 
analyze an option of managed lanes; and (3) has not worked out the traffic 
engineering in Downtown. The AA utilized the State's Nimitz Viaduct which has no 
off ramps, so 2 lanes are dropped down to a traffic light with no distribution of traffic, 
creating instant congestion. If the express buses can complete 14 miles in 14 
minutes, bus ridership should be as good as the rail because riders stay on the 
same bus and reach their destination without having to transfer. Table 3-3 of the AA 
shows that in 2030, between Aiea and Manoa or Waikiki, automobile travel time will 
be equal to or better than the rail. He believes that based on accountability and 
logic, the FTA will reject the AA. Although he is not speaking for the Transportation 
Advisory Task Force today, he trusts the Task Force will give his concerns serious 
consideration and that his concerns will be reflected in its FTA submission. 

(Note: At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz assumed his duties as Chair and 
Acting Chair Kobayashi returned to her seat.) 

59. 	Anna Marie Springer, American Savings Bank (M-1701) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Ms. Springer stated that the 
Downtown branch has 65-70 employees, including peak and full time employees. 
Parking for Downtown employees is subsidized or bus passes are provided. She 
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has not determined whether employees who drive or take the bus would be more 
likely to take the train. 

60, 	Senator Clarence Nishihara, Hawaii State Senate (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Senator Nishihara stated that he 
is aware of indications that rail will not reduce traffic congestion, but rail provides a 
measure of flexibility and an alternative mode of travel that will alleviate some of the 
traffic congestion. He does not agree with Dr. Prevedouros that HOT lanes with 
buses are really more efficient and a better solution for traffic congestion. At this 
time, he cannot say the GET increase could not be used for fixed guideway if it were 
running buses instead of trains. 

61. Richard M. Tada, International Association of Machinists & Aerospace Workers 
(Support) 

62. John Brizdle (M-1685, M-1790) (Oppose) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Brizdle stated that not 
enough attention is being paid to the HO (high occupancy) of HOT lanes. People 
would probably prefer saving 96 minutes a day over a 20-mile route by riding an 
express bus going 60 mph rather than a 25 mph train. No build is not an option. An 
elevated managed lane for high occupancy toll lanes will actually get vehicles off H-
1 whereas the train will not. 

63. Richard Port (Support) 
64. Andrew Mertz (Oppose) 
65. Isaac Hokama, Office of the Mayor (Support) 
66. Len Pepper (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Pepper stated that he 
believes that the majority of Neighborhood Board No. 18 residents support rail along 
Salt Lake Boulevard. He would be much more likely to use rail if it ran along 
Salt Lake Boulevard than if it ran along the Nimitz Corridor. Changes in the socio-
economic level and an aging population affect traffic patterns. 

67. Mike Kitamura, Office of Senator Dan Akaka (M-1702) (Support) 
68. Leonard Morton (Support) 
69. Michael Uechi (Oppose) 

In response to Councilmember Kobayashi's queries, Mr. Uechi stated that part of the 
whole equation has to deal with the concept of HOT lanes. HOT lanes are a fixed 
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guideway which will prove invaluable in making the bus the preferred means of 
transit. 

70. Wayne Kishida, Hawaii Laborer's Union Local 368 (M-1703) (Support) 
71. Cal Kawamoto (Support) 
72. Thomas J. Strout, NHB #18 (Aliamanu, Foster V. Salt Lake) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Strout stated that the 
Neighborhood Board prefers a route that includes Salt Lake Boulevard and services 
Aliamanu, Foster Village and Salt Lake residents and would require less shuttle 
buses to service Pearl Harbor and airport employees. 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Strout stated that if the 
Council chose an airport route for rail, the Neighborhood Board would support it, but 
would not be happy. 

73. Ropeti Ale (M-1704) (Support) 
74. Wally Wake, Honolulu Committee on Aging (Support) 
75. Kenneth Wong (Support) 
76. Eric Nelson, Innovative Design & Concepts (Oppose) 
77. Michelle Jaffee (Support) 
78. Senator Norman Sakamoto, Hawaii State Senate (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Senator Sakamoto stated that the 
City, the Navy and our Congressional delegation should be able to negotiate an 
alignment to service the airport and Salt Lake areas. Honolulu residents will pay for 
a transit system and ought to benefit from the system. 

79. Todd Scheiert, Integrated Resources Management (General comment) 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Scheiert stated that the AA 
makes no reference to building the 138,000 volt lines into the infrastructure of the 
rail. Building the electrical lines to the infrastructure will: (1) increase the strength of 
the concrete; (2) increase the reliability of rail power; (3) allow substations to be 
pulled off of the lines all along the route; and (4) prevent the electric grid from being 
overtaxed. Hawaiian Electric Company (HECO) wants to upgrade their main 
transmission, so it should be built into the infrastructure now. It costs $150 million 
for one 138,000-volt line. If two lines are installed side by side, HECO would have 
two lines to pull from and each line could carry about 1/3 of the entire island. If not 
built into the rail infrastructure, the lines would need to be built at another site or 
overhead. The rail line is going to run exactly where all the load centers are, so 
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building it into the rail infrastructure is the best alternative otherwise $1/2 billion of 

taxpayer money will be required for HECO to put in the line in the future. If the lines 

are not put in, rail would run erratically and could cause localized blackouts when 

substations are tripped off line. In Japan, during the first 10 years, there were daily 

blackouts until motor generators were installed. In North America, the synchronous 

to induction generator grid is a little over 68 percent induction, 32 synchronous. 

Synchronous generators carry and stabilize the entire grid. Oahu does not have 

synchronous generators, so there will be problems every day, especially during 

peak hours. 

80. Les Among, Waikiki Neighborhood Board (Oppose) 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Among stated that he has 

been a member of the Waikiki Neighborhood Board (Board) for 12 years. He 

believes the Board voted 17-0 against a rail line going through Waikiki, He opposes 

a rail line coming into Waikiki in the light of all the construction and condominiums 

which have exceeded capacity levels, destroyed the sewer system and created 

additional traffic problems. The existing bus system should be upgraded before 

anything new is added. 

81. Phillip Blackman (General comment) 
82. James Manaku, Sr. (Oppose) 
83. Allen Stack, Jr. (Support) 
84. Daniel Neyer (Oppose) 

In response to Councilmember Cacholats queries, Mr. Neyer stated that he is 

opposed to Bill 79 because there are too many unanswered questions (i.e., How 

much will the system cost? Will a new power plant have to be built to provide power 

for the system?). Other City employees are afraid of the consequences if they 

testify against rail. He is speaking on his own time as a private citizen. 

85. Maeda C. Timson, Makakilo/Kapolei/Honokai Hale Neighborhood Board No. 34 

(D-1004) (Support) 
86. Albert H. Furuto (Oppose) 
87. Lois Abrams (Oppose) 
88. Lee Stack (Oppose) 
89. Michelle Matson (M-1705) (Oppose) 

(Note: At this juncture, Councilmember Kobayashi assumed the duties of the 

Chair.) 
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90. Barry Herr (Support) 

(Note: At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz returned to the Council Chamber and 
assumed his duties and Acting Chair Kobayashi returned to her seat) 

91. Sharene Saito Tam, Haseko (Hawaii), Inc. (M-1706) (Support) 
92. Bill Brennan, Press Secretary, Office of the Mayor (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Djou's queries, Mr. Brennan stated that he did not 
say Tampa was the only city with a tollway system, but that it was the only one 
mentioned today. Tampa's cost increased due to a foundation failure. A foundation 
failure might or might not occur with a rail or an elevated tollway system. Tampa's 
toll fee increased from $1 to $1.50, a 50 percent increase. The Administration is 
proposing to charge $2 for the rail system, the same as TheBus. 

93. Lester Chang, Department of Parks and Recreation (Support) 
94. Mark Taylor, Aliamanu/Foster Village Neighborhood Board (M-1707) (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Kobayashi's queries, Mr. Taylor stated that of the 21 
cities with a transit system, 7 have transit lines connected to the airport. The 
Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) opened in 1972 and connected to the San 
Francisco airport in 2004. The BART line to the airport was a disappointment due to 
low ridership. Transit lines run through heavy population centers and work place 
areas. The Airport and Pearl Harbor are major employment centers outside the 
major bottleneck at the Middle Street area, so these commuters coming from Aiea, 
Pearl City or Waipahu to the Airport do not sit in traffic for 45 minutes. Commuters 
coming from Salt Lake Downtown or Ala Moana or Waikiki sit in traffic for 45 
minutes. 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Taylor stated that he has not 
done an analysis of Airport employees, so he does not know whether Airport 
employees all live in the Salt Lake area. None of the communities he researched 
were destinations tourists could only reach by plane. If the transit line is not 
extended into Waikiki, mainland tourist traffic would not be serviced by the line. 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Taylor stated that the 
Hiawatha line opened in Minneapolis, St. Paul, in early 2004 and did not get an 
airport connection until late 2004. The population base for Salt Lake would be 
60-70,000 if Aliamanu and Foster Village are included. With a large number of 
rental properties in the Salt Lake area, there are probably quite a few students living 
in the area who would not be serviced by a transit line serving the Airport rather than 
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Salt Lake. While the Salt Lake Neighborhood Board supports a route aligned along 
Salt Lake Boulevard, some members would oppose rail if it were not routed along 
Salt Lake Boulevard. If the transit line is aligned along Nimitz Highway and the 
Airport, he will not be riding transit. The Board focused on the needs of Salt Lake 
area residents. The first priority of a rail system should be to service the highest 
concentrations of residential populations, as well as major destinations. 

In response to Councilmember Djou's queries, Mr. Taylor stated that the Board did 
not analyze or discuss at length the employment aspect of the rail line or the fact 
that an alternative alignment would better serve the needs of the employers along 
that corridor. When the City initially began work on the AA, a Camp Caitlin Road 
alignment serving Pearl Harbor, the Airport and Salt Lake was taken off the table 
because of the Navy's concerns about the transit line crossing Navy housing. 

In response to Councilmember Apo's queries, Mr. Taylor stated that the Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board urges the Council to approve a Salt Lake Boulevard alignment 
for the transit system, but if the Council feels it is necessary to serve the Airport, the 
community would support a Camp Caitlin Road alignment which would service the 
Salt Lake, Foster Village and Aliamanu residents. His research indicated that a 
transit system servicing the airport depended on the priorities of the individual cities. 
The needs of several hundred people commuting interisland every day must be 
weighed against the needs of 50,000 people residing within 11,4  miles of a Salt Lake 
station. 

95. 	Toru Hamayasu, Department of Transportation Services (Support) 

In response to Councilmember Okino's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated that a Salt 
Lake line would have to be on the mauka side of the freeway, so it would be difficult 
to have a connection to the airport and would impact on Navy land. The 
Administration has been assured that Hawaiian Electric has sufficient electrical 
capacity to provide the service from start-up in 2012 to target completion in 2030. 
The information provided to reporters and Councilmembers contained a compilation 
of the calculations and worksheets utilized to prepare the AA report and was not 
newly revealed information as reported in the news. 

In response to Councilmember Tam's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated that ridership 
estimates were calculated from computer simulations of both the Salt Lake 
Boulevard and Airport alignments. The computer model incorporated: (1) future 
population; (2) future attractions such as the employment center; and (3) various 
routes for the Airport alignment. The data came from a mid 1990 survey which was 
updated in 2000, 2005 and 2006. The characteristics influencing the behavior of 
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Honolulu travelers included: (1) deciding whether to drive a car versus catching the 
bus or transit; (2) parking expense; (3) composition of family members; 
(4) household income; (5) travel time; and (6) time spent waiting at transfer points. 
The Keehi Lagoon station is an interface station for the airport alignment. A 20-mile 
segment would be supported by about 600 buses. Bus service feeding into a fixed 
guideway system may be improved compared to the current bus service. 

In response to Councilmember Kobayashi's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated that the 
number of boardings from the airport (55,000) is greater than the number of people 
living in the Salt Lake area (50,000) because the airport alignment has a large 
employment base. The Pearl Harbor/Hickam area is estimated to contain 39,000 
jobs and the Airport/lwilei area is estimated to contain 43,500 jobs, which includes 
civilian workers on the military base. There would be a greater environmental 
impact along South King Street to Dillingham Boulevard. Currently, there is 
relatively low density development along the Farrington Highway alignment with no 
proposed development of a higher density within the next 20 years The 
Administration's recommendations for an Airport alignment and no line into Waikiki 
are based on the numbers, but the Council will make the ultimate decision_ A bus 
system has a high labor cost and at some point would no longer be efficient. But if 
the City did not want any capital expenditure and had no funding sources, a bus 
system would be an option. The entire Transportation Planning Division 
(13 employees) worked on the AA report but the man hours are not included in the 
$10 million cost. He did not calculate hours his staff spent on the AA report and will 
do so. The Council should have received an accounting of how Parsons 
Brinckerhoff has spent the $10 million. 

In response to Councilmember Cachola's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated that there 
are 6,000 employees at the Airport. The AA report shows there are currently 
39,800 jobs for the entire lwilei/Mapunapuna/Airport area, with an estimated 43,500 
in 2030. The Airport alignment includes Hickam and Pearl Harbor which has almost 
40,000 civilian jobs, which brings the total to almost 80,000 jobs compared to the 
50,000 residents in the Salt Lake area. Military personnel are not included in the AA 
report. The Department of Planning and Permitting (DPP) has not forecast any 
increase in the population along the 4-mile stretch along Salt Lake Boulevard. DPP 
utilizes population figures received from the State, checking the figures against the 
zoning and probability of construction. The first segment (5-7 miles) of a 20-mile 
route is projected to be completed in 2012. The first segment is not the minimum 
operating segment and the Administration will determine where it will be located 
within the minimum operating segment section. The Administration followed the 
Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization's long range plan for 2030, so there are 
no ridership numbers for 2017. In order to provide ridership numbers for 2017, the 
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Administration would need to request State population projections and population 
and employment distribution from DPP. 

In response to Councilmember Apois queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated that the right-of-
way is narrow in some areas along Salt Lake Boulevard, so in order to fit the station, 
the City designed a split level platform with each side going in different directions. A 
similar condition exists with the Queen Street alignment. An Airport route going to 
the Salt Lake station raises the following problems: (1) remaining on the mauka side 
of H- 1 to avoid cutting across H- 1 or Nimitz Highway to get to Camp Caitlin; 
(2) remaining on the mauka side of H- 1 and approaching Camp Caitlin would involve 
cutting through the Navy golf course area which they objected to; and (3) the Navy 
prefers that the alignment does not cut through the Camp Caitlin housing area. The 
difference in ridership numbers between a Salt Lake alignment and a non-Salt Lake 
alignment arises because: (1) there is a park and ride facility at the Aloha Stadium 
station; (2) the Aloha Stadium station on the non-Salt Lake alignment would serve 
nothing but the Aloha Stadium; (3) there is a connection to Halawa landing, Arizona 
Memorial; and (4) the Salt Lake population comes into Aloha Stadium station. 
There are two stations in the Salt Lake alignment, Aloha Stadium and Ala Nioi 
Place. The Airport alignment adds Aloha Stadium, Radford Drive, the Airport station 
itself, and Lagoon Drive and the Middle Street Transit Centers. Operating a bus 
system is generally more expensive than operating rail. The Administration 
designed a bus fleet to maximize transit usage under the managed lane alternative. 
The AA report predicts that GET revenues and federal funding are sufficient to cover 
the construction of a 20-mile route, as well as interest accrued from any borrowed 
money during intense construction periods. Once a substantial portion of the 
system is completed, development by surrounding landowners may reduce the 
City's capital needs and be sufficient to cover the transit operation. The 
Administration's cost estimates for fixed guideway, as well as for managed lane, 
includes a 25 percent contingency or buffer, as required by the FTA. The cost 
estimates for both the rail line and the stations for a 20-mile system include: 
(1) design and engineering costs and (2) land right-of-way costs. 

In response to Councilmember Djouts queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated that the FTA 
has guidelines specifying a contingency range to cover change orders or inflation of 
cost of materials. Since passage of Bill 83 on first reading, the Administration has 
not received any word from Congress indicating that federal funding for the transit 
system is in jeopardy. The $25-30 million in question is for the next phase for 
planning which could be partially or totally cut. If the funding is taken out of the 
federal budget, the City will be in a very difficult position. The $8 figure for toll way 
use came from researching systems in Riverside, Houston and San Diego, where 
toll charges are adjusted depending on the condition level of the lane, typically about 
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$4. During the highest peak period, the fee is can go up to $8 to control the demand 
so that the hub lane is free flowing. Most of these toll way systems are not grade 
separated because the lanes were converted from High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) 
lanes. It is possible that the City could obtain funding by dividing the transit system 
into different segments or phases, and the Administration should explore that option 
after selection of a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). The National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) prohibits segmentation without an independent utility. Each 
segment is required to have a reasonable terminus, meaning each segment 
operates individually with its own purpose. The Administration's 20-mile route 
meets the test of segmentation because there is a logical terminus on each end. 
The Administration did not study a route from Waianae to Hawaii Kai. The Council 
must choose the LPA from the AA report. 

In response to Councilmember Marshall's queries, Mr. Hamayasu stated that the 
managed lane alternative requires a higher subsidy because revenue from tolls will 
not cover capital costs so, therefore, there's not much going into it and heavy 
subsidy has to be provided to make up the cost difference. FTA funding is based on 
the mileage of a facility. Higher mileage receives more FTA funding, part of which 
can be used toward the operating subsidy. Because the fixed guideway option has 
higher mileage than the managed lane alternative, ETA funding is greater which 
reduces the subsidy level. Maintenance cost is considered capital cost which is 
subsidized by federal funding. There is no guarantee that federal funding will 
continue, but the City has been receiving federal funding under the Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) for the past 30 years. Fare box 
recovery includes the local subsidy, as well as eligible federal funding. The AA 
showed a range of costs for certain alignments because: (1) only one 20-mile 
alignment was identified; (2) there were 3 different full built alignments; and (3) there 
were 2 different managed lane options_ The managed lane options running from the 
H-1/H-2 merge to Iwilei were proposed by the proponents of the system at the 
scoping meeting in December 2005. The managed lane option is not eligible for 
transit funding because it will be open to single occupant toll vehicles. Elements of 
the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) were incorporated into the Transportation System 
Management (TSM) and the managed lane option which is the reason for the 
different types of ramps built at the H-2 interchange and the Aloha Stadium. TSM is 
an expansion of the bus system but is not a dedicated lane because construction 
costs would be too high. The $6 billion for the full corridor alignment uses an 
inflated dollar or future dollars. For a short alignment, the inflated dollar is 
approximately $5.1 billion. Initially, the City would have about 3 years of collected 
GET; therefore, in the beginning, bonds don't have to be issued. As construction 
activity intensifies, the City may have to start issuing bonds. If the construction 
schedule is not followed, construction costs may increase and the financial plan 
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would have to be revised. The Administration did not recommend a Waikiki spur 
because of: (1) lack of support; (2) the Waikiki Neighborhood Board and the Waikiki 
Improvement Association supported the fixed guideway option, but preferred that 
Waikiki not be included; and (3) the $400 million cost for inclusion of a Waikiki 
segment. He will check on the status of the accounting of expenditures by Parsons 
Brinckerhoff and get back to the Council. 

Councilmember Djou moved that the Bill be amended to an FD1, Version A, incorporating 

that the selection of the LPA shall be the reversible option of managed lane elevated 

tollway instead of a rail system (OCS/120606/03:30/HM). Seconded by Councilmember 
Marshall. The motion failed by the following vote: 

AYES: 	DJOU, MARSHALL — 2. 
NOES: 	APO, CACHOLA, GARCIA, KOBAYASHI, OKINO, TAM, DELA CRUZ —7. 

Councilmember Djou moved that the Bill be amended to an FD1, Version B, incorporating a 

sixth choice for the selection of the LPA, adding the reversible option of the managed lane 
alternative (OCS/120606103:31/CT). Seconded by Councilmember Marshall. The motion 

failed by the following vote: 

AYES: 	DJOU, MARSHALL —2. 
NOES: 	APO, CACHOLA, GARCIA, KOBAYASHI, OKINO, TAM, DELA CRUZ —7. 

Councilmember Tam spoke in support of Bill 79, CD1, because: (1) the Bill addresses the 

problem of resolving traffic congestion; (2) managed lanes do not eliminate traffic 
congestion in the Downtown and Chinatown districts and are not economical; (3) testimony 
in opposition to the Bill lacks financial data and is based on lack of information; (4) a fixed 

guideway system would benefit ridership working in the public and private sectors (5) a 
fixed guideway system will create productivity and efficiency of the City's economy; (6) a 

fixed guideway system greatly serves the working class and will benefit the rich if they use 

it; (7) the State Legislature and Governor Lingle approved excise tax revenues for a fixed 
guideway system, not managed lanes, to reduce traffic congestion; and (8) the federal 

government is providing CIP and operating funds. The number of private cars coming into 

Downtown and Chinatown create the bottleneck. The State Department of Transportation 

has said that contra flow will not eliminate the bottleneck because once drivers come over 
the Pali or the Windward side, the bottleneck is in the Downtown area. Traffic congestion 

can be eliminated by moving people in masses. Leeward residents have stated they would 

be willing to ride rail because they know how terrible it is to be stuck in traffic. A+ is not 

available in outlying areas because parents cannot make it back in time to pick up their 

children by 5:30 p.m., so many children leave home early in the morning to attend schools 

in the Downtown area. 
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Councilmember Djou spoke in opposition to Bill 79, CD1, because: (1) the City does not 
have unlimited financial resources to complete a transit project; (2) the taxpayers cannot 
afford the additional financial burden; and (3) the 20-mile system does not include the 
University of Hawaii and Waikiki and may bypass the Airport, Pearl Harbor and Hickam and 
will not address traffic congestion. 

Councilmember Marshall spoke in opposition to Bill 79, CD1, because: (1) the financial 
burden being placed on the City; (2) rail will not reduce congestion; and (3) while some 
areas will see reduced travel time, rail will take longer for Leeward Coast travelers. She is 
very concerned that people are expecting something that is not going to happen and will 
cost taxpayers a great deal of money. 

Councilmember Apo spoke in support of Bill 79, CD1. The mass transit decision is a long-
term big policy choice and decision for this City. Ewa residents can take up to 1/2 hour to 
get from their doorstep to H-1 to merge with the traffic. Leeward Coast residents travel on 
Farrington Highway for 1/2  hour in the morning before reaching H-1 and the rest of the 
traffic. He has gone to a number of cities to look at models, both successful (Vancouver) 
and unsuccessful (Seattle). The City needs to understand and avoid the errors of the 
Seattle system. While Tampa's HOT lanes have been successful, Denver's toll lanes have 
not been as successful. The Administration needs to analyze how the various models (rail 
or roadway, HOT lanes or toll lanes) will work within the confines of Honolulu. After an 
analysis of all the information, he believes that while not a great solution for congestion rail 
is the long-term transportation solution for continued growth on this island. The biggest 
factor with rail is the cost, but over a 30- to 40-year time span, looking at the projected 
growth and what a rail system will service, rail is the right decision. The Council needs to 
set the policy of selecting the entire 28-mile route from West Kapolei to UH Manoa, 
servicing Pearl Harbor and the Airport. The route should at least reach the convention 
center with future expansion into Waikiki. Financial constraints will prevent the City from 
building the entire 28-mile route in one shot, therefore, the first segment or phase of this 
project will be a shorter route. 

Councilmember Kobayashi spoke in support of Bill 79, CD1, and sending it back to 
Committee for further work. 

Councilmember Okino spoke in support of Bill 79, CD1. After looking at rail systems for 
over 25 years, no other solution comes as close to dealing with the kind of congestion 
Honolulu will be facing in the future. While rail will not reduce congestion or travel time, 
commute time will continue increasing until there is gridlock without a rail system. A rail 
system will allow people to get out of their cars which will stop or significantly slow down an 
increase in commute time. Congestion in San Francisco is horrible, but it would be a lot 
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worse if the 350,000 BART passengers were also on the road. A rail system is better 
because the only other solution is HOT lanes which do not work because HOT lanes: 
(1) would require a dedicated lane through Honolulu all the way to UH Manoa to allow 
traffic to travel at 60 mph; (2) must come down to street level traffic at some point causing 
traffic to back up onto the HOT lanes; (3) cost more to build than a rail system; and (4) have 
no fare box recovery. Tampa toll lanes make $3 million a year which would not even cover 
the interest charged to build our system, estimated to be $20 million a year. Although GET 
taxes will cost each family $450 a year, taxpayers will have the option of trading off car 
travel with rail travel, enabling them to save thousands of dollars in transportation costs per 
year. 

Councilmember Cachola spoke in support of Bill 79, CD1, to help address gridlock. The 
community is divided on certain items (i.e., managed lane versus rail) and there are 
accusations that the AA report is deficient in analyzing the rail or fixed guideway system 
and the managed lane option. The Tampa HOT lane developer has questioned the 
$2.6 billion cost stated in the AA report. There is still a lot of work to be done in Committee 
on Bill 79 and he intends to post an agenda for a Transportation and Planning Committee 
meeting on December 14 at 9 a.m. The public is wondering whether the report is tilted 
towards rail, and it is up to this Council and the Administration to prove that the report is not 
tilted one way or the other. He expressed his appreciation for the testifiers from the Salt 
Lake Neighborhood Board No. 18 (Mark Taylor, former Representative Len Pepper, 
Thomas Strout and others). 

Councilmember Garcia spoke in support of Bill 79, CD1, and expressed his appreciation to 
Chairman Cachola and the members of his Committee for their continued efforts. The 
Council is making an effort to reach out to the taxpayers in an attempt to make an informed 
decision for the City. 

Committee Report 469 was adopted and Bill 79 passed second reading, as amended 
(CD1). 

AYES: 	APO, CACHOLA, GARCIA, KOBAYASHI, OKINO, TAM, DELA CRUZ —7. 
NOES: 	DJOU, MARSHALL —2. 

Related communications: 

1. Dick Poirier, Mililani Neighborhood Board No. 25 (D-998) 
2. John M. Gollner, II, McCully Neighborhood Board No. 8 (D-999) 
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3. Joseph M. MagaIdi, Jr., Transportation Commission (D-1003) 
4. Richard Oshiro, Waipahu Neighborhood Board No. 22 (D-1005) 
5. Heidi Ho Conjugacion (M-1436) 
6. Jay McWilliams (M-1518, M-1675) 
7. Geoffrey Paterson (M-1519) 
8. Kainoa Lee (M-1548) 
9. Dave Reed (M-1569) 
10. Barbara Lohr (M-1570) 
11. Eric Seabury (M-1571) 
12. Al Nagasako, Kapolei High School (M-1592) 
13. Harry Saunders, Castle & Cooke Hawaii (M-1624) 
14. Roy Nakamura (M-1625) 
15. Janis Clapoff (M-1627) 
16. Representative Marilyn B. Lee (M-1629) 
17. Daisy Mural (M-1643) 
18. Alan S. Lloyd (M-1644) 
19. Robert Bruhl, DR Horton-Schuler Homes (M-1646) 
20, 	Joel Matsunaga, Hawaiian Telcom (M-1648) 
21. David Atkin (M-1649) 
22. William Harris (M-1650, M-1708) 
23. Georgiana Yap (M-1651) 
24. Stephen H. MacMillan, The Estate of James Campbell (M-1652) 
25. Rodolfo Ramos (M-1653) 
26. Ronald Ushijima, Honolulu Japanese Chamber of Commerce (M-1654) 
27. Frank Genadio (M-1660) 
28. Senator Will Espero, State Senate (M-1662) 
29. T. George Paris, Iron Workers Stabilization Fund (M-1663) 
30. Sue Sakai, AARP Hawaii (M-1664) 
31. Debra M. A. Luning (M-1665) 
32. Rodney Kim, Sand Island Business Association (M-1666) 
33. Hanalei Aipoalani (M-1667) 
34. Robert A. Alm, Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc. (M-1668) 
35. Paul Oshiro, Alexander & Baldwin (M-1669) 
36. Dayton M. Nakanelua, United Public Workers (M-1670) 
37. Dexter Suzuki (M-1674) 
38, 	Reg White (M-1676) 
39. 	Alton Kuioka (M-1677) 
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40. Terry Lau (M-1678) 
41. Leeward Oahu Transportation Management Association (M-1679) 
42. Dean Uchida, Land Use Research Foundation of Hawaii (M-1680) 
43. Randy Ching, Sierra Club (M-1682) 
44. Micah Kane, Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (M-1686) 
45. Luke Kirch (M-1687) 
46. Wendy A. Abe, Honolulu Japanese Chamber of Commerce (M-1709) 
47. Stephanie Ackerman, Aloha Airlines (M-1710) 
48. Bob and Diane Ackerson (M-1711) 
49. David A. Banmiller, Aloha Airlines (M-1712) 
50. Rick Barnes (M-1713) 
51. Mel Barroga (M-1714) 
52. James W. Brady (M-1715) 
53. Laura Brown (M-1716) 
54. N. Camacho (M-1717) 
55. John Cheung (M-1718) 
56. John Christian (M-1719) 
57. Dennis Christianson (M-1720) 
58. Donald Clegg (M-1721) 
59. Carol DeMay (M-1722) 
60. Laure Dillon (M-1723) 
61. Daniel DineII, Hawaii Community Development Authority (M-1724) 
62. Scott Dunn, State of Hawaii Organization of Police Officers (M-1725) 
63. Jeffrey Esmond (M-1726) 
64. Barbara D. Falvey, Hawaiian Airlines (M-1727) 
65. Cynthia Frith (M-1728) 
66. Wes Frysztacki (M-1729, M-1730) 
67. Senator Mike Gabbard, State Senate (M-1731) 
68. William C. Gallegos (M-1732) 
69. Kim Gersaba (M-1733) 
70. Carolyn Martinez Golojuch (M-1734) 
71. Marian Grey (M-1735) 
72. Patricia U. Hall (M-1736) 
73 	Nancy L. Hedlund (M-1737) 
74. Ernest and JoDee Hunt (M-1738) 
75. Kathy Inouye (M-1739) 
76. Peter Kay (M-1740) 
77. Bert Kobayashi, Kobayashi Group (M-1741) 
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78. Irvin Komamura (M-1742) 
79. Linda Lacaden (M-1743) 
80. Maxine LaRamme (M-1744) 
81. Jermy Lam (M-1745) 
82. Gayle Lee (M-1746) 
83. Robert H. Lee, Hawaii Fire Fighters Association (M-1747) 
84. MaryAnne Long (M-1748) 
85. Alan Matsuda (M-1749) 
86. Stephen Meder (M-1750) 
87. John Morton (M-1751) 
88. Carl Nagai (M-1752) 
89, 	Curt Nakamura (M-1753) 
90. Robert Nickel (M-1754) 
91. Faith Okumura (M-1755) 
92. Georgie Pascua (M-1756) 
93. John Riggins (M-1757) 
94. Robert Rodman (M-1758) 
95. Stan Sagum (M-1759) 
96. Louis Saint-Cyr (M-1760) 
97. Jay Scoppetto (M-1761) 
98. Peter Shoji (M-1762) 
99. Max Sword, Outrigger Hotels (M-1763) 
100. Karen T. (M-1764) 
101. Doug Thomas (M-1765) 
102. Mel Uesato (M-1766) 
103. Keith Vieira, Starwood Hotels (M-1767) 
104. Keoni Wagner, Hawaiian Airlines (M-1768) 
105. Mary J. Warren (M-1769) 
106. Craig Y. Watase (M-1770) 
107. Thomas Welch (M-1771) 
108. Tammy Wilson (M-1772) 
109. Robert M. Witt, Hawaii Association of Independent Schools (M-1773) 
110. Linda Wong (M-1774) 
111. Anonymous (M-1775) 
112. Frances Lancaster, et al. (P-38) 
113. Glenn Molina, et al. (P-39) 
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ADJOURNMENT 

At 6:54 p.m., Councilmember Kobayashi moved that the Council stand adjourned until 
Wednesday, December 13, 2006, at 10 am. Seconded by Councilmember Cachola and 
so ordered by the Chair. 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING 
COMMITTEE 

Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Barbara Marshall, Member 
Gary H. Okino, Member 
Rod Tam, Member 

MINUTES 
SPECIAL MEETING 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 14, 2006 

COUNCIL COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM 
2ND  FLOOR, HONOLULU HALE 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CALL TO ORDER  

The special meeting of the Committee on Transportation and Planning was called to order 
by Committee Chair Romy M. Cachola at 9:05 a.m. Committee Members Kobayashi, 
Marshall, Okino and Tam were present at the meeting. Council Chair Dela Cruz and 
Councilmembers Apo, Djou and Garcia also attended the meeting. 

STAFF PRESENT 

Sharleen Oshiro, Legislative Aide to Committee Chair Cachola 
Doug Chun, Analyst, Office of Council Services 
Warren Senda, Attorney, Office of Council Services 
Lori Sunakoda/Reid Yamashiro, Deputies, Department of the Corporation Counsel, 

assigned to the Committee 
Gail Murayama, Committee Clerk, Office of the City Clerk 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

FOR ACTION 

BILL 79 CD1 — COMMITTEE REPORT 508 

RELATING TO TRANSIT. Selecting the transportation mode for the City's locally 
preferred alternative. 
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The following draft bills were circulated at the meeting: 

PROPOSED CD2 TO BILL 79 (2006), CD1, hereafter referred to as 
"KOBAYASHI-A," makes the amendments shown in Attachment A. 
(OCS/121406/08:39/HM) 

PRPOSED CD2 TO BILL 79 (2006), CD1 hereafter referred to as "OKINO-A," 
makes the amendments shown in Attachment B. (OCS/121406/09:46/CT) 

PROPOSED CD2 TO BILL 79 (2006), CD1, hereafter referred to as 
"KOBAYASHI-B," makes the amendments shown in Attachment C. 
(OCS/121406/05:21/HM) 

PROPOSED CD2 TO BILL 79 (2006), CD1, hereafter referred to as "OKINO-B," 
makes the amendments shown in Attachment D. 

PROPOSED CD2 TO BILL 79 (2006), CD1, hereafter referred to as 
"KOBAYASHI-C," makes the amendments shown in Attachment E. 

PROPOSED CD2 TO BILL 79 (2006), CD1, hereafter referred to as "OKINO-C," 
makes the amendments shown in Attachment F. 

Administration/Others 

Mel Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services (DTS) 
Toru Hamayasu, Planning Chief, Planning Division, DTS 
Mark Scheibe, Program Manager, Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas 
Donna Woo, First Deputy Corporation Counsel, Department of the 

Corporation Counsel 
Kazu Hayashida, Chair, Transit Advisory Task Force 
David Glater, Council Transit Analyst 
Lowell Kalapa, President, Tax Foundation of Hawaii 

Committee Chair Cachola opened the meeting by informing the public that the only 
item on the agenda was Bill 79, CD1, relating to the selection of the transportation 
mode for the City's locally preferred alternative (LPA). 

Prior to taking testimony from the Department and the public, Committee Member 
Okino moved to amend Bill 79, CD1 to a CD 2 (OKINO-A). Generally, OKINO-A 
selects the full 28-mile "optimum" route from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa as proposed in the Alternatives Analysis report. Committee Member 
Kobayashi also moved to amend Bill 79, CD1 to a CD2 (KOBAYASHI-A), 
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Generally, KOBAYASHI-A selects a "fixed guideway system," without specifying rail, 
as the locally preferred alternative. KOBAYASH1-A also proposes an alignment 
from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa via Salt Lake Boulevard, with an 
initial minimum operating segment (MOS) beginning at the intersection of Fort 
Weaver Road and Farrington Highway. 

Mr. Hamayasu provided the Committee with a brief comparison between the "airport 
alignment" favored by the administration and the "Salt Lake alignment." 
Mr. Hamayasu compared the population, job and daily boarding data of the two 
alignments and concluded that the airport alignment would result in approximately 
123,700 daily boardings compared to the Salt Lake alignment's 114,600 daily 
boardings. 

Committee Chair Cachola questioned the Department's projection of no-growth in 
population or jobs for the Salt Lake area. The Committee Chair noted that the 
growth projections for the Salt Lake and the airport areas appear to unduly favor the 
airport alignment. 

The following individuals provided testimony: 

1. Senator Norman Sakamoto (support) (M-1894) 
2. Senator Will Espero (support) (M-1865) 
3. Lucy Akau (oppose) (M-1860) 
4. Grant Teichman, Associated Students of the University of Hawaii at Manoa 

(support) 
5. Bob Bruhl, DR Horton (support) (M-1862) 
6. Keoni Wagner, Hawaiian Airlines (support) 
7. Representative Joey Manahan (support) 
8. Hanalei Aipolani (support, with airport alignment) (M-1859) 
9, 	Jim Tollefson, Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii (support) (M-1900) 
10. Chad Taniguchi (support, with airport alignment) (M-1897) 
11. Murray Towill, Hawaii Hotel & Lodging Association (support, with airport 

alignment) 
12. Lennard Pepper (support, with Salt Lake alignment) 
13. Ted Kanemori (support full alignment to UH-Manoa) 
14. Charles Scott (oppose) (M-1896) 
15. Polly Grace (support) 
16. Dale Evans, Charley's Taxi and Limousine (oppose) 
17. Janet lnamine (oppose) (M-1869) 
18. Buzz Hong, Hawaii Building Trades Council (support) (M-1868) 
19. Marlene Adams-Chavez, BE! Hawaii (support, with airport alignment) 

(M-1858) 
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20. Franklin Hayashida, Ironworkers Stabilization Fund (support, with airport 
alignment) 

21. Mary Cowing (oppose) 
22. Cameron Nekota, Aina Nui Corporation (support full route to UH-Manoa) 

(M-1886) 
23. Frank Genadio (support, with airport alignment) 
24. Sol Ray Duncan (support) 
25. Cal Kawamoto, Plumbers Local (support) 
26. Congressman Neil Abercrombie (support) (M-1857) 
27. Joe Wolf (oppose) (M-1904) 
28. Dennis Callan (oppose) 
29. Kenneth Wong (support, with airport alignment) 
30. Dexter Okada, Kakaako Business & Landowners Association (oppose) 

(M-1888) 
31. Joe O'Donnell, Ironworkers 
32. Panos Prevedouros, Hawaii Highway Users Alliance (oppose) 
33. Andy Mertz, Small Business Hawaii (oppose) (M-1879) 
34. Karen Nakamura, BIA Hawaii (support) (M-1884) 
35. Richard Oshiro, Waipahu Neighborhood Board #22 (0-1019) 
36. Philip Blackman (oppose) (M-1861) 
37. Wayne Kishida, Laborers' Local 368 (support) (M-1872) 
38. Dan Orodenker, Transit Finance Advisory Committee (support) 
39. Grant Tanimoto, Aliamanu/Salt Lake/Foster Village Neighborhood Board #18 

(support) (D-1021) 
40. Cliff Slater, honolulutraffic.com  (oppose) 
41. Ursula Retherford (oppose) 
42. Michelle Matson (oppose) (M-1876) 
43. Harry Mattson, AARP Hawaii (oppose) (M-1877) 
44. Eric Nelson (comments) 
45. Sharene Saito-Tam, Haseko (support) (M-1893) 

At the request of Committee Chair Cachola, the Council's Transit Advisory Task 
Force presented its findings to the Committee. Transit Advisory Task Force Chair 
Hayashida informed Committee members that the Task Force's report was being 
finalized and would be made available to councilmembers. 

Task Force Chair Hayashida testified that the Transit Advisory Task Force was 
tasked by Resolution 06-292, CD1 to review the Alternatives Analysis report and 
provide the City Council with the following information: 

1. 	Whether each alternative in the Alternatives Analysis was presented fairly 
and accurately. 
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2. Whether the Alternatives Analysis report's forecasts of ridership, impacts, 
costs and financing were reasonable and whether the alternatives could be 
fairly compared on the basis of those forecasts. 

3. Whether any additional information was needed for the City Council to select 
a locally preferred alternative. 

Task Force Chair Hayashida testified that the Task Force, with one member 
dissenting, concluded that the Alternatives Analysis was presented fairly and 
accurately, and that the data and forecasts provided were reasonable and sufficient 
for the Council to make an informed decision. 

At the request of Committee Chair Cachola, Mr. Kalapa provided the Committee 
with an analysis of the Alternatives Analysis (AA) report's general excise tax (GET) 
surcharge projections. Mr. Kalapa provided the following information: 

• Initial collections may be higher than what is estimated in the AA because 
businesses will be unsure of how the tax will be implemented. 

• Companies doing business on other islands may eventually try to "get 
around" the surcharge. 

• The economic impact on families and individuals may eventually lead to less 
spending and less surcharge revenue. 

• The economic impact on companies may cause many smaller businesses to 
go out of business. 

• The predicted slowing of the economy may lead to less revenue than 
predicted. 

Mr. Kalapa concluded that because the GET surcharge revenues are affected by so 
many variables, it was extremely difficult, if not impossible at this point in time, to 
determine how much revenue would be generated by the surcharge. 

Committee and other council members engaged in lengthy discussion with 
representatives of the Administration. Topics discussed included: 

1. 	Bonding 

Committee Member Marshall questioned the Administration's intent to float 
bonds to help pay for an accelerated construction schedule. The Committee 
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Member noted that by slowing down the construction schedule, the project 
might be entirely paid for by the GET surcharge revenues and federal grants. 
In response to Committee Member Marshall's inquiry, Mr. Hamayasu stated 
that the scenario illustrated in the AA merely offered an example of how any 
interest owed by the City would be paid off by the sunset date of the GET 
surcharge. It was noted, however, that issuing bonds would reduce 
inflationary costs. 

2. Busways 

Mr. 	Hamayasu testified that a fixed busway system had not be studied in the 
alternatives analysis. Mr. Hamayasu noted that the requirement of additional 
drivers and the large footprint of busway stations would make a fixed busway 
infeasible. Mr. Hamayasu further noted that although rubber tire transit 
systems do exist, these systems function like a rail system and the 
Department knew of no fully automated bus system in existence. 

3. Federal Transit Administration (FTA) requirements regarding the designation 
of a locally preferred alternative 

Committee members discussed the necessity of specifying an MOS in the 
LPA. Several members voiced a concern that the LPA recognize the 
financial constraints faced by the City. Mr. Hamayasu testified that taking 
into account the financial constraints of the project is inherent in the ETA's 
funding process. Mr. Hamayasu stated that any proposed phase of the 
project must meet a cost-effectiveness threshold. 

4. Procurement process 

Deputy Corporation Counsel Woo testified that because of the legal 
ramifications regarding the procurement process, the Council must be careful 
when involving itself in the selection of a transit technology. Committee 
members responded that the Council did not intend to interfere in the 
procurement process but wished to look at the specifications of the request 
for proposals prior to its release. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 4:26 p.m. Committee Chair Cachola called for a recess to re-draft the proposed CD2s. 
The Committee Chair reconvened the meeting at 5:55 p.m. 
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Committee Member Okino moved to further amend proposed Bill 79, CD2 version 
OKINO-A to version OKINO-B. Committee Member Kobayashi moved to further 
amend proposed Bill 79, CD2 version KOBAYASH1-A to version KOBAYASHI-B. 
Discussion on the amendments made to the draft CD2s and any further 
amendments needed then ensued. 

The Council's Transit Analyst recommended that a further amendment be made to 
clarify that while the Administration is authorized to move ahead with preliminary 
engineering on the portion of the LPA that can be constructed within the financial 
constraints outlined, the entire length of the City's locally preferred alternative should 
be included in• the preparation of the environmental impact statement. (See 
Attachment G) 

Committee members discussed at length the right of the Council to select the 
technology for the LPA. Committee Member Kobayashi stated that while she 
recognizes that the request for proposals process should ultimately determine the 
specific type of technology, Council should generally have the authority to choose 
between a busway or rail. 

Also discussed was the possibility of adding a requirement for Council oversight in 
the request for proposals (RFP) process. Committee Member Kobayashi requested 
that language requiring Council approval of the RFP specifications be inserted into 
the Bill. 

Committee members also voiced a preference for requiring Council approval of the 
initial MOS. Members requested that language requiring Council approval of any 
proposed MOS by subsequent resolution be added to the Bill. 

Further discussion centered on the Kapolei end of the LPA. It was noted that the 
two Committee members proposing CD2s offered differing views about the preferred 
alignment through the city of Kapolei. At the request of Committee Member Marshall 
to hear from the councilmember of the district, Councilmember Apo testified that the 
West Oahu community has always favored the western end alignment proposed in 
OKINO-B as opposed to the alignment proposed in KOBAYASH1-B. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 7:17 p.m. Committee Chair Cachola called for a recess to further re-draft the proposed 
CD2s. The Committee Chair reconvened the meeting at 9:10 p.m. 

Committee Members reviewed and discussed at length, the re-drafted proposed 
CD2s KOBAYASHI-C and OKINO-C. Discussion focused primarily on the western 
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end alignments as proposed in the two draft CD2s, and the MOS as proposed in 
KOBAYASHI-C. 

Prior to final disposition, Councilmember Apo again requested that the Committee 
consider including the Administration's proposed alignment for the Kapolei area. 

Bill 79 (2006), CD1 amended to CD2 (OCS/121506/02:49/HM) and reported out for 
passage on third reading. 

AYES: 	KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, CACHOLA — 4. 
NOES: 	None. 

CD2 to Bill 79 (2006), CD1 — The CD2: 

1. 	Replaces "a fixed rail system" with "a fixed guideway system" as the locally 
preferred alternative. 

2. 	Selects a system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa 
with an alignment as follows: 

a. Kamokila Boulevard to Farrington Highway; 

b. Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway; 

c. Salt Lake Boulevard or Aolele Street as determined by the city 
administration before or during preliminary engineering; 

d. Dillingham Boulevard; and 

e. Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapiolani Boulevard to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, with the Waikiki Branch. 

3. 	Authorizes the Administration to proceed with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement for the entire LPA and proceed with planning 
and preliminary engineering of the portion of the LPA that may be 
constructed within financial constraints. 

4. 	Requires that the portion of the LPA moved to preliminary engineering 
constitute an MOS and requires that the MOS be approved by the Council by 
subsequent resolution. 
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5. Requires that the alignment, stations and baseyards be subject to the public 
infrastructure map process. 

6. Reserves to the Council the right to select the technology of the fixed 
guideway system. 

7. Prohibits the Administration from issuing a request for proposal until after the 
specifications have been approved by Council. (0CS1121506102:49/HM) 

Related communications: 

D-1008 	Melvin N. Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services, 
responding 	to 	Committee 	Chair 	Cachola's 	letter 	of 
November 22, 2006. 

D-1009 

D-1011 

D-1015 

Melvin N. Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services, 
responding to Committee Chair Cachola's letter of 
November 13, 2006. 

Albert K. Fukushima, Chair, Pearl City Neighborhood Board No. 21, 
transmitting a resolution encouraging the Honolulu City Council to 
approve the building of a fixed guideway as the locally preferred 
alternative. 

Melvin N. Kaku, Director, Department of Transportation Services, 
responding to Committee Chair Cachola's letter of 
November 24, 2006. 

	

0-1018 	Joseph M. MagaIdi, Jr., Chair, Transportation Commission, 
recommending that the 28-mile route be selected as the locally 
preferred alternative. 

	

D-1019 	Richard Oshiro, Chairman, Waipahu Neighborhood Board No. 22, 
supporting a fixed guideway system. 

	

D-1020 	Dick Poirier, Chairman, MililaniNVaipio/Melemanu Neighborhood 
Board No. 25, supporting construction of a rail or other mass transit 
system. 

	

D-1021 
	

Grant Tanimoto, Chairman, Aliamanu/Salt Lake/Foster Village 
Neighborhood Board No. 18, supporting a Salt Lake Boulevard 
alignment. 
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M-1854 	Kazu Hayashida, Chair, Transit Advisory Task Force, transmitting the 
Report of the Transit Advisory Task Force. 

	

M-1594 	Shige Ushiro, President, Pearl City Community Association, 
supporting Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1777 	David P. Carey, President and Chief Executive Officer, Outrigger 
Enterprises, Inc., supporting the development of a fixed rail system. 

	

M-1783 	Myrle Fujii, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1784 	Jason C. Post, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1785 	Karl Dicks, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1786 	Randolf F. Leong, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1787 	Karl Dicks, submitting suggestions to alleviate traffic congestion. 

	

M-1788 	Jim and Nora Harris, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1789 	Olivia De Jane, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1791 	Yoshimitsu Takei, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1792 	Jo Ann Inouye, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1794 	Dale Moyen, supporting fixed rail with the 28-mile alignment. 

	

M-1813 	Jim Sumida, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1814 	Miles Baidack, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1821 	Dale Evans, submitting Rocky Mountain News article. 

	

M-1822 	David Bohn, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1823 	Anonymous (ianel379@aol.com ),  opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1825 	Robert Rodman, supporting a fixed guideway system with a route to 
Waikiki. 
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M-1850 	Timothy L. Albao, submitting information on the Denver light rail 
system. 

	

M-1857 	Congressman Neil Abercrombie, supporting a fixed guideway from 
Kapplei to UH-Manoa, with a spur to Waikiki. 

	

M-1858 	Marlene Adams-Chavez, CFO, BEI Hawaii, supporting Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1859 	Hanalei Y. Aipolani, supporting rail transit. 

	

M-1860 	Lucy M. Akau, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1861 	Philip Blackman, supporting HOT lanes. 

	

M-1862 	Bob Bruhl, V.P. Oahu Development, DR Horton-Schuler Homes LLC, 
supporting rail transit. 

	

M-1863 	Kyle Chock, Executive Director, Pacific Resource Partnership, 
supporting rail transit. 

	

M-1864 	Tom Dinell, Consultant to E Noa Corporation, providing comments on 
the requirements of a successful mass transit system. 

	

M-1865 	Senator Will Espero, supporting rail transit with a full 28-mile 
alignment. 

	

M-1866 	Wes Frysztacki, supporting Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1867 	Nancy Hedlund, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1868 	William "Buzz" Hong, Executive Director, Hawaii Building and 
Construction Trades Council, AFL-CIO, supporting Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1869 	Janet Inamine, opposing rail transit line to UH-Manoa. 

	

M-1870 	Jeannine Johnson, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1871 	Mike Jones, Division President, DR Horton-Schuler Homes, LLC, 
supporting rail transit. 

	

M-1872 	Wayne H. Kishida, Business Agent, Hawaii Laborer's Union Local 
368, supporting Bill 79, CD1. 
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M-1873 	Alfred Lardizabal, supporting the 28-mile alignment for mass transit. 

	

M-1874 	Danny Lopez, providing suggestions to alleviate traffic congestion. 

	

M-1875 	Debra M. A. Luning, Director of Governmental Affairs and Community 
Relations, Gentry Homes, Ltd., supporting Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1876 	Michelle Spaulding Matson, opposing elevated mass transit. 

	

M-1877 	Harry Mattson, Associate State Director, AARP Hawaii, supporting Bill 
79, CD1. 

	

M-1878 	Theresia C. McMurdo, President, West Oahu Economic Development 
Association, supporting a transit system from West Kapolei to UH-
Manoa. 

	

M-1879 	Andy Mertz, Director, Small Business Hawaii, supporting HOT lanes. 

	

M-1880 	Richard Mori, supporting Maglev technology. 

	

M-1881 	Brennon T. Morioka, Deputy Director Highways, State Department 
of Transportation, commenting on the use of state right-of-ways. 

	

M-1882 	Ann Moriyasu, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1883 	Daisy Mural, opposing Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1884 	Karen T. Nakamura, CEO, BIA-Hawaii, supporting Bill 79, CD1 

	

M-1885 	Dayton M. Nakanelua, State Director, United Public Workers 
AFSCME, Local 646, supporting Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1886 	Cameron W. Nekota, Entitlement Project Manager, Kapolei Property 
Development, LLC, supporting full route from West Kapolei to UH-
Manoa. 

	

M-1887 	Glenn Oamilda, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1888 	Dexter Okada, Kakaako Business and Landowners Association, 
opposing Bill 79, CD1. 
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M-1890 	Charlene Oshiro, supporting Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila- 
UH alignment. 

	

M-1891 	Representative-elect Karl Rhoades, supporting bill 79, CD1, 

	

M-1892 	Ben Sagulbo, Business Manager, Laborer's Union Local 368, 
supporting Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1893 	Sharene Saito-Tam, Director of Community Relations & Public Affairs, 
Haseko (Hawaii), Inc., support rail transit and the full 28-mile 
alignment. 

	

M-1894 	Senator Norman Sakamoto, supporting rail transit. 

	

M-1895 	Harry Saunders, President, Castle & Cooke Homes Hawaii, Inc., 
supporting Bill 79, CD1, 

	

M-1896 	Charles Scott, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1897 	Chad Taniguchi, supporting Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1898 	Mark Taylor, supporting a Salt Lake Boulevard alignment. 

	

M-1899 	Lawson Teshima, Secretary-Treasurer, Polynesian Hospitality, 
opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1900 	Jim Tollefson, President, The Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii, 
providing comments on the City's choice of a mass transit system. 

	

M-1901 	Dean Uchida, Executive Director, Land Use Research Foundation of 
Hawaii, providing comments on Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1902 	Dean Uchida, Leeward Oahu Transportation Management 
Association, providing comments on Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1903 	Cade M. Watanabe, Community Political Organizer, Unite Here! 
Local 5, supporting Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-1904 	Joe Wolf, opposing rail transit. 

	

M-1905 	Jan Yokota, V.P. of Development, General Growth Properties, 
supporting rail transit. 
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M-1906 	Arvid T. Youngquist, supporting Bill 79, CD1. 

	

P-40 	4 signatures opposing rail transit. 

	

P-43 	161 signatures supporting a Waikiki alignment. 

	

P-44 	152 signatures supporting rail transit. 

	

P-45 	168 signatures supporting a UH-Manoa alignment. 

	

P-46 	391 signatures supporting a UH-Manoa alignment. 

ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 11:56 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

gym 

DATE APPROVED 
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(Connector) AK  

 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

BE IT ORDAINED by the People of the City and County of Honolulu: 

SECTION 1. The purpose of this ordinance is to select the city's locally preferred 
alternative to comply with the process that will be followed in implementing Honolulu's 
mass transit project. The council has received the Alternatives Analysis Report for the 
Honolulu High-Capacityfiransit Corridor Project, dated November 1,•2006: The council 
believes that, in its role as policymakers for the city. ..a fixed guideway system is the best 
selection for the long-term needs and demands of our growing island population. 
Therefore, the council approves a fixed guideway system as the locally preferred 
alternative and designates a minimum operable segment to be the first phase to be 
constructed and completed. 

This ordinance also addresses the right of the council to designate the alignment, 
station locations, and base yard location of the locally preferred alternative through the 
public infrastructure map process and to select the technology of the locally preferred 
alternative. 

PART I. Selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative 
and 

Designation of a Minimum Operable Segment 

SECTION 2. Selection of locally preferred alternative -- Designation of 
minimum operable segment. 

(a) 	The locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project shall be the following: 

A fixed guideway system between West Kapolei and the University of 
Hawaii at Mama starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway 
and Kalaeloa Boulevard, with: 

(1) 	A main alignment of Kamokila Boulevard/Farrington Highway, to 
Kamehameha Highway, to Salt Lake Boulevard, to Dillingham 
Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapiolani 
Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa; and 

OCS/121406108:391HM 	
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(2) 	A connector alignment from the vicinity of the Aloha Stadium, to 
Kamehameha Highway, to Nimitz Highway, to Adele Street, and to 
Dillingham Boulevard. This connector alignment is the "Aolele 
Street" section alignment identified in the Alternatives Analysis 
Report. 

The fixed guideway stations of this locally preferred alternative shall be the same 
as the stations on the section alignments described above, as identified in the 
Alternatives Analysis Report; except that the city administration maylotaWdnly 
one station in the vicinity of the Aloha Stadium to serve both the main alignment 
on Salt Lake Boulevard and the connector alignment on Kamehameha Highway. 

(b) 	The first phase of the fixed guideway system alignment of the locally preferred 
alternative to be constructed and completed shall be a minimum operable 
segment beginning at or near the intersection of Fort Weaver Road and 
Farrington Highway and following the main alignment of subsection (a)(1) to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa. This minimum operable segment shall not 
include the connector alignment of subsection (a)(2). 

SECTION 3. Authorization to proceed with preliminary engineering and 
environmental review. 

The city administration is authorized to proceed with preliminary engineering of 
and preparing the environmental impact statement for the locally preferred alternative, 
including the minimum operable segment. 

SECTION 4. Section 6-60.1, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990, is amended 
to read as follows: 

"Sec. 6-60.1 Establishment of surcharge—Conditions. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of Act 247, Session Laws of Hawaii, Regular Session of 
2005, codified as Section 46-16.8 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, there is hereby 
established a one-half percent general excise and use tax surcharge to be used for 
purposes of funding the operating and capital costs of public transportation within the 
City and County of Honolulu as specified herein. The excise and use tax surcharge 
shall be levied beginning January 1, 2007. Prior to the tax surcharge monies being 
expended as the local match for federal funds, the following shall occur: 

(1) 	The council has approved by [resolution] ordinance a locally preferred 
alternative following an Alternatives Analysis [and Draft EIS]; and 
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(2) The council has received from the director of transportation services an 
operational, financial, development and route plan for the locally preferred 
alternative; and 

(3) There is a commitment of federal funds, whether for planning, land 
acquisition or construction, to further the locally preferred alternative." 

PART II. Alignment, Stations, and Base Yard 
of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 5. Section 4-8.3, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990, is amended 
to read as follows: 

"Sec. 4-8.3 Types of public infrastructure to be shown on public infrastructure 
map. 

(a) 	Symbols for the following types of public improvement projects shall be shown on 
the public infrastructure maps, provided they meet the applicability criteria 
specified in Section 4-8.4: 

(1) Corporation yard; 

(2) Desalination plant; 

(3) Drainageway (open channel); 

(4) Energy generation facility; 

(5) Fire station; 

(6) Government building; 

(7) Golf course (municipal); 

(8) Electrical transmission line and substation (above 46kV but less than 
138kV); 

(9) Park; 

(10) Police station; 
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(11) Parking facility; 

(12) Water reservoir; 

(13) Sewage treatment plant; 

(14) Solid waste facility; 

(15) [Transit corridor;] Fixed guideway system alignment, stations, and base  

yard of the locally preferred alternative selected and the minimum  

operable segment designated by Ordinance  

(16) Major collector or arterial roadway; 

(17) Sewage pumping station; and 

(18) Potable water well. 

(b) 	The alignment of linear facilities, and the location of project boundaries, shall be 
considered approximate and conceptual." 

PART III. Technology of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 6. Reservation of right to select technology. 

The council reserves the right to select the technology of the fixed guideway 
system for the locally preferred alternative. If the council exercises the right, the council 

shall select the technology through subsequent ordinance passed on third reading by 

the council before the city administration issues a public notice soliciting proposals or 
inviting bids for work that includes design of the system. 

The city administration shall give the council at least 90 days' notice before 

issuing the first public notice soliciting proposals or inviting bids for work that includes 

design of the fixed guideway system. 
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PART IV. General 

SECTION 7. Ordinance material to be repealed is bracketed. New material is 
underscored. When revising, compiling or printing this ordinance for inclusion in the 
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, the revisor of ordinances need not include the 
brackets, bracketed material, or the underscoring. 

5 

AR00068761 



CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ORDINANCE 

  

BILL  79 (2004 CD2 

 

 

(GO-PULL) 

 

A BI FOR AN ORDINANCE 

 

   

RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

BE IT ORDAINED by the People of the City and County of Honolulu: 

SECTION 1. The purpose of this ordinance is to select the city's locally preferred 
alternative to comply with the process that will be followed in implementing Honolulu's 
mass transit project. The council has received the Alternatives Analysis Report for the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project ("M"), dated November 1, 2006. The 
council believes that, in its role as policymakers for the city, a fixed rail system is the 
best selection for the long-term needs and demands of our growing island population. 
Therefore, the council approves a fixed rail system as the locally preferred alternative, 
which will allow the city administration to move forward on the locally preferred 
alternative. 

SECTION 2. Selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

The locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project shall be a fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa, starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and Kalaeloa 
Boulevard, with an alignment of Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road to Farrington 
Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to 
Nimitz Highway, to Halekauwila Street, to Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of 
Hawaii at Manoa. This alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Airport-
Dillingham-Halekauwila alignment. 

SECTION 3. The city administration is authorized to proceed with planning, 
engineering, and preparing the environmental impact statement for the locally 
preferred alternative or any portion thereof as deemed appropriate and necessary by 
current financial constraints. 

OCS/121406/08:46/CT 
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SECTION 4. Section 6-60.1, ROH, is amended to read as follows: 

"Sec. 6-60.1 	Establishment of surcharge—Conditions. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of Act 247, Session Laws of Hawaii, Regular Session of 
2005, codified as Section 46-16.8 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, there is hereby 
established a one-half percent general excise and use tax surcharge to be used for 
purposes of funding the operating and capital costs of public transportation within the 
City and County of Honolulu as specified herein. The excise and use tax surcharge 
shall be levied beginning Janualy 1, 2007. Prior to the tax surcharge monies being 
expended as the local match for federal funds, the following shall occur: 

(1) The council has approved by [resolution] ordinance a locally preferred 
alternative following an Alternatives Analysis [and Draft EIS]; and 

(2) The council has received from the director of transportation services an 
operational, financial, development and route plan for the locally preferred 
alternative; and 

(3) There is a commitment of federal funds, whether for planning, land 
acquisition or construction, to further the locally preferred alternative." 

SECTION 5. Ordinance material to be repealed is bracketed; new material is 
underscored. When revising, compiling or printing this ordinance for inclusion in the 
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, the revisor of ordinances need not include the 
brackets, bracketed material, or the underscoring. 
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SECTION 6. This ordinance shall take effect upon its approval. 

INTRODUCED BY: 

Donovan Dela Cruz 

Ann Kobayashi 

Romy M. Cachola 

Charles Diou 

Barbara Marshall 

Todd Apo 

DATE OF INTRODUCTION: 

October 19, 2006 
1 ono u 	 Councilmembers 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 

APPROVED this 	day of 	 , 2006. 

MUFI HANNEMANN, Mayor 
City and County of Honolulu 

(OCS/121406/0 
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A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

BE IT ORDAINED by the People of the City and County of Honolulu: 

SECTION 1. The purpose of this ordinance is to select the city's locally preferred 
alternative to comply with the process that will be followed in implementing Honolulu's 
mass transit project. The council has received the Alternatives Analysis Report for the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project ("AA"), dated November 1, 2006. The 
council believes that, in its role as policymakers for the city, a fixed guideway system is 
the best selection for the long-term needs and demands of our growing island 
population. Therefore, the council approves a fixed guideway system as the locally 
preferred alternative, which will allow the city administration to move forward on the 
locally preferred alternative. 

SECTION 2. Selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

The locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project shall be a fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii 
at Manna, starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and Kalaeloa 
Boulevard, with an alignment as follows: 

(1) Section I — Kamokila Boulevard to Farrington Highway; 

(2) Section II Kamehameha Highway; 

(3) Section III Both Salt Lake Boulevard and Adele Street; 

(4) Section IV -- Dillingham Boulevard; and 

(5) Section V -- Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapiolani Boulevard to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, with the Waikiki branch. 

The "sections" refer to the sections in figures 2-3 through 2-7 of the Alternatives 
Analysis Report. 

SECTION 3. The city administration is authorized to proceed with preliminary 
engineering and preparing the environmental impact statement for the locally preferred 
alternative or any portion thereof as deemed appropriate and necessary by current 
financial constraints; provided that the capital cost of the financially-constrained portion 
evaluated and any interest to finance the capital cost shall be paid entirely from 

°CS/121406105:21/MA 
At tachment C (KOBAYASHI-6) 

AR00068765 



CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ORDINANCE 

  

BILL  79 (2006), CD2 

 

    

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

general excise and use tax surcharge revenues, interest earned on the revenues, and 
any federal, state, or private revenues. 

SECTION 4. Section 6-60.1, RON, is amended to read as follows: 

"Sec. 6-60.1 	Establishment of surcharge—Conditions. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of Act 247, Session Laws of Hawaii, Regular Session of 
2005, codified as Section 46-16.8 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, there is hereby 
established a one-half percent general excise and use tax surcharge to be used for 
purposes of funding the operating and capital costs of public transportation within the 
City and County of Honolulu as specified herein. The excise and use tax surcharge 
shall be levied beginning January 1, 2007. Prior to the tax surcharge monies being 
expended as the local match for federal funds, the following shall occur: 

(1) The council has approved by [resolution] ordinance  a locally preferred 
alternative following an Alternatives Analysis [and Draft EIS]; and 

(2) The council has received from the director of transportation services an 
operational, financial, development and route plan for the locally preferred 
alternative; and 

(3) There is a commitment of federal funds, whether for planning, land 
acquisition or construction, to further the locally preferred alternative." 

PART II. Alignment, Stations, and Base Yard 
of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 5. Section 4-8.3, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990, is amended 
to read as follows: 

"Sec. 4-8.3 Types of public infrastructure to be shown on public infrastructure 
map. 

(a) 	Symbols for the following types of public improvement projects shall be shown on 
the public infrastructure maps, provided they meet the applicability criteria 
specified in Section 4-8.4: 

(1) 	Corporation yard; 
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PART III. Technology of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 6. Reservation of right to select technology. 

The council reserves the right to select the technology of the fixed guideway 
system for the locally preferred alternative. If the council exercises the right, the council 
shall select the technology through subsequent ordinance passed on third reading by 
the council before the city administration issues a public notice soliciting proposals or 
inviting bids for work that includes design of the system. 

The city administration shall give the council at least 90 days' notice before 
issuing the first public notice soliciting proposals or inviting bids for work that includes 
design of the fixed guideway system. 

PART IV. General 

SECTION 6. Ordinance material to be repealed is bracketed; new material is 
underscored. When revising, compiling or printing this ordinance for inclusion in the 
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, the revisor of ordinances need not include the 
brackets, bracketed material, or the underscoring. 
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SECTION 7. This ordinance shall take effect upon its approval. 

INTRODUCED BY: 

Donovan Dela Cruz 

Ann Kobayashi  

Romy M. Cachola 

Charles Diou  

Barbara Marshall  

Todd Apo 

DATE OF INTRODUCTION: 

October 19, 2006 
Honolulu, Hawaii 	 Councilmembers 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 

APPROVED this 	day of 	 , 2006. 

MUFI HANNEMANN, Mayor 
City and County of Honolulu 
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A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

BE IT ORDAINED by the People of the City and County of Honolulu: 

SECTION 1. The purpose of this ordinance is to select the city's locally preferred 
alternative to comply with the process that will be followed in implementing Honolulu's 
mass transit project. The council has received the Alternatives Analysis Report for the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project ("AA"), dated November 1, 2006. The 
council believes that, in its role as policymakers for the city, a fixed guideway system is 
the best selection for the long-term needs and demands of our growing island 
population. Therefore, the council approves a fixed guideway system as the locally 
preferred alternative, which will allow the city administration to move forward on the 
locally preferred alternative. 

SECTION 2. Selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

The locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project shall be a fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa, starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and Kalaeloa 
Boulevard, with an alignment as follows: 

(1) Section 1 -- Saratoga Avenue/North-SouthRoad to Farrington Highway; 

(2) Section II Kamehameha Highway; 

(3) Section III -- Both Salt Lake Boulevard and Adele Street; 

(4) Section IV -- Dillingham Boulevard; and 

(5) Section V -- Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapiolani Boulevard to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, with the Waikiki branch. 

The "sections" refer to the sections in figures 2-3 through 2-7 of the Alternatives 
Analysis Report. 

SECTION 3. The city administration is authorized to proceed with preliminary 
engineering and preparing the environmental impact statement for the locally preferred 
alternative or any portion thereof as deemed appropriate and necessary by current 
financial constraints; provided that the capital cost of the financially-constrained portion 
evaluated and any interest to finance the capital cost shall be paid entirely from 
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general excise and use tax surcharge revenues, interest earned on the revenues, and 
any federal, state, or private revenues. 

SECTION 4. Section 6-60.1, ROH, is amended to read as follows: 

"Sec. 6-60.1 	Establishment of surcharge—Conditions. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of Act 247, Session Laws of Hawaii, Regular Session of 
2005, codified as Section 46-16.8 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, there is hereby 
established a one-half percent general excise and use tax surcharge to be used  for 
purposes of funding the operating and capital costs of public transportation within the 
City and County of Honolulu as specified herein. The excise and use tax surcharge 
shall be levied beginning January 1, 2007. Prior to the tax surcharge monies being 
expended as the local match for federal funds, the following shall occur: 

(1) The council has approved by [resolution] ordinance  a locally preferred 
alternative following an Alternatives Analysis [and Draft EIS]; and 

(2) The council has received from the director of transportation services an 
operational, financial, development and route plan for the locally preferred 
alternative; and 

(3) There is a commitment of federal funds, whether for planning, land 
acquisition or construction, to further the locally preferred alternative." 

PART II. Alignment, Stations, and Base Yard 
•of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 5. Section 4-8.3, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990, is amended 
to read as follows: 

"Sec. 4-8.3 Types of public infrastructure to be shown on public infrastructure 
map. 

(a) 
	

Symbols for the following types of public improvement projects shall be shown on 
the public infrastructure maps, provided they meet the applicability criteria 
specified in Section 4-8.4: 

(1) 	Corporation yard; 
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(2) Desalination plant; 

(3) Drainageway (open channel); 

(4) Energy generation facility; 

(5) Fire station; 

(6) Government building; 

(7) Golf course (municipal); 

(8) Electrical transmission line and substation (above 46kV but less than 
138kV); 

(9) Park; 

(10) Police station; 

(11) Parking facility; 

(12) Water reservoir; 

(13) Sewage treatment plant; 

(14) Solid waste facility; 

(15) [Transit corridor] Fixed guideway system alignment, stations, and base 
yard of the locally preferred alternative;  

(16) Major collector or arterial roadway; 

(17) Sewage pumping station; and 

(18) Potable water well. 

(b) 	The alignment of linear facilities, and the location of project boundaries, shall be 
considered approximate and conceptual." 
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PART III. General 

SECTION 6. Ordinance material to be repealed is bracketed; new material is 
underscored. When revising, compiling or printing this ordinance for inclusion in the 
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, the revisor of ordinances need not include the 
brackets, bracketed material, or the underscoring. 
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SECTION 7. This ordinance shall take effect upon its approval. 

INTRODUCED BY: 

Donovan Dela Cruz 

Ann Kobayashi 

Romy M. Cachola 

Charles Diou 

Barbara Marshall 

Todd Apo 

DATE OF INTRODUCTION: 

October 19, 2006 
Honolulu, Hawaii 	 Councilmembers 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 

APPROVED this 	day of 	 , 2006. 

MUFI HANNEMANN, Mayor 
City and County of Honolulu 
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A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

BE IT ORDAINED by the People of the City and County of Honolulu: 

SECTION 1. The purpose of this ordinance is to select the city's locally preferred 
alternative to comply with the process that will be followed in implementing Honolulu's 
mass transit project. The council has received the Alternatives Analysis Report for the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project ("AA"), dated November 1, 2006. The 
council believes that, in its role as policymakers for the city, a fixed guideway system is 
the best selection for the long-term needs and demands of our growing island 
population. Therefore, the council approves a fixed guideway system as the locally 
preferred alternative, which will allow the city administration to move forward on the 
locally preferred alternative. 

PART L Selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative 
and 

Designation of Minimum Operable Segment 

SECTION 2. Selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

The locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project shall be a fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii 
at Mance, starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and Kalaeloa 
Boulevard, with an alignment as follows: 

(1) Section I— Kamokila Boulevard to Farrington Highway; 

(2) Section II Kamehameha Highway; 

(3) Section III -- Salt Lake Boulevard or Adele Street as determined by the 
city administration before or during preliminary engineering; 

(4) Section IV -- Dillingham Boulevard; and 

(5) Section V -- Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapiolani Boulevard to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, with the Waikiki branch. 

The "sections" refer to the sections in figures 2-3 through 2-7 of the Alternatives 
Analysis Report. 
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SECTION 3. Designation of minimum operable segment. 

The first phase of the fixed guideway system alignment of the locally 
preferred alternative to be constructed and completed shall be a minimum operable 
segment starting at or near the intersection of Fort Weaver Road and Farrington 
Highway, with an alignment as follows: 

(1) Section I – Not applicable; 

(2) Section II – Kamehameha Highway; 

(3) Section III – Salt Lake Boulevard or Aolele Street as determined by the 
city administration before or during preliminary engineering; 

(4) Section IV -- Dillingham Boulevard; and 

(5) Section V -- Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapiolani Boulevard to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa. 

The "sections" refer to the sections in figures 2-3 through 2-7 of the Alternatives 
Analysis Report. 

SECTION 4. The city administration is authorized to proceed with preliminary 
engineering of and preparation of an environmental impact statement for the locally 
preferred alternative (LPA) and minimum operable segment (MOS); provided that the 
city administration may include in the preliminary engineering and environmental impact 
statement an evaluation of an intermediate fixed guideway system alignment that is 
longer than the MOS, but shorter than the LPA, if the city administration determines that 
the capital cost of the intermediate alignment and any interest to finance such costs are 
payable entirely from general excise and use tax surcharge revenues, any federal, 
state, or private revenues, interest earned on such revenues, and/or short-term debt 
secured and payable only from surcharge revenues. 

SECTION 5. Section 6-60.1, ROH, is amended to read as follows: 

"Sec. 6-60.1 	Establishment of surcharge—Conditions. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of Act 247, Session Laws of Hawaii, Regular Session of 
2005, codified as Section 46-16.8 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, there is hereby 
established a one-half percent general excise and use tax surcharge to be used for 
purposes of funding the operating and capital costs of public transportation within the 
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City and County of Honolulu as specified herein. The excise and use tax surcharge 
shall be levied beginning January 1, 2007. Prior to the tax surcharge monies being 
expended as the local match for federal funds, the following shall occur: 

(1) The council has approved by [resolution] ordinance a locally preferred 
alternative following an Alternatives Analysis [and Draft EIS]; and 

(2) The council has received from the director of transportation services an 
operational, financial, development and route plan for the locally preferred 
alternative; and 	 

(3) There is a commitment of federal funds, whether for planning, land 
acquisition or construction, to further the locally preferred alternative." 

PART II. Alignment, Stations, and Base Yard 
of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 6. Section 4-8.3, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990, is amended 
to read as follows: 

"Sec. 4-8.3 Types of public infrastructure to be shown on public infrastructure 
map. 

(a) 	Symbols for the following types of public improvement projects shall be shown on 
the public infrastructure maps, provided they meet the applicability criteria 
specified in Section 4-8.4: 

(1) Corporation yard; 

(2) Desalination plant; 

(3) Drainageway (open channel); 

(4) Energy generation facility; 

(5) Fire station; 

(6) Government building; 

(7) Golf course (municipal); 
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(8) Electrical transmission line and substation (above 46kV but less than 
138kV); 

(9) Park; 

(10) Police station; 

(11) Parking facility; 

(12) Water reservoir; 

(13) Sewage treatment plant; 

(14) Solid waste facility; 

(15) [Transit corridor;] Fixed guideway system alignment, stations, and base  
yard of the locally preferred alternative;  

(16) Major collector or arterial roadway; 

(17) Sewage pumping station; and 

(18) Potable water well. 

(b) 	The alignment of linear facilities, and the location of project boundaries, shall be 
considered approximate and conceptual." 

PART III. Technology of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 7. Reservation of right to select technology. 

The council reserves the right to select the technology of the fixed guideway 
system for the locally preferred alternative. If the council exercises the right, the council 
shall select the technology through subsequent ordinance passed on third reading by 
the council before the city administration issues a public notice soliciting proposals or 
inviting bids for work that includes design of the system. 

The city administration shall give the council at least 90 days notice before 
issuing the first public notice soliciting proposals or inviting bids for work that includes 
design of the fixed guideway system. 
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PART IV. Specifications of Request for Proposals 
Or Invitation for Bids 

SECTION 8. Approval of specification of requests for proposals or 
invitation for bids. 

The city administration shall submit to the council the specifications in each 
proposed request for proposals or invitation to bids for work that includes the planning, 
design, or construction of the locally preferred alternative before issuing the request or 
invitation. The city administration shall not issue the request for proposals or invitation 
for bids until after the specifications are approved by the council. 

PART V. General 

SECTION 9. Ordinance material to be repealed is bracketed; new material is 
underscored. When revising, compiling or printing this ordinance for inclusion in the 
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, the revisor of ordinances need not include the 
brackets, bracketed material, or the underscoring. 
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SECTION 10. This ordinance shall take effect upon its approval. 

INTRODUCED BY: 

Donovan Dela Cruz 

Ann Kobayashi 

Romy M. Cachola 

Charles Diou 

Barbara Marshall 

Todd Apo 

DATE OF INTRODUCTION: 

October 19, 2006 
Honolulu, Hawaii 	 Councilmembers 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 

APPROVED this 	day of 	 , 2006. 

MUFI HANNEMANN, Mayor 
City and County of Honolulu 
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	  A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

BE IT ORDAINED by the People of the City and County of Honolulu: 

SECTION 1. The purpose of this ordinance is to select the city's locally preferred 
alternative to comply with the process that will be followed in implementing Honolulu's 
mass transit project. The council has received the Alternatives Analysis Report for the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project ("AA"), dated November 1, 2006. The 
council believes that, in its role as policymakers for the city, a fixed guideway system is 
the best selection for the long-term needs and demands of our growing island 
population. Therefore, the council approves a fixed guideway system as the locally 
preferred alternative, which will allow the city administration to move forward on the 
locally preferred alternative. 

SECTION 2. Selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

The locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project shall be a fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa, starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and Kalaeloa 
Boulevard, with an alignment as follows: 

(1) Section I -- Saratoga Avenue/North-SouthRoad to Farrington Highway; 

(2) Section II Kamehameha Highway; 

(3) Section III -- Salt Lake Boulevard or Adele Street as determined by the 
city administration before or during preliminary engineering; 

(4) Section IV -- Dillingham Boulevard; and 

(5) Section V -- Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapiolani Boulevard to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, with the Waikiki branch. 

The "sections" refer to the sections in figures 2-3 through 2-7 of the Alternatives 
Analysis Report. 

SECTION 3. The city administration is authorized to proceed with preparation of 
an environmental impact statement for the locally preferred alternative (LPA), and with 
planning and preliminary engineering for that portion of the LPA (including any portion of 
any section of the LPA listed in section 2 above) that may be constructed within 
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financial constraints (capital costs shall be paid entirely from general excise and use tax 
surcharge revenues, any federal, state, or private revenues, and any interest earned on 
the revenues; provided short-term debt secured and payable only from surcharge 
revenues or federal, state, or private revenues may be used to finance the capital 
costs); provided that this portion shall constitute a minimum operable segment (MOS) 
for purposes of Federal New Starts funding eligibility; and provided further that the 
proposed MOS shall be subject to Council approval by resolution. 

SECTION 4. Section 6-60A ROH, is amended to read as follows: 

"Sec, 6-60.1 	Establishment of surcharge—Conditions. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of Act 247, Session Laws of Hawaii, Regular Session of 
2005, codified as Section 46-16.8 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, there is hereby 
established a one-half percent general excise and use tax surcharge to be used for 
purposes of funding the operating and capital costs of public transportation within the 
City and County of Honolulu as specified herein. The excise and use tax surcharge 
shall be levied beginning January 1, 2007. Prior to the tax surcharge monies being 
expended as the local match for federal funds, the following shall occur: 

(1) The council has approved by [resolution] ordinance  a locally preferred 
alternative following an Alternatives Analysis [and Draft EIS]; and 

(2) The council has received from the director of transportation services an 
operational, financial, development and route plan for the locally preferred 
alternative; and 

(3) There is a commitment of federal funds, whether for planning, land 
acquisition or construction, to further the locally preferred alternative." 

PART II. Alignment, Stations, and Base Yard 
of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 5. Section 4-8.3, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990, is amended 
to read as follows: 

"Sec. 4-8.3 Types of public infrastructure to be shown on public infrastructure 
map. 

2 

AR00068781 



CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ORDINANCE 

 
 

BILL 79 (2006), CO2 

 

 
  

 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

(a) 	Symbols for the following types of public improvement projects shall be shown on 

the public infrastructure maps, provided they meet the applicability criteria 
specified in Section 4-8.4: 

(1) Corporation yard; 

(2) Desalination plant; 

(3) Drainageway (open channel); 

(4) Energy generation facility; 

(5) Fire station; 

(6) Government building; 

(7) Golf course (municipal); 

(8) Electrical transmission line and substation (above 46kV but less than 
138kV); 

(9) Park; 

(10) Police station; 

(11) Parking facility; 

(12) Water reservoir; 

(13) Sewage treatment plant; 

(14) Solid waste facility; 

(15) [Transit corridor;] Fixed guideway system alignment, stations, and base 
yard of the locally preferred alternative; 

(16) Major collector or arterial roadway; 

(17) Sewage pumping station; and 

(18) Potable water well. 
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(b) 	The alignment of linear facilities, and the location of project boundaries, shall be 
considered approximate and conceptual." 

PART IV. Specifications of Request for Proposals 
or Invitation for Bids 

SECTION 6. Specifications of request for proposals or invitation for bids. 

The city administration shall submit to the council the specifications in each 
proposed request for proposals or invitation to bids for work that includes the planning, 
design, or construction of the locally preferred alternative before issuing the request or 
invitation. The city administration shall not issue the request for proposals or invitation 
for bids until after the specifications are approved by the council by resolution. The 
council shall approve or reject the specifications without modification. 

PART III. General 

SECTION 7. Ordinance material to be repealed is bracketed; new material is 
underscored. When revising, compiling or printing this ordinance for inclusion in the 
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, the revisor of ordinances need not include the 
brackets, bracketed material, or the underscoring. 
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SECTION 8. This ordinance shall take effect upon its approval. 

INTRODUCED BY: 

Donovan Dela Cruz 

Ann Kobayashi 

Romy M. Cachola 

Charles Diou 

Barbara Marshall 

Todd Apo 

DATE OF INTRODUCTION: 

October 19, 2006 
Honolulu, Hawaii 	 Councilmembers 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 

APPROVED this 	day of 	 , 2006, 

MUFI HANNEMANN, Mayor 
City and County of Honolulu 
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Section 3. The city administration is authorized to proceed with preparation of an 

environmental impact statement for the locally preferred alternative (LPA), and with 

planning and preliminary engineering for that portion of the LPA (including any portion  

of any section of the LPA listed in section 2 above) that may be constructed within 

financial constraints (capital cost and any interest to finance that capital cost shall be paid 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

DONOVAN M. DELA CRUZ 
CHAIR & PRESIDING OFFICER 
ANN H. KOBAYASHI 
VICE CHAIR 
ROMY M. CACHOLA 
FLOOR LEADER 
TODD K. APO 
CHARLES K. DJOU 
NESTOR R. GARCIA 
BARBARA MARSHALL 
GARY H. OKINO 
ROD TAM 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
SPECIAL MEETING 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER 
42ND SESSION 

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 22, 2006 
10 A.M. 

SPEAKER REGISTRATION  

Persons wishing to testify on item(s) listed on the calendar are requested to register by 10 a.m. 
in the interest of time management as follows: 

a. use the On-Line City Council Speaker Registration form available at 
http://www.honolulu.govicouncilispkccl.htm ;  

b. send a fax to 527-6910 indicating your desire to register to speak, along with your name, 
phone number and subject matter; 

C. 	fill out the registration form in person; or 
d. 	call 523-4236. 

Each speaker shall not have anyone else read their statement and is limited to: 

a. three-minute presentation on New Business and Sunshined items; 
b. one-minute presentation on all other items. 

Persons who have not registered to testify by 10 a.m. will be given an opportunity to present 
oral testimony on an item by raising their hands after the initial motion is made. Such persons 
will be given an opportunity to testify following oral testimonies by registered speakers. 

WRITTEN TESTIMONY 

If you wish to submit written testimony: 

a. fax to 527-6910 or 
b. go to http://www4.honolulu.gov/docushareidswebNiew/Collection-624  to e-mail your 

written testimony. 

By submitting written testimony, you are not automatically registered to speak. Refer to 
"SPEAKER REGISTRATION" procedures above. 

If submitted, written testimonies, including the testifier's address, e-mail address and phone 
number, may be posted by the City Clerk and available to the public on the City's DocuShare 
Website. 

Any disabled person requiring special assistance should call 523-4236 for details at least one 
day prior to the meeting date. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Friday, December 22, 2006 

1. CALL TO ORDER — 10 A.M. 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. ORDER OF THE DAY 

THIRD READING 

TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING 

CR- 	 Bill 79, CDI  

Relating to transit. (Selecting the transportation mode for 
the City's locally preferred alternative.) 

PASS THIRD READING  
(Note: Subject to the recommendation of the Committee on 
Transportation and Planning.) 

4. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

5. ADJOURNMENT 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

DONOVAN M. DELA CRUZ 
CHAIR & PRESIDING OFFICER 

ANN H. KOBAYASHI 
VICE CHAIR 

ROMY M. CACHOLA 
FLOOR LEADER 

TODD K. APO 
CHARLES K. DJOU 
NESTOR R. GARCIA 
BARBARA MARSHALL 
GARY H. OKINO 
ROD TAM 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
AMENDED AGENDA 
SPECIAL MEETING 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER 
42ND SESSION 

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 22,2006 
10 A.M. 

SPEAKER REGISTRATION  

Persons wishing to testify on items listed on the calendar are requested to register by 10 a.m. in 
the interest of time management as follows: 

a. use the On-Line City Council Speaker Registration form available at 
http://www.honoluiu.govicounciliattnsokcci.htm ;  

b. send a fax to 527-6910 indicating your desire to register to speak, along with your name, 
phone number and subject matter; 

C. 	fill out the registration form in person; or 
d. 	call 523-4236. 

Each speaker shall not have anyone else read their statement and is limited to: 

a. three-minute presentation on New Business and Sunshined items; 
b. one-minute presentation on all other items. 

Persons who have not registered to testify by 10 a.m. will be given an opportunity to present 
oral testimony on an item by raising their hands after the initial motion is made. Such persons 
will be given an opportunity to testify following oral testimonies by registered speakers. 

WRITTEN TESTIMONY 

If you wish to submit written testimony: 

a. fax to 527-6910 or 
b. go to http://www.honoluiu.govicouncil/emailccl,htm  to e-mail your written testimony. 

By submitting written testimony, you are not automatically registered to speak. Refer to 
"SPEAKER REGISTRATION" procedures above. 

If submitted, written testimonies, including the testifier's address, e-mail address and phone 
number, may be posted by the City Clerk and available to the public on the City's DocuShare 
Website. 

Any disabled person requiring special assistance should call 523-4236 for details at least one 
day prior to the meeting date. 

AR00068788 



ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Friday, December 22, 2006 

1. CALL TO ORDER - 10 AM 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. ORDER OF THE DAY 

Enter Into The Council Journal 

MM-149 	 From Mayor Mufi Hannemann, returning vetoed Bill 82, 
relating to requirements for transit stations. 

FOR CONSIDERATION 

ZONING 

Bill 82 

Relating to requirements for transit stations. (Establishing 
certain requirements for the development of transit stations 
for a rail transit system and make conforming amendments 
to the revised ordinances.) 

PASS FINAL READING, THE MAYOR'S VETO TO THE 
CONTRARY NOTWITHSTANDING 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Friday, December 22, 2006 

THIRD READING 

TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING  

CR- 	 Bill 79, CD1  

CR-508 

Relating to transit. (Selecting the transportation mode for 
the City's locally preferred alternative.) 

PASS THIRD READING  
(Note: Subject to the recommendation of the Committee on 
Transportation and Planning.) 

Bill 79, CD2 

Relating to transit. (Selecting the transportation mode for 
the City's locally preferred alternative.) 

PASS THIRD READING, AS AMENDED 
(Note: As reported out of the 12/14/06 Committee on 
Transportation and Planning.) 

Bill 79, Proposed CD2, FD1 (TKA) 

Relating to transit. (Selecting the transportation mode for 
the City's locally preferred alternative.) 
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FIRST READING 

Bill 91 

Relating to motor vehicles. (Addressing dangerous motor 
vehicles parked near schools.) 

PASS FIRST READING AND REFER TO COMMITTEE ON 
TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING 

Bill 92 

Relating to transit. (Selecting the technology for the City's 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project.) 

PASS FIRST READING AND REFER TO COMMITTEE ON 
TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING 

4. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

5. ADJOURNMENT 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

DONOVAN M. DELA CRUZ 
CHAIR & PRESIDING OFFICER 

ANN H. KOBAYASHI 
VICE CHAIR 
ROMY M. CACHOLA 
FLOOR LEADER 
TODD K. APO 
CHARLES K. DJOU 
NESTOR R. GARCIA 
BARBARA MARSHALL 
GARY H. OKINO 
ROD TAM 

JOURNAL 

SPECIAL MEETING 
42ND SESSION 

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 22, 2006 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER 
3RD FLOOR, HONOLULU HALE 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CALL TO ORDER 

Pursuant to adjournment, the special meeting of the City Council was called to order by the 
Chair and Presiding Officer, Donovan M. Dela Cruz, at 10:18 a.m., in the Council Chamber, 

at City Hall. 

ROLL CALL 

Roll call showed the following Councilmembers present: 

Councilmembers Apo, Cachola, Djou, Garcia, Kobayashi, Marshall, Okino, Tam, 
Dela Cruz 9. 

ORDER OF THE DAY 

MAYOR'S MESSAGE 149 

December 1, 2006 - From Mayor Mufi Hannemann, returning vetoed. Bill 82, relating to 
requirements for transit stations, because the bill requires adoption of Transit Oriented 
Development (TOD) legislation prior to the placement of Public Infrastructure Map (PIM) 
symbols for rapid transit stations. The bill is also premature because the City Council has 
yet to make a final decision on the mode and route. 

The Chair announced that Mayor's Message 149 has been entered into the Council 
Journal. 
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FINAL READING OF BILL 82 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO REQUIREMENTS FOR TRANSIT 

STATIONS. 

Councilmember Djou moved that the Bill pass final reading, the Mayor's veto to the 

contrary notwithstanding. Seconded by Councilmember Marshall. 

The following individual testified: 

Henry Eng, Director, Department of Planning and Permitting (Sustain Mayor's Veto) 

Director Eng informed that the Mayor's reason for vetoing the bill is because it is not 

necessary to link the development of transit-oriented development (TOD) to the placement 

of stations on the public infrastructure map (PIM) because the issues may proceed at a 

different pace. Further, the placement of the station on the map provides the basis for 

funding. However, if the Council chooses to override the Mayor's veto, Director Eng did 

indicate that he intends to carry out the ordinance. 

Councilmember Apo continued to believe that as long as the Council selects a locally 

preferred alternative (LPA) and is moving forward on a mass transit project, Bill 82 makes 

sense and the Council's desires stated in the bill will happen as quickly as possible. His 

concern is the Council has not yet selected an LPA, 

Councilmember Apo then moved to defer action on Bill 82 until after Council acts on Bill 79, 

relating to transit, today. Seconded by Councilmember Garcia. 

Councilmember Djou spoke in opposition to the deferral of the bill. He felt that if the 

Council was not going to commit to doing some form of transit-oriented development and 

placing public infrastructure map symbols, then it is a moot point. Consequently, he 

thought it more prudent to act on this Bill and override it now rather than later. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 10:31 a.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 

10:32 am. 

Councilmember Apo stated that much of what is in Bill 82 has no relevance if there is no 

LPA. Therefore, he stated that if the Council selects an LPA today, he believes that Bill 82 

is needed. Further, he stated that if the Council passes Bill 79, he will vote to override the 
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veto but still felt that the Council should address the LPA issue first to know whether or not 
there is a mass transit project to deal with the TOD. 

Councilmember Kobayashi stated that she held to her original vote on the bill, which was 
for passage of Bill 82. 

Upon being called to reply to Councilmember Marshall's query, Deputy Corporation 
Counsel Diane Kawauchi responded that she believes that if this Bill was overridden and 
an LPA was not selected, the ordinance would then become moot. 

In addition, Deputy Corporation Counsel Kawauchi responded to Councilmember Okino's 
query that it is not true that the Council cannot make a selection on the LPA should Bill 82 
not be overridden. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 10:35 a.m., the Chair called for a recess and reconvened the meeting at 10:44 am. 

Councilmember Apo then withdrew his motion to defer Bill 82. 

RECESS/RECONVENE  

At 10:45 am., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 
10:46 a.m. 

Councilmember Garcia withdrew his second on the motion to defer Bill 82. 

Bill 82 passed final reading, the Mayor's veto to the contrary notwithstanding. 

AYES: 	APO, CACHOLA, DJOU, KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, DELA CRUZ —6 
NOES: 	GARCIA, OKINO, TAM -3. 

THIRD READING OF BILL 79, CD2, FD2 - COMMITTEE REPORT 508  

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO TRANSIT. 
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Councilmember Cachola moved that the Committee Report be adopted and the Bill pass 
third reading, as amended (CD2). Seconded by Councilmember Kobayashi. 

Councilmember Apo moved that the Bill be amended to an FD1, OCS/121506110:16/CT, 
which changes Section 2, Subsection 1, to "Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road or 
Kamokila Boulevard, as determined by the city administration before or during preliminary 
engineering, to Farrington Highway,". Seconded by Councilmember Tam. 

Councilmember Kobayashi moved to further amend to an FD1, OCS/122206/10:54/HM, 
which: 1) adds to Section 2(1), a North-South Road branch to the Section 1 alignment; 
and 2) adds a new Section 5 stating that the portion of the Saratoga Avenue/North-South 
Road Section 1 alignment (green line) between the Kapolei Parkway/Kalaeloa Boulevard 
intersection and the "North-South/Saratoga station," although not part of the locally 
preferred alternative, shall be constructed and completed by the city when funds become 
available and appropriated. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 10:56 a.m., the Chair called for a recess and reconvened the meeting at 11:52 a.m. 

The Chair announced that Councilmember Kobayash's motion was to further amend 
Councilmember Apo's FD1. 

Councilmember Kobayashi's motion was seconded by Councilmember Cachola, 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 11:53 a.m., the Chair called for a recess and reconvened the meeting at 12 noon. 

Councilmember Apo explained to the public that there has been discussion as to when the 
Council's 48-hour rule starts to allow the Councilmembers and the public review of the 
proposed amendment that was not posted on the agenda. He informed that this rule only 
starts if the motion to amend is passed. He then asked that the Councilmembers have a 
discussion in regards to the motion to amend and thereafter, he will move to call for the 
question. If the motion to amend is passed, then the 48-hour rule is then considered. 
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Councilmember Marshall stated that she was not in favor of having a discussion and 

thereafter taking a vote on the amendment before taking testimonies. She was thoroughly 

concerned about everything, especially this being the largest public works project ever to 

be undertaken by the City. However, she was not opposed to the project but consistently 

felt that if a transit or busway was to be built, it needed to be done right. Therefore, she 

was not prepared to vote on the amendment unless there was a thorough discussion and 

airing by the public. 

Councilmember Kobayashi agreed with Councilmember Marshall as the public had been 

waiting for two hours and had not been given the opportunity for input. 

Councilmember Okino's preference is to allow discussion and then call for the question on 

the amendment. 

Councilmember Djou stated that it was frightening that the Council is poised to vote on a 

$6 billion project and still did not know what they are doing. Consequently, 

Councilmember Djou moved to recess the Council until 10 a.m., on Thursday, December 

30, 2006. There being no second, the motion failed. 

Councilmember Marshall then moved that the Council recess until Tuesday. Seconded by 

Councilmember Djou. 

RECESS/RECONVENE  

At 12:07 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 

12:08 p.m. 

The Chair informed that the motion needed to be time specific and 

Councilmember Marshall amended her motion that the Council recess until Tuesday, at 10 

a.m. 

Councilmember Marshall explained that her motion for a recess was to allow the public time 

to study the alternatives before the Council, but if the public did not feel that it was 

necessary and wanted to testify anyway, then she had no objections. 
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RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 12:09 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 

12:10 p.m. 

The Chair announced that the motion on the floor is to recess the Council until Tuesday 

(December 26, 2006), 10 a.m., after allowing testimony. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 12:11 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 

12:12 p.m. 

The Chair concurred with Councilmember Apo's understanding that the Council will recess 

until Tuesday, then take action on Councilmember Kobayashi's motion to amend, and if the 

amendment is passed, wait 48 hours and vote for third reading on Thursday. The Chair 

indicated that the 48-hour wait is due to the Council's rule. 

Councilmember Djou then called for a point of order and stated that the motion to recess is 

a nondebatable motion. Councilmembers can raise points of personal privilege or inquiries 

on the floor for clarification purposes and if not, we should be calling the question on the 

motion at hand. 

Councilmember Garcia appreciated that the public was here to testify as well as the fact 

that they want the Council to vote out in the open. Consequently, if after testimony, there is 

a recess, the public would be wondering how the Council was going to vote; and, therefore, 

thought that it was not fair to the public. 

Councilmember Apo then called for the question on the motion to amend. However, the 

Chair stated that the motion to recess takes privilege. 

Councilmember Marshall stated that her objective in calling for a motion to recess is to 

allow the public time to study these alternatives. However, if the public does not desire 

time to do this and if the Council is going through all the testimony anyway, then she 

withdraws her motion to recess. Councilmember Djou did not withdraw his second. 
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Motion to recess to Tuesday, at 10 am., after allowing testimony. 

AYES: 	CACHOLA, DJOU, KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, DELA CRUZ —5. 

NOES: 	APO, GARCIA, OKINO, TAM -4. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 12:16 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 

12:17 p.m. 

At Councilmember Tam's request, Councilmember Kobayashi explained that her FD1 takes 
into consideration the concerns of the people of Waianae, Makakilo and Kapolei. The 
yellow line provides a straight route to town, University of Hawaii, Waikiki and Ala Moana 

Center. The green line would start at the North-South Saratoga station and continue to 
Farrington Highway which would provide for the concerns of the people of Ewa, 
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands, the future University of Hawaii West Oahu Campus 
and the DR Horton development. The part of the green line between North-South Road 

and Kapolei will not be built until monies are available. 

The Chair announced that the question has been called to further amend without public 
testimony for which Councilmember Djou raised a point of objection. Councilmember Djou 

stated that the Council passed the motion to recess and the motion to amend is not 

germane. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 12:19 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 

12:21 p.m. 

Councilmember Garcia moved for reconsideration of the action previously taken. 

Councilmember Djou then called for a point of order. He stated that a motion to reconsider 

is only germane if a Councilmember voted in favor of the original underlying motion and 

consequently, only a movant in favor can ask for a motion for reconsideration. The Chair 

agreed and then called for the first registered speaker. 
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The following individuals testified: 

1. Grant Teichman (Include Manoa) 
2. Henry Cheng (Include Manoa) 
1 	Dale Evans, Charley's Taxi and Limousine 
4. 	SolRay Duncan (Supports rail) 

Mr. Duncan informed that the Pearl City 
supported the rail from Kapolei to Manoa. 

(M-1953) (General Comment) 

Neighborhood Board overwhelmingly 

5. Dennis Callan (M-2111) (Supports CD2, Hot lane bus alternative) 

Mr. Callan explained that in general with buses operating on a fixed guideway, there 
would be less of a problem in micromanaging the route because the buses can pick 
up passengers in the community. He supports the idea of further studies of the 
busway technology. 

6. Ruth Nakasone (M-2191) (General Comment) 
7. Dick Poirier, MililaniNVaipio/Melemanu Neighborhood Board 25 (D-1024) (Supports 

rail but no position on alignment) 
8. Richard Oshiro, Waipahu Neighborhood Board 22 (D-1027) (Supports rail but no 

position on alignment) 

Mr. Oshiro informed that the Board did not take a position on an alignment. 

At this juncture, Councilmember Kobayashi assumed the duties of the Chair. 

9. Michael T. Jones, DR Horton-Schuler Homes (M-1971) (Supports rail and the 
green route, FD1) 

Mr. Jones felt that having the rail in Kalaeloa would definitely enhance that 
community. It is one of the few areas that true new transit-oriented development 
can really happen. 

10. Robert Bruhl, DR Horton-Schuler Homes (M-1969) (Supports rail) 
11. Tesha Malama (M-1933, M-1952) (Supports Saratoga route) 

At this juncture, Acting Chair Kobayashi returned to her seat and Councilmember Cachola 
assumed the duties of the Chair. Then Chair Dela Cruz resumed the duties of the Chair 
and Acting Chair Cachola returned to this seat. 
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12. Kurt Fevella, Ewa Neighborhood Board (M-2015) (Supports full mass transit route) 
13. Eric Nelson, Straddle Transit Corp of America (Supports rail) 
14. Frank Genadio (M-2047) (Supports FD1) 
15. Steven Severin (Opposes rail) 
16. David Rae, James Campbell Company LLC (M-2077) (Supports full mass transit 

route) 

Mr. Rae informed that the Kapolei Civic Center encompasses Kapolei Hale, the 
State office building and the State Judiciary. There is a 5-acre piece of land, called 
the musubi parcel, that the Campbell Estate is required to give the City under the 
unilateral agreement for the transit center. 

17. Maeda Timson, Makakilo/Kapolei/Honokai Hale Neighborhood Board (Supports the 
full green line route) 

18. Senator Will Espero (M-2035) (Supports the green line route) 

Senator Espero explained that he could not say how much of the $6 -$8 billion to 
build transit from Kalaeloa to Waikiki the State is going to provide but he supports 
looking at all government funding to build this project in order to minimize the impact 
on the residents. As this rail system is being built, decisions will be made by other 
legislators. It is an expanding system and will be expanding well beyond the Year 
2020, 2030. 

At this juncture, Councilmember Kobayashi assumed the duties of the Chair. 

19. Robert Finley, Waikiki Neighborhood Board (Oppose Waikiki spur) 
20. Polly Grace (Supports rail) 
21. Sue Sakai, AARP Hawaii (Supports Kapolei to Manoa route) 
22. Buzz Hong, Hawaii Building and Construction Trades Council (M-2058) (Supports 

any alignment) 
23. Les Among, Waikiki Neighborhood Board 9 (General Comment) 
24. John Brizdle (General Comment) 
25. Ken Schooland (Opposes rail) 
26. Li Schooland (Opposes rail) 
27. Michelle S. Matson 	(M-1943, M-2172) 	(Supports Managed Express 

Lanes/Opposes Waikiki Spur and elevated blight on waterfront) 
28. Pearl Johnson, League of Women Voters (General Comment) 
29_ 	Bobbie Slater (Delay the tax until there is a clear plan) 
30. James Moylan (M-1970) (Supports Councilmember Apo's FD1) 
31. Representative Sharon Har (Supports mass transit in the form of a light rail) 
32. Jim Tollefson, The Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii (M-2018) (General Comment) 
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33. Kyle Chock, The Pacific Resource Partnership (M-2114) (Supports fixed guideway 
option) 

34. Daniel DineII, Hawaii Community Development Authority (M-2057) (Supports green 
line route) 

Mr. DineII informed that HCDA would like to see service in the areas of Kakaako and 
Kalaeloa but most of all they would like to make sure that the system serves the 
greatest good because it will not help anyone if the minimum operating segment is 
not enough to make it a viable, vibrant system. 

35. Dave Arakawa, Hawaiian Airlines (Support) 

At this juncture, Chair Dela Cruz resumed the duties of the Chair and Acting 
Chair Kobayashi returned to her seat. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 2:26 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 2:27 p.m. 

36. Panos Prevedouros (M-2199) (Opposes rail) 

Mr. Prevedouros explained that a fixed guideway system with delineation of rail or 
bus is an intermediate way to go. He did not feel it wise for a completely fixed 
guideway for busses while there could be a win-win situation to have extra room for 
other vehicles such as vans and carpools. However, a fixed guideway for buses is 
far more flexible than rail because express buses will be faster and they will be able 
to continue directly on the streets with their loads while requiring far fewer transfers. 

37. Representative Rida Cabanilla 	(M-2110) 	(Supports green line, 
Councilmember Apo's FD1) 

Representative Cabanilla emphasized that she has never changed her position with 
respect to the alternative mode. She is still in support of the rail and the underwater 
tunnel. 

38. Lawson Teshima (General Comment) 
39. James Tokishi (Opposes rail) 
40. George Berish (General Comment) 
41. Juanita Wolfgramm (Opposes rail) 
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42. Miles Kahaloa (Opposes rail) 
43. Justito Alcon (M-1950) (Supports Councilmember Apo's FD1) 
44. Kevin Killeen (Supports rapid transit) 
45. Paul Richards, State Council of Hawaiian Homestead Association (Supports 

Councilmember Apo's FD1) 
46. Tom Berg (M-2076) (Supports CD2) 
47. Alicia Maluafiti (M-2074) (General Comment) 
48. Kenneth Wong (Supports fixed rail system) 
49. Claire Tamamoto (M-2222) (Supports rail) 
50. Michael Uechi (M-2225) (General Comment) 
51. Eve Anderson (Oppose/Send back to committee) 
52. David Rolf (M-2059, M-2089; M-2208) (Supports managed fixed guideway) 
53. Helen Carroll, Waikiki Residents Association (M-2112) (Opposes rail) 
54. Laurel Mason-Quinton (General Comment) 
55. John Goliner 11 (Supports Councilmember Apo's FD1) 
56. Wayne H. Kishida, Hawaii Laborers' Union Local 368 (M-2157) (Supports green 

line route) 
57. Zac Thielen (Opposes rail) 
58. Richard Morse (Supports bill) 
59. Sherman Kwock (Opposes any condemnations) 
60. Philip Blackman (M-2102; M-2103) (General Comment) 
61. James Manaku (Opposes rail) 
62. Ursula Retherford (General Comment) 
63. Teoni Black (Opposes rail) 
64. Jayanth Kumar (Opposes Rail) 
65. Spencer Kimura (M-1973) (General Comment) 
66. Cliff Slater (M-2005) (Opposes rail) 
67. Ray Solomon (Supports rail) 
68. Charles Carole (Opposes rail) 
69. Scott Belford (M-2100) (Supports mass transit route from Kapolei to Manoa) 
70. Richard Mori (Supports green line route) 

Moved by Councilmember Marshall and seconded by Councilmember Kobayashi, the 
Council reconsidered the motion to recess which was approved without objections from the 
9 members present and continued with the meeting. 

Councilmember Kobayashi then withdrew her motion to further amend 
Councilmember Apo's FD1. 
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RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 3:32 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 3:35 p.m. 

Councilmember Cachola withdrew his second for Councilmember Kobayashi's motion to 

further amend Councilmember Apo's FD1. 

The Chair announced that the motion on the floor is to amend Bill 79, CD2, to 
Councilmember Apo's FD1 listed on the agenda_ 

Councilmember Apo stated that he heard from the community and leaders of West Oahu 

that their preference is the green line route. However, there is a rationale to look at the 
yellow line route and, therefore, he asked his colleagues' support in passing the FD1 to 
allow review of both the green line and yellow line routes. He reiterated that the green line 

is an important policy statement in regard to the locally preferred alternative. 

RECESS/RECONVENE 

At 3:38 p.m., the Chair called for a short recess and reconvened the meeting at 3:44 p.m. 

There being no objections from the 9 members present, it was so ordered by the Chair that 
Bill 79, CD2, be amended to Councilmember Apo's FD1. 

Councilmember Apo moved to further amend Bill 79, CD2, FD1, to an FD2, 
OCS/122206104:10/HM, which changes in Section 2, Subsection 1, "or" on the first line to 

"and" and a similar change in Section 3. These changes will allow the Administration to 
look at both routes and if it is determined that both routes are useful, they can do both. 

Seconded by Councilmember Garcia. 

Councilmember Okino stated that it was the prudent way to go and get necessary 

evaluations and information to support whatever route is chosen. Therefore, he supports 

this FD2. 

There being no objections from the 9 members present, it was so ordered by the Chair that 

Bill 79, CD2, FD1, be amended to an FD2. 
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Councilmember Tam thanked all the testifiers for their input which were very valuable in 
deciding on the proper legislation. What has been addressed is the issue of the mode and 
alignment but there are other details yet to be taken up before the Council and the 
Administration, such as the environmental impact statement. 

Council member Marshall stated that she would be voting against Bill 79, CD2, FD2, 
because while it offers an important alternative and leaves it open for the possibility of 
buses, she agreed with Professor Prevedorous that the alternatives analysis was targeted 
and insufficient for the Council to use to make such an important decision. She also 
agreed with the last University of Hawaii student testifier that the Council needs a more 
thorough analysis. Although she is grateful to Councilmember Kobayashi for altering the 
bill to include fixed guideway and opening the possibility for buses, however, even a fixed 
guideway system for buses is an expensive alternative. Therefore, she could not subject 
the constituents to what she thought is of a major decision with too little information. 

There being no objections from the 9 members present, it was so ordered by the Chair that 
the Council rule relating to the 48-hour notice be waived. 

Councilmember Djou spoke in opposition to the FD2. He believes that if the City had an 
unlimited supply of money, maybe they should be doing a rail but unless there is a lot more 
financial resources than they now have, he did not believe moving forward on this system is 
prudent. His concern has been and continues to be that the cost is too much. He is 
concerned that any rail system will bring deficits and financially cripple the taxpayers. The 
length of time it will take to construct this system is too long, and the ridership will not be 
there. 

Councilmember Cachola stated that he will be supporting the FD2 as the Salt Lake 
alignment is now part of the locally preferred alternative based on changes made to the bill. 
He believes the Salt Lake Neighborhood Board will be very happy that their alignment is 
included in the locally preferred alternative but the residents fronting or around Salt Lake 
Boulevard should be vigilant and make their voices heard regarding this alignment. He 
thanked the public for their input. 

Councilmember Okino stated that there is a misperception that the Council has not studied 
this adequately but felt that they have. That is what the alternatives analysis is all about. It 
was done completely and thoroughly. Therefore, the Council has based its decision on a 
good study with good information. He strongly believed that voting for this is the right 
decision for the future of Honolulu. 
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Councilmember Garcia thanked everyone involved in making this happen and he will be 
voting in favor of this long awaited project that he hopes will be built in our lifetime. 

Councilmember Kobayashi thanked the public who attended so many hearings and for 
expressing their opinions. 

Councilmember Apo stated that one of the concerns is the large cost but if they are going 
to truly designate West Oahu as being the growth area of the island, they need to be willing 
to dedicate the money and infrastructure that is needed for that growth. He has looked at 
the options and believes he has taken an objective look and has reached the conclusion 
that a mass transit system with a fixed guideway system is going to be the needed solution. 

Committee Report 508 was adopted and Bill 79 passed third reading, as amended (CD2, 
FD2). 

AYES: 	APO, CACHOLA, GARCIA, KOBAYASHI, OKINO, TAM, DELA CRUZ —7. 
NOES: 	DJOU, MARSHALL - 2. 

Related communications: 

1.  D-1037 Linda Ure, Kailua Neighborhood Board 31 
2.  M-1776 Arvid Youngquist 
3.  M-1855 Beverly Larranaga 
4.  M-1856 Glenn J. Oamilda 
5.  M-1910 Anonymous 
6.  M-1911 Thomas Aimoku McClellan, Pelatron, Inc. 
7.  M-1912 Bryan Delp 
8.  M-1913 Monica Fatu 
9.  M-1914 Thomas Gallagher 
10.  M-1915 William Harris 
11.  M-1916 Wendy Smotherman 
12.  M-1917 Bob Weeks 
13.  M-1918 Arne Thad Hegerberg 
14.  M-1919 Andy Mertz, Small Business Hawaii 
15.  M-1920 Richard C. Stancliff 
16.  M-1921 Joan Fleming 
17.  M-1922, 

M-2163 Lorrin Lee 
18.  M-1923 F.H. House 
19.  M-1924 Vivian Tsuji 
20.  M-1925 Victor Meyers 
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21. M-1926, 

	

M-2178 	Pat Meyers 
22. M-1927 	Lani Matsuo 
23. M-1928 	Diane Tippett 
24. M-1929 	Joe Tax Payer 
25. M-1930, 

	

M-2135 	Terrence Hananec and Gary Whigham 
26. M-1931 	Lorna Mount 
27. M-1932 	Loren C. Divers 
28. M-1934 	Mimi Dizon 
29. M-1935, 

	

M-2012 	Anthony Gelish 
30. M-1936 	Gene Leupp 
31. M-1937 	Barbara Clemens 
32. M-1938 	Stefanie Smart 
33. M-1939, 

M-1946, 

	

M-2107 	Capt. Robert R. Bumgarner, Sr. 
34. M-1940 	George G. Boyd 
35. M-1941 	Mike Rethman 
36. M-1942 	Steve Curly 
37. M-1944 	Randolph F. Leong 
38. M-1945 	Robert Gould 
39. M-1947 	David Brown 
40. M-1948 	Timothy E. Fern, MD 
41. M-1949 	Sandie Nagao 
42. M-1951 	C. Crandal 
43. M-1954 	Justito B. Alcon II 
44. M-1955 	Stephen Nakasone 
45. M-1956 	Anonymous 
46. M-1962 	Don Kopf 
47. M-1963 	Marian Grey 
48. M-1964 	Tom Meehan 
49. M-1965 	Manuel Castaneda 
50. M-1966 	Bill Berg 
51. M-1967 	Ernest Oshiro 
52. M-1972 	Carl Takamura, The Hawaii Business Roundtable 
53. M-1974 	Robert J. Herberger 
54. M-1976 	John Roberts 
55. M-1977 	Jan Yokota, General Growth Properties 
56_ 	M-1978 	Vivian C. Ah Sam 
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57, M-1979 Genaro Q. Bimbo 
58.  M-1980 Jeri Gaynor 
59.  M-1981 Jon & Foswitha McKenna 
60.  M-1982 AdeIle Rausa 
61.  M-1983 Sunny Reinhold 
62.  M-1984 M. Sarah Robert 
63.  M-1985 Janet Tucker 
64.  M-1986 Daisy Mural 
65_ M-1987 Erlene Lahapa lchimura 
66.  M-1990 Normand H.J. Robert 
67.  M-1991 Lance Johnson 
68.  M-1992 Mike Hanson 
69.  M-1993 Phillip Heyenga 
70.  M-1994 Michael Anthony Akin 
71.  M-1995 Zenas C. Correa 
72.  M-1996 Barbara Lohr 
73.  M-1997 Bill Lewis 
74.  M-1998 Anonymous 
75.  M-1999 Sheri Siptrott 
76.  M-2000 Billy Gomban 
77.  M-2001 Gordon R. Links 
78.  M-2002 Valoy Alexander 
79.  M-2003 Tyler Proctor 
80.  M-2006 Renee Cochran 
81.  M-2007 Ed Teruya 
82.  M-2008 Chris Grant 
83.  M-2009 Gary & Robin Stalians 
84_ M-2010 Mel McKeague 
85.  M-2011 Susan E. York 
86.  M-2013 Scott Brazwell &Cheri Michel Brazwell 
87.  M-2014 L. Windisch 
88.  M-2016 Representative Marilyn B. Lee 
89.  M-2017 Marlene Uesugi 
90.  M-2019 Roger C. Evans 
91.  M-2020 Mary L. Forde 
92.  M-2021 Keahi D, Pelayo 
93_ M-2022 Arthur Sheehan 
94.  M-2023 Eseti Tupuola, Jr. 
95.  M-2024 Melvon Ahlo-Pinera 
96.  M-2025 William S. Gonsalves 
97.  M-2026 Yoshiyuki Nagaki 

16 

AR00068807 



City Council Journal 
Friday, December 22, 2006 

98.  M-2027 Mitsuru Takahashi 
99.  M-2028 Kimo M. Kilmer 
100.  M-2029, 

M-2213 Michael Scherr 
101.  M-2030 Newell Hirata 
102.  M-2031 Robert K. Barrett 
103.  M-2032 Charles E. Lehmann 
104.  M-2033 Larry Lee 
105.  M-2034 Sarah Fechter 
106.  M-2036 Paul K. Kane Ill, Aloha Marketing 
107.  M-2037 Sharene Saito Tarn, Haseko 
108.  M-2038 Esper and Tony Resayo 
109.  M-2039 Nobuko Holyfield 
110.  M-2040 Nora A. Nomura 
111.  M-2041 Steve Bohlen 
112.  M-2042 Ben & Akiko Mathieu 
113.  M-2043 Ted Kanemori 
114.  M-2044 Warren Hann 
115.  M-2045 Michael Weston 
116.  M-2046 Franklin Souza 
117.  M-2048 Angel & Arlene Colon 
118.  M-2049 Michael Golojuch (M-2049) 
119.  M-2050 Kan-ichi & Setsuko Hayakawa 
120.  M-2051 Caron M. Wilberts 
121.  M-2052 Evelyn Souza 
122.  M-2053 Donald Clegg 
123.  M-2054 Alvin Wong 
124.  M-2055 David Wilson 
125.  M-2056 Hi`olani Suster 
126.  M-2060 Robert N. Windisch 
127.  M-2061 John Whalen 
128.  M-2062 Mary P. Moore 
129.  M-2063, 

M-2085 Representative Kymberly Pine 
130.  M-2064, 

M-2166 Robert M.Lloyd 
131.  M-2065 Representative Colleen Meyer 
132.  M-2066 Alan S. Lloyd 
133.  M-2067 Cyndie Smith 
134.  M-2068 Debbie Luning, Gentry Homes 
135.  M-2069 Gene I. Awakuni 
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136.  M-2070 Murray Towill, Hawaii Hotel & Lodging Association 
137.  M-2071 Bobbie Jennings 
138.  M-2072 Wes Frysztacki 
139.  M-2073 Norman W. Bruckmann 
140.  M-2075 Senator Norman Sakamoto 
141.  M-2078 Mike Gayer 
142.  M-2079 Dean Uchida, Land Use Research Foundation of Hawaii 
143.  M-2080 Dean Uchida, LOTMA 
144.  M-2081 Capt. Bill Littell 
145.  M-2082 Roy M. Yonaoshi 
146.  M-2083 Jessica Sanchez 
147.  M-2084, 

M-2087 Michael McNiel 
148.  M-2086 Representative Karl Rhoads 
149.  M-2088 Rodolfo Ramos 
150.  M-2090 Danton S. Wong, Chun, Kerr, Dodd, Beaman & Wong 
151.  M-2091 Leonard Hoshijo, Hawaii Carpenters Union 
152.  M-2094 Anonymous (JM/jayen2you) 
153.  M-2095 Norman M. Arakaki 
154.  M-2096 Gerry Asato 
155.  M-2097 L Gary Bautista 
156.  M-2098 Ray Beauchemin 
157.  M-2099 Lynne Beckstrom 
158.  M-2101 Jackie Black 
159.  M-2104 Peter M. Bower 
160.  M-2105 Robert Briggs 
161.  M-2106 Cynthia Brundage 
162.  M-2108 Darrlyn T. Bunda 
163.  M-2109 Kevin Burkett 
164.  M-2113 Kalina Chang 
165.  M-2115 Concerned Citizen 
166.  M-2116 K.C. Correa 
167.  M-2117 Clarissa Cosson 
168.  M-2118 Mary J. Culvyhouse 
169.  M-2119 Malia Damon 
170.  M-2120 Gunner & Monika Danielson 
171.  M-2121 Donald Dawson 
172.  M-2122 Miller P. Dayton 
173.  M-2123 E. John Doty 
174.  M-2124 Darcianne Evans, Charley's Taxi 
175.  M-2125 Gilbert Fooks 
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176, M-2126 Robert E. Frith, Jr. 
177.  M-2127 Myrle Fujii 
178.  M-2128 Robert Furukawa 
179.  M-2129 Senator Mike Gabbard (M-2129) 
180.  M-2130 Evelyn Gallagher 
181.  M-2131 John P. Gallagher 
182.  M-2132 Alison Ghiselli 
183.  M-2133 L. Gleason 
184.  M-2134 Mike Hartlaub 
185.  M-2136 Harry Hayashi 
186.  M-2137 Nancy Hedlund 
187.  M-2138 Byron Ho 
188.  M-2139 Carol Hopkins 
189.  M-2140 Keith Horita 
190.  M-2141 Douglas Hornal 
191.  M-2142 Tom Huff & Barbara Downs 
192.  M-2143 Alyn Ikeda 
193.  M-2144 Michelle Jaffe 
194.  M-2145 Jerilyn Jeffryes 
195.  M-2146 William Johnstone 
196.  M-2147 Lance Kamada 
197, M-2148 Erica Kaminski 
198.  M-2149 Micah Kane, State Department of Hawaiian Home Lands 
199.  M-2150 Janet Kanja 
200.  M-2151 Philip Keat 
201.  M-2152 Darrell Kicker 
202.  M-2153, 

M-2154 Ronald Kienitz 
203, M-2155 Senator Donna Mercado Kim 
204.  M-2156 Rodney Kim, Sand Island Business Association 
205.  M-2158 Corinne Kong 
206.  M-2159 Kerry A. Krenzke 
207.  M-2160 Buck Laird 
208, M-2161 Al Lardizabal 
209.  M-2162 Laurence K. Lau 
210.  M-2164 Loy Fook Leu & Lenora Leu 
211.  M-2165 Matt Locey 
212.  M-2167 MaryAnne Long 
213.  M-2168 Joseph M. Magaldi, Jr. 
214.  M-2169 Makakilo Resident 
215.  M-2170 Ruby Marcelo 
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216.  M-2171 Karen Mason 
217.  M-2173 Susan Matsudo 
218.  M-2174 Harry Mattson, AARP Hawaii 
219.  M-2175 Matt McCullough 
220.  M-2176 Theresia McMurdo, West Oahu Economic Development Association 
221.  M-2177 Jay McWilliams 
222.  M-2179 Philip Michaels 
223.  M-2180 Joe T. Miller 
224.  M-2181 Daniel M. Mita 
225.  M-2182 Laurie Miyagawa 
226.  M-2183 Albert Morgan 
227.  M-2184 Steve Morgan 
228.  M-2185 Val & Art Mori 
229.  M-2186 Wendy Mow-Taira 
230.  M-2187 Shawn K.K. Murakawa 
231.  M-2188 Sanford Murata 
232.  M-2189 Lorna Nagamine 
233.  M-2190 Karen T. Nakamura, B1A - Hawaii 
234.  M-2192 Alden Ng 
235.  M-2193 Sandra Nichol' 
236.  M-2194 Kelly O'Neill 
237.  M-2195 Lloyd O'Sullivan 
238.  M-2196 Joe Paikai, and Rochelle Lee Gregson, Honolulu Board of Realtors 
239.  M-2197 Lynda Pelayo 
240.  M-2198 Susan Phillips 
241, M-2200 Susan Ramie 
242.  M-2201 Dave Reed 
243.  M-2202 R. Reed 
244.  M-2203 Richard Rees 
245.  M-2204 Ian Robertson 
246.  M-2205 Phil Robertson 
247.  M-2206 Robert Rodman 
248.  M-2207 Alice Rogers 
249.  M-2209 Gary Ropert 
250.  M-2210 Salome Sato 
251, M-2211 Anthony H. Sang, Sr; Aulani Ahmad; G. Pikake Pelekai; 

Paul P. Richards 
252.  M-2212 Harry Saunders, Castle & Cooke Homes Hawaii, Inc. 
253.  M-2214 Charles S. Scott 
254.  M-2215 Karen Shinjo 
255.  M-2216 Paul Smith 
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256.  M-2217 John Steelquist, Makiki Neighborhood Board 
257.  M-2218 John Strong 
258.  M-2219 Blanche Suematsu 
259.  M-2220 Paula Sussex, Sandal Tree 
260.  M-2221 Max Sword, Outrigger Hotels (M-2221) 
261, M-2223 Bruce Teramoto 
262.  M-2224 Jayme & Loren Tripoli 
263.  M-2226 Joseph Uno (M-2226) 
264.  M-2227 Marie Wagner 
265.  M-2228 Max Watson, Custom Property Development 
266.  M-2229 Richard Weimer 
267.  M-2230 Lloyd M. Wentworth, Jr., GWE Group, Inc. 
268.  M-2231 Ann & Frank White 
269.  M-2232 Dolores White 
270.  M-2233 Ruth D. Willenborg 
271.  M-2234 Kurt & Marie Winner 
272.  M-2235 Benjy Wong 
273.  M-2236 Linda Wong 
274.  M-2237 Arlene G. Woo 
275.  M-2238 Amado Yoro 
276.  M-2239 Myrna Zezza 
277.  P-48 Jayson Lamarca, et al. 

FIRST READING OF BILL 91  

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO MOTOR VEHICLES. 

Councilmember Kobayashi moved that the Bill pass first reading and be referred to the 
Committee on Transportation and Planning. Seconded by Councilmember Cachola. 

There was no public testimony. 

Bill 91 passed first reading and referred to the Committee on Transportation and Planning. 

AYES: 	APO, CACHOLA, DJOU, GARCIA, KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, 
DELA CRUZ —9. 

NOES: 	None. 
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FIRST READING OF BILL 92 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

Councilmember Kobayashi moved that the Bill pass first reading and be referred to the 
Committee on Transportation and Planning. Seconded by Councilmember Cachola. 

The following individual testified. 

Bill 92 passed first reading and referred to the Committee on Transportation and Planning. 

AYES: 	APO, CACHOLA, DJOU, GARCIA, KOBAYASHI, MARSHALL, OKINO, TAM, 
DELA CRUZ —9. 

NOES: 	None. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Nuuanu Memorial Park 

Councilmember Tam wished everyone a Merry Christmas and announced the successful 
ending of the bankrupty relating to the Nuuanu Memorial Park. 

Related communication: 

CC-284 	Councilmember Rod Tam 

Birthday 

Councilmember Kobayash wished Steve Uyeno a Happy Birthday. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

At 4:18 p.m., Councilmember Kobayashi moved that the Council stand adjourned sine die. 
Seconded by Councilmember Cachola and so ordered by the Chair. 

DENISE C. DE COSTA 
City Clerk 

kt 

Date approved: 

January 24, 2007 
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Dear M 

ROMY M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 
e-mail: rcachola@honolulu.gov  

November 13, 2006 

Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
530 South King Street, 3 rd  Floor 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Orr"5!"-  CCYLT1•TCII_J 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU, 	HAWAII 	9 6 8 1 3 - 3 0 6 5 

• Attached are questions on information in the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project Alternatives Analysis Report ("Alternatives Analysis Report") and the Draft 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Environmental Consequences: Supporting 
Info' 	wation ("Environmental Consequences Report"). 

The responses to these questions will help educate the Committee on the transit issue and 
lead to the best decision-making. Please submit your responses to the questions to me by 
November 30, 2006. 

If you have any questions, please call me at 523-7007. 

Thank you. 

Very truly yours, 

OLA, Chair 
Co 	ransportation and Planning 
Hors lulu S Council 

Council Corn. No. 
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QUESTIONS ON ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS REPORT 
AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES REPORT  

Chapter 2 — Alternatives Considered 

(1) The first paragraph on page 2-4 states: "The H-1 zipper lane would be maintained in the 
Two-direction Option but discontinued in the Reversible Option." 

Why will the zipper lane be discontinued in the reversible option? 

(2) Table 2-2 on page 2-8 provides the number of stations on each section alignment. 
Calculations based on the data indicate the following: 

• The Kalaeloa/Salt Lake/North King/Hotel alignment will have 30 stations; 

• The Kamokila/Airport/Dillingharn/King alignment with Waikiki branch will have 28 
stations; 

• The Kalaeloa/Airport/Dillingham/Halekauwila alignment will have 31 stations; 

• The 20-Mile East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center alignment will have 24 stations. 

Are those calculations correct? 

(3 ) The last paragraph on page 2-8 states: "Fare inspectors would ride the system and check 
that passengers have valid tickets or transfers." 

(A) Will rail cars have drivers in addition to fare inspectors? 

(B) Is the compensation for fare inspectors included in the operating and maintenance 
cost estimates for the fixed guideway alternatives? 

(4) In the project schedule on page 2-19, "final design" and "construction" will overlap for 
about a one-year period. 

Is that overlap allowable under the Federal Transit Administration's major capital 
investment process? 

(5) When does the City Administration plan to issue a request for proposals for the design and 
construction of the fixed guideway system if selected as the locally preferred alternative? 
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Chapter 3 Transportation Benefits And Impacts 

(6) What hours constitute the A.M. and P.M. peak periods and A.M. and P.M. peak hours? 

(7) The fourth paragraph on page 3-1 states that, between 2005 and 2030, daily island-wide 
trips will increase by 27 percent and peak period home-based work trips will increase by 21 
percent. 

By what percentages will island-wide population and employment increase between 2005 
and 2030? 

(8) Table 3-3 on page 3-4 provides data on daily person trips by mode (automobile or transit, 
bus or rail). 

How many trips by mode will be taken by visitors under each build alternative? 

(9) Table 3-6 on page 3-11 provide data on travel times during the A.M. peak hour for the 
alternatives. 

(A) Is the assumption correct that the transit travel times under the non-fixed guideway 
alternatives are express bus travel times? 

(B) When computing the daily transit and vehicle trips for table 3-3, is a "drive to transit" 
trip counted as one linked "transit trip" or separately as one "vehicle trip" and one 
"transit trip"? 

(C) How many daily "drive to transit" (to park and ride facility) trips are forecasted for 
each build alternative? 

(D) Would the "auto travel times" for the build alternatives be shorter than the "auto 
travel time" for the no build alternative? If available, please provide the "auto travel 
times" for the build alternatives. 

(E) Under the Kalaeloa/Airport/Dillingham/Halekauwila alignment, the "walk to transit" 
travel time from Downtown to Waikiki is 40 minutes. Why is that travel time so 
much higher than the "walk to transit" travel times from Downtown to Waikiki under 
the Kalaeloa/Salt Lake/North King/Hotel alignment and 20-mile East Kapolei to Ala 
Moana Center alignment, which is 28 minutes? 
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(10) Table 3-8 on page 3-16 provides data on the "A.M. Peak Two-hour Transit Ridership." 

(A) What hours constitute the A.M. two-hour peak? 

(B) Why is the A.M. two-hour peak used instead of the A.M. peak period or A.M. peak 
hour? 

(11) The last paragraph on page 3-17 states: "In particular, across all of the Fixed Guideway 
combinations, there is an increase in the number of long-distance transit trips made." 

Please provide trip tables for all the alternatives. If the trips tables are included in the 
patronage results report expected to be submitted to the Transportation and Planning 
Committee, a separate submittal of the tables is not necessary. 

(12) Table 3-12 on page 3-25 shows traffic volumes across the Kalauao and Kapalama 
screenlines during the peak hours. 

(A) Under the managed lanes two-direction option, the volume-to-capacity ratio of the 
managed lane across the Kapalama screenline seems to have been calculated based on 
4,400 vehicles per hour. The capacity of one managed lane, however, is 2,200 
vehicle per hour. 

Are the volume-to-capacity ratios across the Kapalama screenline for the managed 
lanes two-direction option correct in table 3-12? Please explain. 

(B) Under the managed lanes reversible option, the volume-to-capacity ratio for "total 
HOV traffic" in the A.M. peak hour across the Kalauao screenline is "1.46." Is that 
number correct? 

(13) The Nimitz Viaduct is assumed to be in existence for transit patronage forecasting. 

What impact has the availability of the Nimitz Viaduct had on the forecasted daily transit 
trips under the fixed guideway alternatives? 

Chapter 5 -- Financial Feasibility Analysis  

(14) The second paragraph on page 5-1 lists the categories for estimating capital costs. There is 
no category for "profit" or "taxes." 

Why is there no category for "profit" or "taxes"? Is it assumed that "profit" and "taxes" are 
embedded in the unit cost for each category? 
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(15) Table 5-1 on page 5-2 lists the capital cost estimates of the alternatives in 2006 dollars. 

(A) Please provide a similar table with amounts in year-of-expenditure dollars. 

(B) How much are the financing/net interest costs for the alternatives that require the 
issuance of bonds or short-teuu debt for funding of capital costs? Please provide the 
information in 2006 dollars and year-of-expenditure dollars. 

(C) Are the capital costs of the park-and-ride facilities included in table 5-1? If so, are 
those costs included as "major investment facility capital costs" or "bus facilities"? 

(16) Table 5-3 on page 5-4 lists the transit operating and maintenance costs in 2030 of the 
alternatives in 2006 dollars. 

Please provide a similar table in year-of-expenditure dollars. 

(17) Table 5-4 on page 5-6 displays the surcharge growth scenarios. 

In the first tax district, what were the actual general excise and use tax bases in 2004 and 
2005 and the estimated tax basis in 2006? 

(18) The fourth paragraph on page 5-10 indicates that, in 2030, the toll rates under the managed 
lanes reversible option will be $6.40 during the peak period and $2.85 during the off-peak 
period. The amounts are given in 2006 dollars. 

What will the peak and off-peak toll rates be in year-of-expenditure dollars in 2030? 

(19) With respect to the managed lanes reversible option, the fourth paragraph on page 5-10 
states: "On an average weekday in 2030, 14,600 toll-paying vehicles are estimated to use 
the facility in the peak period ...." It is assumed that the statement means that a total of 
14,600 toll-paying vehicle trips will be made on the managed lanes in both peak periods of 
an average weekday. 

Is that assumption correct? 

(20) The fourth paragraph on page 5-10 also indicates that 940 toll-paying vehicles will use the 
managed lanes during the off-peak period. 

Why is the number so low? 
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(21) Table 5-6 on page 5-11 identifies the "financing costs" of the managed lanes reversible 
option. 

Does the "financing costs" mean the costs of issuance of and interest on general obligation 
bonds? 

(22) Tables 5-7 and 5-8 on page 5-12 show the sources and uses of funds for the full corridor 
and 20-mile alignments. 

(A) The full corridor alignment requires more "other sources," or short-term loans, than 
the 20-mile alignment. The full corridor alignment, however, will incur less "net 
interest costs" than the 20-mile alignment. What is the explanation for this? 

(B) For the full corridor alignment, the federal new starts fund amount remains essentially 
the same across the three general excise and use tax surcharge growth scenarios. In 
contrast, the federal new starts fund amounts decrease under the 20-mile alignment as 
the surcharge growth scenarios become more optimistic. What is the explanation for 
this? 

(C) For the 20-mile alignment under both Council on Revenues' surcharge growth 
scenarios, no "other sources" of funds are required. Yet, "net interest costs" will be 
incurred. What is the explanation for this? 

(23) Table 5-9 on page 5-14 is a cash flow spreadsheet for the 20-mile alignment. 

Please provide a cash flow spreadsheet for each of the three Kapolei to University of 
Hawaii at Manoa alignments, one of which includes the Waikiki spur. 

(24) Has a cash flow spreadsheet for each build alternative been prepared until 2030 or the 
planning horizon year? If so, please submit them. 

Chapter 6--Comparison Of Alternatives 

(25) Table 6-1 on page 6-2 calculates the cost effectiveness index of the alternatives, including 
the TSM alternative, against the no build alternative. Table 6-2 on page 6-7 calculates the 
cost effectiveness index of the full corridor and 20-mile alignments against the TSM 
alternative. Both tables have values for "incremental user benefits (hours of benefits)" in 
2030. 
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The data in the tables regarding the "incremental user benefits," however, do not match. 
The following displays data from table 6-1 and calculates the difference in "incremental 
user benefits" between three build alternatives and the TSM alternative. 

Managed 
Lanes 
Reversibl 
e Option 

Full Corridor 
Alignme 
nt 

20-Mile 
Alignme 
nt 

Incremental Change Of User Benefits 
Under Build Alternative Compared 
To No Build Alternative (From Table 
6-1) 

5,632,700 18,573,900 15,153 600 

Incremental Change Of User Benefits 
Under TSM Alternative Compared 
To No Build (From Table 6-1) 

4,325,100 4,325,100 4,325,100 

Difference Of Incremental Benefits 
Between Build Alternative And TSM 
Alternative (Calculated Based On 
Data In Table 6-1) 

1,307,600 14,248,800 10,828,500 

In table 6-2, however, the differences of incremental benefits between the build alternatives 
and TSM alternative are the following: 

(A) 2,191,900 for the managed lanes reversible option; 

•(B) 15,504,500 for the full corridor alignment; and 

(C) 11,638,500 for the 20-mile alignment. 

Why is there a discrepancy between the incremental benefits data in table 6-1 and 
table 6-2? 

(26) Are the incremental user benefits based on weighted or unweighted transit travel time? 

(27) Table 6-3 on page 6-1 1 includes data on population and employment within one-half mile 
of a station. 

Is there data on the number of low-income households within one-half mile of a station? Is 
such data needed to fulfill part of the "mobility improvements" criterion under the Federal 
Transit Administration's project rating process? 
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Environmental Consequences Report 

(28) Table 2 on page 4 of the Environmental Consequences Report estimates the person years of 
employed generated from construction of the alternatives. 

(A) The "project construction cost" amounts for the fixed guideway alternatives in table 2 
do not match the "major investment facility capital costs" amounts in table 5-1 of the 
Alternatives Analysis Report. What is the reason for the difference? 

(B) Does the "project construction cost" in table 2 on page 4 include inputs for non-
construction items such as rail vehicles, soft costs, land acquisition, taxes, and profit? 

(28) Table 13 on page 44 of the Environmental Consequences Report discusses the noise 
impacts of the fixed guideway alternatives. 

(A) What are "receivers"? 

(B) What is the difference between "moderate" impact and "severe" impact? 

(C) For table 12 concerning the noise impacts of the managed lanes alternative, are the 
impacts "moderate" or "severe"? 
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C73 

ROMY M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 
e-mail: reachoia@honotulu,gov  

November 15, 2006 

Mr. Wayne Hashiro 
Managing Director 
City & County of Honolulu 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, HI 96813  

Cr"1"Y" CQtJN CIT  
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 

Dear M 

SUBJECT: Alternatives Analysis and Supporting Documentation for Honolulu 
High Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

I thank the Department of Transportation for providing copies of the above-mentioned to the 
City Council. This is to formally request additional copies as follows: 

• Alternatives Analysis: 19 sets (with color), This is in addition to the 15 we received. 
• Supporting Documentation: 17 sets. This is in addition to the 7 we received. 

The additional copies will be provided to various staff members in the Legislative Branch 
and to members of the Transit Advisory Task Force. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Very truly yours, 

ROM 	OLA, Chair 
Tranfportati. 1 nd Planning Committee 
Honolulu C Council 

Council  
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Sincerely, 

ROW 	 CHOLA, Chair 

COLTNCIL 
CITY AND C 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

OUNTY OF HONOLULU 
96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 

HOMY M. CACHOLA 
COLTNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 

rcachala@honolulu.gov  

November 21, 2006 

Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King street, 3 rd  Floor 

Dear Mr. 

SUBJECT: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis 

At the public outreach meeting held by the Transportation and Planning Committee 
on November 13, 2006, at McKinley High School on the alternatives analysis for the 
Honolulu high-capacity transit corridor project, the issue of environmental impact 
information was discussed. You indicated at the time that such information would be 
submitted within five days. 

Please submit to the Committee the documentation of environmental effects of the 
various alternatives — i.e. any DEIS documentation short of the FTA's review and 
approval — that has already been prepared by your Department and the project 
consultant. Submittal of the information by November 29, 2006 would be 
appreciated. 

Please be advised that you have previously submitted to the Council the Draft 
Honolulu Hiqh-Caoacitv Transit Corridor Project Environmental Consequences: 
Supporting Information, dated October 26, 2006. You do not need to submit that 
document again. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

TrarportIon and Planning Committee 

Council Corn. No. NW 
TP 
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HOMY M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 
e-mail: reachola@honolule.gov  

November 21, 2006 

COILTINTCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 
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Ms. Theresia McMurdo 
Estate of James Campbell 
1001 Kamokila Blvd. 
Kapolei, HI 96707. 

fAtiAe44-^ 
Dear Me. Mckliodo: 

SUBJECT: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives 
Analysis  

At the Transportation and Planning Committee's public outreach meeting of 
November 16, 2006, on the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
Alternatives Analysis, you testified that the Kapolei region will, in the next twenty 
years, produce $3 billion in net state and city taxes. The Committee would like to 
know how much of that total was comprised of City taxes. The submittal of your 
response to me by December 1, 2006 would be appreciated. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

CHOLA, Chair 
Trnspo tion and Planning Committee 

Council Corn. No.  246.....;,  
TP 
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COISINTCELA 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 9681 3 -3065 / TELEPHONE 541-7000 

ROMY M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 5234220 (fax) 
e-mail: machola@honolulu.gov  

November 21 2006 

_- 
Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 	 cr5 

Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3' Floor 

Dear Mr. 

SUBJECT: Honolulu Hioh-CapaciW Transit Corridor Project Alternatives 
Analysis  

At the community outreach workshop at Kalakaua Middle Street on November 17, 
2006, concerning the Honolulu high-capacity transit corridor project alternatives 
analysis, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz asked your Department's Chief Planner 
if there are any studies on the cost to the taxpayer of urban sprawl if a rail fixed 
guideway is not constructed. The Chief Planner replied that the Department has not 
done such a study, but that someone else may have done so. 

Please search your Department's sources for any studies pertaining to the issue 
addressed by Council Chair Dela Cruz. If there are such studies, please submit 
copies to me. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

CHOLA, Chair 
n and Planning Committee 

Counc Corn. No. 247  
TP 

AR00068828 



ROIV1Y M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 
e-mail: rcachola@honolulu.gov  

November 22, 2006 

 

ct) 

CCD1.51\TCII_I 
CITY AND C 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

OUNTY OF HONOLULU 
96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 

Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3"I  Floor 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

SUBJECT: Toll Revenues in Chicago 

Dear Mr. Kaku: 

At the community outreach meeting at Pearl Ridge Elementary School on November 21, 
2006, concerning the Honolulu high-capacity transit corridor project alternatives analysis, 
your Department's Chief Planner was asked to check on the amount of toll revenues being 
generated by the toll road in Chicago that was sold to Brazilian investors. The Chief Planner 
replied that he would do so. 

Please provide your Department's response to me by December 6, 2006. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

-444, 
. CACHOLA, Chair 

Transp tion and Planning Committee 

Council Corn. No.  246  
TP 

AR00068829 



CO-C71\TCILA 
CITY AND C 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

OUNTY OF HONOLULU 
9 6 8 1 3 - 0 6 5 / TELEPHONE 547 - 7000 

HOMY M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 
e-mail: reachola@rhonolule.gov  

wag 

November 21, 2006 

Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3"I  Floor 

Dear Mr. Kaku: 

SUBJECT: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

In our community outreach meetings, concern has been expressed about the amount of federal new 
start funds that will be available to Honolulu should the Council select a rail fixed guideway as the 
locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu high-capacity transit corridor project. The following 
requests for information relate to this issue. 

(1) Please perform a sensitivity analysis showing a cash flow spreadsheet for each of the 
following assuming $750 million (2006 dollars) in federal new starts funds, general excise 
and use tax surcharge revenues of the "Council on Revenues I" scenario, and general 
obligation bonds as the funding source for the remainder of the capital cost: 

(A) The 28-mile Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila alignment; 

(B) The 20-mile East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center alignment; and 

(C) The Kapolei to Iwilei "fifth alignment" in Bill 79, CD1. 

(2) Please provide a list of other jurisdictions that have received federal new start grants of at 
least $933 million for individual phases of their fixed guideway projects. 

Submittal of the responses to me by November 30, 2006, is requested for discussion at the 
Transportation and Planning Committee meeting on that date. 

Thank you. 

Very truly yours, 

R MY . CACHOLA, Chair 
CommiiVe on Transportation and Planning 
Honolulu City Council 

Council Come No. 249  
TP 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 

ROMY M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 
e-mail: reachola@tkonolulu.gov  

November 27, 2006 

Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
530 South King Street, 3 rd  Floor 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

21-d 
Dear Mr>alcu: 

SUBJECT: 	Alternatives Analysis and Supporting Documentation for Honolulu High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Project  

The City Council received your communication dated November 17, 2006, transmitting CDs of 
the Alternatives Analysis Report and supporting documents. 

What we wanted was 19 hard copies of the Alternatives Analysis Report and 17 hard copies of 
each of the supporting documents. This request was made to the Managing Director in a 
communication from me, dated November 15, 2006. 

For the $10 million payable to the consultant for the Alternatives Analysis, the Council should 
be able to obtain hard copies rather than CDs. 

Please provide the hard copies to the City Council by December 1, 2006. 

Thank you. 

Very truly yours, 

HOLA, Chair 
ComitteeI n Transportation and Planning 

Council Corn. No. 
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COT.TINTOILA 
CITY AND C 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

OUNTY OF HONOLULU 
96813-3065 /TELEPHONE 647-7000 

ROMY M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 
e-mail: reacholagionolule.gov  

November 24, 2006 

Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3 rd  Floor 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Mr. K 

At the community outreach meeting at Mililani District Park on November 22, 2006 concerning 
the Honolulu high-capacity transit corridor project alternatives analysis, Council Chair Donovan 
Dela Cruz asked that your Department transmit at least one hard copy of the Alternatives  
Analysis Report to each public library on Oahu to be available for public review. Your 
compliance with the request would be appreciated. 

In addition, please transmit one hard copy of the Alternatives Analysis Report to each 
neighborhood board. 

Thank you. 

Very truly yours, 

IY M ACHOLA, Chair 
Committ n Transportation and Planning 
Honolulu rty Council 

Council Corn. No. 
TP 

AR00068832 



carr -g5r 
CITY AND C 
HONOLULU. HAWAII 

CO1JINTCI1.1 
OUNTY OF HONOLULU 
96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 

ROMY M. CACHOLA 
COLTNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 

rcachola@honolulu.gov  

November 24, 2006 

Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3"I  Floor 
Honolulu, HI 96 13 

rn 
tit 

tr. 
C.) 3:21.  

=IC 
4=.4)  

Cr) 

Dear Mr.,....acu: 

At the community outreach meetings held by the Transportation and Planning Committee on 
the Honolulu high-capacity transit corridor project alternatives analysis, concern has been 
expressed about the burden on Oahu residents of the 0.5 percent general excise and use tax 
surcharge for ftmding a fixed guideway system. The following request for information 
relates to this subject. 

Please submit to the Committee any study that your Department has conducted on the burden 
or impact of the surcharge on the residents of Oahu. 

Submittal of your response to this communication by December 11, 2006 would be 
appreciated. 

Thank you. 

Very truly yours, 

M. CHOLA, Chair 
Co 	itte ya Transportation and Planning 
Ho olulu ity Council 

Council Come No. g52  
TP 
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ROMY M. CACHOLA 
COLTNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 

reachola@honolulu.gov  

November 24, 2006 

Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3 1d  Floor 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Mr.  
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CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
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In the community outreach meetings on the Honolulu high-capacity transit project, some 
members of the public have testified in support of the managed lanes alternative. This 
communication seeks more information on that alternative. 

The fourth paragraph on Page 5-10 of the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
Alternatives Analysis Reports includes the following statement: "On the average weekday in 
2030, 14,660 toll-paying vehicles are estimated to use the facility in the peak period; 940 
vehicles in the off-peak period." To provide some scale for this information, please provide 
responses to the following questions: 

(1) On the average weekday in 2030, what is the number of total vehicles that will pass 
through the same corridor as the managed lanes during the peak periods and off-peak 
period? 

(2) On the average weekday in 2030, what is the number of buses and other high-occupancy 
vehicles that will use the managed lanes during the peak periods and off-peak period? 

Submittal of your responses to these questions by December 11, 2006 would be appreciated. 

Thank you. 

Very truly yours, 

ROMY 	OLA, Chair 
Committee o ransportation and Planning 
Honolulu City Council Council Corn. No 

TP 
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COT.T1NTCII.1 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 

ROMY M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 
e-m,aiL rcachola@honolutu. goy 

November 28, 2006 

Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3 rd  Floor 
Honolulu, Hawaii 	96813 
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SUBJECT: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Proiect Alternatives Analysis  

At the community outreach meeting at Radford High School on November 27, 2006 concerning 
the Honolulu high-capacity transit corridor project alternatives analysis, a Transportation and 
Planning Committee member requested an itemization of the payments by your Department to 
Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas Inc. ("Parsons") for their work on the alternatives 
analysis. 

Please submit the following to the Committee by December 7, 2006: 

(1) The requested itemization; 

(2) A list of deliverables by Parsons under its contract with the City for the Honolulu high-
capacity transit corridor project; and 

(3) The copy of the contract and, if any, each amendment between the City and Parsons that 
includes work on the scooping and alternatives analysis for the project. 

I also remind you that your Department has not yet submitted to the Transportation and 
Planning Committee the previously requested copies of the methodology and results reports 
for the alternatives analysis. Those reports should be submitted immediately. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

ROIfY M. C HOLA, Chair 
Transportati and Planning Committee 

257 Council Corn. No. 

   

TP 
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CO-t3INTCLEA 
CITY ANDAND C 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

OUNTY OF HONOLULU 
96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 

ROMY M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 
e-mail: rcaehola@honolula.gov  

November 28, 2006 

cr) 
Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3 rd  Floor 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

174  
Dear M

4r. jf,alcu. 

At the community outreach meetings held by the Transportation and Planning Committee on the 
Honolulu high-capacity transit project alternatives analysis, some testifiers have expressed 
concern about the costs of and financial plans for the fixed guideway alternatives. To address 
the concern, the Committee has placed the "financial plans for the transportation alternatives 
evaluated by the Department of Transportation Services" as item 11 on the agenda of the 
Committee's meeting of November 30, 2006. 

Please be ready to respond verbally at the Committee meeting to the following questions and 
other pertinent questions that may arise. Please also submit written responses by December 7, 
2006. 

(1) How feasible is it for Honolulu to expect $933 million in federal new start funds for a 
full-length fixed guideway alternative? 

What is the plan if Honolulu does not receive that much? 

(2) The Council on Revenues estimates statewide general excise and use tax revenues on a 
fiscal year basis. Yet, table 5-4 on page 5-6 of the AA Report  projects the growth of 
surcharge revenues on a calendar year basis. 

Please briefly explain how the different bases were reconciled. 

(3) Have the cash flow spreadsheets previously requested been provided? 

If not, why not? 

Council Corn. No 

TP 
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November 28, 2006 
Page 2 of 2 

(4) Do the cash flow spreadsheets also show the plan for funding the bus system? 

If not, why not? 

(5) What is the horizon year of the cash flow spreadsheets? 

Does this horizon year include the year(s) in which major expenditures must be made to 
reconstruct, replace, or renovate the fixed guideway structure, tracks, and stations 
because of the end of their useful lives? 

(6) Why is the cash flow spreadsheet for the 20-mile alignment in table 5-9 on page 5-14 of 
the Alternatives Analysis Report different from the schedule of expenditures in the TIP 
resolution (Resolution 06-362) for the Honolulu high-capacity transit project? 

Is the cash flow spreadsheet for the optimal full-length alignment consistent with the 
schedule of expenditures in the TIP resolution? 

Very truly yours, 

ROM7 M. 	HOLA, Chair 
Tranportat1 and Planning Committee 

AR00068837 
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CIrrY" CCDT.TTC:11..1 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 

Charles K. Djou 
Councilmember, District IV 
Chair, Zoning Committee 
Phone: (808) 547-7004 / Facsimile: (808) 523-4220 
Email: ccijou@honolulu.gov  

November 20, 2006 

Mr. Clyde Shimizu 
Parsons Brinkerhoff 
1001 Bishop Street, Suite 2400 
Honolulu, HI 96817 

Dear Mr. Shimizu: 

Based on your testimony at the November 15, City Council meeting, please 
provide me, in writing, the information used to determine the $2.6 billion dollar price for 
an elevated tollway in Honolulu which is based on the Tampa, Florida elevated tollway 
which cost $420 million to build. 

Thank you for your time and I look forward to your response, If you have any 
further questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 547-7004. 

Councilmember, District IV 

CICD:frf 

Council Coin. No. 161  

AR00068838 



December 1, 2006 
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Charles K. Djou 
Councilmember, District IV 

Cr-T-Y" CCYCJINTOIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 

Charles K. Djou 
Councilm ember, District IV 
Chair, Zoning Committee 
Phone: (808) 547-7004 / Facsimile: (808) 523-4220 
Email: cdjou@honolulu.gov  

Mr. Melvin Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Municipal Building 
650 South King Street, 3 rd  Floor 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Director Kaku: 

At the November 15, 2006 City Council meeting, a representative from Parsons 
Brinkinhoff Quade and Douglas (PBQD) testified that he would be willing to provide me, 
in writing, the information used to determine the $2.6 billion dollar cost for an elevated 
tollway in Honolulu which is based on the Tampa, Florida elevated tollway which only 
cost $420 million to build. Per the attached letter, PBQD has refused to provide me with 
this information and rather suggested that my request be directed to the Department of 
Transportation Services. At your earliest convenience, ideally before December 7, 2006, 
please provide this information to me. 

Thank you for your time and I look forward to your response. If you have any 
questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 547-7004. 

Enclosure 

CKD:frf 

,3 Council Corn. No. 
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November 27, 2006 

Honorable Councilmember Djou 
Councilmember, District IV 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu, HI 96813-3065  

Parsons 
Drinckerhoff 
Quade & 

RECEIVED Dougias, Inc. 

760b DEC — I P 12: 514 

CITY COUNCIL 
HONOLULU. HAWAII 

American Savings Bank Tower 
1001 Bishop Street, Suite 2400 
Honolulu, Hi 96813 
808-531-7094 
Fax: 808-528-2368 

Dear Mr Djou: 

This is in response to your request to me for information used to determine the 
$2.6 billion dollar price for an elevated tollway in Honolulu. Respectfully, please 
direct your questions to the Department of Transportation Services (DTS). 

Sincerely, 

( 

Clyde T, Shimizu 
PARSONS BRINCKERHOFF QUADE & DOUGLAS, INC. 

Cc: Melvin N. Kaku, Director DTS 

Submitted by Councilmember Djou 

Over a Century of 
	 Council Come No. r42  

Engineering Excellence 
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CITY COLTINTOIl_i 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3065 / TELEPHONE 547-7000 

Charles K. Djou 
Councilmember, District IV 
Chair, Zoning Committee 
Phone: (808) 547-7004 / Facsimile: (808) 523-4220 
Email: cdjou@honolulu.gov  
Web: 	www.honolulu.govieouncil/d4 

0741 1  

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: 	December 6, 2006 

TO: 	All Councilmembers 	

(A) 
FROM: 	Lori Wingard, Chief of Staff to Councilmember Charles Djo 

SUBJECT: Hand-carried FD1 (VERSION "A") for Bill 79 (2006) CD1 

Attached is a copy of the hand-carried FD1 (DJOU), version "A," dated December 6, 2006  for 
Bill 79 (2006) CD1 relating to Transit. The hand-carried FD1, version "A," incorporates that the 
selection of the LPA shall be the reversible option of the managed lane alternative. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. Best wishes! 

Council Corn. No. 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ORDINANCE 

  

BILL 79, (2006) CD1,FD1 

 

    

   

(A) 

 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

BE IT ORDAINED by the People of the City and County of Honolulu: 

SECTION 1. The purpose of this ordinance is to select the city's locally preferred 
alternative to comply with the process that will be followed in implementing Honolulu's 
mass transit project. The council has received the Alternatives Analysis Report for the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project ("AA"), dated November 1, 2006. The 
council believes that, in its role as policymakers for the city, a managed lane alternative 
is the best selection for the long-term needs and demands of our growing island 
population. Therefore, the council approves the reversible managed lane option as the 
locally preferred alternative, which will allow the city administration to move forward on 
the locally preferred alternative. 

SECTION 2. Selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

The locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project shall be the reversible option of the managed lane alternative as depicted in 
Figures 2-1 and 2-2 of the "Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives 
Analysis Report" dated November 1, 2006, and described in chapter 5 of the 
"Detailed Definition of Alternatives Product 73.5", dated October 27, 2006. 

SECTION 3. The city administration is authorized to proceed with planning, 
engineering, and preparing the environmental impact statement for the locally preferred 
alternative or any portion thereof as deemed appropriate and necessary by current 
financial constraints. 

SECTION 4. Section 6-60.1, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990, is amended 
to read as follows: 

"Sec. 6-60.1 Establishment of surcharge—Conditions. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of Act 247, Session Laws of Hawaii, Regular Session of 
2005, codified as Section 46-16.8 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, there is hereby 
established a one-half percent general excise and use tax surcharge to be used for 
purposes of funding the operating and capital costs of [public transportation within the 
City and County of Honolulu as specified herein.] the reversible managed lane option.  
The excise and use tax surcharge shall be levied beginning January 1, 2007. Prior to 
the tax surcharge monies being expended [as the local match for federal funds], the 
following shall occur: 

OCS/120606 / 03:30/HM 

AR00068842 



CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ORDINANCE 

  

BILL 79, (2006) CM, FD1  
(A) 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

(1) The council has approved by [resolution] ordinance  a locally preferred 
alternative following an Alternatives Analysis [and Draft EIS]; and 

(2) The council has received from the director of transportation services an 
operational, financial, development and route plan for the locally preferred 
alternative; and 

(3) There is a commitment of federal funds, whether for planning, land 
acquisition or construction, to further the locally preferred alternative." 

SECTION 5. Ordinance material to be repealed is bracketed; new material is 
underscored. When revising, compiling or printing this ordinance for inclusion in the 
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, the revisor of ordinances need not include the 
brackets, bracketed material, or the underscoring. 

2 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ORDINANCE 

  

BILL 79, (2006) CDI FDI  
(A) 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

SECTION 6. This ordinance shall take effect upon its approval. 

INTRODUCED BY: 

Donovan Dela Cruz 

Ann Kobayashi  

Romv M. Cachola 

Charles Diou  

Barbara Marshall  

Todd Apo  

DATE OF INTRODUCTION: 

October 19, 2006 
Honolulu, Hawaii 	 Councilmembers 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 

APPROVED this 	day of 	 ,20 

MUFI HANNEMANN, Mayor 
City and County of Honolulu 

3 
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COLT1NTOIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3065 I' TELEPHONE 547-7000 

Charles K. Djou 
Councilmember, District IV 
Chair, Zoning Committee 
Phone: (808) 547-7004 / Facsimile: (808) 523-4220 
Email: cdjou@honolulu.gov  
Web: 	www.honoluiu.govicouncil/d4 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: 	December 6, 2006 

TO: 	All Councilmembers 

FROM: 	Lori Wingard, Chief of Staff to Councilmember Charles Djo? ./  

SUBJECT: Hand-carried FD1 (VERSION "B") for Bill 79 (2006) CD1 

Attached is a copy of the hand-carried FD1 (DJOU), version "B," dated December 6, 2006  for 
Bill 79 (2006) CD1 relating to Transit. The hand-carried EDI, version "B," incorporates a sixth 
choice for the selection of the LPA, adding the reversible option of the managed lane alternative. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. Best wishes! 

i.1 Corn. No 290 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ORDINANCE 

  

BILL  79 (2006), CD1, FD1  
(B) 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

BE IT ORDAINED by the People of the City and County of Honolulu: 

SECTION 1. The purpose of this ordinance is to select the city's locally preferred 
alternative to comply with the process that will be followed in implementing Honolulu's 
mass transit project. The council has received the Alternatives Analysis Report for the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project ("AA"), dated November 1, 2006. The 
council believes that, in its role as policymakers for the city, a 	  
system is the best selection for the long-term needs and demands of our growing island 
population, and therefore approves it as the locally preferred alternative for the City and 
County of Honolulu. 

SECTION 2. Selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

The locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project shall be one of the following (which will be designated in a subsequent 
amendment of this bill): 

A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment of Saratoga Avenue/North-South 
Road to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to Salt Lake 
Boulevard, to North King Street, to Hotel Street, to Kawaiahao Street, to 
Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This 
alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Salt Lake-North King-
Hotel alignment. 

A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment of Kamokila Boulevard/Farrington 
Highway to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to Aolele 
Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to King Street, to Waimanu Street, to 
Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, with a 
Waikiki branch. This alignment is generally described as the Kamokila-
Airport-Dillingham-King with a Waikiki branch alignment. 

A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and 
Kalaeloa Boulevard, with an alignment of Saratoga Avenue/North-South 
Road to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha Highway, to Aolele Street, 

OCS/120606/03:31/CT 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ORDINANCE 

  

BILL  79 (2006), CD1, FD1  
(B) 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to Halekauwila Street, to 
Kapiolani Boulevard, and to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This 
alignment is generally described as the Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-
Halekauwila alignment. 

A fixed guideway system between the University of Hawaii-West Oahu 
and Ala Moana Center, starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei 
Parkway and North-South Road, with an alignment of North-South Road 
across D.R. Horton land to Farrington Highway, to Kamehameha 
Highway, to Aolele Street, to Dillingham Boulevard, to Nimitz Highway, to 
Halekauwila Street, and to Ala Moana Center. This alignment is generally 
described as the 20-mile East Kapolei-Ala Moana Center alignment. 

A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and lwilei, starting at or near 
the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and Kalaeloa Boulevard until the Iwilei 
area at or near either Kaaahi Street or the intersection of North King Street 
and Liliha Street, with an alignment comprised of various section 
alignments that will be designated by the council from among those 
evaluated in the AA. This alignment is generally described as the Kapolei-
lwilei alignment. 

A reversible managed lane system as depicted in Figures 2-1 and 2-2 of 
the "Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis 
Report" dated November 1, 2006, and described in chapter 5 of the 
"Detailed Definition of Alternatives Product 73.5," dated October 27, 2006. 

SECTION 3. If a fixed guideway system is selected, the fixed guideway stations 
and technology of the locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-Capacity 
Transit Corridor Project will be selected by subsequent ordinance. 

SECTION 4. The city administration is authorized to proceed with planning, 
engineering, and preparing the environmental impact statement for the locally preferred 
alternative or any portion thereof as deemed appropriate and necessary by current 
financial constraints. 

SECTION 5. Section 6-60.1, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990, is amended 
to read as follows: 

"Sec. 6-60.1 Establishment of surcharge—Conditions. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of Act 247, Session Laws of Hawaii, Regular Session of 
2005, codified as Section 46-16.8 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, there is hereby 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ORDINANCE 

  

BILL  79 (2006), CD1, FD1  
(8) 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

established a one-half percent general excise and use tax surcharge to be used for 
purposes of funding the operating and capital costs of public transportation within the 
City and County of Honolulu as specified herein. The excise and use tax surcharge 
shall be levied beginning January 1, 2007. Prior to the tax surcharge monies being 
expended [as the local match for federal funds], the following shall occur: 

(1) The council has approved by [resolution] ordinance  a locally preferred 
alternative following an Alternatives Analysis [and Draft EIS]; and 

(2) The council has received from the director of transportation services an 
operational, financial, development and route plan for the locally preferred 
alternative; and 

(3) There is a commitment of federal funds, whether for planning, land 
acquisition or construction, to further the locally preferred alternative. 

SECTION 6. Ordinance material to be repealed is bracketed; new material is 
underscored. When revising, compiling or printing this ordinance for inclusion in the 
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, the revisor of ordinances need not include the 
brackets, bracketed material, or the underscoring. 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ORDINANCE 

 

BILL  79 (2006), CD1, FD1  
(B) 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

SECTION 7. This ordinance shall take effect upon its approval. 

INTRODUCED BY: 

Donovan Dela Cruz 

Ann Kobayashi  

Romy M. Cachola 

Charles Diou  

Barbara Marshall  

Todd Apo  

DATE OF INTRODUCTION: 

October 'IQ 2006  
Honolulu, Hawaii 	 Councilmembers 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 

APPROVED this 	day of 	 , 2006. 

MUFI HANNEMANN, Mayor 
City and County of Honolulu 

(OCS/120606/ct) 
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ROMY M. CACHOLA 
COUNCILMEMBER 
(808) 547-7007 
(808) 523-4220 (fax) 
e-mail: reachola@honolulu.gov  

February 5, 2007 

.^T*1 

rT1 
C2:7 

CO LT 1\T CIL 
CITY AND C 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

OUNTY OF HONOLULU 
96813-3065 /TELEPHONE 547-7000 

MEMORANDUM  

TO: 
	

MR, MELVIN KAKU, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 

FROM: 
	

COUNCILMEMBER ROMY M. CACHOLA 

SUBJECT: FIXED GUIDEWAY 

Thank you for meeting with me and for informing me that the entire length of Salt Lake 
Boulevard will be included in the Preliminary Engineering (PE) and Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) process. The community and myself fully appreciate the inclusion. 

As you know, the Aliamanu/Salt Lake/Foster Village Neighborhood Board No. 18 (NBI8) 
unanimously approved the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment as part of the fixed guideway 
system, The NB 18 is in the process of collecting signatures for its petition drive for the 
inclusion of the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment in the Minimum Operable Segment (MOS). 
As their Councilmember, I am in full support of my community's position. By working 
together in the spirit of cooperation, we can reach a decision that will be most beneficial for 
the community. 

As stated in Committee Report No. 508 for the Committee on Transportation and Planning 
December 14, 2006 meeting, the Committee requested the City Administration to reconsider 
the area's population and employment projections as part of its process in the selection of the 
Salt Lake Boulevard alignment or the Aolele Street alignment. Additionally, the Committee 
intended that the Administration submit its findings to the Council prior to the submission of 
the resolution designating the Minimum Operable Segment (MOS). (See pages 7 to 9 of the 
attached Committee Report No. 508.) 

Therefore, I would like to request a copy of your analysis of the population and employment 
projections that the DTS was asked to reconsider during the discussions of Bill 79 (2006) at 
the City Council meetings last December 2006 when the following discrepancies were 
pointed out: 

Council Com No. 
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Mapunapuna and lwilei were lumped with the Airport alignment for the employment 
and population distribution data. Mapunaguna should have instead been included in 
the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment since it goes through Mapunapuna. lwilei should 
have been combined with the Downtown numbers or if the lwilei numbers are 
included, they should be included in both the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment and the 
Airport alignment, 

2. The Alternative Analysis Report projects zero population growth in 
Moanalua/Halawa from 2000 to 2030. Does this mean that for 30 years, the 
population of these communities is expected to remain at 54,300? 

3. The Airport alignment is longer and has four stations. Based on the Alternative 
Analysis Report, the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment with only two stations costs 
$110 million less than the Airport alignment. Even if another station is included in 
Mapunapuna, an area where many businesses and employees are and will be located, 
the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment will still cost less than the Airport alignment. 
As for Transit Oriented Development (TOD) potential, in addition to Mapunapuna, 
we also have the Stadium Marketplace (K-Mart), Stadium Mall, Costco's previous 
Salt Lake Boulevard location and Salt Lake Shopping Center. In consideration of all 
these sites for TOD, the potential for TOD in the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment 
would be at par, if not more than the Airport alignment. 

Hopefully, your report covers all the above points in your analysis. 

Additionally, one of the NB 18 members found that in his research, there are 2,900 civilian 
employees at Hickam and 9,500 at Pearl Harbor, Also, I have been informed by a State 
Airport personnel that there are about 680 State employees at the Honolulu International 
Airport. I am aware that there are many private sector employees at the Honolulu 
International Airport, let's say 1,000. Thus, if you add the number of employees from the 
Honolulu International Airport, Hickarn and Pearl Harbor, the total will still be considerably 
less than the number of residents along the four-mile Salt Lake Boulevard corridor. 

Nevertheless, thank you for the inclusion of the full length of Salt Lake Boulevard in your 
preliminary engineering and environmental impact analyses. Please find enclosed a copy of 
my recent op ed, which provides reasons why the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment should be 
part of the MOS. 

My wataiest mahalo and aloha. 

Enclosures 

cc: 	All Councilmembers 
Mr. Wayne Hashiro, Managing Director 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 
Mr. Grant Tanimoto and Members of the 
Aliamanu/Salt Lake/Foster Village Neighborhood Board No. 18 
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REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 
AND PLANNING 

Romy  M. Cachola, Chair; Arm H. Kobayashi, Vice-Chair 
Barbara Marshall, Gary H. (Arno, Rod Tarn, Members 

Committee Meeting Held 
December 14, 2006 

Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz 
Chair, City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 

Mr. Chair: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Planning, to which was referred Bill 79, CD1 
(2006), entitled: 

"A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO TRANSIT," 

which passed Second Reading at the December 7, 2006 Council meeting, reports as 
follows: 

The purpose of this Bill is to select a locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu 
High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project. 

FEDERAL PROCESS 

The selection of a locally preferred alternative is a requirement of the Federal 
Transit Administration's major capital investment project process. Transit projects, the 
sponsors of which are seeking federal new starts funds, must proceed through the 
process. 

There are three stages in the process: 	alternatives analysis, preliminary 
engineering, and final design. "Alternatives analysis" is a corridor level analysis that 
evaluates reasonable mode and alignment alternatives for addressing a transportation 
problem. This stage culminates in the selection of a locally preferred alternative by the 
project sponsor. "Preliminary engineering" is the stage under which the scope of the 
locally preferred alternative is finalized, estimated costs, benefits, and impacts are refined, 
and national environmental review requirements are completed. "Final design" is the stage 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ADOPTED ON 	 COMMITTEE REPORT NO. 508 
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December 14, 2006 
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under which final construction plans, detailed specifications, construction cost estimates, 
and procurement documents are prepared. 

After the selection of the locally preferred alternative, the City Administration plans 
to prepare an environmental impact statement from data on the project, much of which are 
currently available. Preparing the environmental impact statement in this manner is a 
departure from the usual process. Generally, a project sponsor prepares an environmental 
impact statement concurrently with the alternatives analysis. Despite the departure, the 
process to be undertaken by the City Administration is allowed by the Federal Transit 
Administration. 

PUBLIC INPUT 

Realizing the importance of this issue, your Committee has engaged in a major 
community outreach effort. During November 2006, your Committee held seven outreach 
meetings in various communities on Oahu. The meetings were held at McKinley High 
School, Kapolei Hale, Kalakaua Middle School, Windward Community College, Pearlridge 
Elementary School, Mililani District Park, and Radford High School. 

The community outreach meetings were additional to the two meetings held by your 
Committee and the public hearing of the Council on this Bill. 

Furthermore, your Committee's members also have attended Council and 
committee meetings on Bill 82, Bill 83, and Bill 86, all of which relate to the transit project. 

Your Committee has heard much testimony at the meetings from many persons 
expressing various points of view. Some testifiers were in favor of the fixed guideway 
alternative while others supported the managed lanes alternative. Many were concerned 
about the cost of the fixed guideway alternative. 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU. HA WAI] 

ADOPTED ON 	 COMMITTEE REPORT NO 508 
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TRANSIT ADVISORY TASK FORCE 

Your Committee also has been guided by the advice of the Transit Advisory Task 
Force comprised of seven members representing the public. Created by Resolution 06- 
292, CD1, the Task Force has met eight times from October through December 2006. 
Additionally, members have worked as subcommittees focusing on various aspects of the 
Alternatives Analysis Report. 

The Task Force Chair appeared before your Committee and stated that the Task 
Force found the alternatives analysis of the project to be "reasonable" based on data in the 
Alternatives Analysis Report  and supporting documents. The Chair reported that a 
subcommittee reviewed the construction costs of the Tampa HOT lanes and the managed 
lanes alternative. The subcommittee did so because some testifiers have alleged that the 
estimated cost of the managed lanes alternative in the Alternatives Analysis Report  was 
too high in comparison to the actual cost of the Tampa HOT lanes. According to the Task 
Force Chair, the much higher estimated cost of the managed lanes alternative is justified 
because of higher unit costs in Hawaii, lack of competition in Hawaii, and more extensive 
and expensive utility relocation work necessary for the managed lanes in Honolulu. The 
Chair also indicated that the Task Force has confidence in the ridership forecasting model 
used for the alternatives analysis because it is widely accepted and represents the best 
practice. Moreover, the Federal Transit Administration will conduct an in-depth review of 
the model. The Chair also reported that the Task Force concluded that the projections of 
general excise and use tax surcharge revenues are reasonable and that the Federal 
Transit Administration had encouraged the Department of Transportation Services to apply 
for the seemingly high amount of federal new starts funds assumed in the financial plan of 
the Alternatives Analysis Report. 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

ADOPTED ON 	 COMMITTEE REPORT NO. 508 
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Notwithstanding the Task Force's findings, your Committee has some questions 
about certain population and employment projections in the Alternatives Analysis Report 
that have been used by the City Administration to justify the Adele Street alignment over 
the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment. See the later discussion on "selection of locally 
preferred alternative." 

REASONS FOR SUPPORTING FIXED GUIDEWAY SYSTEM 

By the CD1 amendments to this Resolution on November 2, 2006, your Committee 
tentatively selected a fixed guideway system for the locally preferred alternative. Your 
Committee now reaffirms its support for the fixed guideway system. 

Your Committee reaches this decision for one major reason: a fixed guideway 
system will promote transportation mobility and reliability for system users. Grade 
separation of the system will allow users to avoid auto traffic congestion and bottlenecks, 
permitting smooth, uninterrupted travel and on-time schedules. According to the 
Alternatives Analysis Report,  the three full-length fixed guideway system alignments are 
projected to have daily transit trips numbering in the high 280,000s or mid-290,000s in 
2030. The shorter 20-mile alternative is projected to have daily transit trips numbering 
281,900 in 2030. All are much higher than the mid-240,000 daily transit trips projected for 
the TSM alternatives and managed lanes alternatives. 

Although recognizing that the fixed guideway system will not solve the auto 
congestion problem, your Committee finds that all fixed guideway alternatives will more 
beneficially address the problem than the other alternatives. When compared to the TSM 
alternative and managed lanes alternative, the Alternatives Analysis Report  indicates that 
all fixed guideway alternatives will have less vehicle trips, vehicle miles traveled, vehicle 
hours traveled, and vehicle hours of delay. 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
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Because of the lesser auto travel, your Committee also notes that the fixed 
guideway alternatives will result in better air quality and energy consumption benefits. 

Your Committee is aware of the support for the managed lanes alternative. Your 
Committee, however, finds that the managed lanes alternative will benefit relatively few 
people, Your Committee also believes that the benefits of the managed lanes will be 
affordable only to those who are in the upper income strata. The Alternatives Analysis 
Report  on page 5-10 states that, under the managed lanes reversible option in 2030, the 
toll rate will be $6.40 during the peak period and $2.85 during the off-peak period. Both 
values are in uninflated 2006 dollars. 

CONCERNS ABOUT FIXED GUIDEWAY SYSTEM 

Your Committee has decided upon the fixed guideway system as the locally 
preferred alternative after much deliberation. As indicated previously, the data show that 
the mobility, transportation, and environmental benefits of a fixed guideway system are 
clearly superior to those of the other alternatives. Much concern, however, arises over the 
cost of the fixed guideway alternative. 

Your Committee is aware that the financial plan presented by the City 
Administration in the Alternatives Analysis Report  and supporting documents are not 
definite as yet. In particular, the $933 million of federal new start funds assumed to be 
available for the project may be optimistic. General excise and use tax surcharge revenue 
projections also are not certain. Thus, your Committee is concerned that the projected 
revenues may not be sufficient to fund the capital cost of a full-length alternative. 

Your Committee also is concerned about the operating and maintenance subsidy 
needed for the integrated fixed guideway and bus system. In 2030, the City subsidy for 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
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the system will amount to 14 to 15 percent of total City general and highway fund 
revenues, an increase from the approximately 11 percent at present. 

SELECTION OF LOCALLY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 

Notwithstanding the concerns, your Committee selects as the locally preferred 
alternative a full-length fixed guideway alignment from West Kapolei to the University of 
Hawaii at Manoa. The general alignment through the sections identified in the Alternatives  
Analysis Report is as follows: 

(1) Section I -- From the vicinity of the Kalaeloa Boulevard/Kapolei Parkway 
intersection running on Kamokila Boulevard and Farrington Highway to the 
vicinity of Fort Weaver Road. 

(2) Section II -- From the vicinity of Fort Weaver Road running through Waipahu, 
Pearl City, and Aiea on Farrington Highway and Kamehameha Highway until 
the vicinity of the Aloha Stadium. 

(3) Section III -- Either of the following as determined by the City Administration 
before or during preliminary engineering: (1) from the vicinity of the Aloha 
Stadium running through Halawa Valley, Foster Village, Salt Lake, and 
Mapunapuna on Salt Lake Boulevard, on Pukoloa Street, and along 
Moanalua Stream until the vicinity of the Ewa end of Dillingham Boulevard or 
(2) from the vicinity of the Aloha Stadium running past Pearl Harbor, Hickam, 
and the Airport area until the vicinity of the Ewa end of Dillingham Boulevard. 

(4) Section IV 	From the vicinity of the Ewa end of Dillingham Boulevard 
running through Kalihi on Dillingham Boulevard until the vicinity of Kaaahi 
Street. 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
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(5) 	Section V -- From the vicinity of Kaaahi Street running through the urban 
core on Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapiolani Boulevard until the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, with a Waikiki branch. 

Your Committee realizes that the selected locally preferred alternative of this Bill 
deviates in two sections from the optimum full-length alignment identified in the 
Alternatives Analysis Report. 

In section I, the alignment of the selected locally preferred alternative is on 
Kamokila Boulevard and Farrington Highway instead of Saratoga Avenue and North-South 
Road. Your Committee has chosen the Kamokila Boulevard/Farrington Highway 
alignment because it is less expensive than the Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road 
alignment, according to table 5-2 on page 5-3 of the Alternatives Analysis Report. The 
alignment also will be closer to the planned stadium to be situated mauka of the University 
of Hawaii - West Oahu campus. 

The other deviation is in section III where the City Administration is to determine 
after further study whether the alignment should follow Salt Lake Boulevard or 
Kamehameha Highway/Aolele Street/Nimitz Highway. Your Committee has taken this 
action because of the major differences in opinion among Committee members and the 
public. 

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF POPULATION AND EMPLOYMENT 
PROJECTIONS IN SECTION III OF ALIGNMENT 

Your Committee's Chair, who represents much of the section III area, requests the 
City Administration in its decision-making between the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment and 
Aolele Street alignment to reconsider the population and employment projections of the 
areas involved. Figures 1-3 and 1-4 on pages 1-6 and 1-7 of the Alternatives Analysis 
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Report  show the population and employment in transportation analysis areas on Oahu in 
2000 and 2030, Iwilei, Mapunapuna, and the Airport are placed in one transportation 
analysis area and Hickam and Pearl Harbor are placed in another transportation analysis 
area. in both areas, the sum of the projected population and employment in 2030 is 
126,100. Moanalua and Halawa are combined into another transportation analysis area, 
and the sum of its projected population and employment in 2030 is 101,100. The 
difference between the total projected population and employment of the combined 
Iwilei/Mapunapuna/Airport/Hickam/Pearl Harbor areas and that of the Moanalua/Halawa 
area is 25,000. Your Committee's Chair suspects that the City Administration has used 
this difference to justify the Aolele Street alignment over the Salt Lake Boulevard 
alignment. Your Committee's Chair believes that the data are biased against the Salt Lake 
Boulevard alignment because of the inappropriate formulation of transportation analysis 
areas. Your Committee's Chair finds that Iwilei and Mapunapuna should not have been 
combined with the Airport. By doing so, your Committee's Chair believes that the City 
Administration has inflated the number of residents and jobs that appear to be served by 
the Aolele Street alignment. For a fairer comparison and appearance, your Committee's 
Chair feels that 

(1) The population and employment projections for Mapunapuna should be 
combined with those for Moanalua and Halawa since the Salt Lake 
Boulevard to Dillingham Boulevard alignment runs through Mapunapuna; and 

(2) The population and employment projections for lwilei should be combined 
with those for Downtown. 

Moreover, your Committee's Chair notes with surprise that Figure 1-3 does not 
project any population growth in the Moanalua and Halawa areas from 2000 to 2030. That 
seems illogical. 
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Finally, your Committee's Chair observes that the estimated capital cost of $580 
million for the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment is $110 million less than the estimated capital 
cost of $690 million for the Aolele Street alignment. See table 5-2 on page 5-3 of the 
Alternatives Analysis Report. 

Your Committee intends that the City Administration submit a report of its findings 
and recommendations to the Council regarding its selection of the Salt Lake Boulevard 
alignment or Aolele Street alignment, whether the selection is made before or during 
preliminary engineering. Your Committee intends that the report notify the Council of the 
City Administration's tentative decision prior to formal submittal to the Council of the 
resolution designating the minimum operable segment. 

OTHER AMENDMENTS 

Besides selecting the locally preferred alternative, your Committee has included 
other amendments in the CD2 of this Bill. 

Substitution Of "Fixed Guideway" For "Fixed Rail" 

Section 1 of the CD2 has been amended to substitute the term "fixed guideway" for 
"fixed rail." By making the amendment, your Committee signifies to the City Administration 
its desire for a better evaluation of a busway as an alternative to a rail fixed guideway. A 
busway alignment is not one of the alternatives evaluated in the Alternatives Analysis 
Report,  although "conventional bus" and "guided bus," as well as rail technologies, are 
recommended for further study as "potential line haul technologies operating in an 
exclusive right-of-way." See page 3-20 of the Final Alternatives Screening Memo,  Product 
6,2. Your Committee finds that a busway may be a less expensive alternative to rail and 
has promise. Thus, your Committee intends that the City Administration seriously address 
the busway alternative during the upcoming environmental review scoping phase. 
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Authorization To Conduct Preliminary Engineering On A Financially-Constrained 
Minimum Operable Segment That Has Been Approved By The Council  

Section 3 of the CD2 has been amended to authorize the City Administration to 
proceed with preparation of an environmental impact statement for the locally preferred 
alternative. 

The Section also authorizes the City Administration to proceed with planning and 
preliminary engineering of a portion of the locally preferred alternative that may be 
constructed within "financial constraints." The portion must constitute a minimum operable 
segment for purposes of eligibility for federal new starts funds. Most importantly, the 
minimum operable segment must be approved by the Council by resolution. 

The amendments have been recommended by the Council's Transit Analyst. 

By requiring the minimum operable segment to be constructed within "financial 
constraints," your Committee intends that the capital cost of the segment and any interest 
to finance the capital cost shall be paid entirely from general excise and use tax surcharge 
revenues, any federal, state, or private revenues, interest earned on such revenues, 
and/or short-term debt secured and payable solely from surcharge revenues and/or 
federal, state, or private revenues. Your Committee emphatically does not intend the 
capital cost of or debt service for the minimum operable segment to be paid with City real 
property tax revenues, City highway fund revenues, or City-issued general obligation 
bonds secured by the City's general credit or reimbursable from the City highway fund. 
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Deletion Of "Draft EIS" From Section 6-60.1(1), ROH 

Section 6-60.1(1), RON, has been further amended by bracketing out the words 
"and Draft EIS." In effect, the amendment allows the Council to select the locally preferred 
alternative before receipt of the draft EIS. 

Fixed Guideway Made Subject To Public Infrastructure Map Process 

A new section 5 has been added that subjects the fixed guideway system 
alignment, stations, and base yard to the public infrastructure map process. Your 
Committee intends that public infrastructure map symbols be required for those facilities 
before the appropriation of funds for land acquisition or construction. 

Your Committee also notes that the public infrastructure map process permits the 
Council to revise symbols by resolution. Your Committee intends to keep open its option 
to change the alignment and station and base yard locations through this process. 

The provision of the CD1 requiring stations to be selected by subsequent ordinance 
has been deleted. Your Committee finds that the public infrastructure map provision is an 
adequate substitute for the deleted provision. 

Reservation Of Riqht To Select Technology 

A new section 6 has been added which reserves to the Council the right to select 
the technology of the fixed guideway system. If the Council exercises the right, the 
Council must do so by ordinance passed on third reading before the City Administration 
issues a public notice soliciting proposals or inviting bids for work that includes design of 
the fixed guideway system. The City Administration must give the Council at least 90 
days' notice before issuing such a public notice. 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
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Your Committee intends that the selection of technology be discretionary for the 
Council. The requirement for the City Administration to provide 90 days' notice is intended 
to give the Council ample time to decide whether or not to select the technology. 

The provision in the CD1 requiring the technology to be selected by subsequent 
ordinance has been replaced with the provisions of the new section 6. 

Approval Of Specifications 

A new section 7 has been added to prohibit the City Administration from issuing a 
request for proposals or invitation for bids for work that includes the planning, design, or 
construction of any portion of the locally preferred alternative until after the specifications 
have been approved by the Council. The First Deputy Corporation Counsel testified that 
the provision may be contrary to the Hawaii Procurement Code and the separation of 
powers principle. At this time, your Committee disagrees and includes the provision in the 
C D2. 

CLOSING 

In closing, your Committee makes three points. 

First, the decisions set forth in this Bill were difficult to reach. Your Committee 
reiterates its position that the fixed guideway system is the best transportation mobility and 
reliability solution. Although the fixed guideway system will not eliminate traffic gridlock, it 
will result in less auto congestion growth than the other alternatives. In summary, your 
Committee finds that no other alternative will perform better than the fixed guideway 
system. 
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Second, people, especially current auto drivers, should use the fixed guideway 
system when revenue service commences. The fixed guideway system will be a fast, 
reliable, and inexpensive mode of travel. All residents will pay the general excise and use 
tax surcharge to fund the capital cost of the system. All residents also will have to 
subsidize the operating and maintenance cost through their real property tax, fuel tax, and 
vehicle weight tax payments. Consequently, your Committee urges residents to use the 
fixed guideway system since they will be paying for it. 

Third, the environmental impact statement process is intended to disclose to the 
public the environmental impacts of the locally preferred alternative and discuss measures 
to mitigate negative impacts. Your Committee has heard testimony from the public 
expressing concerns about the environmental impacts of the locally preferred alternative, 
especially in the Downtown/waterfront area. Your Committee intends that the City 
Administration address the concerns in the environmental impact statement. 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

Your Committee on Transportation and Planning is in accord with the intent and 
purpose of Bill 79 (2006), CD1, as amended herein, and recommends that it pass Third 
Reading in the form attached hereto as Bill 79, CD2. (Ayes: Cachola, Kobayashi, 
Marshall, Okino, Tam - 5; Noes: None.) 

Respectfully submitted, 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU. HAWAII 

ADOPTED ON DEC 22 2006 	 COMMITTEE REPORT NO. 508 
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BILL  79 (2006j, CD2 

 

 

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

BE IT ORDAINED by the People of the City and County of Honolulu: 

SECTION 1. The purpose of this ordinance is to select the city's locally preferred 
alternative to comply with the process that will be followed in implementing Honolulu's 
mass transit project. The council has received the Alternatives Analysis Report for the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project (AA"), dated November 1, 2006. The 
council believes that, in its role as policymakers for the city, a fixed guideway system is 
the best selection for the long-term needs and demands of our growing island 
population. Therefore, the council approves a fixed guideway system as the locally 
preferred alternative, which will allow the city administration to move forward on the 
locally preferred alternative. 

PART I. Selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 2. Selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

The locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project shall be a fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa, starting at or near the intersection of Kapolei Parkway and Kalaeloa 
Boulevard, with an alignment as follows: 

(1) Section 1— Kamokila Boulevard to Farrington Highway: 

(2) Section II — Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway; 

(3) Section III -- Salt Lake Boulevard or Aoiele Street as determined by the 
city administration before or during preliminary engineering: 

(4) Section IV — Dillingham Boulevard; and 

(5) Section V -- Nimitz Highvvay/Halekauwila Street/Kapiolani Boulevard to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, with the Waikiki branch. 

The "sections'' refer to the sections in figures 2-3 through 2-7 of the Alternatives 
Analysis Report. 

OCS/121506102:49/HM 
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A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

SECTION 3. The city administration is authorized to proceed with preparation of 
an environmental impact statement for the locally preferred alternative (LPA), and with 
pianning and preliminary engineering for that portion of the LPA (including any portion of 
any section of the LPA listed in section 2 above) that may be constructed within 
financial constraints (capital cost and any interest to finance that capital cost shall be 
paid entirely from general excise and use tax surcharge revenues, interest earned on 
the revenues, and any federal, state, or private revenues); provided that this portion 
shall constitute a minimum operable segment (MOS) for purposes of Federal New 
Starts funding eligibility; and provided further that the proposed MOS shall be subject to 
Council approval by resolution. 

SECTION 4. Section 6-60.1, ROH, is amended to read as follows: 

"Sec. 6-60.1 Establishment of surcharge—Conditions. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of Act 247, Session Laws of Hawaii, Regular Session of 
2005, codified as Section 46-16.8 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, there is hereby 
established a one-half percent general excise and use tax surcharge to be used for 
purposes of funding the operating and capital costs of public transportation within the 
City and County of Honolulu as specified herein. The excise and use tax surcharge 
shall be levied beginning January 1, 2007. Prior to the tax surcharge monies being 
expended as the local match for federal funds, the following shall occur: 

(1) The council has approved by [resolution] ordinance  a locally preferred 
alternative following an Alternatives Analysis [and Draft EIS]; and 

(2) The council has received from the director of transportation services an 
operational, financial, development and route plan for the locally preferred 
alternative: and 

(3) There is a commitment of federal funds, whether for planning, land 
acquisition or construction, to further the locally preferred alternative.' 
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A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

PART II. Alignment, Stations, and Base Yard 
of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 5. Section 4-8.3, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990, is amended 
to read as follows: 

"Sec. 4-8.3 Types of public infrastructure to be shown on public infrastructure 
map. 

(a) 
	

Symbols for the following types of public improvement projects shall be shown on 
the public infrastructure maps, provided they meet the applicability criteria 
specified in Section 4-8.4: 

Corporation yard; 

Desalination plant; 

Drainageway (open channel); 

Energy generation facility; 

Fire station; 

Government building: 

Golf course (municipal); 

Electrical transmission line and substation (above 46kV but less than 
138kV); 

(9) Park 

(10) Police station; 

(11) Parking facility; 

(12) Water reservoir; 

(13) Sewage treatment plant: 

(14) Solid vvesie facility; 
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A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

(15) [Transit corridor:] Fixed guideway system alignment. stations. and base  
yard of the locally preferred alternative  

(16) Major collector or arterial roadway; 

(17) Sewage pumping station; and 

(18) Potable water well. 

(b) 	The alignment of linear facilities, and the location of project boundaries, shall be 
considered approximate and conceptual.'' 

PART Ill. Technology of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

SECTION 6. Reservation of right to select technology. 

The council reserves the right to select the technology of the fixed guideway 
system for the locally preferred alternative. If the council exercises the right, the council 
shall select the technology through subsequent ordinance passed on third reading by 
the council before the city administration issues a public notice soliciting proposals or 
inviting bids for work that includes design of the system. 

The city administration shall (live the council at least 90 days notice before 
issuing the first public notice soliciting proposals or inviting bids for work that includes 
design of the fixed guideway system. 

PART IV. Specifications of Request for Proposals 
Or Invitation for Bids 

SECTION 7 Approval of specifications of requests for proposals or 
invitation for bids. 

The city administration shall submit to the council the specifications in each 
proposed request for proposals or invitation for bids for work that includes the planning, 
design, or construction of any portion of the locally preferred alternative before issuing 
the request or invitation. The city administration shall not issue the request for 
proposals or invitation for bids until after the specifications are approved by the council. 
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PART V. General 

SECTION 8. Ordinance material to be repealed is bracketed; new material is 
underscored. When revising, compiling or printing this ordinance for inclusion in the 
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, the revisor of ordinances need not include the 
brackets, bracketed material, or the underscoring. 
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A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE 

SECTION 9. This ordinance shall take effect upon its approval. 

INTRODUCED BY: 

Donovan Dela Cruz 

Ann Kobayashi 

Romy M. Cachola 

Charles Djou 

Barbara Marshall 

Todd Apo 

DATE OF INTRODUCTION: 

October 19. 2006 
Honolulu, Hawaii 	 Councilmembers 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 

APPROVED this 	 day of 	 , 2006. 

MUFI HANNEMANN, Mayor 
City and County of Honolulu 
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Island Perspective 

Romy M Cacho a 

Transit plan should include Salt Lake segment 
NOW that the City Council has selected a locally preferred alternative for Honolulu's mass transit system, the 
next step is determining the minimum operable segment. First and foremost, it would be fiscally prudent that the 
MOS be kept affordable. But where do we start? 

After thoroughly reading the Alternatives Analysis report and other pertinent information, I hope that the 
Hannemann administration will include Salt Lake Boulevard as part of the MOS. My vision is that the MOS 
extend from Drum Road near Leeward Community College to the University of Hawaii-Manoa via Salt Lake 
Boulevard, Dillingham Boulevard and Halekauwila Street. The length of this MOS is less than 20 miles and 
estimated to cost $3.4 billion. 

My reasoning is as follows: 

» The approximately $3.4 billion amount for this MOS is within the limits set by Bill 79 (2006) CD1 FD2, which 
requires that the project be affordable and that no property taxes or bonds be used to pay for the MOS. 

» The MOS connects three UH campuses -- Leeward and Honolulu community colleges and UH-Manoa -- and 
provides a reliable and affordable transportation alternative for our future leaders. A connection to the future 
UH-West Oahu campus could be made in future phases. 

» The tens of thousands of college students as well as residents living along the transit corridor currently 
comprise a solid ridership base, which is key to making the MOS work and generating public support for the 
project. 

» The Salt Lake Boulevard alignment extends through the Mapunapuna industrial/commercial area, where there 
are numerous transit-oriented development opportunities. Here are possible sites for TOD along this alignment: 

» Stadium Mall. 

» Kmart across from Stadium Mail. 

» Salt Lake Shopping Center, particularly if the proposed transit station at Ala Nlioi Street is moved to the corner 
of Salt Lake Boulevard and Ala Lilikoi Street. 

• Manpunapuna industrial/ commercial area which was not included in the alternatives analysis report for the 
Salt Lake Boulevard alignment. 
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IN FURTHER analyzing this MOS, I found that it takes three criteria for an ideal alignment: 

)› Maximum ridership potential. 

» Affordability. 

» Maximum TOO potential. 

The Salt Lake Boulevard alignment meets all three criteria. Please also consider the following additional 
reasons for alignment to run along Salt Lake Boulevard: 

» Service residents first 

We are indebted to taking care of our residents first. Oahu's residents -- who live, work and play here 365 days 
a year -- will be paying the lion's share of the half-percentage-point increase in the GET. 

» Affordability 

Since it is shorter and straighter, the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment is estimated to cost $110 million less than 
the airport alignment. Even if a third transit station were to be built in the Mapunapuna commercial/industrial 
area, it would still be less costly than the airport alignment. 

» Established ridership 

Between 70,000 and 80,000 residents live along a 4-mile stretch of Salt Lake Boulevard, which includes the 
communities of Salt Lake, Aliamanu, Foster Village and Lower Halawa-Stadium. Approximately 50,000 alone 
live in the Salt Lake area. These numbers represent an established ridership base. 

In comparison, ridership, population and other key factors for the airport alignment are based on year 2030 
projections as stated in the AA report. Also, there are four planned transit stations for the airport alignment, 
compared to two for Salt Lake Boulevard. which unfairly boosts population and employment distribution 
projections, thus a higher passenger boarding projection. 

» Higher fare-box revenues 

Unlike the airport alignment, if the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment is chosen, the city can immediately realize the 
benefits of a solid ridership base without waiting until the year 2030. With a solid ridership base, there is a 
better chance to generate higher fare-box revenues. Obviously, the more fare-box revenues are generated, the 
less taxpayer money is needed to subsidize operation and maintenance costs. 

» Approved by neighborhood board 

The Salt Lake community is solidly behind the proposed use of Salt Lake Boulevard. After Mayor Mufi 
Hannemann encouraged Salt Lake residents to speak out on this matter, I received 122 responses to letters 
sent by my colleague state Sen. Norman Sakamoto. Of that amount, 117 favored the Salt Lake alignment, three 
preferred the airport one opposed fixed guideway and one was left blank. If this is not a strong indication of the 
community's sentiments, then I don't know what is. 

If the Salt Lake community is ignored, it will not be the first time. One just has to look at the Salt Lake Boulevard 
Widening Project, which was promised to be completed in 1983. The city won't begin work on the remaining 
one mile until the year 2011. 

» Airport alignment could be built by the state 

Even if Salt Lake Boulevard is chosen, an Airport-Hickam-Pearl Harbor alignment can still be built. However, 
funding should be provided for by the Federal Aviation Administration and the state, which owns the airport. 
Pearl Harbor and its visitor center could be funded via defense appropriations. Finding these other sources of 
revenues would allow the half-percentage-point increase in the general excise tax and Federal Transit 
Administration funds to be used exclusively for the MOS. 
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We cannot ignore the many civilian employees who work at the airport. Hickam and Pearl Harbor. However, the 
Council has yet to see any solid data on the numbers of these employees who utilize public transportation (i.e., 
TheBus) to and from work. 

I MUST commend the mayor for his leadership in this contentious mass transit debate. The Council also is to 
be thanked for reaching out to the community and gathering public input. 

I am optimistic that the airport alignment can be built concurrently with the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment, if 
financial assistance from the state and the federal government can be obtained. Doing so will require much 
negotiation. As the Intergovernmental Affairs Committee chairman, I am more than willing to assist the 
Hannemann administration in working with all parties involved to keep this project moving forward. 

Romy M Cachola represents District 7 in the Honolulu City Council 

Article URL. httpillstarbuletimcom12007/01/09/editorial/commentary2.htmi 
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Sincerely, 

MAYOR'S OFFICE OF CULTURE AND THE ARTS 

CITY & COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
530 SOUTH KING STREET, ROOM 404, HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

TELEPHONE: (808) 523-4674 FAX (808) 523-4215 
hap://www.honolulu.sov 

MUR HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

MICHAEL Pill PANG 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

December 7, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and Members of the City Council 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Coundlmembers: 

Mahal° for the opportunity to express my support of the 20-mile option outlined in 
Bill 79, CD I to the City Council. As the Executive Director of the Mayor's Office of 
Culture and the Arts, I am tasked with creating opportunities and sustaining the arts and 
culture in the City and County of Honolulu. To this extent, I feel that a fixed rail system 
will be an asset to programs, festivals and other events that help to promote the arts 
within the City. Today, parking is at a premium and a fixed rail system will provide the 
audiences of culture and arts events with an alternative mode of transportation. 

Michaeii Pang 
Executive Director 

Mayor's Message No 

 

P4-1"7.4  
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Yours truly 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
530 SOUTH KING STREET, ROOM 300 • HONOLULU, HAWAH 96813 

TELEPHONE: (808) S23-441 • FAX (BOB) 527 -5552 • INTERNET: www.honolutu.gov  

FiANNEMANN 
aiAvoR 

 

rAa 

Ms. Denise C. De Costa 
City Clerk 
Office of the City Clerk 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Ms, De Costa: 

January 6, 2007 

La) 

Re: APPROVED BILL 

The following bill is approved and returned herewith: 

Bill 79, 	 RELATING TO TRANSIT. 
CD-2, FD-2 

Mufi Han emann 
Mayor 

Attachment 

Mayor's Message Message No. 002 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
650 SOUTH KING STREET, 3RD FLOOR 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 
Phone: (808) 523-4529 • Fax: (808) 523-4730 • Internet: www.honolulu.gov  

MUFI HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

MELVIN N. KAKU 
DIRECTOR 

RICHARD F. TORRES 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

October 30, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and Members of the City Council 

530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Coundilmembers: 

Subject: Resolution Relating to the Support of a Fixed Guideway Rapid Transit System 
and to the Selection of a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the Honolulu 
High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

I submit for your consideration the subject resolution expressing the Council's 
support for a fixed guideway alternative as a result of the Alternatives Analysis (AA) and 
selecting a certain alignment for the fixed guideway as the locally preferred alternative 
(LPA). 

The fixed guideway alternative is identified in the AA as the preferred choice with 
the least pollution, least energy consumption, and highest transit ridership, which has 
the greatest potential to slow the growth of traffic congestion. 

The resolution will enable the Council to meet the deadline for selecting the LPA 
as established by Resolution 05-377, before the general excise and use tax (GET) 
surcharge is levied on January 1, 2007. 

The selection of the alignment or routing, along with the mode selection, clarifies 
to the public what the GET surcharge revenues are to be expended for and further 
enables the project to proceed to planning and engineering and the preparation of an 
environmental document in the most expeditious manner. 

More delay in selecting the LPA will mean further inaction in addressing the 
traffic congestion that has become the greatest quality of life concern of Oahu's 
residents and visitors. We must move forward with the selection of the LPA. 

Dept. Corn. No. 	0:39S 
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Sincerely, 

'ME IN N. KAKU 
Director 

A-1 
WAYNE M. HASHI 
Managing Director 

Enclosure 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and Members of the City Council 

Page 2 
October 30, 2006 

Your favorable and timely consideration of this resolution is requested. 

APPROVED: 
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Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
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November 1, 2006 
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Preface 
Context of the Alternatives Analysis 

This Alternatives Analysis (AA) supports the selection of a locally preferred transit 
alternative for the City and County of Honolulu consistent with the planning and project 
development process defined by the Federal Transit Administration (PTA). The first step 
of the process was systems planning, which culminated with the O`ahu Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (OMPO) including a fixed guideway transit system in the 2030 
o (ahu Regional Transportation Plan (OMPO, 2006a). This phase, Alternatives 
Analysis, evaluates a range of transit mode and general alignment alternatives in terms of 
their costs, benefits and impacts. 

The Honolulu City Council will select a locally preferred alternative (LPA) based on the 
findings of this AA report. Subsequently, design options within the LPA will be 
evaluated and an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared according to 
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) as part of the Preliminary Engineering 
phase. Final Design, construction, and operation of the LPA will follow. 

Purpose of the Alternatives Analysis Report 
The purpose of this report is to provide the Honolulu City Council with the information 
necessary to select a mode and general alignment alternative for high-capacity transit 
service on (Tabu. The primary project study area is the travel corridor between Kapolei 
and the University of Hawai`i at 1145noa. The report summarizes the results of an AA that 
followed PTA planning guidance and provides information on the costs, benefits, and 
impacts of four alternatives: 

• No Build Alternative 
• Transportation System Management Alternative 
• Managed Lane Alternative 
• Fixed Guideway Alternative. 

The goal of the AA process is to reach a broad consensus regarding which alternative 
best meets the goals and objectives for the study corridor. The analysis in the AA is 
defined by the need to make an intelligent selection of a preferred mode and general 
alignment. After public release of this report, the City Council will conduct public 
hearings to solicit community views on the evaluated alternatives. Considering both the 
technical information provided in the AA and the comments from the public, the Council 
will select an LPA to provide improved transit service in the study corridor. After 
selection of the LPA, the City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation 
Services (DTS) will apply to PTA to begin Preliminary Engineering. 

Alternatives Analysis Report 	 Page i 
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Organization of the Alternatives Analysis Report 
This report is organized into a summary followed by seven chapters. Chapter 1 provides 
the context for the study, including a description of the corridor and the existing 
transportation system, planned growth and improvements in the corridor, the need for an 
improved transit system, and a definition of the purpose of the alternatives evaluated. 
Chapter 2 describes the alternatives being evaluated and how they were selected through 
both technical review and public comment. 

Chapters 3 through 5 evaluate the technical merits and consequences of the alternatives. 
Chapter 3 presents the effects that the alternatives would have on the transportation 
system. The physical and social environment that would be affected by the alternatives 
and the effects on that environment are described in Chapter 4. Chapter 5 presents the 
financial evaluation of the alternatives, including their costs and how their 
implementation and long-term operation would be funded. 

Chapter 6 summarizes all of the technical findings and describes how each alternative 
would meet the goals and objectives established for the project. It also compares the 
trade-offs among the alternatives. The final chapter, Chapter 7, describes the public 
involvement and agency coordination that has been conducted to include the concerns of 
affected parties in the planning process. 
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The City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation Services (DTS), in 
coordination with the U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA), has carried out an Alternatives Analysis (AA) to evaluate alternatives that would 
provide high-capacity transit service on 0`ahu. The primary project study area is the 
travel corridor between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa (UH Mama) 
(Figure S-1). This corridor includes the majority of housing and employment on Oahu. 
The east-west length of the corridor is approximately 23 miles. The north-south width of 
the corridor is at most four miles, as much of the corridor is bounded by the Ko`olau and 
Wai`anae Mountain Ranges to the north and the Pacific Ocean to the south. 
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ISLAND OF OAHU 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project — 

Summary 

Figure S-1. Project Vicinity 

Purpose of and Need for Transportation Improvements 
The purpose of the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project is to provide 
improved mobility for persons traveling in the highly congested east-west transportation 
corridor between Kapolei and UH Manoa. System planning for the corridor culminated 
in the 2030 0 'aim Regional Transportation Plan (OMPO, 2006a). 

The 0`ahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO) concluded that the existing 
transportation infrastructure in this corridor is overburdened handling current levels of 
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travel demand. Motorists experience substantial traffic congestion and delay at most 
times of the day during both the weekdays and weekends. Currently, transit is caught in 
the same congestion. As roadways become more congested, they become more 
susceptible to substantial delays caused by incidents such as traffic accidents or heavy 
rain. Current travel times are not reliable for either transit or automobile trips. 

The highest population growth rates for the island, consistent with the General Plan for 
the City and County of Honolulu, are projected in the 'Ewa Development Plan area. 
Many lower-income and minority workers live in the corridor outside of the urban core 
and commute to work in the Primary Urban Center Development Plan area. Many lower-
income workers also rely on transit because of its affordability. 

Alternatives Considered 
Four alternatives are evaluated in this report. They were developed through a screening 
process that considered alternatives identified through previous transit studies, a field 
review of the study corridor, an analysis of current population and employment data for 
the corridor, a literature review of technology modes, work completed by the 0`ahu 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO) for its 2030 0`ahu Regional 
Transportation Plan (OMPO, 2006a), and public and agency comments received during 
a formal project scoping process. The four alternatives are described in detail in the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis Detailed 
Definition of Alternatives (DTS, 2006a). The alternatives evaluated are as follows: 

• No Build Alternative 
• Transportation System Management Alternative 
• Managed Lane Alternative 
• Fixed Guideway Alternative. 

Two operational options were studied for the Managed Lane Alternative. Several 
alignments were studied for the Fixed Guideway Alternative, including a shorter 20-mile 
Alignment. 

1 Transportation Impacts and Benefits 
In the year 2030, the only alternative that is expected to significantly affect transit mode 
share and attract additional transit riders is the Fixed Guideway Alternative. Many Fixed 
Guideway alignment options were evaluated and the Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - 
Halekauwila alignment combination is projected to attract the highest number of daily 
transit trips systemwide. 

In regards to serving existing and future transit markets, the Fixed Guideway Alternative 
does the best job in accommodating both longer corridor transit trips, as well as the 
increase in work commute trips to West Oahu, which is expected to become much more 
pronounced in the future. Two operational concepts for the Managed Lane Alternative 
were evaluated, and the Two-direction Option best serves the increase in work commute 
trips to West O'alni. 
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The Fixed Guideway Alternative most consistently results in improved transit travel 
times between key corridor origins and destinations. In many cases these travel times are 
equivalent to, or faster than, the same trip time made by private vehicle under No Build 
conditions, especially when considering the use of park-and-ride trips. The Fixed 
Guideway Alternative would produce the most reliable travel times because the vehicles 
would operate in their own right-of-way separate from roadways and associated 
congestion. The Managed Lane Alternative would provide some travel time 
improvements between selected origins and destinations that are well served by the 
facility, but in many cases the travel time savings experienced is offset by the increased 
congestion experienced before entering and upon exiting the facility. 

Traffic congestion on key corridor facilities is expected to continue to exist under all 
alternatives, particularly during peak travel periods. Systemwide vehicle hours of delay 
(VHD) are projected to be substantially lower for the Fixed Guideway Alternative as 
compared to all other alternatives. While all other alternatives have a minimal to 
negligible impact on peak-period traffic volumes in the corridor (in fact, the Managed 
Lane options are expected to increase vehicle peak-hour volumes in the corridor), the 
Fixed Guideway Alternative is projected to reduce peak traffic volumes that cross 
Kalauao Stream and Kapalama Canal by three to 12 percent. Most importantly, however, 
the Fixed Guideway Alternative would provide a mobility option that the other 
alternatives do not. It gives users the opportunity to bypass the congestion that will occur 
on roadways throughout the study corridor. 

Environmental Impacts and Benefits 
The No Build and TSM Alternatives would generate minimal environmental impacts; 
however, they also would not generate environmental benefits. 

The Managed Lane Alternative would require a moderate number of displacements and 
would affect a moderate number of potentially historic structures and one recreational 
facility. It would generate the greatest amount of air pollution, require the greatest 
amount of energy for transportation use, and would result in the largest number of 
transportation noise impacts. It would provide little community benefit, as it would not 
provide substantially improved transit access to the corridor. 

Compared to the other alternatives, the Fixed Guideway Alternative would require more 
acquisitions and affect more potentially historic structures, as well as three park or 
recreational facilities. It would result in fewer transportation noise impacts than the 
Managed Lane Alternative. 

Visual impacts for the Fixed Guideway Alternative would be less than those for the 
Managed Lane Alternative in areas where both alternatives would include structures, but 
the Fixed Guideway Alternative would extend beyond the area of the Managed Lane 
Alternative. The visual impacts of the 20-mile Alignment would be less than that for the 
28-mile Full-corridor Alignment because the area of effect would be less. 
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The Fixed Guideway Alternative would generate the least air pollution and require the 
least energy for transportation. It would provide improved connections between 
communities, employment, and services in the corridor. The benefits of the Full-corridor 
Alignment would be somewhat greater than those for the 20-mile Alignment. 

Financial Feasibility 
Capital Costs 

Capital costs for the No Build and TSM Alternatives would be $660 and $856 million, 
respectively, which accounts for bus replacement and system expansion. Total capital 
costs for the Managed Lane Alternative would range between $3.6 and $4.7 billion, of 
which $2.6 to $3.8 billion would be for construction of the managed lanes. Capital costs 
for the Fixed Guideway Alternative, including bus system costs, would range between 
$5.2 and $6.1 billion for the Full-corridor Alignments, of which $4.6 to $5.5 billion 
would be for the fixed guideway system. The costs would be $4.2 billion for the 20-mile 
Alignment, of which $3.6 billion would be for the fixed guideway system. 

Operating and Maintenance Costs 

Operating costs in 2030 for the No Build Alternative, in 2006 dollars, would be 
approximately $192 million. Operating costs for the TSM Alternative would be 
approximately $42 million greater than for the No Build Alternative. Transit operating 
costs for the Managed Lane Alternative would range between approximately $251 and 
$261 million as a result of additional buses that would be put in service under that 
alternative. These costs do not include the cost of maintaining the managed lane facility. 
The total operating costs for the Fixed Guideway Alternative, including the bus and fixed 
guideway, would range between approximately $248 and $256 million. 

Funding Options 

Funding sources for capital investments include a State General Excise and Use Tax 
(GET) surcharge, City general obligation bonds, and FTA funds. Only the Fixed 
Guideway Alternative could be funded with the GET surcharge. The No Build and TSM 
Alternatives are a continuation of existing bus services and system costs reflect ongoing 
operations with current funding sources. 

With the Managed Lane Alternative, toll revenues would pay for ongoing operation and 
maintenance; remaining revenues would be used to contribute to repaying debt incurred 
to construct the system. Projections identify a funding deficit of $2.3 billion in 2006 
dollars. Other funding sources would need to be identified to provide the remaining 
funding. Toll revenues would pay for less than one-quarter of debt service; other city 
funds would be needed for the remaining three-quarters. 

For the Fixed Guideway Alternative, the GET surcharge is expected to yield between 
$2.6 and $3.2 billion in 2006 dollars. The 20-mile Alignment would require between 
$0.7 and $1.2 billion in 2006 dollars in funds from FTA New Starts or other sources. The 
Full-corridor Alignment would require between $1.7 and $2.2 billion in 2006 dollars in 
funds from FTA New Starts or other sources. 
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Evaluation of Alternatives 
The alternatives were compared regarding their ability to improve corridor mobility, 
support smart growth and economic development, provide a cost-effective and equitable 
transportation solution, be constructible, minimize community and environmental 
impacts, and be consistent with other planning efforts. 

The relative merits of two operational options were evaluated for the Managed Lane 
Alternative, and one was determined to be more effective than the other. Similarly, the 
Fixed Guideway Alternatives were evaluated and an optimal option of the alignments 
was selected. Because the performance differences between the two Managed Lane 
options would be small, the less costly Reversible Option would offer a better benefit-to-
cost ratio; therefore, it would be the best option for the Managed Lane Alternative. The 
Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham Halekauwila combination is the optimal Fixed 
Guideway alignment for the entire corridor. A 20-mile portion of that alignment from 
East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center provides a lower-cost option within the Fixed 
Guideway Alternative. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative perfouus the best when considering the goal of 
improving corridor mobility. The Full-corridor Alignment provides greater 
transportation benefits than the 20-mile Alignment. Although less effective than the full- 
corridor system, the 20-mile Alignment is still more effective at providing improved 
mobility than any of the other three alternatives. 

In relation to encouraging patterns of smart growth and economic development, the No 
Build, TSM, and Managed Lane Alternatives generally maintain existing transit service 
patterns and methods. None of these alternatives would provide a high level of transit 
service that would serve as a nucleus for transit-oriented development. The Fixed 
Guideway Alternative would include new stations providing reliable high-capacity transit 
at locations zoned for new development or suitable for redevelopment. The Full-corridor 
Alignment would provide the greatest opportunity for smart growth, but considerable 
opportunities also would occur with the 20-mile Alignment. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative is substantially more cost-effective than the Managed 
Lane Alternative when the respective transit user benefits per dollar of cost relative to the 
TSM Alternative are compared. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative best meets the goal of providing equitable solutions. 
The Full-corridor Alignment would best serve transit-dependent populations, but the 20- 
mile Alignment would serve the majority of those served by the Full-corridor Alignment. 

The No Build and Fixed Guideway Alternatives are financially feasible considering 
reasonably certain funding sources. The No Build Alternative would continue bus 
service using existing funding sources. The TSM Alternative would require a limited 
amount of additional funds, which could be from existing funding sources. Because the 
implementing legislation prohibits the GET surcharge from being used to fund existing 
transit systems, it would not be available to fund the TSM Alternative. The Managed 
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Lane Alternative has no defined funding source. Because it would be open to general 
purpose vehicles, including single-occupancy vehicles (cars carrying only the driver), 
neither the GET surcharge nor FTA funds could be used for its construction. The 20-mile 
Alignment for the Fixed Guideway Alternative could be funded with a combination of 
expected GET revenues and FTA New Starts funds. There is more uncertainty in funding 
of the Full-corridor Alignment. Either a larger share of FTA funds would be needed or 
other sources would need to be tapped. 

The alternatives range widely in relation to community and environmental impacts. The 
No Build and TSM Alternatives would have little direct effect on existing resources; 
however, they also would not offer community or environmental benefits. The Managed 
Lane Alternative would require acquisition of private property, generate the highest 
levels of air and water pollution, consume the greatest amount of energy for 
transportation uses, and create the greatest number of noise impacts. The Fixed 
Guideway Alternative would require the greatest number or property acquisitions and 
have the greatest number of utility conflicts during construction, but it would also provide 
a new safe transportation connection between communities in the corridor. It would 
provide the greatest environmental benefits related to air and water pollution and energy 
consumption. 

All alternatives are generally consistent with Local, District, and State plans. The Fixed 
Guideway Alternative best serves the areas of Oahu that are designated for future growth 
and development. The Fixed Guideway Alternative is the only alternative that is 
consistent with regional transportation system planning defined in the 2030 0`ahu 
Regional Transportation Plan (OMPO, 2006a). 

Residents' Alternatives Preferences 
The residents of Honolulu are very concerned about transportation. In the Honolulu 
Advertiser Hawaii Poll conducted in June 2006, traffic was identified by most 
respondents as the most important issue currently facing Hawai`i (Honolulu Advertiser, 
2006). While preparing the 2030 0 `ahu Regional Transportation Plan, OMPO 
conducted a telephone survey of Oahu residents to gauge public reaction to 
transportation solutions (OMPO, 2006b). More than 50 percent of the respondents said 
that they would use rapid transit regularly or occasionally. 

Scoping conducted for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project also 
indicated broad interest and a majority of support for transportation improvements in the 
corridor. The majority of comments received during scoping related to a preference for 
one of the alternatives or a proposed modification to one of the alternatives. As a result 
of public comments, moderating the growth in traffic congestion was added to the 
purpose and need, a second Managed Lane option was added, and the presentation of the 
Fixed Guideway Alternative was changed. There continues to be both organized support 
for and opposition to the Managed Lane and Fixed Guideway Alternatives. 
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Issues to be Resolved 
This AA report supports the selection of an LPA by the Honolulu City Council. 
Subsequently, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared and 
preliminary engineering will be completed for the selected alternative. While the AA 
defines the alternatives under consideration, many issues have to be resolved, beginning 
with selection of the LPA. Many of the other issues will be resolved as the project is 
refined during the environmental and preliminary engineering phases. The following 
outstanding issues have been identified: 

• Selection of mode, alignment, and limits (this will be defined in selection of the Locally 
Preferred Alternative) 

• Selection of transit technology for the Fixed Guideway Alternative (if selected) 
• Development of a financial plan to provide project funding 
• Opportunities for public-private partnership to enhance the project that can be delivered 

with limited public funds 
• Environmental commitments. 
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Chapter 1 	 Purpose and Need 

Purpose of the Project 
The purpose of the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project is to provide 
improved mobility for persons traveling in the highly congested east-west transportation 
corridor between Kapolei and UH Manoa, confined by the Wai'anae and Ko`olau 
Mountain Ranges to the north and the Pacific Ocean to the south. The project would 
provide faster, more reliable public transportation services in the corridor than those 
currently operating in mixed-flow traffic. The project would also provide an alternative 
to private automobile travel and improve linkages between Kapolei, the urban core, UH 
Manoa, Waikiki, and urban areas in between. Implementation of the project, in 
conjunction with other improvements included in the 2030 0`ahu Regional 
Transportation Plan (ORTP), would moderate anticipated traffic congestion in the 
corridor. The project also supports the goals of the O'ahu General Plan and the ORTP by 
serving areas designated for urban growth. 

Need for Transportation Improvements 
Improved mobility for travelers facing increasingly severe traffic congestion. 

The existing transportation infrastructure in the corridor between Kapolei and UH Manoa 
is overburdened handling current levels of travel demand. Motorists experience 
substantial traffic congestion and delay at most times of the day during both the 
weekdays and weekends. Average weekday peak-period speeds on the H-1 Freeway are 
currently less than 20 mph in many places and will degrade even further by 2030. Transit 
vehicles are caught in the same congestion. Travelers on Oahu's roadways currently 
experience 51,000 vehicle hours of delay, a measure of how much time is lost daily by 
travelers stuck in traffic, on a typical weekday. This is projected to increase to more than 
71,000 daily vehicle hours of delay by 2030, assuming implementation of all of the 
planned improvements listed in the ORTP (except for a fixed guideway system). Without 
these improvements, the ORTP indicates that daily vehicle-hours of delay could increase 
to as much as 326,000 vehicle hours. 

Current a.m. peak-period travel times for motorists from West 0`ahu to Downtown 
average between 45 and 81 minutes. By 2030, after including all of the planned roadway 
improvements in the ORTP, this travel time is projected to increase to between 53 and 83 
minutes. Average bus speeds in the system have been decreasing steadily as congestion 
has increased. Currently, express bus travel times from 'Ewa Beach to Downtown range 
from 45 to 76 minutes and local bus travel times from 'Ewa Beach to Downtown range 
from 65 to 110 minutes during the peak period. By 2030, these travel times are projected 
to increase by 20 percent on an average weekday. Within the urban core, most major 
arterial streets will experience increasing peak-period congestion, including Ala Moa.na 
Boulevard, Dillingham Boulevard, Kaldkaua Avenue, Kapi`olani Boulevard, King Street, 
and Nimitz Highway. Expansion of the roadway system between Kapolei and UH 
Manoa is constrained by physical barriers and by dense urban neighborhoods that abut 
many existing roadways. Given the current and increasing levels of congestion, a need 
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exists to offer an alternative way to travel within the corridor independent of current and 
projected highway congestion. 

Improved transportation system reliability. 

As roadways become more congested, they become more susceptible to substantial 
delays caused by incidents, such as traffic accidents or heavy rain. Even a single driver 
unexpectedly braking can have a ripple effect delaying hundreds of cars. Because of the 
operating conditions in the study corridor, current travel times are not reliable for either 
transit or automobile trips. To get to their destination on time, travelers must allow extra 
time in their schedules to account for the uncertainty of travel time. This is inefficient 
and results in lost productivity. Because the bus system primarily operates in mixed-
traffic, transit users experience the same level of travel time uncertainty as automobile 
users. A need exists to reduce transit travel times and provide a more reliable transit 
system. 

Accessibility to new development in Ewa/Kapolei/Makakilo as a way of 
supporting policy to develop the area as a second urban center. 

Consistent with the General Plan for the City and County of Honolulu, the highest 
population growth rates for the island are projected in the 'Ewa Development Plan area 
(comprised of the 'Ewa, Kapolei and Makakilo communities), which is expected to grow 
by 170 percent between 2000 and 2030. This growth represents nearly 50 percent of the 
total growth projected for the entire island. The Wai`anae, Wahiawa . , North Shore, 
Windward, Wairnanalo, and East Honolulu areas will have population growth of between 
zero and 16 percent because of this policy. This keeps the country country. Kapolei, 
which is developing as a "second city" to Downtown Honolulu, is projected to grow by 
nearly 600 percent to 81,100 people, the 'Ewa neighborhood by 100 percent, and 
Makakilo by 125 percent between 2000 and 2030. Accessibility to the overall 'Ewa 
Development Plan area is currently severely impaired by the congested roadway network, 
which will only get worse in the future. This area is less likely to develop as planned 
unless it is accessible to Downtown and other parts of 0`ahu; therefore, the 'Ewa, 
Kapolei, and Makakilo area needs improved accessibility to support its future growth as 
planned. 

Improved transportation equity for all travelers. 

Many lower-income and minority workers live in the corridor outside of the urban core 
and commute to work in the Primary Urban Center Development Plan area. Many lower-
income workers also rely on transit because of its affordability. In addition, daily parking 
costs in Downtown Honolulu are among the highest in the United States (Colliers, 2005), 
further limiting this population's access to Downtown. Improvements to transit capacity 
and reliability will serve all transportation system users, including low-income and under-
represented populations. 

Description of the Corridor 
The study corridor extends from Kapolei in the west (Wai`anae or 'Ewa direction) to the 
University of Hawaii at Mama (UH Manoa) in the east (Koko Head direction), and is 

Page I-2 	 Alternatives Analysis Report 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

AR00068900 



LEGEND 

■••• ShrE0 Caridta 

1.1.1.ar 

1 421. 

KAPcS.p 

confined by the Wai'anae and Koolau Mountain Ranges to the north (mauka direction) 
and the Pacific Ocean to the south (makai direction). Between Pearl City and 'Aiea, the 
corridor's width is less than one mile between the Pacific Ocean and the base of the 
Ko`olau Mountains. 

The General Plan for the City and County of Honolulu directs future population and 
employment growth to the 'Ewa and Primary Urban Center Development Plan areas and 
the Central Oahu Sustainable Communities Plan area. The largest increases in 
population and employment are projected in the 'Ewa, Waipahu, Downtown, and 
Kaka'ako districts, which are all located in the corridor (Figure 1-1). Major activity 
centers in the corridor are shown in Figure 1-2. 

Figure 1-1. Areas and Districts in the Study Corridor 

Currently, 63 percent of the population of 876,200 and 81 percent of the employment of 
499,300 on O`ahu are located within the study corridor. By 2030 this distribution will 
increase to 69 percent of the population and 84 percent of the employment as 
development continues to be concentrated into the Primary Urban Center (PUC) and 
'Ewa Development Plan areas. These trends are shown in two figures, Figure 1-3 and 
Figure 1-4, which illustrate existing and year 2030 projected population of 1,117,300 and 
employment of 632,900, respectively, by transportation analysis area. 

Kapolei is the center of the 'Ewa Development Plan area and has been designated 
0' ahu's "second city." City and State government offices have opened in Kapolei and 
the University of Hawai'i is developing a master plan for a new West 0`ahu campus 
there. The Kalaeloa Community Development District (formerly known as Barbers Point 
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Naval Air Station) covers 3,700 acres adjacent to Kapolei and is planned for 
redevelopment. The Department of Hawaiian Home Lands is also a major landowner in 
the area and has plans for residential and retail development. In addition, developers 
have several proposals to continue the construction of residential subdivisions. 

Continuing Koko Head, the corridor follows Farrington and Kamehameha Highways 
through a mixture of low-density commercial and residential development. This part of 
the corridor passes through the makai portion of the Central 0`ahu Sustainable 
Communities Plan area. 

Farther Koko Head, the corridor enters the Primary Urban Center Development Plan area, 
which is bounded by commercial and residential densities that begin to increase in the 
vicinity of Aloha Stadium. The Pearl Harbor Naval Reserve, Hickam Air Force Base, 
and Honolulu International Airport border the corridor on the makai side. Military and 
civilian housing are the dominant land uses mauka of Interstate Route H-1 (the H-1 
Freeway), with a concentration of high-density housing along Salt Lake Boulevard. 

As the corridor continues Koko Head across Moanalua Stream, the land use becomes 
increasingly dense. Industrial and port land uses dominate along the harbor, shifting to 
primarily commercial uses along Dillingham Boulevard, a mixture of residential and 
commercial uses along North King Street, and primarily residential use mauka of the H-1 
Freeway. 

Koko Head of Nu'uanu Stream, the corridor continues through Chinatown and 
Downtown. The Chinatown and Downtown areas, with 62,300 jobs, have the highest 
employment density in the corridor. The Kai& ako and Ala Moana neighborhoods, 
comprised historically of low-rise industrial and commercial uses, are being revitalized 
with several high-rise residential towers currently under construction. Ala Moana Center, 
both a major transit hub and shopping destination, is served by more than 2,000 weekday 
bus trips and visited by more than 56 million shoppers annually. 

The corridor continues to Waikiki and through the McCully neighborhood to the 
University of Hawai`i. Today, Waikiki-  has more than 20,000 residents and provides 
more than 44,000 jobs. It is one of the densest tourist areas in the world, serving 
approximately 72,000 visitors daily (DBEDT, 2003). UH Manoa is the other major 
destination at the Koko Head end of the corridor. It has an enrollment of more than 
20,000 students and approximately 6,000 staff (UH, 2005). Approximately 60 percent of 
students do not live within walking distance of campus (UH, 2002) and must travel by 
vehicle or transit to attend classes. 

Travel Patterns in the Corridor 
The vast majority of trips made on the island occur within the study corridor. Currently, 
morning travel patterns in the corridor are heavily directional. Morning town-bound 
(Koko Head direction) traffic volumes through the Waipahu and `Aiea areas are more 
than twice the volume traveling in the 'Ewa direction. Afternoon flows are less 
directional with 'Ewa-bound traffic volumes about 50 percent greater than town-bound 
(Koko Head-bound) traffic. 
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Figure 1-2. Major Activity Centers in the Study Corridor 
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Trip origins correlate closely with the level of population in a given area, while trip 
destinations correlate to a high degree with the level of employment. Based on these 
data, 1,826,000 or 68 percent of the 2,698,000 islandwide daily trips and 335,000, or 64 
percent of the 523,000 peak-period work-related trips are currently generated within the 
study corridor. The study corridor attracts an even higher percentage of islandwide trips 
with 2,092,000, or 78 percent of daily trips and 424,000 or 82 percent of peak-period 
work-related trips having destinations within the study corridor. 

More trips will originate and remain within the Primary Urban Center in 2030 than they 
do today. However, the greatest increases in trips will be to and from the 'Ewa 
Development Plan area. These patterns illustrate the continued transportation importance 
of the study corridor with peak-period travel becoming less directional and more work 
trips destined for Kapolei. 

Transit Travel Patterns 

An on-board transit survey was conducted on all of TheBus routes in December 2005 and 
January 2006. Information obtained from the survey included the origins and 
destinations of current transit bus users across a variety of trip purposes for both the 
178,400 total daily trips and the 57,000 peak-period work trips. These survey data 
indicate that the substantial majority of trips made by transit on the island occur within 
the study corridor. 

When compared to total travel, the current number of transit trips within the corridor as a 
percentage of total islandwide transit trips is even more pronounced. Based on the survey 
data, 83 percent of both islandwide daily and peak-period work-related trips originate 
within the study corridor; while the study corridor attracts 90 percent of total islandwide 
daily trips and 94 percent of peak-period work-related trips. 

Daily Transit Trips 
The major destinations for weekday bus riders are Downtown (20 percent) and the 
Punchbowl-Sheridan-Date area (18 percent), Downtown contains the region's highest 
concentration of jobs. Punchbowl-Sheridan-Date also contains a high number of jobs, as 
well as Ala Moana Center, the state's largest shopping complex. 

Overall, the largest share of TheBus riders' trips originates in Waikiki (16.5 percent). 
The major destinations for these trips are Downtown (24 percent) and Punchbowl-
Sheridan-Date (27 percent). In addition to Waikiki, Punchbowl-Sheridan-Date (9 
percent), Kahala-Palolo (8 percent), and Pauoa-Kalihi (9 percent) are the origins of a 
large number of trips. These areas are densely populated, with relatively high 
concentrations of transit-dependent households (Figure 1-5). 
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Peak-Period Transit Work Trips 
Nearly 34 percent of all peak-period work trips are destined to Downtown, while 
Punchbowl-Sheridan-Date and Waikiki each are destinations for about 12.5 percent of 
trips. Combined, these areas are the destinations of approximately 60 percent of the 
islandwide peak-period home-based work trips. Waikiki, Punchbowl-Sheridan-Date, 
Pauoa-Kalihi, Waipahu-Waikele-Kunia, and Kahala-Palolo together account for about 50 
percent of the home-based origins for work trips taken during the peak period on TheBus. 

Existing Transportation Facilities and Services in the 
Corridor 

The study corridor is currently served by roadway and transit systems, parking facilities, 
and pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Existing development throughout the study corridor 
combined with the previously described geographic boundaries limits the potential for 
new roadways or expansion of existing facilities. 

Street and Highway System 

The study corridor is served primarily by the H-1 Freeway, Farrington Highway, 
Kamehameha Highway, Nimitz Highway, and Moanalua Road (Route H201). The H-2 
Freeway provides access to the corridor from Central 0`ahu, and the H-3 Freeway 
provides access to the corridor from the Windward side. Because of the constraints 
posed by geography and existing development, the expansion of existing roadways or the 
addition of new roadways in many sections of the corridor would be extremely difficult 
and/or expensive. As a result, some sections of the corridor are served by a relatively 
small number of facilities, and the lack of redundancy in the system at these locations can 
cause severe traffic problems should any of the facilities become overly congested or 
incapacitated. An example of this is in Pearl City where only three primary roadways, H-
1 Freeway, Moanalua Road, and Kamehameha Highway, serve the high volume of traffic 
traversing this area. Of these roadways, the H-1 Freeway carries 70 to 75 percent of the 
a.m. and p.m. peak-hour traffic. Hence, when traffic is congested on H-1 through this 
location, traffic is affected for miles along the adjacent corridor segments. 

To better utilize the existing roadway facilities, both the Hawai`i Department of 
Transportation (HDOT) and the City and County of Honolulu have implemented a 
number of roadway management strategies, including the use of contraflow lanes and 
high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes. A contraflow lane is a strategy wherein a lane that 
typically provides vehicular travel in one direction is reversed during certain times of the 
day. Current contraflow lanes operate on the H-1 Freeway, Nimitz Highway, Kapi'olani 
Boulevard, Ward Avenue, Atkinson Drive, and Wai‘ alae Avenue during the a.m. peak 
period. During the p.m. peak period, contrafiow lanes operate on Kapi`olani Boulevard. 

HOV lanes are freeway or surface street lanes designated for exclusive use by buses, 
carpools, and vanpools. HDOT operates HOV lanes on several state highways during 
certain times of the day. HOV lanes currently operate on the H-1 and H-2 Freeways, the 
Moanalua Road, the H-1 Zipper Lane and Shoulder Express Lane, and Nimitz Highway. 
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Public Transit System 

0`ahu Transit Services, Inc. (OTS) operates the public transit system (TheBus) on the 
island of O`ahu under contract to the City and County of Honolulu. TheBus system 
serves more than 80 percent of the developed areas of the island and carries 
approximately 73 million passengers per year and experiences about 236,600 boardings 
on an average weekday. Annual transit passenger miles per-capita is higher in Honolulu 
than in all other major U.S. cities without a fixed guideway transit system. 

Parking 

Downtown Honolulu parking rates are high; however, many employers subsidize parking 
for their employees. Daily parking rates are the third-highest in the United States behind 
New York and Boston, while monthly parking rates are in the top 15 (Colliers, 2005). 
Downtown parking availability is considered limited, and garages have an average 
waiting list of three months for monthly parking. Parking availability also is limited in 
Waikiki and near UH Mama. 

Performance of the Existing Transportation System 
Traffic Volumes 

The highest daily traffic volumes occur near Downtown Honolulu. More than 398,000 
vehicles cross Nu'uanu Stream daily on a total of nine roadways. During the a.m. and 
p.m. peak hours, more than 26,000 vehicles cross Nu'uanu Stream each hour. 

At the facility level, the Interstate Freeway system carries a considerable amount of the 
island's traffic, with the H-1 being the most heavily traveled freeway on O‘ahu. At the 
Kalauao Stream sereenline in Pearl City, approximately 20,000 and 17,000 vehicles 
currently travel on H-1 (both directions combined) during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, 
respectively. Approximately 245,000 vehicles travel through this section of H-1 daily. 

Traffic Operating Conditions 

The operating conditions of a roadway can be represented by a variety of measures, 
including the volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio, operating speeds, and the density of traffic 
on the facility. These measures can be used to determine level-of-service (LOS). A 
roadway's V/C ratio compares the volume of traffic traveling on the roadway to the 
physical capacity of the roadway. Speeds are typically a reflection of the amount of 
congestion on a roadway or its geometric design characteristics. Traffic density is 
measured in terms of vehicles per mile per lane and is a function of both volumes and 
speeds. LOS is a grading scale from A through F for roadway operation; LOS A 
represents the best condition and LOS F represents more vehicles attempting to use a 
roadway than the capacity is able to accommodate. 

In general, congested conditions (e.g., LOS E or F) occur during the a.m. and p.m. peak 
hours on many of the major roadways, particularly on segments of the H-1 Freeway from 
the Waiawa Interchange to the UH Manoa area, where stop-and-go conditions are typical. 
Signalized routes, such as Nimitz Highway, require more than one traffic signal cycle to 
clear intersections during peak periods. To avoid peak-hour congestion, motorists have 
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changed their time of travel, resulting in extended peak traffic conditions. Weekday a.m. 
and p.m. peak traffic conditions generally last three to four hours each. Weekend traffic 
during the mid-day also resembles weekday peak-period conditions. 

Recent traffic counts for the corridor indicate that existing travel conditions are congested 
during the a.m. peak hour for Koko Head-bound traffic crossing the Kalauao Stream in 
Pearl City (V/C ratio of 1.06 [LOS F]) and the Kap -alama Canal closer to Downtown 
(WC 1.04 [LOS F]). These conditions are also indicated by estimated travel speeds along 
H-1 in the corridor, as shown in Table 1-1. The table indicates that existing speeds 
between the Waiawa Interchange and Downtown in the general purpose lanes range from 
14 to 20 mph (LOS F) and will generally get worse by the year 2030 despite many 
planned roadway improvements.. The only location where speeds in the corridor on H-1 
are predicted to increase in 2030 as compared to today is east of the Middle Street merge, 
where the addition of a lane is expected to result in an average a.m. peak period speed of 
24 mph, which still indicates LOS F at this location. 

Table 1-I. Existing and 2030 No Build Alternative A..111: Peak Period Speeds and Level-of-
Service on H-I 

Location 

2006 2030 

Speed 
Imph) 

Level-of- 
Service l  

Speed 
(mph) 

Level-of- 
Service 

Waiawa Interchan e - Koko Head Bound 
General Purpose Traffic 
HOV Lane Traffic 
Zipper Lane Traffic 

19 
24 
39 

F 
F 
F 

12 
14 
37 

F 
F 

Kalauao Stream - Koko Head Bound 
General Purpose Traffic 
HOV Lane Traffic 
Zipper Lane Traffic 

20 
46 
37 

F 
E 
F 

15 
24 
36 

F 
F 
F 

East of Middle Street Merge - Koko Head Bound 
General Purpose Traffic 	 I 14 F 	I 	24 	I 	F 
Liliha Street - Koko Head Bound 
General Purpose Traffic 19 	1 F 	1 	12 	F 
East of Ward Avenue - 'Ewa Bound 
General Purpose Traffic 	 1 21 F 	I 	18 F 
West of University Avenue - 'Ewa Bound 

General Purpose Traffic 1 36 F 	1 	34 F 
Level-of-Service is calculated based on vehicle density, a function of traffic volume and speed. 

Based on recent traffic counts as well as field observations, the p.m. peak period is also 
experiencing a high level of congestion in the corridor. Analysis of operations at 
Kalauao Stream and Kapalama Canal show p.m. peak-hour levels-of-service of E for 
each; however, 11-1 itself is over capacity and operating at LOS F. 

Transit Operating Conditions 

The public transit system, TheBus, uses the general roadway network described above. 
The major factors influencing bus operating conditions are the traffic conditions under 
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which the service operates, passenger loading time, and bus-stop spacing. Honolulu has 
substantial traffic congestion, high ridership and load factors, and closely spaced bus 
stops. Combined, these factors result in declining bus operating speeds over recent years, 
which are not competitive with the private automobile. Between 2002 and 2006, 
islandwide average bus speeds decreased four percent to 13.4 miles per hour. Because 
congestion in the study corridor is greater than in other parts of 0' ahu, the decrease in 
average bus speed in the corridor is greater than the islandwide average. To account for 
the congestion, OTS has lengthened the peak-period scheduled trip lengths by between 
nine and 26 percent for several routes operating in the study corridor. Trip lengths for 
these typical routes serving various parts of 0`ahu are shown in Figure 1-6. 

Figure 1-6. P.M. Peak-period Scheduled Bus Trip Times 

Implementation of peak-period HOV lanes on H-1 and H-2, as well as the addition of the 
H-1 a.m. peak zipper lane, were intended to provide higher priority and mobility to buses 
and other high-occupancy vehicles. However, with a minimum eligibility requirement of 
only two persons per vehicle, these special lanes are often just as congested as the 
adjacent general purpose lanes (Table 1-1), thus negating much of the travel time 
advantage for transit buses. 

Page 1-14 	 Alternatives Analysis Report 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

AR00068912 



As roadways become more congested, they become more susceptible to substantial 
delays caused by incidents such as traffic accidents or heavy rain. As a result, current 
transit schedules in the corridor are not reliable. Recent statistics from TheBus indicate 
that on a systemwide basis 27 percent of all buses were more than five minutes late. 
During the a.m. peak period, express buses were more than five minutes late 38 percent 
of the time (OTS, 2006). 

Transit speed and reliability with mixed-traffic operations will continue to diminish in the 
corridor as the number of transit passengers increases and traffic volumes approach 
roadway capacity on more streets. 

Potential Transit Markets 
A comparison of the location and number of new employment opportunities in relation to 
population growth shows that many workers will still be required to travel to the Primary 
Urban Center for work (Figure 1-4). Despite the large growth of employment 
opportunities in the Kapolei area, population is projected to outpace and exceed the 
available employment in the area. Additionally, there will be a bidirectional flow of 
traffic throughout the day as more City and County administrative offices move their 
daily operations to Kapolei and other employment grows in the area. Both of these 
factors point to increased travel on the transportation system between Kapolei and the 
Primary Urban Center and represent an important potential future transit market. 

Relatively large areas within the corridor are transit-dependent because they contain a 
large number of zero-car households relative to other parts of 0 ahu. Persons living in 
zero-car households are much more likely to use transit than other residents. These 
concentrations of zero-car household areas include much of the Primary Urban Center 
(including the Central Business District, Chinatown, Kaka` ako, Kalihi-Palama, and 
Iwilei) and some Waipahu neighborhoods as indicated in Figure 1-5. These areas 
represent a robust transit market because they already rely on existing transit and are 
likely to use an improved system. 

Finally, although the primary market for the transit corridor improvements are for the 
residents, the visitor industry and location of visitor attractions within the corridor 
combine to create a transit market for visitors traveling within the corridor. 0‘ahu hosts 
more than 4.4 million visitors annually (DBEDT, 2005). Many of these visitors stay in 
the Waikiki area and travel to points of interest outside of Waikiki, including many of the 
activity centers in the corridor (Figure 1-2). 

History of the Project 
During the summer of 2005, the State legislature recognized the need and public support 
for a high-capacity transit system on 0`ahu and passed Act 247. Act 247 authorized the 
County to levy a general excise tax surcharge to construct and operate a mass transit 
project serving Oahu. The City Council subsequently adopted Ordinance 05-027 to levy 
a tax surcharge to fund public transportation. With secure local funding established for 
the first time, the City began the AA process to analyze the feasibility of a high-capacity 
transit system in the corridor between Kapolei and UH Manoa. A range of alternatives 
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was evaluated and screened to select alternatives that would provide the most 
improvement to person-mobility and travel reliability in the study corridor. FTA 
published a Notice of Intent to Prepare an AA and an EIS in the Federal Register on 
December 7, 2005, and DTS published an EIS Preparation Notice in the State of Hawai‘i 
Environmental Notice on December 8, 2005. The public was asked to comment on the 
proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, and the range of issues to be 
evaluated at a series of scoping meetings in December 2005. 

Goals and Objectives 
Seven project goals were developed to address the transportation needs identified in the 
study corridor. The project has several objectives related to each of the project goals 
(Table 1-2). 

Table 1-2. Project Goals and Objectives 

Goal Objectives 
Improve Corridor 
Mobility 

Reduce corridor travel times 
improve corridor travel time reliability' 
Provide convenient, attractive, and effective transit service within the corridor 
Provide transit corridor travel times competitive with auto travel times 
Connect major trip attractorsigenerators within the corridor' 
Maximize the number of persons within convenient access range of transit 
Provide safe and convenient access to corridor transit stations l  

Encourage Patterns 
of Smart Growth and 
Economic 
Development 

Encourage transit-oriented development in existing and new growth areas 
Utilize corridor land use policies/opportunities related to economic 
development 
Support economic development of major regional economic centers 

Find Cost-Effective 
Solutions 

Provide solutions with benefits commensurate with their costs 
Provide solutions that meet the project purpose and needs while minimizing 
total costs 
Improve transit operating efficiency 

Provide Equitable 
Solutions 

Distribute costs and benefits fairly across different population groups' 
Avoid disproportionate impacts on low income and minority population groups 
Provide effective transit options to transit-dependent communities 

Develop Feasible 
Solutions 

Ensure the cost of building, operating, and maintaining the alternative is within 
the range of likely available funding 
Develop a feasible alternative in terms of constructabiliW and ROW availability 

Minimize Community 
and Environmental 
Impacts 

Minimize impacts on natural and cultural resources 
Minimize the effect on homes and businesses 
Minimize disruption to traffic operations' 
Minimize conflicts with utilities 
Minimize construction impacts 
Minimize impacts to the community and community amenities 
Reduce energy consumption 
Minimize impacts to future development 

Achieve Consistency 
with Other Planning 
Efforts 

Achieve consistency with adopted community, regional, and state plans 

'This objective was considered during project development, but is not evaluated in the omparison of alternatives. 
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Chapter 2 	 Alternatives Considered 

Screening and Selection Process 
During the fall of 2005 and winter of 2006, the City and County of Honolulu conducted 
an alternatives screening that is documented in the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit 
Corridor Project Alternatives Screening Memorandum (DTS, 2006b). The alternatives 
screening was approached through a top-down analysis completed in five major steps. 
The first step was to gather input needed for the analysis. The input included the purpose 
and need for the project, past studies and their recommendations, requirements of the 
FTA process, adopted community and area plans, and a visual assessment of the entire 
corridor as it currently exists. The second step used the information gathered to identify a 
comprehensive list of potential alternatives. The third step included developing screening 
criteria and undertaking the initial screening of all potential alternatives to identify those 
that address the needs of the corridor and do not have any "fatal flaws." Those surviving 
alternatives were then presented to the public and interested public agencies and officials 
for comment through a scoping process in the fourth step. Finally, input from the 
scoping process was collected and analyzed, and refinements were made to the 
alternatives. Once the evaluations were completed, the modal, technology, and alignment 
options were matched to create the alternatives that are carried forward into this AA. 

Alternatives Considered 
Multiple sources were accessed for input to determine the initial options screened. The 
goal was to screen as broad a range of feasible alternatives as possible to ensure that the 
best solutions for the corridor would be considered. A long list of alternatives was 
developed based on these previous studies, a field review of the study corridor, an 
analysis of current population and employment data for the corridor, and a literature 
review of modal technologies. 

The alternatives considered during screening included a No Build Alternative, a 
Transportation System Management Alternative, and a number of "build" alternatives. 
Transit technologies that were examined included conventional bus, guided bus, light rail 
transit, personal rapid transit, people mover, monorail, magnetic levitation, rapid rail, 
commuter rail, and waterborne ferry service. Several highway improvements considered 
during OMPO's 2030 ORTP planning process also were reviewed for their ability to 
improve transit capacity and reliability, including a bridge or tunnel crossing of Pearl 
Harbor to connect 'Ewa with the PUC and the construction of a two-lane elevated 
structure from the Waiawa Interchange to Iwilei, which would be used by transit vehicles 
and potentially carpools and single-occupant vehicles willing to pay a congestion-based 
toll. In addition, 75 Fixed Guideway alignment options were screened. 

Alternatives Considered but Rejected 
All of the alternatives considered are detailed in the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit 
Corridor Project Alternatives Screening Memorandum (DTS, 2006b). The following 
alternatives were eliminated before undertaking this AA. 
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The tunnel crossing of Pearl Harbor was rejected because it would not provide an 
alternative to private automobile use or improve linkages within the study corridor, as it 
would bypass much of the corridor and not provide any new connections within the 
remainder of the corridor. 

Waterborne ferry service was eliminated as a primary transit system because its capacity 
and travel times were not competitive with other alternatives. This alternative is being 
studied as an augmentation to the existing transit system in a separate effort from this 
project. 

Several transit technologies were eliminated for various reasons. Diesel multiple unit 
was eliminated based on technical maturity, supplier competition, and environmental 
perfoimance. Personal rapid transit was eliminated based on lack of technical maturity 
and line capacity. Commuter rail was eliminated because it is not suited for short station 
spacing and is not competitive without existing freight tracks being available. Also, 
emerging rail concepts were eliminated because of their lack of technical maturity and 
the rapid implementation schedule for the project. 

For the Fixed Guideway Alternative screening analysis, the corridor was divided into 
eight sections. (Following the screening analysis, the eight sections were combined into 
a set of five sections.) Within each of the sections, the alignments that demonstrated the 
best performance related to mobility and accessibility, supporting smart growth and 
economic development, construetability and cost, community and environmental quality, 
and planning consistency were retained for evaluation in the AA. 

Alternatives Evaluated in this Alternatives Analysis 
Four alternatives are evaluated in this AA report. They were developed through a 
screening process that considered alternatives identified through previous transit studies, 
a field review of the study corridor, an analysis of current population and employment 
data for the corridor, a literature review of technology modes, work completed by the 
0`ahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO) for its 2030 0 'ahu Regional 
Transportation Plan (OMPO, 2006a), and public and agency comments received during a 
formal project scoping process held that would satisfy the requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the flawai`i EIS Law (Chapter 343). The four 
alternatives are described in detail in the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project Alternatives Analysis Detailed Definition of Alternatives (DTS, 2006a). The 
alternatives evaluated are as follows: 

• No Build Alternative 
• Transportation System Management Alternative 
• Managed Lane Alternative 
• Fixed Guideway Alternative. 

Alternative 1: No Build 
The No Build Alternative includes existing transit and highway facilities and committed 
transportation projects anticipated to be operational by 2030. Committed transportation 
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projects are those programmed in the 2030 0`ahu Regional Transportation Plan prepared 
by OMPO. The committed highway elements of the No Build Alternative are also 
included in the build alternatives. 

The No Build Alternative's transit component would include an increase in fleet size to 
accommodate the anticipated growth in population, while allowing service frequencies to 
remain the same as today. Bus fleet requirements are listed in Table 2-1. 

Table 2-1. Transit Vehicle Requirements 

Alternative 
Bus Fixed Guideway 

Peak Fleet Peak Fleet 
2005 Existing Conditions 
Existing Conditions 	 1 	409 525 	0 	1 	0 

Alternative 1: 2030 No Build 
No Build Alternative 	 j 	511 	614 
Alternative 2: 2030 Transportation System Management 
TSM Alternative 	 1 	638 	765 	-1 	0 	 0 
Alternative 3: 2030 Managed Lane 
Two-Direction Option 	 705 	J 846 0 0 
Reversible Option 	

r 	
755 906 0 0 

Alternative 4: 2030 Fixed Guideway 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - 
Hotel 

441 529 72 90 

Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - 
King with a Waikiki Branch 

435  
525 68 90 

Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - 
Halekauwila 

448 540 74 90 

20-mile Alignment East Kapolei 
to Ala Moana Center 497 596 54 70 

Alternative 2: Transportation System Management 

The Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternative would provide an enhanced 
bus system based on a hub-and-spoke route network, conversion of the present a.m. peak-
hour-only zipper-lane to both a morning and afternoon peak-hour zipper-lane operation, 
and relatively low-cost capital improvements on selected roadway facilities to give 
priority to buses. Bus fleet requirements are listed in Table 2-1. The TSM Alternative 
includes the same committed highway projects as assumed for the No Build Alternative. 

Alternative 3: Managed Lane 

The Managed Lane Alternative would include construction of a two-lane, grade-
separated facility between Waipahu and Downtown Honolulu (Figure 2-1 and Figure 2-2) 
for use by buses, paratransit vehicles, and vanpool vehicles. The managed lane facility 
would integrate with HDOT's proposed Nirnitz Flyover project that is included in the 
2030 0 rahu Regional Transportation Plan (OMPO, 2006a). HOV and toll-paying, 
single-occupant vehicles also would be allowed to use the facility provided that sufficient 
capacity would be available to maintain free-flow speeds for buses and the above-noted 
paratransit and vanpool vehicles. Variable pricing strategies for single-occupant vehicles 
would be implemented to maintain free-flow speeds for transit and HOVs. Two design 
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and operational variations of the Managed Lane Alternative are evaluated: a Two-
direction Option (one lane in each direction) and a two-lane Reversible Option. For both 
options, access to the facility in West 0`ahu would be via ramps from the H-1 and H-2 
Freeways just prior to the Waiawa Interchange. Both options would require modification 
to the Nimitz Flyover project's design and would terminate with ramps tying into Nimitz 
Highway at Pacific Street. The H-1 zipper lane would be maintained in the Two-
direction Option but discontinued in the Reversible Option. 

An intermediate bus access point would be provided in the vicinity of Aloha Stadium. 
Bus service using the managed lane facility would be restructured and enhanced, 
providing additional service between Kapolei and other points 'Ewa of the Primary 
Urban Center, and Downtown Honolulu and UH Warm. 

Characteristics of the Managed Lane Alternative 

The Two-direction Option would serve express buses operating in both directions during 
the entire day. The Reversible Option would serve peak-direction bus service, while 
reverse-direction service would use 11-1. Twenty-nine bus routes, with approximately 93 
buses per hour, would use the managed lane facility during peak hours for either option. 
One limited-stop route and one local route would continually operate in the managed 
lane. A total of 27 peak-period express routes would operate in the peak direction using 
the managed lane facility. Of these, three are new express routes serving developing 
areas and nine are new routes developed for exclusive use of the managed lane. The nine 
new managed lane express bus system routes originate from Kalaeloa, Kapolei, or 
Central Oahu and terminate at the Alapa'i Transit Center, Waikiki -, or UH Ma-noa. Other 
peak-period, local and limited-stop routes follow a route similar to the current structure 
but will use the managed lane for the line-haul portion of the route. 

A toll structure has been developed that ensures that the managed lane facility would 
operate to maintain free-flow speeds for buses. To maintain free-flow speeds in the Two- 
direction Option, it may be necessary to charge tolls to manage the number of HOVs 
using the facility. For the Reversible Option, three-person HOVs would be allowed to 
use the facility for free, while single-occupant and two-person HOVs would have to pay a 
toll. 

Optimum Managed Lane Option 

The two Managed Lane options discussed above are evaluated in the following chapters 
of this report in relation to transportation benefits, environmental and social 
consequences, and costs. The findings within each of these topics are synthesized at the 
beginning of Chapter 6 (Comparison of Alternatives) where it is determined that the 
Reversible Option is optimal. 
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Reversible Managed Lanes Facility 

TwelDitectional Managed liane Facility 

Figure 2-1. Managed Lane Alternative ('Ewa Section) 
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Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway Alternative 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative would include the construction and operation of a fixed-
guideway transit system between Kapolei and UH Manoa. The system could use any of a 
range of fixed-guideway transit technologies that meet perfoimance requirements and 
could be either automated or employ drivers. 

The study corridor for the Fixed Guideway Alternative is evaluated in five sections to 
simplify the analysis and facilitate evaluation in this report (Figure 2-3 through Figure 
2-7). Detailed alignment drawings are available in the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit 
Corridor Project Alignment Plans and Profiles (DTS, 2006e), Each alignment has 
distinctive characteristics and environmental impacts, as well as providing different 
service options. Therefore, each alignment is evaluated individually and compared to the 
other alignments in that section. The sections, the alignments within each section, and 
the number of stations considered for each alignment are listed in Table 2-2. 

Station and supporting facility locations also are considered. Supporting facilities include 
a vehicle maintenance facility and park-and-ride lots. Some bus service would be 
reconfigured to bring riders on local buses to nearby fixed-guideway transit stations. To 
support this system, the bus fleet would increase or remain as today, as shown in Table 
2-1. 

Although this alternative would be designed to be within existing street or highway 
rights-of-way as much as possible, property acquisition at various locations would be 
required. Future extensions of the system to Central 0`ahu, East Honolulu, or within the 
corridor are possible, but are not being addressed in detail in this AA. 

Combination of Fixed Guideway Alternative Alignment Options 

For ease of comparison to Alternatives 1 through 3, three alignment combinations are 
presented in this report. The combinations were selected considering initial information 
about performance of the various alignment options in each of the corridor sections. 
While the presented combinations include the alignments with the best performance 
characteristics in each section, they do not preclude a different combination of alignments 
from being selected. The three combinations presented are as follows: 

• Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel. This combination would link the following 
series of alignments through the study corridor: Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road to 
Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway to Salt Lake Boulevard to North King Street 
to Hotel Street/Kawaiaha`o Street/Kapi`olani Boulevard. 

• Kamokila — Airport - Dillingham - King with a Waikiki Branch. This combination would 
link the following series of alignments through the study corridor: Kamokila 
Boulevard/Farrington Highway to Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway to Aolele 
Street to Dillingham Boulevard to King Street/Waimanu Street/Kapi` olani Boulevard 
with a Waikiki Branch. 

• Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila. This combination would link the 
following series of alignments through the study corridor: Saratoga Avenue/North-South 
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Road to Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway to Aolele Street to Dillingham 
Boulevard to Nirnitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapi`olani Boulevard. 

Table 2-2. Fixed Guideway Alternative Analysis Sections and Alignments 

Section Alignments Being Considered 
Number of 
Stations 

I. Kapolei to Fort 
Weaver Road 

Kamokila Boulevard/Farrington Highway 5 

Kapolei Parkway/North-South Road 6 

Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road 9 

_Geiger Road/Fort Weaver Road 
, 	

7 

IL Fort Weaver Road 
to Aloha Stadium 

Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway 
- 

5 

III. Aloha Stadium to 
Middle Street 

Salt Lake Boulevard 2 

Mauka of the Airport Viaduct 3 

Makai of the Airport Viaduct 4 

Adele Street 4 
- 
IV. Middle Street to 
Iwilei 

— 
North King Street 3 

Dillingham Boulevard 
- 

4 

V. lwilei to UH Manoa Beretania Street/South King Street 7 

Hotel Street/Kawaiaha'o Street/Kaprolani Boulevard 11 

King Street/Waimanu StreetIKapi'olani Boulevard 7 

Nimitz Highway/Queen Street/Kaprolani Boulevard 9 

Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/ 
Kapiblani Boulevard 9 

Waikiki Branch 3 

Characteristics of the Fixed Guideway Alternative 

The fixed guideway system is planned to operate between 4 a.m. and midnight, with a 
train arriving in each direction at each station between every three and six minutes (Table 
2-3). The system is planned to operate with a unified fare structure with TheBus, with 
transfers and passes usable on both systems. A possible fare-collection system would 
include one that operates on an honor basis. No gates or fare inspection points would be 
used in the stations. Fare machines would be available at all stations and standard fare 
boxes would be used on buses. Fare inspectors would ride the system and check that 
passengers have valid tickets or transfers. Violators would be cited and fined. 
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Table 2-3. Fixed Guideway Alternative Operating Assumptions 

'Time of Day l  System Headway 2 

4 a.m. to 6 a.m. 6 minutes 
6 a.m. to 9 a.m. 3 minutes 
9 a.m. to 3 p.m. 6 minutes 
3 p.m. to 6 p.m. 3 minutes 
6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 6 minutes 

8 p.m. to 12 a. m. 10 minutes 
System is closed from 12 am to 4 a.m. 

2With Waikiki Branch, branch-line headway to Waikiki and UH NiRnoa would be twice that of the main line. 

A vehicle loading standard of one standee per 2.7 square feet of floor space has been 
used. The system is planned to operate with multicar or articulated trains approximately 
175 to 200 feet in length, with each train able to carry a minimum of 300 passengers. 
This would provide a peak capacity of at least 6,000 passengers per hour per direction. 
The number of vehicles required to provide this service is listed in Table 2-1, assuming 
two vehicles per train. With the exception of the Hotel Street alignment, the system 
would be expandable to longer trains of up to 300 feet in the future to increase capacity 
by 50 percent. Also, the system could be operated with shorter headways to increase 
peak capacity. 

Optimum Fixed Guideway Alignment 

Each of the Fixed Guideway alignment options discussed above is evaluated in the 
following chapters of this report in relation to transportation benefits, environmental and 
social consequences, and costs. The findings within each of these topics are synthesized 
at the beginning of Chapter 6 (Comparison of Alternatives) to determine the optimal 
combination of alignments. The comparison results in an optimal alignment of Saratoga 
Avenue/North-South Road to Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway to Aolele 
Street to Dillingham Boulevard to Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapi`olani 
Boulevard, which is the Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila combination 
Figure 2-8. 

Twenty -mile Alignment 

To provide an alternative with lower cost than the Full-corridor Alignments, a 20-mile 
Alignment was identified for evaluation. The 20-mile Alignment provides a substantial 
benefit to users with a lower capital cost. 

Several portions of the corridor could be selected within the range of sections and 
alignments considered for the Fixed Guideway Alternative; however, the optimum 
shortened alignment should be able to provide substantial benefit to transit users 
independent of the remainder of the system under long-range consideration. As indicated 
by the financial analysis presented in Chapter 5, there is a substantial level of uncertainty 
in development of a fixed guideway system for the entire length of the study corridor 
(Kapolei to UH Manoa) with known available funds from tax sources, combined with a 
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reasonable projection of Federal funds. With this in mind, the following items were 
considered in defining possible shortened alignments from the alignments considered for 
the entire length of the study corridor. 

• The alignment must, at minimum, reach Downtown Honolulu 
• The alignment should serve as much of the study corridor as practical 
• The alignment selected in each section should provide the greatest user benefit while 

considering the cost of the alignment. 

The 20-mile Alignment evaluated in Chapter 6 (Comparison of Alternatives) could be 
constructed and operated within the funding assumptions that are established in Chapter 
5. When the additional future funding sources become more certain over the course of 
project development, the 20-mile Alignment could be modified to accommodate the 
changed condition. The 20-mile Alignment includes the portion of the Optimum Fixed 
Guideway Alignment discussed above that would begin makai of UH West 0`ahu and 
continue to Ala Moana Center. In its entirety, the 20-mile Alignment would begin at one 
station Wai`anae of Ull West 0`ahu near Kapolei Parkway and North-South Road. The 
alignment would include a design variation to serve UH West 0' ahu and cross D.R. 
Horton land to Farrington Highway then continue Koko Head following Kamehameha 
Highway to Aolele Street and Dillingham Boulevard, and then continue elevated 
following Nimitz Highway and Halekauwila Street to Ala Moana Center (Figure 2-9). 

Costs of the Alternatives 
The costs for each alternative are detailed in Chapter 5. They are summarized in this 
section to provide a comparison among the alternatives. 

Capital Costs 

Capital costs for the No Build and TSM Alternatives would be $660 and $856 million, 
respectively, which accounts for bus replacement and system expansion. Total capital 
costs for the Managed Lane Alternative would range between $3.6 and $4.7 billion, of 
which $2.6 to $3.8 billion would be for construction of the managed lanes. Capital costs 
for the Fixed Guideway Alternative, including bus system costs, would range between 
$5.2 and $6.1 billion for the Full-corridor Alignments, of which $4.6 to $5.5 billion 
would be for the fixed guideway system. The costs would be $4.2 billion for the 20-mile 
Alignment, of which $3.6 billion would be for the fixed guideway system. 

Operating and Maintenance Costs 

Operating costs in 2030 for the No Build Alternative, in 2006 dollars, would be 
approximately $192 million. Operating costs for the TSM Alternative would be 
approximately $42 million greater than for the No Build Alternative. Transit operating 
costs for the Managed Lane Alternative would range between approximately $251 and 
$261 million as a result of additional buses that would be put in service under that 
alternative. These costs do not include the cost of maintaining the managed lane facility. 
The total operating costs for the Fixed Guideway Alternative, including the bus and fixed 
guideway, would range between approximately $248 and $256 million. 
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Figure 2-10. Project Schedule 

Schedule 
Projects developed through the FTA New Starts process progress through many stages 
from system planning to operation of the project. The Honolulu High-Capacity Transit 
Corridor Project is currently in the Alternatives Analysis phase, which includes defining 
and evaluating specific alternatives to address the purpose of and needs for the project 
discussed in Chapter 1. The anticipated project development schedule for completion of 
the 20-mile Alignment is shown in Figure 2-10. 
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Cha • ter 3 	Trans ortation Benefits and im a acts 
This chapter discusses, for each of the alternatives, the 2030 transportation system 
conditions; the service characteristics; performance; and transportation impacts. The 
chapter first presents the projected future travel demand patterns in comparison with 
existing conditions. The performance of the future alternatives is then compared in terms 
of transit performance, traffic impacts, non-motorized traffic impacts, and construction 
impacts. Finally, a summary is presented highlighting key differences among the 
alternatives. 

Transportation Demand and Travel Patterns 
This section compares year 2030 projected transportation demand for each alternative to 
existing travel patterns. To characterize travel patterns within the corridor and 
islandwide, current and future daily total and peak-period home-based work trips are 
assessed, along with the projected modes that travelers will use in the future. 

Table 3-1 and Table 3-2 show the breakdown of where resident trips originate from and 
are destined to by the 25 Transportation Analysis Areas that are depicted in Figure 1-3 
and Figure 1-4. Table 3-1 compares daily trips for all trip purposes for the year 2030 
against those for the year 2005, while Table 3-2 makes a similar comparison for peak-
period home-based work trips. Note that these tables represent Oahu resident trips and 
do not include visitor trips. The year 2030 trip distribution patterns and average trip 
lengths are the same for all of the future year alternatives being studied. The mode 
choice projections vary by alternative and can indicate how effective the transit system is 
relative to the other alternatives. 

Based on Table 3-1 and Table 3-2, an islandwide increase in daily all-purpose trips of 27 
percent and an increase of 21 percent for peak period home-based work trips are expected 
between 2005 and 2030. 

A comparison of daily all-purpose trips between 2005 and 2030 indicates that travel 
patterns will shift in response to the areas of expected growth, both islanclwide and within 
the corridor. Trips to and from the Primary Urban Center areas of Downtown, Kaka`ako, 
and Punchbowl-Sheridan-Date will show significant increases. The areas of Honouliuli-
`Ewa Beach and Kapolei-Ko 'Olina-Kalaeloa are projected to also have large increases in 
trips both generated and attracted. Kapolei-Ko 'Olina-Kalaeloa shows the greatest 
increase by far of any area. Other areas 'Ewa of the Primary Urban Core are also 
projected to have large increases in trips, including Aiea-Pearl City, Waipahu-Waikele-
Kunia, and Waiawa-Koa Ridge. These projections indicate that more trips will be made 
to and from the Leeward side of the island and suggest that not only will there be more 
travel demand in the study corridor, but also that travel directionality in the corridor will 
change as more jobs are created in Leeward areas. The Wai`anae, Wahiawa, North 
Shore, Windward, Waimanalo, and East Honolulu areas show little to no increase in 
peak-period trips. 
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Table 3-1. Year 2030 Daily Compared to Existing Daily Trips by Transportation Analysis Area All Modes 

Transportation Analysis Area 

2005 Daily Trips, All Purposes 2030 Daily Trips.)  All Purposes 
Origin Destination Origin Destination 

Trips/  
% of 
Total Trips/  

% of 
Total Trips/  

% of 
Total 

Change 
from 
2005 Trips/  

Vo of 
Total 

Change 
from 2005 1 Downtown 97,000 3.6 224,000 8.3 138,000 4.0 41,000 255,000 7.4 31,000 2* Kaka'ako 60,000 2.2 125,000 4.6 142,000 4.1 82,000 166,000 4.8 41,000 3* Punchbowl-Sheridan-Date 156,000 5.8 184,000 6.8 200,000 5.8 44,000 229,000 6.7 45,000 4* Waikiki 87,000 3.2 143,000 5.3 100,000 2.9 13,000 160,000 4.7 17,000 5* rahala-Palolo 167,000 6.2 146,000 5.4 182,000 5.3 15,000 172,000 5.0 26,000 6* Pauoa-Kalihi 158,000 5.9 113,000 4.2 171,000 5.0 13,000 136,000 4.0 23,000 7* Iwilei-Mapunapuna-Airport 108,000 4.0 195,000 7.2 126,000 3.7 18,000 216,000 6.3 21,000 8* Hickarn-Pearl Harbor 65,000 2.4 155,000 5.7 69,000 2.0 4,000 168,000 4.9 13,000 9* Moanalua-Halawa 168,000 6.2 211,000 7.8 173,000 5.0 5,000 231,000 6.7 20,000 10* `Aiea-Pearl City 237,000 8.8 180,000 6.7 257,000 7.5 20,000 232,000 6.7 52,000 11* Honouliuli-"Ewa Beach 119,000 4.4 57,000 2.1 236,000 6.9 117,000 106,000 3.1 49,000 12* Kapolei-Ko 'Olina-Kalaeloa 50,000 1.9 72,000 2.7 210,000 6.1 160,000 252,000 7.3 180,000 13* Makakilo-Makaiwa 35,000 1.3 11,000 0.4 60,000 1.8 25,000 19,000 0.6 8,000 14* Waipahu-Waikele-Kunia 143,000 5.3 110,000 4.1 171,000 5.0 28,000 156,000 4.5 46,000 

15* Waiawa-Koa Ridge 36,000 1.3 27,000 1.0 113,000 3.3 77,000 71,000 2.1 44,000 
16 Mililani-Melemanu-Kipapa 150,000 5.6 88,000 3.3 162,000 4.7 12,000 110,000 3.2 22,000 

Wahiawa-Whitmore- 
17 Schofield 95,000 3.5 100,000 3.7 100,000 2.9 5,000 114,000 3.3 14,000 
18 East Honolulu 131,000 4.9 60,000 2.2 139,000 4.0 8,000 67,000 2.0 7,000 
19 Kane'ohe-Kahalu'u-Kualoa 145,000 5.4 91,000 3.4 150,000 4.4 5,000 101,000 2.9 10,000 
20 Kailua-Mokapu-Waimanalo 165,000 6.1 134,000 5.0 169,000 4.9 4,000 146,000 4.3 12,000 
21 Ko'olauloa 36,000 1.3 37,000 1.4 43,000 1.3 7,000 45,000 1.3 8,000 
22 North Shore 49,000 1.8 31,000 1.1 55,000 1.6 6,000 35,000 1.0 4,000 
23 Wai'anae Coast 98,000 3.6 66,000 2.4 118,000 3.4 20,000 83,000 2.4 17,000 
24* Manoa-Tantalus 117,000 4.3 66,000 2.4 129,000 3.8 12,000 83,000 2.4 17,000 
25* Universit 23,000 0.9 73 000 2.7 25,000 0.7 2 000 82 000 2.4 9,000 

Total 2,698,000 100 2,698,000 100 3 436,100 100 738 100 3 436 100 100 738 100 
*Transportation Analysis Area is within the Study Corridor. 
'Values include resident trips only. 
2Values may not add exactly to the total because of rounding. 
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Table 3-2. Year 2030 Compared to Existing Peak-Period Work Trips by Transportation Analysis Area, All Modes 

Transportation Analysis Area 

2005 Peak-Period Home-Based Work Trips 2030 Peak-Period Home-Based Work Trips 

Origin Destination Origin Destination 

Trips1  
% of 
Total Trip& % of Total Trips1  

% of 
Total 

Change 
from 
2005 Trips 1  

% of 
Total 

Change 
from 
2005 

1* Downtown 10,000 1,9 69,000 13.2 17,000 2.7 7,000 76,000 12.0 7,000 
2* Kaka`ako 6,000 1.1 28,000 5.4 24,000 3,8 18,000 34,000 5.3 6,000 
3* Punchbowl-Sheridan-Date 28,000 5.4 38,000 7.3 35,000 5.5 7,000 45,000 7.1 7,000 
4* Waikiki 16,000 3.1 47,000 9.0 17,000 2.7 1,000 51,000 8,1 4,000 
5* Kahala-Palolo 34,000 6.5 19,000 3.6 34,000 5.4 0 22,000 3.5 3,000 
6* Pauoa-Kalihi 34,000 6.5 17,000 3.3 35,000 5.5 1,000 19,000 3.0 2,000 
7* twilei-Mapunapuna-Airport 13,000 2.5 38,000 7.3 15,000 2.4 2,000 42,000 6.7 4,000 
8* Hickam-Pearl Harbor 5,000 1.0 39,000 7.5 5,000 0.8 0 42,000 6.7 3,000 
9* Moanalua-Halawa 29,000 5.5 43,000 8.2 27,000 4.3 -2,000 45,000 7.1 2,000 
10* `Aiea-Pearl City 48,000 9.2 23,000 4.4 47,000 7.4 -1,000 30,000 4.7 7,000 
11* Honouliuli-"Ewa Beach 28,000 5.4 7,000 1.3 52,000 8,2 24,000 14,000 2.1 7,000 
12* Kapolei-Ko 'Olina-Kalaeloa 8,000 1.5 16,000 3.1 34,000 5.4 26,000 48,000 7.7 32,000 
13* Makakilo-MakaTwa 9,000 1.7 1,000 0.2 14,000 2.2 5,000 3,000 0.5 2,000 
14* Waipahu-Waikele-Kunia 28,000 5.4 13,000 2.5 31,000 4,9 3,000 21,000 3.3 8,000 
15* Waiawa-Koa Ridge 8,000 1.5 6,000 1.1 24,000 3.8 16,000 13,000 2.1 7,000 

16 Mililani-Melemanu-Kipapa 33,000 6.3 11,000 2.1 33,000 5.2 0 14,000 2.2 3,000 

17 Wahiawa-Whitmore-Schofield ' 18,000 3.4 24,000 4.6 17,000 2.8 -1,000 26,000 4.0 2,000 

18 East Honolulu 32,000 6.1 7,000 1.3 32,000 5.0 0 7,000 1.1 0 

19 Kanerohe-Kahalu'u-Kualoa 32,000 6.1 12,000 2.3 32,000 5.0 0 13,000 2.0 1,000 

20 Kailua-Mokapu-Waimanalo 34,000 6.5 25,000 4.8 33,000 5.1 -1,000 26,000 4.1 1,000 

21 Ko'olauloa 7,000 1.3 6,000 1.1 8,000 1.2 1,000 6,000 1,0 0 

22 North Shore 11,000 2.1 4,000 0.8 11,000 1.8 0 4,000 0.7 0 

23 Waranae Coast 21,000 4.0 8,000 1.5 24,000 3.8 3,000 9,000 1.4 1,000 

24* Manoa-Tantalus 29,000 5.5 7,000 1.3 30,000 4.8 1,000 9,000 1.5 2,000 

25*  University 2,000 0.4 13,000 2.5 2,000 0.3 0 14,000 2.2 1,000 

Total 2  523,000 100 523,000 100 	, 632,200 100 109,200 632,200 100 109,200 

*Transportation Analysis Area is within the Study Corridor. 
'Values include resident trips only. 
2Values may not add exactly to the total because of rounding. 

Page 3-3 
Alternatives Analysis Report 

Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

AR00068937 



The home-based work data illustrate patterns similar to daily trips and provides additional 
evidence of increasing employment opportunities outside the Primary Urban Center with 
a shift to the Leeward areas. Flonouliuli-'Ewa Beach and Kapolei-Ko Olina-Kalaeloa 
are projected to post the largest increases in origin trips, and Kapolei-Ko Olina-Kalaeloa 
the largest increase in destination trips. The Downtown area remains the single highest 
destination for peak-period home-based work trips. 

Systemwide Travel by Mode 

Figure 3-1 compares the alternatives estimated average weekday trips by mode to the No 
Build Alternative for year 2030. Table 3-4 shows the estimated transit mode share of 
home-based work trips. These trips are typically more representative of peak travel 
periods. The following sub-sections discuss the results for each alternative. Figure 3-1 
compares the changes from the No Build Alternative in daily transit trips and private 
vehicle trips for the TSM, Managed Lane, and Fixed Guideway Alternatives. 

Table 3-3. Total Daily Person Trips by Mode 

Alternative 
2005 Existing Conditions 
Existing Conditions 

Transit 
Tr •,- 

178,400 

Vehicle Tr* 

2,370,000 

Bicycle/Walk 
T i .- 

450,100 

Total 
Tri .- 1  

2,998,500 

% Mode Share 
Alternative 1: 2030 No Build 
No Build Alternative 

5.9% 

232,100 

79.0% 

3,022,100 

15.0% 

547,300 

100% 

3,801,500 

% Mode Share 6.1% 79.5% 14.4% 100% 

Alternative 2: 2030 Transportation System 

TSM Alternative 

Management 

243,100 3,011,900 546,600 3,801,600 

% Mode Share 
Alternative 3: 2030 Managed Lane 

Two-direction Option 

6.4% 

247,000 

79.2% 

3,008,200 

14.4% 

546,500 

100% 

3,801,700 
% Mode Share 6.5% 79.1% 14.4% 100% 

Reversible Option 244,400 3,010,700 546,700 3,801,800 
% Mode Share 

Alternative 4: 2030 Fixed Guideway 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - 
Hotel 

6.4% 

293,600 

79.2% 

2,962,100 

14.4% 

546,300 

100% 

3,802,000 

% Mode Share 7.7% 77.9% 14.4% 100% 
Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King 
with a Waikiki Branch 

287,800 2,968,700 546,500 3,803,000 

% Mode Share 7.6% 78.1% 14.4% 100% 
Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - 
Halekauwila 

294,100 2,962,500 546,000 3,802,600 

% Mode Share 7.7% 77.9% 14.4% 100% 
20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala 
Moana Center 

281,900 2,974,100 546,200 3,802,200 

% Mode Share 7.4% 78.2% 14.4% 100% 
'Includes resident transit trips, visitor transit, resident vehicle, and non-motorized trips. 
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The range between the maximum and minimum number of trips for each alternative depends on the option selected. 

Figure 3-1. Change in Islandwide 2030 Daily Person Trips by Mode Compared to No Build 

Table 3-4. Transit Mode Share for Home-based Work Trips by Alternative 

Alternative 
2005 Existing Conditions 

% Transit Mode Share 

Existing Conditions 10.9% 

Alternative 1: 2030 No Build 
No Build Alternative 11.2% 

Alternative 2: 2030 Transportation System Management 
TSM Alternative 12.1% 

Alternative 3: 2030 Managed Lane 
Two-direction Option 12.6% 
Reversible Option 12.3% 
Alternative 4: 2030 Fixed Guideway 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel 16.2% 
Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a Waikiki Branch 15.7% 
Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila 16.2% 
20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center 15.2% 
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Alternative 1: No Build 

As compared to year 2005, total systemwide daily person trips are projected to increase 
by about 27 percent for the No Build Alternative in 2030, keeping pace with the projected 
growth in population between 2005 and 2030. Transit mode share for total daily trips as 
well as home-based work trips (Table 3-4) is expected to increase slightly over the 
current mode share. The enhancement of the HOV and zipper-lane systems provides 
some additional benefits, and hence, attractiveness, to the transit mode. 

Alternative 2: Transportation System Management (TSM) 

As shown in Table 3-3 and Table 3-4, the TSM Alternative, as a result of its enhanced 
bus service, results in a slightly higher transit mode share, at 6.4 percent (daily trips) and 
12.1% (home-based work trips), than the No Build Alternative. Private vehicle trips and 
non-motorized trips are projected to decrease slightly in comparison to the No Build 
Alternative as more people are attracted to transit (Figure 3-1). 

Alternative 3: Managed Lane 

Both Managed Lane Alternative options, as shown in Table 3-3 and Table 3-4, are 
expected to result in a slightly higher transit mode share for daily trips (6.4 to 6.5 percent) 
as well as for home-based work trips (12.3 to 12.6 percent) than either the No Build or 
TSM Alternatives. The projected increase in transit trips and decrease in private vehicle 
trips is similar to that of the TSM Alternative (Figure 3-1). 

Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 

All of the Fixed Guideway Alternative options are expected to experience significantly 
higher systemwide daily transit ridership and mode share in comparison with all of the 
other alternatives, as shown in Table 3-3. The three alignment combination options are 
expected to result in transit mode shares of 7.6 to 7.7 percent for daily trips and up to 
16.2% for home-based work trips (Table 3-4). The Fixed Guideway options also see an 
increase in total daily transit trips over the No Build Alternative by 55,700 to 62,000 trips 
(Figure 3-1). The vast majority of these trips are drawn away from the highway mode as 
automobile travel is expected to decrease by 53,400 to 60,000 trips. Of the three 
combination options, the Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila combination is 
projected to experience the highest transit ridership with 294,100 trips. The 20-mile 
Alignment is expected to result in a transit mode share of 7.4 percent and an increase 
over the No Build Alternative of more than 46,000 transit trips (Figure 3-1). The transit 
mode share for home-based work trips for the 20-mile Alignment, 15.2 percent, is 
comparable with those of the Full-corridor Alignments. Similar to the Full-corridor 
Alignments, the bulk of these trips are expected to be drawn from the highway mode as 
automobile travel is projected to decrease by 44,600 trips in comparison to the No Build 
Alternative, by 33,000 as compared to the TSM Alternative, and by 28,000 to 29,000 
trips as compared to the Managed Lane Alternative options. 
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Transit 
This section presents data for transit performance for each alternative. Characteristics of 
transit service, transit ridership, and user benefits have been identified as the major 
performance indicators of transit. 

Transit Service 

Description of Service Plan 

Significant characteristics of the proposed bus transit service plan for each of the 
alternatives are discussed in this section. Table 2-1 compares bus fleet size requirements 
for the proposed plans for each of the alternatives with year 2005 requirements. 

Alternative 1: No Build 
In anticipation of increased roadway congestion and slower overall bus transit speeds, the 
No Build Alternative's transit component would include an increase in fleet size to allow 
service frequencies to remain close to what they are today. It would also include new bus 
service to serve proposed growth areas (e.g., Kapolei), and restructured "hub-and-spoke" 
service to serve the regional transit centers. 

The No Build Alternative includes a small increase in the number of buses required for 
the time period of analysis. The number of additional buses purchased would need to be 
adequate to support increasing demand while maintaining the current level of service. 
Given this assumption, TheBus fleet would need to be increased by 89 vehicles, from an 
existing fleet size of 525 buses to 614 buses in the year 2030 (Table 2-1). 

Alternative 2: Transportation System Management (TSM) 
Three types of service modifications have been identified for the TSM Alternative to 
provide the best mobility without a major capital project to serve the population and 
employment growth in the project corridor. The first includes frequency adjustments, 
primarily during peak periods to serve work trip demands. Frequency adjustments 
involve adding trips to community circulators, limited-stop express routes, and ferry 
services. 

The second modification is the addition of three peak-period bus express routes to serve 
the corridor and Downtown from developing areas such as Royal Kunia, Koa Ridge, and 
Waiawa. 

The third modification is the restructuring of bus services in Pearl City and `Aiea to focus 
on the new transit center proposed there and the extension of some urban Honolulu bus 
routes farther into local neighborhoods. 

The TSM Alternative would require a fleet increase from 525 buses to 765 buses (Table 
2-1). The increase in buses would accommodate future projected growth. Additionally, 
the following park-and-ride lots would be added: 

• Kapolei Parkway/Hanua Street - 1,200 parking stalls 
• UH West 0`alm off of North-South Road - 1,700 parking stalls 
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• Ka Uka Road/H-2 - 1,000 parking stalls 
• Aloha Stadium - 1,300 parking stalls. 

The park-and-ride facilities would be located to intercept vehicles prior to the major 
choke points of the freeway system, such as occurs at the Waiawa Interchange of H-1 
with H-2. The location for Central 0`ahu residents would be near Ka Uka Boulevard and 
H-2. Residents would drive to the park-and-ride facility to access buses for their trip to 
town. Buses during the peak travel period would depart approximately every five 
minutes. 

Wai'anae Coast and West Kapolei residents would be able to use the Kapolei Parkway 
and Hanua Street park-and-ride facility. 

Alternative 3: Managed Lane 
The bus network would be structured to support access to the managed lane via bus 
transfers at park-and-ride locations as well as by the addition of express bus routes using 
the Managed Lane viaduct. The two design variations for the Managed Lane Alternative 
offer a limited number of access points in order to maintain free-flowing lane operations. 
Bus operations for the managed lane facility would be staged from park-and-ride 
facilities to serve Central and Leeward Oahu residents. As in the TSM Alternative, new 
park-and-ride lots would be located at the following sites: 

• Kapolei Parkway/Hanua Street - 1,200 parking stalls 
• UH West Oahu off of North-South Road - 1,700 parking stalls 
• Ka Uka Road/I1-2 - 1,000 parking stalls 
• Aloha Stadium - 1,300 parking stalls. 

The park-and-ride planned at the intermediate access point at Aloha Stadium would be 
within the stadium's parking lot adjacent to the managed lane's on- and off-ramps. The 
lot would be integrated with the managed lane access ramps so transit riders could access 
the bus system via this intermediate access point. 

The enhanced bus system would include an increase in fleet size (Table 2-1). Based on 
the redesigned bus network for the Managed Lane Alternative, it is estimated that 321 
new buses beyond the existing fleet would need to be added for the two-direction 
Managed Lane facility and 381 new buses would need to be added for the reversible 
Managed Lane facility to provide a sufficient fleet to perform operations as planned. 
These additional buses would create a fleet size of 846 buses for the two-direction facility 
and 906 buses for the reversible facility. In addition, the normal schedule of bus 
replacement every 12 years would be executed. 

All supporting maintenance facilities and services included in the TSM Alternative are 
also included in the Managed Lane Alternative. In addition, the Managed Lane 
Alternative includes additional express bus services dedicated to utilize the managed 
lane. 
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Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 
Multiple alignment options through most sections of the corridor were analyzed for the 
Fixed Guideway Alternative. As a result of these analyses, three Full-corridor Alignment 
combinations were selected for thorough analysis and presentation in this report along 
with one 20-mile Alignment option. 

Most of the changes to the transit network for the Fixed Guideway Alternative result 
from adjustments to provide access to the fixed guideway stations. The fixed guideway 
system allows many of the existing and planned future express long-haul routes to be 
shortened or rerouted where the fixed guideway provides improved service. Local buses 
and community circulators would provide increased service frequency and would include 
stops at nearby fixed guideway stations to provide access to the fixed guideway system. 
The reduced requirement for long-haul express buses and the increased frequency of the 
local and community circulator buses create a large improvement in the overall 
performance of the bus transit network while not requiring a significant number of new 
buses for the greatly improved service. 

Service from areas outside of the corridor would be modified to provide the most 
convenient access to the fixed guideway stations. For example, express buses from the 
Wai` anae area would provide direct access to the fixed guideway stations at Hanua Street 
and the Kapolei Transit Center. Express buses from Central 0`ahu would provide access 
to the Pearl Highlands Station. Express routes that deviate more than five minutes from 
the Fixed Guideway alignments would not be revised and would continue to serve their 
routes as planned. This would ensure a continuity of express service for those who 
cannot take advantage of the fixed guideway. 

Community circulator buses would provide service at shorter headways than are currently 
operating. This would improve service within communities and provide more 
opportunities for people to use transit. 

Park-and-ride lots proposed to support the Fixed Guideway Alternative options are listed 
in Table 3-5. The park-and-ride facilities would be located to provide an opportunity for 
parking vehicles prior to the major choke points of the freeway system. Wai'ariae Coast 
and West Kapolei residents would be able to use the Kapolei Parkway and Hanua Street 
park-and-ride facility. 'Ewa Beach residents could use either the lot at Saratoga Avenue 
/North-South Road or UH West 0' ahu (either the one on North-South Road or on 
Farrington Highway) depending on the Fixed Guideway alignment. 

Central 0 4 ahu residents could use either the Ka Uka Boulevard and H-2 facility or drive 
directly to the Pearl Highlands Station (Kamehameha Highway and Kuala Street) to use 
the proposed facility there. A new ramp from H-2 is proposed to allow both transit 
vehicles and park-and-ride automobiles direct access into the proposed Pearl Highlands 
Station park-and-ride lot. 

Another park-and-ride is planned near Aloha Stadium. For the Kamokila - Airport - 
Dillingham - King with a Waikiki Branch and Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - 
Halekauwila combinations, as well as the 20-mile Alignment, this facility would be 
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within the Aloha Stadium parking lot adjacent to the fixed guideway station. For the 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel combination, the lot would be located at Salt 
Lake Boulevard and Kahuapa'ani Street. The proposed size of the facilities as indicated 
in Table 3-5 reflects the expected demand for their use as determined by the travel 
demand forecasting model. 

Table 3-5. Park-and-Ride Lot Locations and Size for the Fixed Guideway 
Alternative Alignment Combinations 

Park-and-Ride Location 

Kalaeloa - 
Salt Lake - 

North King - 
Hotel 

Kamokila - 
Airport - 

Dillingham - King 
with a Waikild 

Branch 

Kalaeloa - 
Airport - 

Dillingham - 
Halekauwila 

20-mile 
Alignment 

East Kapolei 
to Ala 
Moana 
Center 

Kapolei Parkway /Hanua 
Street 

1,200 stalls 1,200 stalls 1200, 	stalls n/a 

Saratoga Avenue/Renton 
Road/North-South Road 

1,650 stalls 1,650 stalls 1,650 stalls n/a 

UH West O'ahu at North- 
South Road, south of 
Farrington Highway 

1,700 stalls n/a 2,100 stalls 1,700 stalls 

UH West O'ahu at Farrington 
Highway and Kapolei Golf 
Course Road 

n/a 1,700 stalls n/a nia 

Ka Uka Boulevard and H-2 
Freeway 

1,000 stalls 1,000 stalls 1,000 stalls 1,000 stalls 

Pearl Highlands 
(Kamehameha Highway/Kuala 
Street) 

1,500 stalls 1,500 stalls 1,500 stalls 1,500 stalls 

Aloha Stadium nta 1,300 stalls 1,500 stalls 1,500 stalls 
Salt Lake Boulevard/ 
Kahuapa'ani Street 

1,300 stalls n/a n/a n/a 

The supporting bus system would represent a 12 to 15 percent decrease in required fleet 
size as compared to the No Build Alternative, but would be similar to or a slight increase 
over the current bus fleet size (Table 2-1). This is in major contrast to both the TSM and 
Managed Lane Alternatives, which would require significant increases in bus fleet size. 

Transit Travel Times 

Table 3-6 shows the future estimated transit travel times between 10 selected study 
corridor location pairs, as well as for the existing year 2005. For added context, 
estimated single-occupant auto travel times for the existing year 2005 as well as the year 
2030 No Build Alternative are also presented. The locations of the origins and 
destinations comprising the travel routes for which times are estimated are shown in 
Figure 3-2. 

Page 3-10 
	

Alternatives Analysis Report 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

1 

AR00068944 



Table 3-6; A.M. Peak-hour Transit Travel Times by Alternative (in Mutes) 

Alternative 
2005 Existing Conditions 
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70 Walk to Transit 
Drive to Transit* N/A N/A N/A N/A 	67 N/A N/A N/A 	N/A N/A 
Auto Travel Time 
Alternative 1: 2030 No Build 

81 

79 

58 

68 

60 

67 

45 	60 

69 	78 

33 

51 

17 

18 

23 

34 

21 

41 

36 

Walk to Transit 
Drive to Transit N/A 	N/A N/A N/A 	67 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Auto Travel Time 	 83 	62 	70 53 	60 35 17 24 22 38 
Alternative 2: 2030 Transportation System Management 

67 15 33 31 Walk to Transit 	 79 67 	57 	61 	46 
Drive to Transit 	 68 	57 	59 	N/A 	57 	41 
Alternative 3: 2030 Managed Lane 
Two-direction Option 

N/A /A /A /A 

Walk to Transit 87 1 	
74 	

i 70 70 52 61 40 19 33 35 68 
Drive to Transit 63 65 N/A 53 N/A N/A 1 N/A N/A N/A 
Reversible 0 =bon 

Walk to Transit 	 89 	72 	72 	56 	66 	41 	20 	33 	35 	69 
Drive to Transit 	 75 

Alternative 4: 2030 Fixed Guideway 
65 	67 	/A 	58 	N/A 	N/A 	N/A 	N/A 	N/A 

Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North Kin. - Hotel 

Walk to Transit 79 59 34 In 29 lin 28 24 63 
Drive to Transit 63 43 45 rgil 38 29 N/A 	N/A N/A N/A 
Kamokila - Air • ort - Dalin. ham - Kin, with a Waikiki Branch 

Walk to Transit 79  54  lEll 39  59  11E1111111= 28  IBM 
N/A Drive to Transit 63 47 49 36 43 31 N/A N/A N/A 

Kalaeloa - Airport - D Ilingham 	Halekauw I 

WalktoTransit 85 55 66 41 61 35 17 40 28 42 
Drive to Transit 70 49 51 39 45 33 N/A N/A N/A N/A 
20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala Moaria Center 

Walk to Transit 85 65 63 41 61 35 17 33 31 42 
Drive to Transit 66 49 50 39 45 33 N/A N/A N/A N/A_ 

* A drive to transit trip indicates a trip where the transit user drove to a park-and-ride lot to access transit. 
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Alternative 1: No Build 
As shown in Table 3-6, auto travel times for the No Build Alternative are either the same 
or longer than existing conditions between all origins and destinations selected, despite 
the fact that the "No Build" Alternative includes $3 billion of roadway improvements that 
are included in the ORTP. However, the No Build Alternative also results in longer 
travel times for transit trips for many of the selected pairs. Some transit travel times, 
such as from Wai'anae to Downtown and from Mililani Mauka to Downtown, are 
projected to improve in the 2030 No Build Alternative. This is because these trips are 
able to take advantage of the extended HOV lanes on H-1; the improved operations of the 
zipper lane, which is assumed to be limited to three or more occupant vehicles by the 
year 2030; and/or the proposed Nimitz Flyover facility, which will give priority to HOVs 
and transit vehicles. Additionally, the transit travel time from Mililani Mauka to 
Downtown improves because it is assumed that bus service will be extended farther into 
the neighborhood, hence shortening walk access time. 

Alternative 2: Transportation System Management (TSM) 
Transit travel times for the year 2030 TSM Alternative are expected to generally improve 
over the No Build Alternative (Table 3-6). In most cases, the savings are due to the 
higher frequency of service and the shorter wait times for riders. Some locations 
experience larger travel time benefits due to new express routes added for this alternative. 
The TSM Alternative also has a number of additional park-and-ride lots, and travel times 
would improve for those riders using these lots. 

In general, travel time benefits are moderate at best for the TSM Alternative as compared 
to the No Build. Table 3-6 shows that even by optimizing the bus system, only a 
marginal benefit in travel time would be gained because more buses on the road would 
not improve travel times in a majority of cases. 

Alternative 3: Managed Lane 
Table 3-6 shows that the Managed Lane Alternative options provide some transit travel 
time benefit for selected trips in comparison with the No Build and TSM Alternatives, 
but the majority of travel times either stays the same or gets worse. The Managed Lane 
Alternative options are projected to improve transit travel times for some origins and 
destination pairs that are particularly well served by the managed lane (e.g., Waipahu 
Transit Center to Downtown and Mililani to Downtown). In general however, the two 
Managed Lane options would increase traffic on the overall roadway system and create 
more delay for buses. While bus speeds on the managed lanes are projected to be 
relatively high, the H-1 freeway leading up to the managed lanes is projected to become 
more congested when compared to the other alternatives, because cars accessing the 
managed lanes would increase traffic volumes in those areas. Additionally, significant 
congestion is anticipated to occur where the managed lanes connect to Nimitz Highway 
at Pacific Street near Downtown. Nimitz Highway is already projected to be over 
capacity at this point, and the addition of high volumes of traffic exiting and entering the 
managed lanes would create increased congestion and high levels of delay for all vehicles 
using the facility, including buses. Hence, much of the time saved on the managed lane 
itself would be negated by the time spent in congestion leading up to the managed lane as 
well as exiting the lanes at their Downtown terminus. These impacts are more 
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pronounced with the Reversible Option as compared to the Two-direction Option because 
it accommodates a higher volume of traffic in the peak direction and thus experiences 
greater congestion. Additionally, areas that are not directly served by the managed lane, 
such as from the Airport to Waikiki, would not experience much change from the No 
Build or TSM Alternative projections. Hence, although the Managed Lane Alternative 
would provide some travel-time improvement for certain areas, it has significant 
limitations with regard to improving travel times or transit service for a broader customer 
base. 

Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 
In general, the four Fixed Guideway options provide the fastest transit travel times of all 
the alternatives and are often either as fast as, or faster than, projected auto travel time for 
the No Build Alternative (Table 3-6). In particular, "drive-to-transit" trips (i.e., park-and-
ride transit trips) provide significant savings from several locations (e.g., Waicanae, 
'Ewa, and Mililani). 

Among the Fixed Guideway Alternative options, the Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - 
Hotel combination would result in slightly faster travel times from the Leeward side to 
Downtown because of a shorter alignment through the Salt Lake community - as opposed 
to traveling past the Airport - and a more central location Downtown (i.e., Hotel Street 
rather than Halekauwila Street). However, trips from the Airport would be significantly 
longer for this option as compared to the others. 

The Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a Waikiki Branch combination, in 
general, shows similar benefits for transit as the Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - 
Hotel combination, although it is a few minutes slower for many trips because of the 
longer alignment that serves the Airport. However, since this alignment provides direct 
service to Waikiki, transit travel times to and from Waikiki are expected to be much 
faster than all other alternatives and options. 

The Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila combination also has similar patterns 
to the other combinations. However, because of the longer alignment makai into 
Kalaeloa along Saratoga Avenue, as well as the location of stations on the edge of 
Downtown (e.g., Nimitz Highway/Fort Street and South Street/Halekauwila Street) rather 
than in the center of Downtown, walk-to-transit travel times from Wai'anae would be 
longer than transit travel times for the No Build Alternative; however, drive-to-transit 
travel times are shorter. 

Other than the Kapolei to Downtown walk-to-transit travel time, which is 10 to 14 
minutes longer, the Fixed Guideway 20-mile Alignment generally shows the same pattern 
as the other Fixed Guideway Alternative combinations. Even with a shorter overall 
service length and some longer travel times as compared to the Full-corridor Alignments, 
the 20-mile Alignment provides transit travel times that compare favorably to the other 
alternatives, and are competitive with the 2030 auto travel times in most cases. 
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1 

Transit Ridership 

Table 3-7 and Figure 3-3 present daily transit ridership for year 2005 as well as estimated 
transit ridership for each of the year 2030 alternatives, and Table 3-8 shows estimated 
a.m. peak two-hour ridership. The ridership numbers are presented in terms of bus or 
fixed guideway trips, as well as in terms of total hoardings. Note that the number of 
transit vehicle hoardings is higher than the number of total trips because of transfers. 

Table 3-7. Daily Transit Ridership 

Alternative 
2005 Existing Conditions 

Existing Conditions 

Alternative 1: No Build 

No Build Alternative 

Fixed 
Guideway 

Tri 

NA 

NA 

Total 
Transit 
Tri e•- 

178,400 

232 , 100 

Total Transit 
Boardin . s 

243, 00 

330,600 

% Chan ire from Existin s Conditions -- 30% 36%
-  

Alternative 2: Transportation System Management 

NA 243,100 354,200 TSM Alternative 

% Chan•e from No Build Alternative 
Alternative 3: Managed Lane 

Two-direction Option 

— 

NA 

4.7% 

247,000 

7.1% 

363,700 

% Change from No Build Alternative 6.4% 10% 
Reversible Option NA 244,400 363,700 

% Chan .e from No Build Alternative 
Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel 128,500 

5.3% 

293,600 

— 10% 

468,800 
% Chan se from No Build Alternative 27% 42% 

Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with 
a Waikiki Branch 

122,500 287,800 449,300 

% Change from No Build Alternative — 24% 36% 
Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - 
Halekauwila 

123,700 294,100 468,300 

% Chan.- from No Build Alternative 27% 42% 
20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala 
Moana Center 

95,000 281,900 455,300 

% Change from No Build Alternative 21% 38% 

Alternative 1: No Build 
The No Build Alternative is forecast to have the lowest ridership of any of the 
alternatives, as shown in Table 3-7 and Table 3-8. The No Build Alternative is expected 
to keep pace with population growth and increase over the 2005 existing conditions by 30 
percent. Transit hoardings are projected to increase at a slightly higher pace, primarily 
reflecting additional transfers in the system (about 4.5% more) that would result from 
route restructuring to focus on transit hubs throughout the network. The majority of the 
a.m. peak-period transit trips are relatively short and stay within the same community 
area they originate in, or else terminate in the adjacent community area. This suggests 
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Kalaeloa Alrport — Dillingham — Halekauwiia Combination 

Twenty-mile Alignment 

300,000 

2005 Existing 	2030 No Build 	2030 ISM 
	

2030 Managed 	2030 Fixed 

Alternative 
	Lane 	Guideway 

The range between the maximum and minimum number of trips for each alternative depends on the option selected. 
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that transit for the No Build Alternative is not conducive to longer trips because of the 
slow travel times experienced as a result of the congested roadway network. 

Figure 3-3. Islandwide Daily Transit Trips for All Alternatives 

Table 3-8. A.M. Peak Two-hour Transit Ridership 
'Yu Change 

Transit 	from No 
Alternative Tri 	Build 
2005 Existing Conditions 
Existin* Conditions 29,110 	N/A 
Alternative 1: 2030 No Build 
No Build Alternative 37,970 	N/A 
Alternative 2: 2030 Transportation System Management 
TSM Alternative 40,220 	5.9% 
Alternative 3: 2030 Managed Lane 
Two-direction O•tion 41 220 8.6% 
Reversible Dation 40,600 6.9% 
Alternative 4: 2030 Fixed Guideway 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North Kin* - Hotel 50 730 34% 
Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a Waikiki 49,280 30% 
Branch 
Kalaeloa - Air+ ort - Dillin• ham - Haiekauwila 50,600 33% 
20-mile Alionment East Kail•lei to Ala Moana Center 48,110 27% 

1 

1 

1 

1 
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Alternative 2: Transportation System Management (TSM) 
Transit ridership for the TSM Alternative is expected to increase over the No Build 
Alternative by 4.7 percent in terms of transit trips and by 7.1 percent in terms of 
boardings, as shown in Table 3-7. The increase in transit trips is a reflection of the 
enhanced transit service provided by the alternative, whereas the slightly higher increase 
in boardings reflects a higher number of transfers that would likely result from the 
increased use of transit hubs. The TSM Alternative results in an increase of 2,250 a.m. 
peak-period trips, or 5.9 percent compared to the No Build Alternative (Table 3-8). The 
largest increase in absolute numbers of trips is in the 'Ewa and Kapolei areas. Similar to 
the pattern exhibited in the No Build Alternative, these trips are primarily short trips with 
destinations either within the same area of origin or immediately adjacent to it. 

Alternative 3: Managed Lane 
Transit ridership for the Managed Lane Alternative options is expected to increase over 
the No Build Alternative by 12,300 to 14,900 daily transit trips or approximately 5.3 to 
6.4 percent, as shown in Table 3-7. This is a very small increase (0.5 to 1.6 percent) over 
the ridership projected for the TSM Alternative. Regarding the change in a.m. peak-
period transit trips, the Managed Lane Alternative options show an increase in overall 
trips of 3,250 (8.6 percent) and 2,610 (6.9 percent) as compared to the No Build 
Alternative for the Two-direction Option and Reversible Option, respectively. These 
increases are slightly more than the increase exhibited by the TSM Alternative. The 
Managed Lane Alternative tends to do a better job of facilitating longer transit trips than 
either the No Build Or TSM Alternatives; for example Waikiki is experiencing a 
relatively high number of additional transit trips to it from places such as Honouliuli-
'Ewa Beach and Waiawa-Koa Ridge. 

Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 
Daily transit ridership for the Fixed Guideway Alternative is expected to increase over 
the No Build Alternative by approximately 24 to 27 percent for the Full-corridor 
Alignments and by 21 percent for the 20-mile Alignment, as shown in Table 3-7. This is 
a substantially greater increase in ridership as compared to either the TSM or Managed 
Lane Alternatives. Of the three combination alignment options, Kalaeloa - Airport - 
Dillingham - Halekauwila is projected to have the most systemwide daily transit trips at 
294,100. Total daily transit boardings increase by 36 to 42 percent compared to the No 
Build Alternative. Note that even the 20-mile Alignment attracts significantly more 
transit trips and boardings than any of the non-Fixed Guideway alternatives. 

The fixed guideway system would provide the greatest benefit to transit users in terms of 
overall a.m. peak-period transit use and connectivity within the study corridor. In 
particular, across all of the Fixed Guideway combinations, there is a large increase in the 
number of long-distance transit trips made. Transit trips made to Downtown and Waikiki 
increase by two times or more from the areas of `Aiea - Pearl City, 'Ewa - 
Kapolei Ko `Olina - Kalaeloa, and Waiawa Koa Ridge. These areas are high-demand 
destinations for the transit market in the non-Fixed Guideway alternatives as well. With 
the fixed guideway, however, transit is used to access these destinations from much 
farther distances. Access to UH Mama from points west is also greatly increased, 
particularly from 'Ewa Honouliuli and Kapolei Ko `Olina - Kalaeloa. There is also a 
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large increase in transit trips from all areas to Kapolei - Ko `Olina Kalaeloa, which 
illustrates that the fixed guideway would support the increase in commute trips within the 
corridor destined for West 0' ahu. 

The greatest impact of the transit system on the overall transportation network is during 
the peak commuter travel periods. It is during this period that attracting more travelers to 
transit will pay the largest dividends in teims of increased system mobility. In 
comparison to the non-Fixed Guideway alternatives, the Fixed Guideway Alternative 
combinations show the largest increase in total a.m. peak-period transit trips over the No 
Build Alternative by a significant margin (Table 3-8). The Full-corridor Alignments 
show increases ranging from 11,310 to 12,760 transit trips, which are 30 to 34 percent 
increases. The 20-mile Alignment option is also expected to attract a significant number 
of a.m. peak-period trips (10,140) over the No Build Alternative, representing a 27 
percent increase. 

Table 3-9 shows projected daily fixed guideway hoardings by station for each of the 
Fixed Guideway alignment options, as well as the 20-mile Alignment. Stations expected 
to experience a relatively high level of boardings include the terminus stations, those 
stations with major park-and-ride facilities, and those stations with major bus interface 
activity. Of the three full-corridor alignments, all have comparable projected boardings 
in the Kapolei, 'Ewa, Waipahu, Pearl City and `Aiea areas. The Kalaeloa - Airport - 
Dillingham - Halekauwila alignment is projected to have higher ridership through the Salt 
Lake, Airport and Kalihi areas; while the Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel 
alignment is expected to have the highest ridership through the Downtown and Kaka`ako 
areas. The latter result is due primarily to the Hotel Street alignment being more central 
to many Downtown destinations in comparison to the Nimitz - Halekauwila alignment, as 
well as its having more proposed stations through Downtown. 

Roadway Traffic 
Systemwide Travel Statistics 

This section describes the expected future islandwide roadway travel conditions resulting 
from each of the study alternatives. Measures assessed include systemwide vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT), vehicle hours traveled (VHT), and vehicle hours of delay (VHD). 
Results are presented in Table 3-10. The change in systemwide vehicle hours of delay is 
also shown graphically in Figure 3-4. VMT and VHT are indicators of how much people 
are using their private automobiles for travel. Lower values for these measures indicate a 
more efficient and environmentally friendly transportation system. VI-ID is a measure 
that reflects the amount of congestion present in the system. Lower VHD values indicate 
less congestion on the transportation network. 
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Table 3-9. Year 2030 Fixed Guideway Forecast Daily Boardings l  

Station 

Combination Alignment 20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana Center 

Kalaeloa - Salt 
Lake - North 
Kin' - Hotel 

Kamokila • Airport - 
Dillingham • King with a 

Waikiki Branch 

Kalaeloa - Airport 
- Dillingham - 
Halekauwila 

Kapolei Parkway & Hanua Street 6,740 6,670 6,730 N/A 
Kamokila Blvd. & Wakea Street N/A 4,410 N/A N/A 
Kapolei Pkwy & Wakea Street 3,530 N/A 3,210 N/A 
Saratoga Avenue & Wakea Street 640 N/A 630 N/A 
Farrington Hwy at UH West Oahu N/A 5,660 N/A N/A 
Saratoga Avenue & Fort Barrette Road , 640 N/A 620 N/A 
Kapolei Pkwy & North-South Road _ 4,510 N/A 5,430 5,860 
North-South Road between Kapoiei Parkway 
& Farrington Highway 

1,580 N/A 1,730 N/A 

Farrington Hwy & North-South Road 8,390 1,550 5,540 7,650 
Farrington Hwy between North-South Road 
& Fort Weaver Road 

1,110 3,350 1,750 3,610 

Farrincton Hi hwa & Leak() Street 4,070 3,460 4,550 4 970 
Farrington Hwy & Mokuola Street 2,990 3,610 2,990 2,710 
Leeward Community College 1,530 1,380 1,490 1,500 
Kamehameha Hwy & Kuala Street 9,600 9,800 9,540 9,200 
Kamehameha Highway & Kaonohi Street 7,390 6,610 6,880 6,140 
Aloha Stadium N/A 4,340 4,390 4,400 
Salt Lake Boulevard & Kahua.a'ani Street 9,230 N/A N/A N/A 
Salt Lake Blvd. & Ala inoi Place 4,540 N/A N/A N/A 
Kameharneha Hwy & Radford Drive . N/A 5,230 5,800 5,330 
Honolulu International Airport _ N/A 3,710 3,870 3,830 
Adele Street & Lagoon Drive N/A 3,420 3,010 1,990 
Middle Street Transit Center N/A 3 360 3,180 3 630 
N. King Street & Owen Street 3,530 N/A N/A NIA 
N. King Street & Waiakamilo Road 2,580 N/A N/A N/A 
N. Kin. Street at Liliha Street 4 750 N/A N/A N/A 	j .. 
Dillingham Blvd. & Mokauea Street N/A 2,980 3,030 2,720 
Dillingham Blvd. & Mee Street N/A 2,540 2,340 1,970 
Ka'aahi Street N/A 3,480 4,370 3,390 
Kin 	Street & Bethel Street N/A 7,350 N/A N/A 
King Street & Punchbowl Street N/A 6,330 N/A N/A 
Hotel Street & Kekaulike Street 1,000 N/A N/A N/A 
Hotel Street & Nu'uanu Avenue 3,270 N/A N/A N/A 
Hotel Street & Fort Street Mall , 9,150 N/A N/A N/A 
Honolulu Hale , 2,210 N/A N/A N/A 
Nimitz Highway & Kekaulike Street N/A N/A 2,390 1,650 
Nimitz Highway & Fort Street Mall N/A N/A 5,800 3,670 
Waimanu Street & Cummins Street N/A 3,190 N/A N/A 
Kawaiaha'o Street & Cooke Street 4 190 N/A N/A N/A 
Halekauwila Street & South Street N/A N/A 3,870 5,700 
Halekauwila Street & Ward Avenue N/A N/A 2,910 2,240 
Ala Moana Center 5,140 5,200 9,780 12,990 
Kaprolani Blvd. & McCully Street 11,360 1,110 4,450 N/A 
University Avenue & Date Street 3,580 2,460 3,010 N/A 
University Avenue & S. King Street 4,280 3,240 4,200 N/A  
UH Lower Campus 6,930 5,490 6,180 N/A 
Waikiki Branch 
Convention Center from Kalakaua Avenue N/A 2,630 N/A N/A 
KOhiel Avenue & Kalaimoku Street N/A 4,220 N/A N/A 
KiihiO Avenue & Liii'uokalani Avenue N/A 5,760 N/A N/A 
Total Daily Boardings l  128,460 	_ 122,540 123,670 94,970 

'Boardings are a count of individual passengers entering a transit vehicle. 
2N/A = Not applicable, as this station would not exist for this alternative. 
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Table 3-10. Systemwide Daily Travel Statistics by Alternative 

Alternative 
Vehicle Miles 

Traveled 

Vehicle 
Hours 

Traveled 

Vehicle 
Hours of 

Bela 
2005 Existing Conditions 

Existing Conditions 11,206,000 305,000 57,000 

Alternative 1: 2030 No Build 

No Build Alternative 13,971,000 395,000 82,000 
25% 30% 44% % Chen •e from Existin P Conditions 

Alternative 2: 2030 Transportation System Management 

TSM Alternative 13,874,000 390,000 80,000 
-0.7% -1.3% -2.4% % Chan .e from No Build Alternative 

Alternative 3: 2030 Managed Lane 

Two-direction Option 14,002,000 384,000 78,500 

% Change from No Build Alternative 0.2% -2.8% -4.3% 
Reversible Option 14,034,000 397,000 82,500 

0.5% 0.5% 0.6% % Change from No Build Alternative 
Alternative 4: 2030 Fixed Guideway 

Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel 13,464,000 365,000 66,000 

% Change from No Build Alternative -3.6% -7.6% -21% 
Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a 
Waikiki Branch 

13,512,000 367,000 65,000 

% Change from No Build Alternative -3.3% -7.1% -21% 
Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila 13,500,000 367,000 67,000 

% Change from No Build Alternative -3.4% -7.1% -18% 
20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala Moana 
Center 

13,539,000 376,000 73,500 

% Change from No Build Alternative , 	-3.1% -4.8% -11% 

Alternative 1: No Build 

Table 3-10 shows that all three systemwide travel measures are expected to increase 
significantly between 2005 and the 2030 No Build Alternative. However, while VMT 
and VHT are expected to increase by an amount approximating expected population 
growth between 2005 and 2030 (i.e., 25 percent and 30 percent, respectively), VHD is 
projected to increase at a substantially higher rate of nearly 44 percent. This is because 
much of the roadway system is currently operating at or over capacity for many hours of 
the day, and it only takes a small increase in additional traffic to create a large amount of 
additional congestion and delay under these conditions. 

Alternative 2: Transportation System Management (TSM) 

The TSM Alternative is expected to result in a minimal decrease in the three systemwide 
travel measures as compared to the No Build Alternative (Table 3-10), indicating that it 
would have only a slight impact islandwide on how much people use their private 
automobiles and how much congestion is experienced. 
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The range between the maximum and minimum delay for each alternative depends on the option selected, 

Figure 3-4. Islandwide Daily Vehicle Hours of Delay for All Alternatives 

Alternative 3: Managed Lane 

Table 3-10 shows that, compared to the No Build Alternative, the Two-direction Option 
would have a negligible impact on VMT, and a slightly positive impact on VHT and 
VHD, which decrease by 2.8 percent and 4.3 percent, respectively, due to the faster 
speeds provided by the managed lane facility. 

The Reversible Option is projected to have an increase in the three measures, indicating 
that it would encourage more people to drive private automobiles and would therefore 
result in more congestion. 

Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative is projected to have the most significant impact of all 
the alternatives on these three travel measures (Table 3-10). The Full-corridor 
Alignments show a 3.3 to 3.6 percent decrease in VMT, a 7.1 to 7.6 percent decrease in 
VHT, and an 18 to 21 percent decrease in VHD. This indicates that the fixed guideway 
system would attract more riders to transit; therefore, reducing the use of private autos. It 
also would result in less congestion on the roadway system than any of the alternatives. 
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The 20-mile Alignment option shows similar results as the Full-corridor Alignments, 
although to a lesser degree. This option is projected to reduce VMT by 3.1 percent, VHT 
by 4.8 percent, and VHD by 11 percent in comparison to the No Build Alternative. 

Traffic Volumes and Level-of-Service 

This section discusses projected roadway network operations for each of the alternatives 
as indicated by the level of peak-hour traffic volumes and corresponding operational 
level-of-service (LOS) in the study corridor. For the purpose of this discussion, traffic 
volumes are grouped together by screenlines (Figure 3-2). Screenlines are imaginary 
lines drawn across the road network. LOS is a grading scale from A through F for 
roadway operation; LOS A represents the best condition and LOS F represents more 
vehicles attempting to use a roadway than the capacity is able to accommodate. Existing 
traffic volumes were extracted from historical State files at points where the lines 
intersect the road network and totaled for all of the individual facilities that cross each 
screenline. Year 2030 volumes were developed through the use of the travel demand 
forecasting model. 

Table 3-11 shows a.m. and p.m. peak-hour volumes for existing conditions (year 2003) 
and all of the year 2030 alternatives for two key screenlines in the study corridor: 
Kalauao Stream in Pearl City and the Kapalama Drainage Canal just 'Ewa of Downtown. 
The locations of these two screenlines are shown in Figure 3-2. Table 3-12 and Table 
3-13 present estimated LOS for these two screenlines and the individual roadways 
comprising them for the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, respectively, in the peak traffic 
direction. 

Alternative 1: No Build 

Both the Kalauao Stream and Kapalama Canal screenlines experience high volumes and 
significant congestion under existing conditions. The existing screenline is estimated at 
LOS F in the a.m. peak hour for Koko Head direction travel across both screenlines, with 
the H-1 general purpose lanes operating at LOS F as well (Table 3-12). Screenline 
operations are estimated to be LOS E (i.e., at capacity) in the p.m. peak hour in the 'Ewa-
bound direction (Table 3-13), but LOS F for general purpose traffic on H-1 itself. These 
conditions are expected to worsen considerably under the 2030 No Build Alternative as 
peak-hour volumes are projected to increase by 25 to 48 percent at the Kalauao Stream 
screenline and by 11 to 21 percent at the Kapalama Canal, resulting in extreme LOS F 
conditions with a V/C ratio of 1.54 at the Kalauao Stream screenline and 1.12 at the 
Kapalama Canal (note that this latter screenline is still projected to be at LOS F despite 
the addition of a traffic lane in the peak direction as proposed in the ORTP). 

Alternative 2: Transportation System Management (TSM) 

As shown in Table 3-11, the TSM Alternative results in only a small decrease (zero to 
6%) in peak-hour volumes across the two key corridor screenlines as compared to the No 
Build Alternative. Consequently, projected peak-hour peak-direction LOS at these two 
screenlines is projected to remain at LOS F. 
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Table 3-11. Selected Sereenline Peak-hour Volumes by Alternative 

Alternative 

Screenline 
KaImmo Stream Kapalarna Canal 

A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. 
Existing Conditions (2003) 
'Ewa Bound 7,640 15,340 11,370 14,510 
Koko Head Bound 18,870 8,970 15,040 12,660 
Total 26,510 24 310 26,410 27,170 
Alternative 1: 2030 No Build 
'Ewa Bound 9,580 20,270 13,390 16,130 
% Change from Existing Conditions 25% 32% 18% 11% 
Koko Head Bound 28,020 11,470 18,190 14,540 
% Change from Existing Conditions 48% 28% 21% 15% 
Total 37,600 31,740 31,580 30,670 
% Charlie from Existin• Conditions 42% 31% 20% 13% 

Alternative 2:2030 Transportation System Management 
'Ewa Bound 9,530 20,090 13,340 16,030 

% Change from No Build -1% -1% 0% -3% 
Koko Head Bound 27,690 11,400 18,070 14,480 

% Change from No Build -1% -1% -6% 0% 
Total 37,220 31,490 31,410 30,510 

% Change from No Build -1% -1% -4% -2% 
Alternative 3: 2030 Managed Lane 
Two-direction Option 
'Ewa Bound 10,620 19,890 15,400 16,210 

% Change from No Build 11% -2% 15% -2% 
Koko Head Bound 28,800 11,230 20,110 14,740 

% Change from No Build 3% -2% 5% 1% 
Total 39,420 31,120 35,510 30,950 

% Change from No Build k 	 5% -2% 9% 0% 
Reversible Option 
'Ewa Bound 10,570 19,860 ' 	15,520 16,190 

% Change from No Build 10% -2% 16% -2% 
Koko Head Bound 28,730 12,260 20,540 14,190 

% Change from No Build 3% 7% 7% -2% 
Total 39,300 32,120 36,060 30,380 

% Change from No Build 5% _ 	1% 11% -2% 
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Table 3-11. Selected Screen line Peak-hour Volumes b Alternative continued 

Alternative 

Screenline 
Kalauao Stream Kapalama Canal 

A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. 
Alternative 4: 2030 Fixed Guideway 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel 
'Ewa Bound J 	9,090 18,930 13,040 15,320 

% Change from No Build -5% -7% -3% -7% 
Koko Head Bound 25,810 10,970 16,860 14,080 

% Change from No Build -8% -4% -12% -3% 
Total 34,900 29,900 29,900 29,400 

% Chan_ge from No Build _ 	-7% -6% -8% -5% 
Kamokiia - Airiort - Dillin .ham - Kin'  with a Waikiki Branch 
'Ewa Bound 9,100 18,970 12,990 15,390 

% Change from No Build -5% -6% -3% -7% 
Koko Head Bound 25,950 11,000 17,000 14,110 

% Change from No Build -7% -4% -11% -3% 
Total 35,050 29,970 29,990 29,500 

% Change from No Build _ 	-7% -6% -8% -5% 
Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila 
'Ewa Bound 9,090 18,960 12,980 15,500 

% Change from No Build _5% -6% -3% -6% 
Koko Head Bound 25,930 10,990 17,000 14,040 

% Change from No Build -7% -4% -11% _3% 

Total 35,020 29,950 29,980 29,540 
% Change from No Build I 	-7% -6% -8% -5% 

20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center 
'Ewa Bound 9,100 19,090 12,960 15,280 

% Change from No Build -5% -6% -3% -7% 
Koko Head Bound 26,100 11,000 17,070 14,170 

% Change from No Build -7% _4% -11% _3% 

Total 35,200 30,090 30,030 29,450 
_ 	% Change from No Build _ 	-6% -5% _8% -5% 

1 

1 
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Table 3-12. A.M. Peak -hour Screen/the Volumes and Level of Service (LOS) 

SCREERLINE I FACILITY 

Existing Conditions 12003) 2030 
Facility 

Capacity  
lvithj 

2030 No Build Alternative 2030 TSM Alternative 

2030 Macaged Lotte Alternative 2030 Fixed GulrtewayAlterttatlee 

Two-direction 03 on Reversible Option 
Kataeloa - Salt Lake 	north 

King: Hotel 

Kamokila • Airport • 
Dillingham - King with a 

Waikiki Branch 
Kaiaeloa • Airport • 

Dillingham- Ha lekauwIla 
20-mile Alignment East 

Kapolet to Ala Moans Center' 
Facility 

Capacity 
('opt) 

Observed 
Volume 

(vpit 1 

Volume! 
Capacity 

Ratio 
Level of 
Service  

Forecast 
Volume 

arpti) 

Volume/ 
Capacity 

Ratio 
Level of 
Service 

Forecast 
Volume 

(vph) 

Volume! 
Capacity 

Ratio 
Level of 
Service 

Forecast 
Volume 

firph) 

Volume, 
Capacity 

Ratio 
Level of 
Service 

Forecast 	Volume( 
Volume 	Capacity 

ivph) 	Ratio 
Level of 
Service 

Forecast 
Volume 

ivpht 

Volume( . 
Capacity 

Ratio 

Level 
of 

Service 

Forecast 
Volume . 

(spit) 

Volume! 
Capacity 

Ratio 
Level of 
Service 

Forecast 
Volume 

 (a ph) 

Volume) 
Capacity 

Ratlo 

Level 
of 

Service 

Forecast 
Volume 

Sven) 

Volume) 
Capacity 

Ratio 
Level of 
Service  

Kalauao Stream Koko Head bound 
EI-1 Fwy 9,500 10,960 1.16 tE 9,500 18,049 120 F 17,897 1.88 F 18,327 1.93 F 1 0,419 1.94 F 17,322 1.82 0 17,414 1.83 F 17,198 1.81 6 17,259 1.81 
11-I-1 Fwy 	F1131./}' 1,900 1,650 0.84 0 1,990 3,014 1.59 F 2.959 1.56 F 2,882 1.52 F 2,769 1.46 F 2,756 1.45 F 2,701 1.42 F 2,898 1.53 F 2,740 1.44 

1..1 Fwy 1Zioper) 1  1,900 1,700 0.89 0 1,900 2,444 1.29 F 2,398 1.26 F 1 :677 0.88 I) NA NA NA 2,120 1.12 F 2,154 1.13 F 2,147 1.13 F 2,241 1.18 F 
Moanelua Rd 1,700 1,659 0.97 6 1,700 1,018 0,60 B 1,006 0.59 A 918 0.54 A 966 0.57 A 722 0.42 A 756 0.44 A mg 042 A 653 050 A 
Kamehameha Hwy 3,450 2,960 0.86 D 3,450 3,495 1.01 F 3,431 0.99 E 3,226 0.94 E 3,121 0.90 5 2,891 0.84 D 2,923 0.85 D 2,974 0.86 0 3,059 0.89 
Man aspd Lane NA NA NA NA 2 200 NA NA NA NA NA NA 1 789 020 0 3 457 0.79 C 2  NA NA NA NA 516 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
Total General Purpose Traffic 14,650 15,570 1.06 F 14,650 22,565 1.54 F 22,334 1.38 F 22,471 1.39 F 22,507 1.39 F 20,936 1.30 F 21,093 1.31 	' F 20,881 1.29 F 21,120 1,31 F 
Total NOV Traf6c 3,800 3,300 0.87 0 3,800 5,458 144 F 6,357 1.41 F 4,559 1.20 F 2,769 1.46 F 4,876 1.28 F 4,855 128 F 5,045 1.33 F 4,980 1.31 F 
Total Managed Lane Traffic 	NA NA NA NA 2,200 NA NA NA NA NA NA 1,769 0.60 D 3,457 016 02  NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
Ayi lama Corral Koko Head bound 

m1z Hwy 2,700 3,670 1.39 2,700 4,723 1.75 F 4,824 1.79 F 4,939 1.83 F 4,353 1.61 F 4,348 1.61 F 4,410 1.63 F 4,488 

1.... <
  C

.)  
,...,  

,
.
  
0

1  

	
I  

4,463 7.65 
iirniv Flyover/Managed Lane NA NA NA NA 2,900 1,237 0.43 A 1,298 0.45 A 2,852 0.65 187  3,900 0.89 Dr 1,169 0.40 A 1,151 0.40 A 1,154 1,204 042 A 
Citfingham tatva 1,700 1,730 1.02 F 1,600 1,325 0.63 0 1,329 0.83 0 1,501 0.94 6 1,462 0.93 E 1,329 0.83 0 1.270 0.79 C 1,260 1,327 083 D 
N King SI 1,700 1,490 0.88 0 1,800 1,493 0.63 D 1,481 0.82 D 1,503 0.83 0 1,447 0.80 C 1,287 0.71 C 1,334 0.74 C 1,315 1,335 0.74 C 
551 Fury 6,800 6,860 1.01 p 7.600 8,008 1.05 r 7,717 1.02 F 7,879 1.04 F 8,000 1.06 F 7,500 0.99 0 7,578 1.00 E 7,509 7,420 0.98 
[School St 1,600 1,290 0.61 C 1,600 1,402 0.88 0 1,418 0_09 0 1 436 090 0 1,350 0.85 0 1 227 0.77 C ¶259 0.79 C 1,275 1,339 024 0 
Iota! Generai Purpose Traffic 14,500 15,040 1.04 F 15,300 16,952 1.11 F 16,766 1.10 F 17,258 1.13 F 16,642 1.09 F 15,691 1.03 F 15,851 1.04 F 15,847 1.04 F 15,886 1.04 F 
Total HOV Traffic NA NA NA 2,900 1,237 0.43 A 1,298 6.45 A NA NA NA NA NA NA 1,169 0.40 A 1,151 0.40 A 1,154 0.40 A 1,204 0.42 A 
Totat Managed Lane Traffic NA NA NA 516 4,400 NA NA NA NA NA NA 2,852 0.65 0 3,900 0.89 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
Separate NOV lace anri Zipper lade counts are not avai1ataa at this ()cation; h nCe NOV and Zipper lane traffl IRA217105 are vet mated at this loratioa 
Managed lane facility capacity estimated 01 2.204 vehieles per lane per tour. 

Table 3-13. 	Peak-hour Sereenline Volumes and Level of Service (LOS) 

SCREENL1NE i FACRITY 

Existing Conditions )2003) 2030 
Facility 

Capacity 
IvPirei 

2030 No Build Ahernalive 2030 TOM Alternative 

2030 Mane Lane Alternative 2030 Fixed Buidewa AIterflatiye 

Twoid'rection 0 ,  ion Reversible 0 • 'on 

, 

Kalaeloa - Salt Lake 	North 
Kin 	Mel 

Kamoklla - Airpoll - 
tDlIllsgham - King with a 

Waikiki Branch 
Kataeloa 

Dill 	am 
• Airport • 

- Halekauwila 

20-mile Alignment East 
Kapoiel to Ala Moana 

Center 
Facility 	Ibserved 

Capacity Volume 
v h 

Volume 
Capacity 

Ratio 
cool o 

Sarvie 

Forecast 
Volume 

oh 

Volume! 
Capacity 

Ratio 
Level at 
Service 

Forecast Volumei 
Volume Capacity 
v ago 

Level of 
Service 

Forecast 
Volume 

v h 

Volu 	el 
Capacity Level of 

Ratio 	Service 

Forecast 	Volume! 
Volume 	Capacity 

v 	Ratio 
Level of 
Service 

Forecast 
Volume 

• 

Volume( 
Capacity 

Ratio 

Level 
of 

arvl 

Forecast 
Volume 

Volume) 
Capacity 

Ratio 
Level of 
Service 

Forecast 
Volume 

v 

Volume) Level 
Capacity 	of 

Ratio 	Service 

Forecast 
Volume 

v 

Volume) 
Capacity 

Ratio 
at of 

Service 

• lasso Stream 'Ewa bound 
1 Pm,/ 9.500 9220 0.97 6 9500 12445 1.31 F 12288 1.26 F 12 278 1.29 12 274 1.29 F 1,020 1.24 F 11,713 1.23 0 11,797 1.24 11,802 1.24 
1 Fwy (HM) 1,900 1,600 0.34 0 1,900 2,989 1.10 F 2 , 111 1.11 6 1,505 0.79 1,572 0.03 0 1,961 0.99 E 1989 1.05 F 1,900 1.00 2,006 1.08 
1 Fwy (Zipper). NA NA NA NA 1,900 045 0.44 A 833 0.44 A 573 0.30 NA NA NA 779 0.41 A 790 0.42 A 797 3.42 778 0.4 1  

rialto Rd 1,700 1,820 1.07 F 1,700 1.959 1.15 F ¶930 1.14 F 1,504 0.92 1,765 1.00 F 1,715 1.01 F 1,719 1.01 F 1,719 1.01 1,783 
mahameha Hwy 3 , 459 2,700 0.78 C 3,450 2,933 0.85 0 2,923 0.65 2,712 0,79 2,755 0.00 0 2,753 0.00 0 2,762 080 0 2,735 0.79 2 ,722 0.79 

a 	Lane NA NA NA NA 2 200 NA NA NA NA NA NA 1 234 0.56 ¶502 0.36 A2  NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

Mal Genera/ Purpose Traffic 14,650 13,740 0.94 E 14,650 17,337 1.18 F 17,141 1.17 F 16,574 1.13 F 16,729 1.14 F 16,288 1.11 F 16,191 1_11 F 16,251 1.11 F 16,307 1.11 F 

*tat HOV Traffic 1,900 1,600 0.84 0 3,800 2,031 0.77 •C 2,944 0.77 C 2,078 0.65 A 1,572 0.83 0 2,640 0.69 8 2,779 0.73 B 2,705 0.71 C 2,784 073 C 

ate Managed Lane Traffic NA NA NA NA 2,200 NA NA NA NA NA NA 1,234 058 A 1,562 0.36 A 7  NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

a Mama Canal 'Ewa bound 
imitz Hwy 2,700 3,400 1.26 F 2,700 3,115 1.15 3,128 1,16 3,058 1_13 2,402 0.89 2,030 1.05 F 2,893 1.07 F 2,858 1.06 2,914 1.08 F 

imitz F(yover/Managed Lane NA NA NA NA 2,600 608 0,21 510 0.18 1,169 027 2,041 0.46 521 0.10 A 078 0.20 A 545 0.19 582 0.20 A 

lingham Blvd 1,700 1,490 0.68 0 1,600 1,641 1.03 1,630 1.02 1,801 1.05 7,626 1.02 1,608 1.01 F 1,621 1,01 F 1,033 1.02 1,090 0.99 E 

King SI 1 , 700 1,340 (579 0 1,800 1,485 0.02 I 1,420 0.79 1,403 0.81 I 1,257 0.70 l,286 0.71 C 1,338 074 C 1,323 0.74 1,368 0.78 C 

1 Fury 7 , 200 7,520 1.54 F 7,200 8,394 1.17 8,451 1.17 8.055 1.12 8,089 1.12 8,248 1.15 F 0,130 1,13 F 8,298 1.15 7,054 1.10 F 

St 1 760 0,40 A 1 •00 892 0.56 864 0.55 754 0,47 001 0.50 824 0.52 A 835 0.52 A 842 0.53 870 0,54 A 

otal General Purpose Traffic 14 , 900 ¶4,510 0.07 0 14,900 15,526 1.04 15,514 1.04 15,010 1.01 14,152 0.95 E 14,002 0.99 14,616 0.90 14 , 054 1.00 14,695 029 E 

otal NOV Traffic NA NA NA NA 2,900 608 0.21 518 0.18 NA NA NA 4.4 NA 521 0.18 578 0.20 545 0.10 582 020 A 

otal Mana 	d Lane Traffic NA NA 516 NA 4 400 NA NA NA NA 1169 0.27 2041 0.46 A NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

Separate NOV lane and Zippe lane counts are no available at this location; CO ca. NOV and Zipper lane traffic volumes are estimated at this location. 
'Managed lane facility capacity estimated at 2,200 vehicles per lane per hour. 
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Alternative 3: Managed Lane 

The two Managed Lane Alternative options are expected to increase the volume of peak-
hour vehicles across the two key corridor sereenlines in the a.m. peak hour and have a 
minimal impact in reducing the volume in the p.m. peak hour (Table 3-11) as compared 
to the No Build Alternative. As such, the peak-hour peak-direction LOS for the two 
screenlines is projected to remain at LOS F under this alternative for general purpose 
traffic except at the Kapalama Canal sereenline in the p.m. peak hour which is projected 
to improve to LOS E. The managed lanes themselves are projected to be operating at 
levels of service ranging from LOS B to LOS D in the a.m. peak hour, and LOS A during 
the p.m. peak hour. The Two-direction Option is projected to result in a large decrease in 
both the a.m. and p.m. peak hour HOV volumes in the Zipper Lane due to a shift of this 
traffic to the managed lane. Both managed lane options are expected to result in lower 
volumes in the median HOV lane in the p.m. peak hour as compared to the No Build 
Alternative; hence improving HOV lane operations. 

Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 

Table 3-11 shows that all of the Fixed Guideway Alternative options, including the 20- 
mile Alignment, are expected to reduce the number of vehicles crossing these two key 
screenlines in the peak hours by anywhere from 3 to 12 percent as compared to the No 
Build Alternative. While this amount of volume decrease is significant and would reduce 
the WC ratios and hence the degree of congestion, due to the very high volumes 
anticipated for the corridor this reduction would not result in an improvement in the 
overall LOS in the a.m. peak hour. However, in the p.m. peak hour, LOS is projected to 
improve to LOS E at the Kapalama Canal screenline for three of the four fixed guideway 
options. 

Measures Taken to Minimize Uncertainties Associated with 
Transportation Analysis 

Potential risks associated with the transportation analysis have been identified and a 
number of measures to minimize them have been taken. The primary risk relates to the 
accuracy of the ridership forecasts. The level of projected ridership is key to whether a 
proposed project is viable from both a financial and political perspective. A commonly 
considered risk is that the projected levels of ridership will not be attained in reality. 
Factors that can influence this include the robustness of the travel demand forecasting 
process and the accuracy of the data input into the model—particularly the projections of 
the amount and location of future population and employment. Both of these factors 
have been considered and the following steps to minimize related risks have been taken: 

• The travel demand forecasting model has been reviewed and updated for use on the 
project. This includes incorporating guidelines and standards mandated by the FTA that 
have been implemented to produce reasonable and conservative ridership forecasts. One 
critical component of the model that was updated was the mode choice sub-model, which 
estimates which mode travelers will choose to use for a given trip in the future. The 
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revision of the model and the resulting forecast methodology have been reviewed and 
approved by FTA. 

• A comprehensive on-board transit survey was undertaken covering the entire TheBus 
system to obtain the most up-to-date information regarding how many people are 
currently using transit on Oahu, who they are, and why they use it. This information is 
critical in assessing future transit use on the island. 

• The population and employment forecasts are official OMPO projections. These 
forecasts were reviewed and updated specifically for this project to make certain that the 
most recent knowledge regarding development on the island is incorporated into the 
model. 

After taking these steps, the biggest single risk that could affect the accuracy of the 
ridership forecasts is the accuracy of the population and employment projections. 
External factors, such as a downturn in the economy, could affect whether the island will 
develop as planned. 

Conclusions Regarding Transportation 
Table 3-14 summarizes and compares the results for key measures for each of the 
alternatives analyzed in this chapter. The results can be summarized as follows. 

The only alternative that is expected to significantly affect transit mode share and attract 
additional transit riders is the Fixed Guideway Alternative. Of the Fixed Guideway 
options, the Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila alignment option is projected 
to attract the highest systemwide transit ridership. 

In regards to serving existing and future transit markets, the Fixed Guideway Alternative 
does the best job in accommodating both longer corridor transit trips, as well as the 
increase in commute trips to West O`ahu, which is expected to become much more 
pronounced in the future. Of the two Managed Lane options, the Two-direction Option 
best serves the increase in commute trips to West Oahu. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative most consistently results in improved transit travel 
times between key corridor origins and destinations. In many cases these travel times are 
equivalent to, or faster than, the same trip time made by private auto under No Build 
conditions—especially when considering park-and-ride trips. The Fixed Guideway 
Alternative also is expected to produce the most reliable travel times because the 
guideway would be in its own right-of-way separate from roadways and associated 
congestion. The managed lane options provide some travel-time improvements for 
selected origins and destinations well served by the facility, but in most cases the travel 
time savings experienced on the facility itself is offset by the increased congestion 
experienced accessing and egressing the facility. 

Traffic congestion on key corridor facilities is expected to continue to exist under all 
alternatives, particularly during the peak travel periods. However, systemwide vehicle 
hours of delay is projected to be significantly lower for the Fixed Guideway Alternative 
as compared to all other alternatives. The Managed Lane Alternative may reduce 
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congestion somewhat along the managed lane facility itself, but it creates additional 
congestion because of the volume of traffic increase wanting to access it; hence, very 
little positive change in systemwide vehicle hours of delay is projected. In addition, 
while all other alternatives have a minimal to negligible impact on peak-period traffic 
volumes in the corridor (in fact the managed lane options are expected to increase vehicle 
peak-hour volumes in the corridor), the Fixed Guideway Alternative is projected to 
reduce peak traffic volumes up to 12 percent in some areas. Most importantly, however, 
the Fixed Guideway Alternative provides a mobility option that the other alternatives do 
not, in that it gives users the opportunity to bypass the congestion that will occur on 
roadways throughout the study corridor. 
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Table 3-14. Summary of Transportation Effects 

Alternative 

Alternative '1: 2030 No Build 
No Build Alternative 

Measure 
Transit Mode Share 

Table 3-3 and Table 3-4 

Little change from 
existing 

Transit Ridership 
Table 3-7 

Keeps pace with 
projected 
population growth 

Ability to Serve Transit 
Markets 

Primarily attracts/serves shorter 
trips and transit-dependent 
trips. Does not serve increased 
commute to West Oahu well 

Transit Travel Times 
Table 3-6 

Transit travel times increase 
over existing, although HOV 
facility improvements 
reduce some travel times to 
the Leeward side. 

Roadway Impacts 
Table 3-10 to Table 3-13 

Significant increase in peak-hour volumes 
over existing (11 to 48%). Key corridor 
screenlines at LOS F. 44% increase over 
existing VHD. 

Alternative 2: 2030 TSM 
TSIVI Alternative Small increase over No 

Build 
Small increase 
(4.7%) over No 
Build 

Primarily attracts/serves shorter 
trips and transit-dependent 
trips. Does not serve increased 
commute to West Oahu well 

Some improvement in times 
over the No Build due to 
increased bus frequency. 

Negligible change in key screenline peak-
hour volumes. Screenlines at LOS F. 
Slight decrease in VHD (2,4%) from No 
Build. 

Alternative 3: 2030 Managed Lane 
Two-direction Option Small increase over No 

Build 
Small increase 
(6.4%) over No 
Build 

While serving slightly longer 
trips in comparison to No Build 
and TSM, both options still 
primarily attract/ serve shorter 
trips and transit-dependent 
trips, 
The Reversible Option does not 
serve increased commute to 
West O'ahu well 

Selected areas well served 
by managed lanes 
experience improved times, 
other areas stay the same 
or experience increased 
times. 

Peak-hour corridor volumes increase for 
a.m. peak hour as compared to No Build. 
Key sereenlines at LOS E or F. Slight 
VHD decrease (4.3%) from No Build for 
Two-Direction, negligible change for 
Reversible. Diversion of HOV traffic to the 
managed lanes results in some 
improvement in HOV and Zipper Lane 
operations. 

Reversible Option Small increase over No 
Build 

Small increase 
(5.3 %) over No 
Build 

Alternative 4: 2030 Fixed Guideway 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - 
North King - Hotel 

Substantial increase over 
No Build, especially for 
work trips 

Substantial 
increase (27%) 
over No Build 

Serves both long and short 
trips. Provides mobility around 
corridor 'pinch points." 
Accommodates increased 
commute to West Oahu 

Transit travel times between 
most key corridor locations 
improve. Travel time 
reliability is greatly 
improved due to use of 
separate right-of-way from 
the roadway system. However, substantial decrease in VHD 

 (18-21%) from No Build for Full-corridor 
 

Peak hour volumes decrease up to 12% in 
both peak periods, both directions. While 
volume reduction will provide some relief 
(particularly for the shoulder peak), peak-
hour peak-direction conditions will still be 
at LOS E or F for key corridor screenlines. 

Alignments, significant decrease (9%) for 
20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala 
Moana Center. 

Kamokila - Airport - 
Dillingham - King with a 
Waikiki Branch 

Substantial increase over 
No Build, especially for 
work trips 

Substantial 
increase (24%) 
over No Build 

Kalaeloa - Airport - 
Dillingham - Halekauwila 

Substantial increase over 
No Build, especially for 
work trips 

Substantial 
increase (27%) 
over No Build 

20-mile Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala Moana 
Center 

Substantial increase over 
No Build, especially for 
work tri•s 

Substantial 
increase (21%) 
over No Build 
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Chapter 4 	Environmental Consequences 
This chapter summarizes substantial evaluation of the environmental consequences for 
each alternative. The alternatives present a range of trade-offs within the various 
elements of the environment. The No Build and TSM Alternatives have the fewest 
physical impacts; however, they would require more operating energy and would 
generate more air and water pollution that the Fixed Guideway Alternative. With the 
Managed Lane and Fixed Guideway Alternatives, the environmental effects would vary 
by option or alignment selected. Additional details about the environmental consequences 
of the various alternatives may be found in Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project Alignment Environmental Consequences: Supporting Information (DTS, 2006f). 

Alternative 3: Managed Lane Alternative 
The Managed Lane Alternative would require a moderate number of displacements and 
would affect a moderate number of potentially historic structures as well as one 
recreational facility. It would generate the greatest amount of air pollution, require the 
greatest amount of energy for transportation use, and would result in traffic noise impacts 
to approximately 260 residences. It would provide little community benefit, as it would 
not provide substantially improved transit access to transit-dependent communities in the 
corridor. 

Up to 49 adjacent parcels could be affected by full or partial acquisition under this option 
(Table 4-1). Of this total, two parcels have been identified as residential, and as many as 
47 parcels with commercial/office and other uses would be affected. Where buildings are 
located on the affected parcels, displacements could occur. 

The Reversible Option would be narrower, creating less visual impact than the Two-
Direction Option; however, it also would have greater energy consumption, air pollution, 
and water pollution emissions. Overall, the differences in environmental effects between 
the two options are not sufficient to select one over the other. 

Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway Alternative 
The Fixed Guideway Alternative would require more displacements and affect more 
potentially historic structures than the other alternatives. It also would affect three park 
or recreational facilities. The number of transportation noise impacts would range 
between 200 and 580 residences, depending on the alignment selected. The Kalaeloa - 
Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila combination would have the fewest noise impacts of 
any possible combination of alignments. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative would generate the greatest environmental benefit for 
several elements of the environment. The impacts would vary substantially between 
alignments. The long-term environmental effects that differentiate each alignment are 
discussed by section below. Overall, there are trade-offs between the various alignments; 
however, two alignment options would have substantially greater environmental impacts 
than the other alignments within their section. In Section III, the Salt Lake Boulevard 
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alignment would cause a substantially greater number of noise impacts than any other 
alignment within the study corridor. In Section V, the Hotel Street/Kawaiaha`o 
Street/Kapi` olani Boulevard alignment would require more residential property 
acquisitions and have a greater potential to disturb cultural practices and burials than any 
other alignment. 

Table 4-1. Numbers of Parcels Affected (Full or Partial Acquisitions) 

Alternative 

Alternative 1: No Build 
No Build Alternative 
Alternative 2: Transportation System Management 

Parcels of All 	Residential 	Commercial/Office 
T 'es 1 	Parcels 	 Parcels 

0 	 0 

None identified 

49 	 30 

TSM Alternative 
Alternative 3: Managed Lane 

Two-Direction Option 
Reversible 0 ution 	 44 	 29 
Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway (Full-corridor Alignments by section) 

L Kapolei to Fort Weaver Road 
Kamokila Blvd./Farrin_gton Hwy. 22 0 3 
Kapolei Pwy./North-South Rd. 19 0 0 
Saratoga Ave./North-South Rd. 35 0 0 
Geiger Rd./Fort Weaver Rd. , 28 0 4 
II. Fort Weaver Road to Aloha Stadium 
Farrington Hvvy./Kamehameha Hwy. 14 2 4 
Ill. Aloha Stadium to Middle Street , 
Salt Lake Blvd. 24 1 12 
Mauka of the Airport Viaduct 33 0 20 
Makai of the Airport Viaduct 49 0 37 
Aolele St. 15 0 

— 
IV. Middle Street to Iwilei , 
North King St 37 2 6 
Dillingham Blvd. 39 1 22 
V. Iwilei to UH Manoa 

Beretania St./South King St. 36 3 22 
Hotel St./Kawaiaha'o St/Kapi`olani Blvd. 83 11 58 
King St./Waimanu St/Kaprolani Blvd. 36 9 62 
Nimitz Hwy./Queen St/Kapi`olani Blvd. 63 8 47 
Nimitz Hwy./Halekauwila St/Kapi'olani Blvd. 77 9 51 
WailaT Branch 16 1 

- 	10 
Total for 20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to 

, Ala Moana Center 
139 7 72 

'Parcels of all types is greater than the sum of the other columns because it also includes parcels with governmental or utility 
company ownership that are not currently transportation right-of-way. 

Land use effects could be substantial within one-half mile of certain station locations 
along the four alignment options being considered for the Fixed Guideway Alternative. 
This radius is within walking distance to a station, and the new transit service would 
increase mobility and accessibility. These changes would affect land values and increase 
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the potential for real estate development investments and transit-oriented development. 
Transit-oriented development includes the following elements: 

• Moderate to higher density uses 
• Within easy walk to and from the station 
• Mix of uses 
• Pedestrian-oriented 
• New construction or redevelopment 
• Generates transit ridership. 

The parcels that would be affected by the Fixed Guideway Alternative would vary 
according to the alignment selected within each section (Table 4-1). The 20-mile 
Alignment would affect seven residential parcels in Sections II and V of the corridor. 

Visual impacts for the Fixed Guideway Alternative would be less than those for the 
Managed Lane Alternative in areas where both alternatives would include structures, but 
the Fixed Guideway Alternative would extend beyond the area of the Managed Lane 
Alternative. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative would generate the least air and water pollution and 
would require the least energy for transportation. It would provide improved connections 
between communities, employment, and services in the corridor. 

Section 1. Kapolei to Fort Weaver Road 

Overall, fewer social and environmental impacts would occur in Section I than in other 
portions of the corridor. The Kapolei Parkway/North-South Road and Saratoga 
Avenue/North-South Road alignment would better support planned land use because they 
would serve a greater portion of the future population. The Saratoga Avenue/North-
South Road alignment would have the fewest noise impacts. The alignments are not 
greatly differentiated by other elements of the environment. 

Section IL Fort Weaver Road to Aloha Stadium 

Transportation noise impacts to approximately 150 residences are anticipated in this 
portion of the corridor. 

Section 111. Aloha Stadium to Middle Street 

The Salt Lake Boulevard alignment would serve more residents than the other three 
alignments; however, it would serve fewer jobs. Fewer parcels would be affected by the 
Salt Lake Boulevard and Adele Street alignments than the other alignments (Table 4-1). 
The Makai of the Airport Viaduct and Aolele Street alignments would each cross a 
portion of Ke`ehi Lagoon Park near H-1. The greatest number of noise impacts within 
the entire study corridor would occur along the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment. More 
potential contaminated sites would be crossed by the Mauka of the Airport Viaduct 
alignment than with any of the other alignments. 
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Section IV. Middle Street to Iwilei 

The North King Street alignment would serve more residents than the Dillingham 
alignment; however, it would serve fewer jobs, The Dillingham alignment would require 
more parcel acquisitions; however, fewer would be residential parcels (Table 4-1). More 
noise impacts would occur with the North King Street alignment. Thirty-three potentially 
historic properties are located along the North King Street alignment compared to 12 
along Dillingham Boulevard. 

Section V. Iwilei to UH Manoa 

The Beretania Street/South King Street alignment would serve the fewest residents and 
jobs. The Hotel Street/Kawaiaha`o Street/Kapi`olani Boulevard alignment would require 
acquisition of the greatest number of residential parcels of any alignment within the study 
corridor (Table 4-1). Noise impacts would be greater along the Waikiki Branch than at 
any other alignment in Section V, but would be fewer than with the Salt Lake Boulevard 
or North King Street alignments in other sections. Noise impacts also would occur along 
the South King Street and Queen Street alignments. A greater number of cultural 
practices could be affected and the greatest number of burials compared to any alignment 
within the study corridor could be disturbed by the Hotel Street/Kawaiaha`o 
Street/Kapi olani Boulevard alignment. 

Uncertainties Associated with Environmental Resources 
Project risks related to environmental resources may affect costs, schedule, and possibly 
alignment or design options. Encountering unanticipated contaminated sites could 
require soil or groundwater cleanup that would slow the project schedule and increase the 
project cost. Encountering a threatened or endangered species, such as Abutilon 
menziesii in Section I of the Fixed Guideway Alternative, would require development and 
implementation of a habitat conservation plan, affecting the project schedule. The 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project would attempt to work within or 
append to the plan that already has been developed by HDOT. 

Any use of parklands or historic resources would require compliance with Section 4(f) of 
the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966. This would require engineering 
evaluation to determine if avoidance is possible, which could increase the cost of the 
alternative or create other environmental impacts. 

1 

Encountering burials or archeological resources during construction can cause 
construction delays. This risk may be reduced by avoiding cut-and-cover tunneling, 
minimizing ground disturbance, and conducting sub-surface investigation of areas where 
resources are likely to be encountered. 

Visual impacts and noise are issues of frequent concern to the public. While there are no 
legal regulations beyond the National Environmental Policy Act pertaining to addressing 
these issues, how they are addressed may affect overall public sentiment related to the 
project. Design decisions to minimize noise and to match the project to the visual 
character of its surroundings can be effective in garnering community support. 
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Chapter 5 	 Financial Feasibility Analysis 
This chapter compares relative costs among the alternatives and evaluates their financial 
feasibility. The details of the financial information will continue to be refined once the 
LPA is selected and as it advances through planning and development. Project cost 
estimates become more reliable as the project scope is defined in greater detail and 
funding strategies become more certain. Consistent with the other technical components 
of the FTA's project development process. the level of the financial analysis increases as 
the work moves from a relatively broad comparison of alternatives (as in an alternatives 
analysis) to preliminary and final engineering. 

Capital Costs 

Estimation Methods 
The AA cost estimates were developed using FTA's capital cost format, the Standard 
Cost Categories (SCC). The SCC establishes a consistent foiinat for estimating capital 
costs for FTA New Starts projects. The SCC is structured to accommodate all possible 
project elements in the following 10 categories: 

10: Guideway and Track Elements 

20: Stations, Stops, Terminals, Inteimodal Facilities 

30: Support Facilities: Yards, Shops, Administration Buildings 

40: Site Work & Special Conditions 

50: Systems 

60: Right-of-Way, Land, Existing Improvements 

70: Vehicles 

80: Professional Services (soft costs) 

90: Unallocated Contingency 

100: Finance Charges (derived from the project's financial plan). 

Initially, unit costs for specific items were established. Examples of these items include 
"trench excavation" (per cubic yard), "labor to install direct fixation rail (excluding 
welds)" (per track foot), "lighting, aerial guideway" (per linear foot), and "fare 
collection" (per station). These unit costs were used throughout the cost-estimating 
process to provide uniformity and comparability of cost estimates for all alternatives. 

The cost estimates include a variety of contingencies. The design/estimating construction 
contingency percentages for design elements are inversely proportional to the level of 
design detail for each element because uncertainties in the project implementation 
decrease as the level of design increases. Other contingencies incorporated into the cost 
estimates include a change order contingency, vehicle contingency, right-of-way 
contingency, and project reserve contingency. 
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All construction and capital costs are expressed in 2006 dollars (dollar value as of fourth- 
quarter 2006). Unit costs were developed from HDOT cost data or other historical 
sources from other systems throughout the country. When cost data from sources outside 
of Hawaii were used, adjustments were made, as needed, using historic state adjustment 
factors, such as those used in the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Civil Works 
Construction Cost Index System. 

Capital Cost Estimates by Alternative 

Table 5-1 presents the capital cost estimates for each of the alternatives. Included are the 
costs of implementing each major investment alternative (including construction, 
systems, vehicles, right-of-way, contingencies, and soft costs), as well as the costs 
associated with providing bus services. Financing costs are not included. 

Table 5-1. Capital Cost Estimates (millions 2006 dollars) 

Alternative 

Major 
Investment 

Facility 
Capital 
Costs l  

Bus Capital Costs 

Total 
Capital 
Costs 

2030 
Bus 

Fleet 2 

Bus Replace- 
ments Prior 

to 2030 

HandiVan 
Vehicle 
Replace- 

ments 
Bus 

Facilities 

Alternative 1: No Build 
No Build Alternative 318 227 69 46 660 
Alternative 2: Transportation System Management 
TSM Alternative - 384 260 69 143 856 
Alternative 3: Managed Lane 
Two-Direction Option 3,770 431 263 69 194 4,727 
Reversible O•tion 
Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 

2,570 467 269 69 226 3,601 

Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - 
North King - Hotel 

4,730 243 216 69 43 5,301 

Kamokila - Airport - 
Dillingham - King with a 
Waikiki Branch 

5,510 241 212 69 43 6,075 

K laeloa - Airpo 	- 
Dillingham - Halekauwila 

4,620 249 213 69 43 5,194 

20-mile Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala Moana 
Center 

3,600 275 205 69 43 4,192 

Finance charges are not included. 
2  The expenditure needed to purchase the forecast year 2030 fleet for each alternative. 

Capital costs for the Fixed Guideway Alternative would include both costs for the fixed 
guideway transit system (guideway, systems, vehicles, etc.) and the cost of the assumed 
bus system (Table 5-1). Estimated costs for the fixed guideway system, in 2006 dollars, 
would range between $3.6 billion, for the 20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala Moana 
Center, and $5.5 billion for the Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a Waikiki 
Branch alignment. The cost would vary by alignment within each section (Table 5-2). 
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Table 5-2. Capital Cost Estimates of the Fixed Guideway Alternative Alig -nments 

Section and Au snment 
Capital Cost (millions of 

2006 dollars 1  
Cost common to all alignments _ 480 — 
I. Kapolei to Fort Weaver Road 
Kamokila Boulevard/Farrington Highway 670 
Kayolei Parkway/North-South Road 790 
Saratota Avenue/North-South Road 820 
Gel.- r Road/Fort Weaver Road 850 
II. Fort Weaver Road to Aloha Stadium 
Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Hi2hway 1 990 
In. Aloha Stadium to Middle Street 
Salt Lake Boulevard 580 
Mauka of the Airport Viaduct 680 
Makai of the Airport Viaduct 820 

Street .. Aolele 690 — 
IV. Middle Street to Iwilei , 
North Kin • Street 4502  
Dillingham Boulevard 400 
V. lwilei to UK Manoa 
Beretania Street/South King Street 1,340 
Hotel Street/Kawaiaha'o Street/Kapi`olani Boulevard 1,4804  
Kin. Street/Waimanu Street/Ka "olani Boulevard 1,900 
Nimitz Hi shwa /Queen Street /Ka* 'o ani Boulevard 1,150 
Nirnitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapi'olani Boulevard 1,230 
Waikiki Branch 350 	 . 

1 Finance charges are not included. 

2Connecting from Salt Lake Boulevard to North King Street would reduce this value to $400 million. 
3Connecting from North King Street to Beretania Street would reduce this value to $1.12 billion. 
4Connecting from North King Street to Hotel Street would reduce this value to $t45 billion. 
5Conneding from North King Street to Nimitz Highway would increase this value to $1.24 billion. 

Operating and Maintenance Costs 
Estimation Methods 

Detailed bus budgetary and operating data were obtained from 0`ahu Transit Services for 
FY 04-05, and the associated unit costs were developed for that year. These costs were 
escalated to standardize bus costs in 2006 dollars. 

Unit costs for the fixed guideway operation and maintenance (O&M) cost model were 
developed using data from FTA's National Transit Database by assigning driving 
variables to line item object class expenses. Sacramento's Regional Transit District light 
rail system was deteinined to be representative of the fixed guideway service, and 2003 
to 2004 light rail cost data from that system were used to develop fixed guideway unit 
costs. The costs were escalated to standardize fixed guideway costs in 2006 dollars and 
further adjusted upward to account for higher costs in Honolulu, as compared to the 
Sacramento area. 

Peak operating fleet sizes were determined from the operating plans for each alternative. 
The total fixed guideway fleet size is based on limiting the average annual vehicle 
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mileage to 80,000, and is calculated by dividing the annual revenue vehicle miles by this 
number. 

Transit Operating and Maintenance Cost Estimates by Alternative 

Table 5-3 presents estimated year 2030 transit operating and maintenance costs for each 
alternative in 2006 dollars. Operating costs in 2030 for the No Build Alternative are 
estimated to be approximately $192 million. This compares to current operating costs for 
the existing bus system of about $132 million. The increase would result from expansion 
of the bus system, including the use of more articulated vehicles, to continue to meet 
current service levels with increased demand and roadway congestion. 

Table 5-3. Estimated Year 2030 Annual Transit Operating and Maintenance Costs 
(millions 20(16 dollars) 

Alternative 

Alternative 1: No Build 

No Build Alternative 

Alternative 2: Transportation System Management 
TSM Alternative 

Alternative 3: Managed Lane 
Two-Direction Option 

Bus O&M 
Cost 

191.9 

234.2 

250.9  
261.1 

169.3 

Fixed 
Guideway 
O&M Cost 

.1111111111 

IIIIIIIIIIIII 

IIIIIIIIIIIII 

78.9 

Total O&M 
Cost 

191.9 

234.2 

250.9 

261.1 

248.2 

Reversible Option 

Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel 

Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a Waikiki 
Branch 

168.7 79.9 248.6 

Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila 173.0 83.1 256.1 

20-mile Alignment East Kapoiei to Ala Moana Center 189.2 61.4 250.6 

The estimated operating costs for the TSM Alternative would be approximately $42 
million greater than for the No Build Alternative, reflecting the higher level of bus 
service. Transit operating costs for the Managed Lane Alternative would range between 
approximately $251 and $261 million as a result of additional buses that would be put in 
service under that alternative. 

Estimated operating costs for the Fixed Guideway Alternative would range between 
approximately $248 and $256 million, The bus operating cost would be greatest for the 
20-mile Alignment East Kapolei - Ala Moana Center because more buses would be 
required for that option than for the Full-corridor Alignments. Overall, bus operating 
costs would be less for the Fixed Guideway Alternative than for the other alternatives. 
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Proposed Funding Sources 
Sources of Project Capital 

Funding sources for capital investments include a State General Excise and Use Tax 
(GET) surcharge, City general obligation bonds, and FTA funds. In addition, other 
potential sources are discussed in a later section of this chapter. 

General Excise and Use Tax Surcharge 

A 0.5 percent surcharge on the GET will be levied on transactions generated in the City 
and County of Honolulu from January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2022. The State Council 
on Revenues' May 2006 forecast of GET revenues from Fiscal Years 2006-2007 to 2012- 
2013 was used in conjunction with a baseline historical trend in developing a forecast for 
this revenue source. Table 5-4 presents the estimated annual GET surcharge revenues for 
three scenarios, net of a 10 percent reduction from the State for tax collection and 
administration purposes. The "Trend Forecast" is a statistical projection based on 
historical GET collections for 0' ahu. The second scenario, "Council on Revenues 1," is 
based on the Council on Revenues' GET forecast through June 30, 2013, with a growth 
stabilized to historical levels through 2022. The "Council on Revenues 2" scenario is the 
Council on Revenues' GET forecast through June 30, 2013, with sustained growth at the 
2007 to 2013 levels through 2022. 

The State legislation establishing the GET surcharge limits the expenditure of monies 
collected to operating or capital costs of a locally preferred alternative for a mass transit 
project. The funds cannot be used to build or repair public roads or highways, bicycle 
paths, or support public transportation systems existing as of July 2005. Accordingly, 
under current law, the GET surcharge can be expended on the Fixed Guideway 
Alternative but cannot be used for existing transit services for the No Build and TSM 
Alternatives or to construct the Managed Lane Alternative. 

City General Obligation Bonds 

The City issues general obligation bonds to construct bus facilities and to purchase 
equipment and rolling stock. General obligation bonds are direct obligations of the City 
for which its full faith and credit are pledged. This source can be used by all alternatives, 
but expenditures are subject to appropriation by the Honolulu City Council. 

FTA Section 5309 New Starts Program (49 U.S.C. Section 5309) 

The New Starts program provides funds for construction of new fixed guideway systems 
or extensions to existing fixed guideway systems costing at least $250 million. A fixed 
guideway refers to any transit facility that uses exclusive or controlled rights-of-way or 
rails, entirely or in part. 

Eligible purposes for these funds include light rail line, rapid rail (heavy rail), commuter 
rail, automated fixed guideway system (such as a "people mover"), a busway/HOV 
facility, or an extension of any of these. Also, New Starts projects can involve the 
development of transit corridors and markets to support the eventual construction of fixed 
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guideway systems, including the construction of park-and-ride lots and the purchase of 
land to protect rights-of-way. 

Table 5-4. GET Surcharge Revenues for Three Growth Scenarios 2007-2022 

Calendar 
Year 

Trend Forecast Council on Revenues 1 Council on Revenues 2 
Net 

Revenues 
(2006 $ M) 

Net 
Revenues 
(YOE 1  $ M) 

Net 
Revenues 
(2006 $ M) 

Net 
Revenues 
(YOE $ M) , 

Net 
Revenues 
(2006 $ NI) 

Net 
Revenues 
(YOE $ M) 

2007 154 162 164 172 164 172 
2008 155 169 170 185 170 185 
2009 156 175 175 196 175 196 
2010 157 181 178 206 178 206 
2011 158 188 181 216 181 216 
2012 159 195 185 227 185 227 
2013 161 203 187 236 190 240 
2014 162 211 189 246 195 253 
2015 164 220 191 256 200 267 
2016 166 229 193 267 205 283 
2017 168 239 195 278 210 299 
2018 170 249 198 289 215 316 
2019 172 259 200 301 221 333 
2020 173 269 202 314 227 352 
2021 175 280 204 327 233 372 
2022 177 292 206 340 239 393 
TOTAL 2,626 3,520 3,018 4,056 3,185 4,310 
YOE year of expenditure 

Only the Fixed Guideway Alternative would be eligible for New Starts funding. The No 
Build and TSM Alternatives would not be eligible because they do not entail construction 
of a fixed guideway facility. The Managed Lane Alternative would not be eligible for 
New Starts funding because of use by toll-paying single-occupancy vehicles, which are 
excluded from the statutory definition of "fixed guideway" (49 USC Section 5302). 

Projects become candidates for funding under this program by successfully completing 
the appropriate steps in FTA' s major capital investment planning and project 
development process. Projects must also meet certain project justification and financial 
commitment criteria specified in law and regulation. Funding allocation 
recommendations are made by FTA in an annual report to Congress. For this report, a 
funding level between $800 million and $1,200 million in YOE dollars was assumed to 
be reasonable and plausible. 

Sources for System Capital Replacement and Operating and Maintenance (O&M) 
Expenses 

Establishing that the initial capital expenses of a particular alternative can be funded does 
not necessarily imply that the long-term operating and maintenance and capital 
replacement expenses also can be funded. The feasibility of sustaining the investment in 
an alternative during and after the implementation period was also assessed. 
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Honolulu currently receives the following sources of Federal funding for transit: 

• Section 5307 Urbanized Area Formula Program 
• Section 5309 Capital Investment Grants and Loans - Rail and Fixed Guideway 

Modernization Program 
• Section 5309 Bus and Bus Facilities Discretionary Funds. 

FTA Urbanized Area Formula Program (49 USC Section 5307) 

FTA Section 5307 funds are apportioned on the basis of legislative formulae. For areas 
of 50,000 to 199,999 in population, the foimula is based on population and population 
density. For areas with populations of 200,000 and more, the formula is based on a 
combination of bus revenue vehicle miles, bus passenger miles, fixed guideway revenue 
vehicle miles, and fixed guideway route miles, as well as population and population 
density. The City is the designated recipient for Section 5307 funds apportioned to the 
Honolulu urbanized area and to the Kailua-Kaneohe urbanized area. 

Activities eligible for Section 5307 funds include planning, engineering design, and 
evaluation of transit projects and other technical transportation-related studies; capital 
investments in bus and bus-related activities, such as replacement of buses, overhaul of 
buses, rebuilding of buses, crime prevention and security equipment, and construction of 
maintenance and passenger facilities; capital investments in new and existing fixed 
guideway systems; and preventative maintenance. 

The Section 5307 apportionment amounts for 2007 to 2009 reflect FTA's estimates net of 
an annual $1 million transfer to the State of Hawaii for its vanpool program. For 2010 to 
2022, the apportionment amounts are assumed to grow at an annual rate of 2.1%, 
consistent with the Congressional Budget Office forecast of the Highway Trust Fund 
revenues through 2016. This growth rate was assumed to remain the same from 2016 to 
2022. In addition to this base growth rate, each alternative is likely to increase the 
formula amount of Section 5307 funding as a result of an improved level of service, e.g. 
more bus or fixed guideway passenger miles. Section 5307 funds can he used for all cost 
elements of the No Build, TSM, and Fixed Guideway Alternatives, and bus and related 
bus facility elements of the Managed Lane Alternative. 

FTA Transit Capital Investment Program (49 USC Section 5309) 

The transit capital investment program (49 USC 5309) provides capital assistance for 
three primary activities: 

• New and replacement buses and facilities 
• Modernization of existing rail systems 
• New fixed guideway systems and extensions to fixed guideway systems. 

Bus and Bus Capital Program 

Bus Capital Program funds are allocated at the discretion of the Secretary of the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, although Congress fully earmarks all available funding. 
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Eligible purposes include: acquisition of buses for fleet and service expansion; bus 
maintenance and administrative facilities; transfer facilities; bus malls; transportation 
centers; intermodal terminals; park-and-ride stations; acquisition of replacement vehicles; 
bus rebuilds; bus preventative maintenance; passenger amenities such as passenger 
shelters and bus stop signs; accessory and miscellaneous equipment such as mobile radio 
units; supervisory vehicles; fareboxes; and computers, shop and garage equipment. The 
bus-related elements of all the alternatives are eligible for Bus Capital funds, if so 
allocated by Congress. 

The discretionary nature of this program makes the level of funding difficult to predict, as 
it is subject to Congressional earmarking. Future allocations were forecast using the 
City's historical 10-year growth rate in bus and bus capital funding of 4.8 percent 

Rail and Fixed Guideway Modernization (FGM) Program 

A fixed guideway refers to any transit service that uses exclusive or controlled rights-of- 
way or rails, entirely or in part. The term includes that portion of motor bus service 
operated on exclusive or controlled rights-of-way and HOV lanes. 

Eligible purposes include capital projects to modernize or improve fixed guideway 
systems (e.g., purchase and rehabilitation of rolling stock, track, line equipment, 
structures, signals and communications, power equipment and substations, passenger 
stations and terminals, security equipment and systems, maintenance facilities and 
equipment, operational support equipment, including computer hardware and software, 
system extensions, and preventative maintenance). All alternatives would be eligible for 
FGM funds. 

FGM funds are apportioned using a formula containing seven tiers, and the City's 
apportionment is based on bus service operating on the Fort Street Transit Mall and HOV 
lanes. FGM apportionment amounts for 2007 to 2009 reflect FTA's estimates. For 2010 
to 2022, the apportionment amounts are assumed to grow at an annual rate of 2.1%, 
consistent with the Congressional Budget Office forecast of the Highway Trust Fund 
revenues through 2016, extended through 2022. As with the Section 5307 formula funds, 
the implementation of an alternative would lead to an increase in the formula 
apportionment amount due to the improved level of service. 

Growth in Federal Funding Due to Project Implementation 

Each of the four alternatives studied in the AA would have some incremental effect on 
the amount of funding that Honolulu receives from these sources. In the case of the 
Section 5307 Urbanized Area Formula program and the Section 5309 Fixed Guideway 
Modernization program, an expansion of the parameters considered in the calculation of 
funding would result in increased assistance for Honolulu, subject to a growing national 
authorization for these programs. In the case of the Section 5309 Bus Discretionary 
program, added buses or bus-related improvements do not necessarily correspond to 
increases in the FTA contribution. Table 5-5 shows the 2007 and 2030 FTA revenue 
expectations for each alternative. 
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Table 5-5. Expected FTA Revenues by Alternative in 2007 and 2030 (in millions of 
ear of expenditure dollar - 

Alternative 
20-mile 

Alignment 
East 

Kapolei to 
Managed Ala Moana Full-corridor 

Year Source No Build TSM Lane Center Ali inments 

5307 26 26 26 26 26 

FY 5309 FGM 1 1 1 1 1 
2007 5309 Bus 8 8 8 8 8 

_. TOTAL 35 	_ _ 35 35 35 36 

5307 58 60 59 79 101 
FY 5309 FGM 2 2 2 35 48 

2030 5309 Bus 23 23 23 23 23 
TOTAL 83 85 84 137 172 

City and County Revenue Sources 

The City's contribution to transit O&M is funded using local revenues from the General 
and Highway Funds. During the 1994 to 2005 period, revenues from these two local 
sources total a combined $8.4 billion, of which $920 million (11 percent) has gone to 
transit. During this period, the General Fund and Highway Fund grew at a real annual 
rate (net of inflation) of 0.65%. This growth rate is assumed to continue through the 
analysis period. 

The City provides the local match to federal funds for capital replacement and expansion 
from the Highway Improvement Bond Fund. 

Additional Sources 

The discussion above focuses on sources that are the most likely to have the largest 
impact on the feasibility of the project alternatives. However, other sources for both 
project capital and ongoing expenses can be sought as additional revenues, if needed. 
These additional sources include, on the project capital side, additional local taxes not yet 
passed for transit use, private real-estate-related sources, such as Tax Increment 
Financing, Benefit Assessment Districts, and Developer Mitigation Fees, as well as 
bonding against future user fees for the Managed Lane Alternative. On the ongoing 
funding side, increases in fares and other user fees and increases in local taxes could be 
used to fund any shortage in the City's transit budget. These sources have not yet been 
explored to determine their applicability to the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project; therefore their impact at this time is unquantifiable. 

Financing Options 

There are a range of options for financing a capital-intensive transit project, from relying 
on the City's current GO bonding capacity to selling debt instruments leveraging future 
GET surcharge collections and New Starts contributions. The City and County of 
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Honolulu currently issues General Obligation (GO) debt for the benefit of transit. 
Though GO debt capacity for this use is currently constrained by current obligations, 
given affordability guidelines, it is reasonable to assume that the capacity for future GO 
debt would increase if GET surcharge revenues are received, thereby enabling GO 
bonding for the project. Another option would be the issuance of revenue bonds backed 
only by future GET surcharge collections. 

Assessment of Financial Feasibility of the Alternatives 
Financial Feasibility of Major Capital Investment 

No Build and TSM Alternatives 

The No Build and TSM Alternatives correspond essentially to an improvement in bus 
service. Therefore, their relative capital cost is not differentiated from the ongoing bus 
replacement, and expansion capital cost and financial feasibility will be determined in the 
context of ongoing systemwide capital needs discussed below. 

Managed Lane Alternative 

The Managed Lane Alternative is not eligible for GET surcharge revenues. Therefore, 
the financial feasibility of the capital investment has to be assessed using existing local 
funding in the form of GO Bonds, as well as toll revenues from users of the managed lane 
facility. Since the Reversible Option is the lesser cost option and its transportation 
performance is similar to that of the Two-Direction Option, the financial feasibility 
analysis for the Managed Lane Alternative focuses on the Reversible Option. 

The Managed Lane Alternative generates revenue from tolls paid by vehicles using the 
facility. The toll rates would be set at such a level as to manage vehicular demand to 
maintain operating conditions at a speed of 50 mph or better. For year 2030, peak period 
toll rates are estimated to be $6.40 for the Reversible Option, in 2006 dollars. In off-peak 
times, the toll rates are estimated to be $2.85 for the Reversible Option, in 2006 dollars. 
On an average weekday in 2030, 14,660 toll-paying vehicles are estimated to use the 
facility in the peak period; 940 vehicles in the off-peak period. This is estimated to yield 
approximately $29 million in annual toll revenue, in 2006 dollars. The cost of operating 
and maintaining the toll facilities is estimated to be $7.6 million, for net revenues of 
$21.4 million, in 2006 dollars, and $43.4 in YOE dollars. 

Table 5-6 shows sources and uses of funds for the financing of the Reversible Option. 
The alternative has an estimated capital cost of $2.57 billion in 2006 dollars. In Year of 
Expenditure dollars, the estimated amount is $3.27 billion. Since no toll revenues would 
be obtained until after the managed lane facility is in operation, the City would need to 
issue bonds with the net toll revenues as a first pledge, along with other City tax 
revenues. That decision would have cost and policy implications that go beyond the 
scope of the present study. The City's debt policy and affordability guidelines imply a 
stringent limit on annual debt service, and preliminary analysis of outstanding debt as of 
August 2005 suggests that there is only a limited amount of room left for incremental 
debt issuance beyond the current level. Going beyond that level risks a potential credit 
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rating downgrade, incurring a higher interest cost not only for the project itself, but for 
any other city project funded by GO Bonds. 

Table 5-6. Sources and Uses of Funds for the Managed Lane Reversible Option 

_ 2006$ M YOE 1 $ M 

Net Toll Revenues 664 1,524 
Other Sources 3,020 5,220 
Total Revenues 3,684 6,744 , 

Capital Costs 2,572 3,267 
Financing Costs 1,112 3,477 
Total Costs 3,684 6,744 	* 
'YOE - year of expenditure 
Amounts may not add up due to rounding. 

Assuming that the full cost of the Managed Lane - Reversible Option is financed with 30- 
year bonds with an interest rate of 5.5%, principal and interest payments over the term of 
the loan period would total approximately $6.74 billion in YOE dollars. The debt service 
payment, in FY 2030, would be approximately $225 million in YOE dollars. Estimated 
net toll revenues in 2030 would be approximately $43 million in YOE dollars, leaving a 
balance of over $180 million to be paid from other City sources. Over the life of the 
loans, through 2047, net toll revenues are anticipated to pay for approximately 23 percent 
($1,524 million) of the total debt service, and the remaining 77 percent ($5,220 million) 
would be paid from the General Fund or Highway Fund. 

Fixed Guideway Alternative 

The financial feasibility of two Fixed Guideway alignments has been explored: the 
lowest cost Full-corridor Alignment, the Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila 
alignment, and the 20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center. 

The financial feasibility analysis assumed that debt financing would be limited to meeting 
the needs of the peak years of project construction when yearly costs would exceed 
revenues available from the GET surcharge and federal sources. A generic limited-
duration loan debt structure was modeled with interest rate assumptions based on a tax-
exempt coupon equivalent to six percent. The six percent interest rate is based on four 
percent insured tax-exempt security as of October 2, 2006, plus 100 basis points 
accounting for future increases in interest rates and 100 basis points for other fees. For 
the alternative that is eligible for GET surcharge revenues, funds at the beginning of the 
project, when in excess of project costs, are entered into a trust or savings account in 
which they earn interest based on the prevailing savings rate, assumed to be five percent. 
The five percent interest rate corresponds to the U.S. Treasury interest rate on two-year 
notes as of October 2006. As project expenses net of New Starts contributions 
commence, the trust account is depleted to meet these expenses, after which point the 
loan facility is drawn against. The financial feasibility of the project alternative is 
demonstrated in cases where the loan is fully repaid using GET surcharge revenues by 
2022, the last authorized year of collection. 
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Table 5-7 and Table 5-8 show sources and uses of funds for the financing of the Full-
corridor Alignment and the 20-mile Alignment, assuming the different GET surcharge 
revenue scenarios, described previously. Table 5-7 shows that for all three scenarios 
GET surcharge revenues and $1.2 Billion (YOE $) in New Starts funds would be 
insufficient to fund the Full-corridor Alignment project. Other sources of revenue would 
be needed, in addition. Table 5-8 shows that for both Council on Revenues scenarios, 
GET surcharge revenues and New Starts funds of less than $1.2 Billion would be 
sufficient to fund the 20-mile Alignment project. Additional revenue would be needed in 
the case of the Trend Forecast scenario. 

Table 5-7. Sources and Uses of Funds - Full-corridor Alignment 

Trend Forecast 
Council on 
Revenues 'I 

Council on 
Revenues 2 

2006 $M * YOE 1  $M 2006 $M YOE $M 2006 $M YOE $M 
Total Net GET Surcharge Revenues 2,626 3,520 3,018 4,056 3,185 4,310 
New Starts Funds 933 1,200 934 1,200 934 1,200 
Other Sources 1,234 1,586 860 1,106 717 922 
Total Revenues 4,793 _ 	6,306 4,812 6,362 4,836 6,432 
Fixed Guideway Capital Cost 4,621 5,943 4,621 5,943 4,621 5,943 
Net Interest Costs 172 363 191 418 216 488 
Total Cost 4,793 _ 	6,306 4,812 6,362 4,836 . 6,432 
YOE - year of expenditure 

Amounts may not add up due to rounding. 

Table 5-8. Sources and Uses of Funds - 20-mile Alignment 

Trend Forecast 
Council on 
Revenues 1 

Council on 
Revenues 2 

2006 $M YOE 1  $M 2006 $M YOE $M 2006 $M YOE $M 

Total Net GET Surcharge Revenues 2,626 3,520 3,018 4,056 3,185 4,310 
New Starts Funds 948 1,200 802 1,015 662 837 
Other Sources 223 282 0 0 0 0 
Total Revenues 3,797 5,002 3,820 5,071 3,847 5,147 
Fixed Guideway Capital Cost 3,605 4,559 3,605 4,559 3,605 4,559 
Net Interest Costs 192 443 216 511 243 587 

) Total Cost 3,797  5,002 3,820 5,071 3,847 5,147 
'YOE - year of expenditure 
Amounts may not add up due to rounding. 

Cash Flow Table 

An example of financing using a generic limited-duration loan debt structure is presented 
in Table 5-9. A cash flow table through 2022 is presented for the 20-mile Alignment 
East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center, with the Council on Revenue 1 revenue scenario. As 
shown, in 2007 and 2008 funds from the GET surcharge and ETA New Starts are greater 
than are needed for project expenditures, so the balance is deposited into a savings 
account. The savings account balance is drawn down over the following three years, 
2009 to 2011. The total Transfer from Savings amount, $320 million, exceeds the 
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Deposit to Savings amount, $284 million, reflecting $36 million in interest earnings. 
Beginning in 2011, through 2016, loan proceeds of $1,378 million are used to supplement 
other revenue sources in completing the project. The loan principal is repaid in the 
period from 2017 to 2022. Financing costs are paid during the 2012 to 2022 period. 
These financing costs of $547 million, less the $36 million in interest earnings described 
above, total a net interest cost of $511, as shown in Table 5-8. 

Financial Feasibility of the Capital Replacement and Operating Needs 

Table 5-5 showed the estimated amount of Federal funds expected from the Section 5307 
Urbanized Area Formula program, the Section 5309 Fixed Guideway Modernization 
program, and the Section 5309 Bus Discretionary program. These funds would be 
sufficient to meet expected bus replacement and capital expansion needs for all 
alternatives 

Section 5307 funds are assumed to be used in priority for capital needs. Any surplus is 
then used for preventative maintenance, which is budgeted as an operating expense. 

Four main sources of revenues are assumed in the financial feasibility assessment of the 
operating outlays: 

• Fare box revenues 
• Non-fare revenues, such as advertising and rental income 
• FTA 5307 formula funds (for preventative maintenance) 
• City operating support for Transit O&M. 

Fare revenues were estimated by multiplying the current average fare, adjusted for 
inflation, by the number of expected riders. Table 5-10 shows the expected fare box 
recovery ratio for each alternative for FY 2007 and FY 2030. A City Council policy 
requires that the bus fare box recovery ratio is maintained between 27 and 33 percent of 
the total annual operating costs. As shown in the table, the TSM Alternative and the 
Managed Lane Alternative would not achieve this policy in FY 2030. The fare level 
could be raised and this could result in some temporary loss of patronage. 

Non-fare revenues include advertising revenues and rental income. They were set to 
equal 1 percent of the annual fare revenues in order to reflect the synergy between the 
ability of the transit system to attract riders and advertising revenues. 

Section 5307 funds are assumed to be used in priority for capital needs. Any surplus is 
then used for preventative maintenance, which is budgeted as an operating expense. The 
amount of funds available for preventative maintenance uses would vary by alternative. 
Those alternatives with larger bus capital requirements (Table 5-1) and fewer expected 
FTA revenues (Table 5-5), in particular the TSM Alternative and the Managed Lane 
Alternative, would require a larger portion of Section 5307 funds be spent on capital and 
would thus have a lesser amount available for preventative maintenance. 
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Table 5-9. Fixed Guideway 20-mile Alignment Cash Flow, Council on Revenues Scenario 1 

Transaction 
Year and amount in millions of year-of-expenditure dollars 

2007 I 2008 I 2009 I 2010 ' 2011 I 2012 I 2013 I 2014 2015 I 2016 2017 1  2018 1 2019 1 2020 I 2021 2022 I Total 
Capital Funding Sources 
ETA New Starts 4 4 4 91 134 178 165 162 142 81 44 6 - - - - 1,015 
GET Surcharge 172 185 196 206 216 227 236 246 256 267 278 289 301 314 327 340 4,056 
Transfer from 
Savings 

- - 118 81 120 - - .. - 320 

Loan Proceeds - - - 86 344 314 311 256 68 - - - - - 1,378 
Total Sources 176 189 318 378 556 749 715 719 654 416 322 295 301 314 327 340 

Capital Outlays 

Construction Costs - 249 302 463 629 578 564 487 257 150 - - - - 3,680 

Soft Costs 40 41 69 76 92 110 106 106 101 81 32 25 - 
ESIIIIIIMMIEMI 

- - - 880 

4,560 Subtotal 40 41 318 	378 EEG" 739 684 670 588 338 185 

Deposits to Savings El 148 111111111..111111111111.1111111111111111111 11111 - IIII 284 

Loan Principal
Repayment 111111111111111111111 

- MIN 59 95 238 265 294 326 1,378 

Financing Costs - .1111.111111 - 	10 30 48 66 78 81 Eal 63 49 Esi 15 547 

Total Outlays IMMO 318 mum 749 En 719 654 416 322 295 301 EamEsi 340 

Note: Amounts may not add up due to rounding. 
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Table 5-10. Average Fare Box Recovery Ratio and City Operating Support to 
Transit 

Alternative 

Fare Box Recovery Ratio City Operating Support 
_ 	to Transit' 

FY 2007 FY 2030 FY 2007 FY 2030 

No Build Alternative 29% 28% 11% 13% 

TSM Alternative 29% 24% 11% 18% 
Managed Lanes Alternative - 29% 22% 11% 21% 
Reversible Option 
Full Length Fixed Guideway 29% 29% 11% 14% 
Alternative, Kalaeloa - Airport - 
Dillingham - Halekauwila alignment 
20-Mile Fixed Guideway Alignment 29% 28% 11% 15% 

, East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center _ 
'Transit operating subsidy as a percentage o total General Fund and Highway Fund revenues. 

The final funding source available for O&M expenses are funds from the Highway Fund 
and General Fund. As shown in Table 5-10, the TSM Alternative and the Managed Lane 
Alternative would require the largest percentage subsidy from the City's operating 
budget. 

Risks and Uncertainties 
The foregoing analysis has discussed the financial feasibility of implementing the various 
alternatives, given current cost and revenue estimates. However, uncertainties around 
key economic and financial factors remain, and the City will have to take the necessary 
steps in order to mitigate those risks as much as possible. 

Economic Risk 

Economic risks include such factors as the inflation rate and the vitality of the general 
economy. An increase in inflation beyond current expectations would result in increased 
costs for all alternatives, including capital costs, financing costs, and O&M costs. On the 
other hand, key revenue sources, including the GET surcharge and several of the City's 
General Fund and Highway Fund revenue sources, would likely experience additional 
growth with an increase in inflation rates. A downturn in the economy would negatively 
affect revenues from tax collection on the island but could also result in a slowing in the 
growth of construction costs. 

Level of FTA Funds 

The level of FTA funds is subject to annual appropriations and program reauthorizations 
approximately every six years. The analyses assume that future FTA funding levels will 
have the same growth trends as in the recent past. Future reauthorization legislation may 
result in different growth levels. Additionally, all projects following FTA's New Starts 
process compete for a limited amount of New Starts funds. The total amount of New 
Starts funds pledged to a project is not finalized until just prior to entering into a Full 
Funding Grant Agreement. 
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Construction Risk 

Scheduling delays, world market conditions, the availability of skilled labor, and 
unforeseen construction challenges can lead to cost increases that may challenge the 
financial feasibility of the project. The capital cost estimates include contingencies, both 
those allocated to specific cost elements and an overall project reserve amount, which add 
approximately 33% to the cost estimate, in year 2006 dollars. The financial analysis also 
makes assumptions concerning construction cost inflation. During the 1990s, 
construction cost escalation consistently trailed the general rate of inflation. In the early 
2000s, due to world market conditions and storm impacts, that situation was reversed, 
with construction costs growing more rapidly than the general rate of inflation. This 
analysis assumes that construction costs will continue to grow more rapidly than the 
general rate of inflation through 2008, then will grow at the general rate of inflation. 
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Comparison of Alternatives Chapter 6 

Optimum Alternatives 
Several options were evaluated within the Managed Lane and Fixed Guideway 
Alternatives. Over the course of the analysis presented in Chapter 3 through Chapter 5, 
the relative merits of the various operational and alignment options became clear. This 
section compares the various options and selects the optimum Managed Lane and Fixed 
Guideway option for comparison between all of the alternatives later in this chapter. 

Managed Lane Alternative 

Two options were evaluated for the Managed Lane Alternative: a Reversible Option and 
a Two-direction Option. The Two-direction Option would allow express buses to use the 
managed lane roadway in both directions throughout the day; however, the difference in 
transit benefit would be very small. Travel times in the corridor are similar for both 
options, with each option showing a one or two minute advantage between some 
locations. Comparison of environmental impacts between the options shows small trade-
offs, but neither option is substantially better than the other. 

Project costs are the greatest differentiator between the options. At $2.5 billion (in 2006 
dollars), the Reversible Option would be nearly 30 percent less expensive than the Two- 
direction Option. The lower cost and similar performance between the two options 
results in better cost-effectiveness for the Reversible Option (Table 6-1). Because the 
performance differences between the two options would be small, the Reversible Option 
would offer a better benefit-to-cost ratio; therefore, it would be the optimum Managed 
Lane option. The evaluation of the Managed Lane Alternative that appears later in this 
chapter considers the Reversible Option only. 

Fixed Guideway Alternative 

The various alignment options would provide a range of benefits, impacts, and costs 
within each corridor section evaluated for the Fixed Guideway Alternative. The 
alignment options are compared by section below. The comparison results in an 
optimum alignment of Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road to Farrington 
Highway/Kamehameha Highway to Aolele Street to Dillingham Boulevard to Nimitz 
Highway/Halekauwila StreetiKapi`olani Boulevard (Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - 
flalekattwila combination). The evaluation of the Fixed Guideway Alternative that 
appears later in this chapter considers this combination of alignments only. 
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Table 6-1. Transportation System Costs and Transit User Benefits Compared to No Build 

Measure 
No Build 

Alternative 
$43.52 

TSM Alternative 

Managed Lane Alternative Fixed Guidewa i Alternative 

Two-Direction 
Option Reversible Option 

Kalaeloa . Salt Lake - 
North King - Hotel 

Kamokila - Airport - 
Dillingham - King with 

a Waikiki Branch 

Kalaeloa - Airport - 
Dillingham - 
Halekauwila 

20-mile Alignment 
East Kapolei to Ala 

Moaria Center 
Incremental 

Value 	Chan, 
$59.80 	$16.28 

Incremental 
Value 	Change 

$335,14 	$291.62 

Incremental 
Value 	Change 

$257.87 	$214.35 

Incremental 
Value 	Change 

$387.31 	$343,79 

Incremental 
Value 	Change 

$445.73 	$402.21 

Incremental 
Value 	Change 

$380.66 	$337.14 

Incremental 
Value 	Change 

$308.23 	$264.71 Annualized 
Capital Cost 
(Millions 2006 
Dollars) 
Year 2030 
Systemwide 
O&M Cost 
(Millions 2006 
Dollars) 

$191,90 $234.20 $42.30 $250.90 $59.00 $261.10 $69.20 $248.20 $56,30 $248.60 $56.70 $256.10 $64.20 $250.60 $58.70 

Total 2030 
Annualized Cost 
(Millions 2006 
Dollars) 

$235.42 $294.00 $58.58 $586.04 $350,62 $518.97 $283.55 $635.51 $400.09 $694.33 $458.91 $636,76 $401,34 $558.83 $323,41 

Year 2030 
Incremental User 
Benefits (Hours 
of Benefit)  

N/A N/A 4,325,100 N/A 5,528,500 N/A 5,632,700 N/A 18,770,200 N/A 16,963,900 N/A 18,573,900 N/A 15,153,600 

Cost- 
Effectiveness 
(Cost per User 

N/A N/A $13.54 

,Benefit) 
 

N/A $63.42 N/A $50,34 N/A $21,32 N/A $27.05 N/A $21,61 N/A $21.34 

N/A Not Applicable. Transit user benefits are calculated relative to me per ormance o 
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Section I. Kapolei to Fort Weaver Road 

In Section 1, the Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road alignment would be of greatest 
benefit to transit riders, allowing walking access to the greatest number of transit riders in 
2030. Also, by providing a park-and-ride and bus transfer station in Kalaeloa, it would 
provide better connections to 'Ewa Beach than either the Kapolei Parkway/North-South 
Road or Kamokila Boulevard/Farrington Highway alignment. The Kamokila 
Boulevard/Farrington Highway alignment would provide the fewest benefits to transit 
riders. 

Considering environmental factors, the Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road alignment 
would have the fewest noise impacts. Overall, fewer social and environmental impacts 
would occur in Section I than in other portions of the corridor, and the alignments are not 
greatly differentiated by other elements of the environment. 

The Geiger Road/Fort Weaver Road alignment would be the most expensive at $850 
million. The Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road and Kapolei Parkway/North-South 
Road alignments are in the middle at $820 million and $790 million, respectively. The 
Kamokila Boulevard/Farrington Highway alignment would be the least expensive at $670 
million. 

Because the Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road alignment would provide the best 
transportation and environmental benefits, while ranking in the middle of the cost range, 
it would be the best alignment option within Section I. 

Section IL Fort Weaver Road to Aloha Stadium 

No comparison is made in this section because only one alignment along Farrington and 
Kamehameha Highways was identified as a feasible option. 

Section ILL Aloha Stadium to Middle Street 

In Section III, the Makai of the Airport Viaduct and Aolele Street alignments would 
provide the greatest benefits to transit riders. The fewest number of riders would use the 
Mauka of the Airport Viaduct alignment. 

The greatest number of noise impacts within the entire study corridor would occur along 
the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment. Fewer properties would need to be acquired for the 
Aolele Street alignment than by the Makai of the Airport Viaduct alignment. 

The Salt Lake Boulevard Alignment would be the least expensive, followed by the Aolele 
Street alignment. 

Because the Aolele Street alignment would provide the best transportation benefit and 
would be the second-least-expensive option, it would be the best alignment option within 
Section III. 
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Section IV. Middle Street to Iwilei 

A greater number of transit riders would use the Dillingham alignment compared to the 
North King Street alignment. 

The Dillingham alignment would require more property acquisitions; however, fewer 
would be residential parcels. More noise impacts would occur and a greater number of 
potentially historic properties is located along the North King Street alignment. 

When connecting to the Section III alignments at Nimitz Highway, the Dillingham 
alignment would cost less at $400 million than the North King Street alignment at $450 
million. 

The Dillingham alignment would be the best alignment option within Section IV. 

Section V. lwilei to UH Manoa 

Section V is the most complex area within the study corridor. The Beretania Street/South 
King Street alignment would serve substantially fewer transit riders than the other 
alignments. 

The Hotel Street/Kawaiaha`o Street/Kapi`olani Boulevard alignment would require 
acquisition of the greatest number of residential parcels and affect a greater number of 
cultural practices and the greatest number of burials of any alignment within the study 
corridor. 

The King Street Tunnel alignment is the most expensive alignment within the study 
corridor at $1.9 billion. The Queen Street alignment would be least expensive at $1.15 
billion, followed by the Halekauwila Street alignment at 1.23 billion. 

While the Waikiki Branch would provide considerable additional benefits to transit riders 
and have environmental consequences comparable to the other alignments considered, it 
would add $350 million to the cost of the project. 

Three alignments rank poorly in the areas of transportation benefits, environmental 
consequences, and costs. The Beretania Street/South King Street alignment provides 
poor transit benefits. The Hotel StreettKawaiaha` o Street/Kapi`olani Boulevard 
alignment would create substantial environmental impacts compared to the other 
alignments. The King Street Tunnel/Waimanu Street/Kapi`olani Boulevard alignment 
would cost over $500 million more than the least expensive alignment. 

The remaining alignments, Nimitz Highway/Queen Street/Kapi'olani Boulevard and 
Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapi'olani Boulevard would have similar 
transportation benefits. The Queen Street alignment would have somewhat greater 
negative visual impact because the narrow available right-of-way would require a stacked 
alignment in the Downtown area and because it would cross between Hale Auhau and the 
rest of the Hawai`i Capital Historic District. 
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The Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila Street/Kapi`olani Boulevard alignment would be the 
best alignment option within Section V. The Waikiki Branch is not included because of 
the cost that it would add to the project. 

Twenty -mile Alignment 

As discussed in Chapter 2, the ETA guidance recommends evaluation of one or more 
options of various lengths within the study corridor to provide intermediate-cost 
alternatives within an AA. 

Several portions of the corridor could be selected within the Kalaeloa - Airport - 
Dillingham - Halekauwila Alignment; however, the 20-mile Alignment should be able to 
provide substantial benefit to transit users independent of the remainder of the system 
under long-range consideration. As indicated by the financial analysis presented in 
Chapter 5, identified funding sources may be reasonably expected to generate 
approximately $3.6 billion to support the project. 

The project that would serve as much of the study corridor as practical and provide the 
greatest user benefit within $3.6 billion would be the section that begins at one station 
makai of UH West Oahu and continues Koko Head following Farrington 
Highvvay/Kamehameha Highway to Aolele Street and Dillingham Boulevard, and then 
continues elevated following Nimitz Highway to Ala Moana Center. 

Effectiveness at Meeting Goals and Objectives 
Improve Corridor Mobility 

The No Build and TSM Alternatives would continue to serve the study corridor with bus 
service. Transit would serve 6.1 percent of daily trips for the No Build Alternative and 
6.4 percent of daily trips with the TSM Alternative (Table 3-3). Daily vehicle miles 
traveled and vehicle hours of delay, a measure of time lost to traffic congestion, would 
increase substantially compared to today (Table 3-10). During the a.m. peak-period, 
travel times on transit would remain similar to today or decrease slightly because of 
increased transit service, while auto travel times would increase in the corridor (Table 
3-6). Transit reliability would continue to be affected by roadway conditions. 

The Managed Lane Alternative would provide transit service similar to the TSM 
Alternative, only with an additional roadway facility for express service in a portion of 
the corridor. Transit would serve 6.4 percent of daily trips, similar to the TSM 
Alternative (Table 3-3). Daily vehicle miles traveled and vehicle hours of delay, a 
measure of time lost to traffic congestion, would increase substantially compared to today 
and would be similar to the No Build Alternative (Table 3-10). During the a.m. peak-
period, travel times on transit would be similar to the No Build Alternative (Table 3-6). 
Transit reliability would continue to be affected by roadway conditions when operating 
outside of the managed lane. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative would provide a new transit option for reliable transit 
travel in the study corridor. Transit would serve 7.7 percent of daily trips for the Full-
corridor Alignment and 7.4 percent of daily trips with the 20-mile Alignment (Table 3-3). 
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During peak-periods, the transit share would be even higher, with 16.2 percent of home-
based work trips served by transit for the Full-corridor Alignment and 15.2 percent with 
the 20-mile Alignment (Table 3-4). Daily vehicle miles traveled and vehicle hours of 
delay, a measure of time lost to traffic congestion, would be less than for the No Build 
Alternative (Table 3-10). Daily vehicle miles traveled would be 3.4 percent less for the 
Full-corridor Alignment and 3.1 percent less with the 20-mile Alignment. Daily vehicle 
hours of delay would be 18 percent less for the Full-corridor Alignment and 11 percent 
less with the 20-mile Alignment; this represents a substantial reduction in traffic 
congestion compared to the No Build Alternative in 2030. During the a.m. peak-period, 
travel times on transit would be substantially reduced for several travel routes compared 
to the No Build Alternative (Table 3-6). 

Encourage Patterns of Smart Growth and Economic Development 

The No Build and TSM Alternatives would continue to serve the study corridor with bus 
service. Neither alternative would provide concentrations of transit service that would 
serve as a nucleus for transit-oriented development. 

The Managed Lane Alternative would provide similar transit service to the TSM 
Alternative, with an additional roadway facility for express service in a portion of the 
corridor. It would not further encourage smart growth compared to the TSM Alternative. 
Daily vehicle miles traveled would be greater for the Managed Lane Alternative than for 
any other alternative (Table 3-10). 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative is the only alternative that would include new stations 
providing reliable high-capacity transit at locations zoned for new development or 
suitable for redevelopment. With supportive regulations, substantial transit-oriented 
development could be served by the Fixed Guideway Alternative. Because the Full-
corridor Alignment would better serve Kapolei, it would provide more opportunity for 
smart growth and transit-oriented economic development than the 20-mile Alignment. 

Find Cost-Effective Solutions 

User benefits have been defined by PTA as a measure of transit user time savings 
calculated in comparison to the TSM Alternative. The Managed Lane Alternative would 
provide approximately 2 million hours of user benefits annually at an annualized 
incremental cost compared to the TSM Alternative of approximately $225 million (Table 
6-2). This reflects a cost of approximately $103 per hour of transit user benefit gained. 
The Fixed Guideway Alternative would provide approximately 16 and 12 million hours 
of user benefits annually at an annualized incremental cost of approximately $343 and 
$265 million for the Full-corridor Alignment and 20-mile Alignment, respectively (Table 
6-2). This reflects a cost of between $22 and $23 per transit user benefit gained with the 
Fixed Guideway Alternative. The Fixed Guideway Alternative is approximately four 
times as effective at providing transit user benefits per annualized incremental dollar cost 
as the Managed Lane Alternative. 
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Table 6-2—Incremental Cost per Hour of Transportation System User Benefits Compared to TSAI" Alternative 

Measure 
TSM 

Alternative 

- 

Managed Lane Alternative 

Fixed Guideway Alternative 

Full-corridor Alignment 
20-mile Alignment East 

Kapolei to Ala Moana Center 

Value 

Incremental 
Change 

compared to 
TSM Value 

Incremental 
Change 

compared to 
TSM Value 

Incremental 
Change 

compared to 
TSM 

Annualized Capital Cost 
(2006 Dollars) 

Year 2030 Systemwide 
O&M Cost (2006 Dollars) 

$59,797,000 

$234,200,000 

$257,868,000 

$261,100,000 

$198,073,000 

$26,900,000 

$380,658,000 

$256,100,000 

$320,863,000 

$21,900,000 

$308,228,000 

$250,600,000 

$248,433,000 

$16,400,000 

Total 2030 Annualized 
Cost (2006 Dollars) 
Year 2030 Incremental 
User Benefits (Hours of 
Benefit) 

$293,997,000 

N/A 

$518,968,000 

N/A 

$224,973,000 

2,191,900 

$636,758,000 

N/A 

$342,763,000 

15,504,500 

$558,828,000 

N/A 

$264,833,000 

11,638,500 

Cost Effectiveness (Cos 
per Hour of User Benefit) 

N/A N/A $ 02.64 N/A $22.11 N/A $22.75 

..4 
N/A = Not Applicable. User benefits are calculated relative to the performance of the TSM Alternative. 
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Provide Equitable Solutions 

The No Build and TSM Alternatives generally maintain the status quo, serving transit-
dependent communities with bus service that is increasingly affected by traffic 
congestion (Figure 1-6). 

Transit use would increase somewhat with the Managed Lane Alternative; however, it 
would not substantially improve service or access to transit for transit-dependent 
communities, as buses that use existing HOV facilities would be routed to the managed 
lane facility but would continue to be affected by congestion in other parts of their routes. 
Arterial congestion would increase in the study corridor with the Managed Lane 
Alternative, making bus access to the managed lanes less reliable. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative would provide a new travel option to all travelers in the 
study corridor. The substantial concentration of transit-dependent communities (Figure 
1-5) would have access to reliable transit in the study corridor, and shortened bus routes 
serving transit stations would provide more reliable service because their routes would be 
shorter and less affected by islandwide congestion. Also, overall congestion, as 
measured in daily hours of traffic delay (Table 3-10), would be less for the Fixed 
Guideway Alternative than for any of the other alternatives. The Full-corridor Alignment 
would provide proportionately greater benefit than the 20-mile Alignment. 

Develop Feasible Solutions 

The No Build and TSM Alternatives do not include major construction. Both the 
Managed Lane and Fixed Guideway Alternatives include areas where construction would 
be difficult, but neither one would rely on extreme or unproven construction methods. In 
general, the managed lane structure is wider, requiring larger foundations, and would 
disturb more traffic lanes during construction. It also includes construction of ramps to 
H-1 and H-2; maintenance of traffic during construction is more complex when working 
on a freeway. In the vicinity of the airport, placement of the roadway sections would be 
difficult because of limited working space and high-voltage transmission lines mauka of 
the H-1 viaduct. Nimitz Highway has sufficient space, but traffic volumes, particularly 
truck volumes are high and construction would require closure of the contra-flow lane. 

For the Fixed Guideway Alternative, construction in the 'Ewa area would be relatively 
simple. Between the Waiawa Interchange and the airport area, construction issues would 
be similar to the Managed Lane Alternative, except the magnitude of impacts would be 
less because the foundation and working space requirements are less. In the vicinity of 
the airport, construction along Aolele Street would be substantially easier than it would 
be for the Managed Lane Alternative. High-voltage transmission lines and limited 
working space are concerns along Dillingham Boulevard, but lower traffic volumes 
compared to Nimitz Highway partially compensate for these challenges. In the 
Downtown to UH Manoa area, underground utilities and traffic congestion would present 
challenges, but they would not be any more difficult than those for construction of the 
segment from Pearl City to Downtown. Limited working space on Kona Street would 
slow construction, but it would be manageable. 
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Minimize Community and Environmental Impacts 

The No Build and TSM Alternatives would generate no direct environmental impacts; 
however, they would also not generate any environmental benefits. 

The Managed Lane Alternative would require a moderate number of displacements and 
would affect a moderate number of potentially historic structures, as well as one 
recreational facility. It would generate the greatest amount of air pollution, require the 
greatest amount of energy for transportation use, and would result in the largest number 
of transportation noise impacts. It would provide little community benefit, as it would 
not provide substantially improved transit access to the corridor. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative would require more displacements and affect more 
potentially historic structures, as well as three park or recreational facilities. It would 
result in fewer transportation noise impacts than the Managed Lane Alternative. 

Visual impacts for the Fixed Guideway Alternative would be less than those for the 
Managed Lane Alternative in areas where both alternatives would include structures, but 
the Fixed Guideway Alternative would extend beyond the area of the Managed Lane 
Alternative. The visual impacts of the 20-mile Alignment would be less than for the Full-
corridor Alignment because the area of effect would be less. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative would generate the least air pollution and require the 
least energy for transportation. It would provide improved connections between 
communities, employment, and services in the corridor. The benefits of the Full-corridor 
Alignment would be somewhat greater than those for the 20-mile Alignment. 

Achieve Consistency with Other Planning Efforts 

All alternatives are generally consistent with Local, District, and State plans. The Fixed 
Guideway Alternative best serves the areas of 0`ahu that are designated for future growth 
and development. The Fixed Guideway Alternative is the only alternative that is 
consistent with regional transportation system planning defined in the 2030 0'ahu 
Regional Transportation Plan (OMPO, 2006a). 

Comparison of Benefits and Consequences among the 
Alternatives 

Table 6-3 compares each of the alternatives in relation to the project goals and objectives 
listed in Table 1-2. The Fixed Guideway Alternative performs the best when considering 
all of the objectives related to the goal of improving corridor mobility. The Full-corridor 
Alignment provides additional transportation benefits relative to the 20-mile Alignment; 
however, the 20-mile Alignment is more effective at providing improved mobility than 
any of the other three alternatives. 

In relation to encouraging patterns of smart growth and economic development, the No 
Build, TSM, and Managed Lane Alternatives generally maintain existing transit service 
patterns and methods. None of these alternatives would provide concentrations of transit 
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service that would serve as a nucleus for transit-oriented development. The Fixed 
Guideway Alternative would include new stations providing reliable high-capacity transit 
at locations zoned for new development or suitable for redevelopment. The Full-corridor 
Alignment would provide the greatest opportunity for smart growth, but considerable 
opportunities also would occur with the 20-mile Alignment. 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative is substantially more cost-effective than the Managed 
Lane Alternative when the respective cost per transit user benefit relative to the TSM 
Alternative are compared (Table 6-2). 

The Fixed Guideway Alternative best meets the goal of providing equitable solutions. 
The Full-corridor Alignment would best serve transit-dependent populations, but the 20- 
mile Alignment would serve the majority of those served by the Full-corridor Alignment. 

The No Build and Fixed Guideway Alternatives are financially feasible considering 
reasonably certain funding sources. The No Build Alternative would continue bus 
service using existing funding mechanisms. The TSM Alternative would require a 
limited amount of additional funds, but the source of those funds is not defined. Because 
the implementing legislation prohibits the GET surcharge from being used to fund 
existing transit systems, it would not be available to fund the TSM Alternative. The 
Managed Lane Alternative has no defined funding source. Because it would be open to 
general purpose vehicles, neither the GET surcharge nor FTA funds could be used for its 
construction. The toll revenues would cover only 23 percent of the total debt service and 
the remaining 77 percent would need to come from other sources that are not available at 
this time. The 20-mile Alignment for the Fixed Guideway Alternative could be funded 
with a combination of expected GET revenues and FTA New Starts funds. There is more 
uncertainty in funding of the Full-corridor Alignment. Additional local or FTA funds 
beyond those that have specifically been identified would be required for completion of 
the Full-corridor Alignment. 

The alternatives range widely in relation to community and environmental impacts. The 
No Build and TSM Alternatives would have little direct effect on existing resources; 
however, they also would not offer community or environmental benefits. The Managed 
Lane Alternative would require acquisition of private property, generate the highest 
levels of air and water pollution, consume the greatest amount of transportation energy, 
and create the greatest number of noise impacts. The Fixed Guideway Alternative would 
require the greatest number or property acquisitions and have the greatest number of 
utility conflicts, but it would also provide a new safe transportation connection between 
communities in the corridor. The small amount of on-street parking taken by the Fixed 
Guideway Alternative would be more than compensated by the resulting reduction in 
corridor parking demand as a consequence of fewer automobile trips. It would provide 
the greatest environmental benefits related to air and water pollution and energy 
consumption. 
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Table 6-3. Effectiveness of Alternatives at Meeting Goals and Objectives in the Year 200 

Objective 

Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 

Evaluation Measure No Build Alternative TSM Alternative 
Managed Lane 

Alternative 
Full-corridor 
Alignment 

20-mile Alignment 
East Kapolei to Ala 

Moana Center 

Reduce corridor travel times Reduction in transit travel times 9% reduction 3% reduction 14% reduction 17% reduction 

Total daily transit travel time savings (person hours) _ 14000 18,000 60,000 49,000 

Reduction in daily vehicle hours of travel delay 2% reduction % increase 18% reduction 1% reduction 

Improve corridor travel time reliability Miles of alternative's alignment in exclusive right-of-way 0 0 16 miles 28 miles 20 miles 

Provide convenient, attractive and effective 
transit service within the corridor 

increase in transit mode share 5% increase 7% increase 26% increase 21% increase 

Total daily ra sit trips 232,100 243,100 244,400 294,100 281,900 

Total daily new riders - 11,900 16,400 60,700 49,000 

Reduction in daily vehicle trips 10,200 14,900 59,600 48,000 

Provide transit corridor travel times competitive 
with auto travel times 

Comparison of transit with auto travel times 22% Increase 12% increase 19% increase 5% increase 2% increase 

Maximize the number of persons within 
convenient access range of transit 

Employees within one-half mile of stations 0 0 0 443,800 315,900 

Population within one-half mile of stations 0 0 0 364,400 214,400 

Encourage transit-oriented development In 
existing and new growth areas 

Potential for transit-oriented development 
0 0 o s 4 

Integrate transit with designated higher density 
development areas 

Degree to which the alternative serves existing and planned 
higher density developments 0 0 0 4 a 

Support economic development of major 
regional economic centers 

'thousands of residents within 30 minutes travel by transit to 
Downtown Honolulu 

215 219 218 235 226 

Thousands of residents within 30 minutes travel by transit to 
Kapolei 

67 82 99 109 9 

Provide solutions with benefits commensurate 
with their costs 

Incremental annualized cost per user benefit (compared to TSM 
Alternative) 

N/A NM $102.64 $22 11 $22.75 

Provide solutions that meet the project purpose 
d need while minimizing total costs 

Total capital costs (2006 	oilers 0 $2.6 billion $4.6 billion $3.6 billion 

Annual operation and maintenance costs 192 million $234 mil* $261 million $256 million '$251 million 

Incremental annualized cost per new rider(compared to TSM N/A N/A $562 $22 $22 

Improve transit operating efficiency Operating cost per transit  passen er mile $0.35 $0.40 $0.47 $0.33 $0.35 

Avoid disproportionate impacts on low income 
and minority population groups 

Full or partial acquisitions to low income and minority 
communities 

0 0 17 60 54 

Provide effective transit options to transit- 
dependent communities 

Number of transit trips originating from transit-dependent 
communities 

56,000 57,200 58,000 60,300 59,800 

The cost of building, operating, and 
maintaining the alternative is within the range 
of likely available funding 

Degree to which the amount of funding required to build the 
alternative system is attainable • • o a 0 

Proposed share of total project costs from sources other than 
New Starts Section 5309 funds 

100% 100% 100% 66% 82% 

Ability to operate and maintain he trSnsit system after it is built • at 4 4 a 
Construction of the alternative is feasible in 
terms of constructablilty and ROW availability 

High rating . standard construction/low degree of risk and 
known available ROW 
Low rating = unique or difficult construction/high degree of risk 
and ROW availability uncertain or doubtful 

• • 0 0 4 

Minimize impacts on natural and cultural 
resources 

Use of land including natural areas and parklands 2 3 3 

Proximity to historic resources 0 0 30 82 70 

Mae' 0- Lawent benefit or greatest impact, 	Highest benern or least impact 
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Oh - dive Evaluation Measure 

Alternative 'I .... Alternative 3 Alternative 4: Fixed Guidewa 

No Build Alternative TSM Alternative 
Managed Lane 

Alternative 
Full-corridor 

All • nment 

20-mile Alignment 
East Kapolei to Ala 

Moana Center 
Minimize the effect on homes and businesses Number of full or partial acquisitions of residential or commercial 

parcels 
0 0 1 90 

Minimize disruption to traffic operations Degree of physical roadway impacts Gli 0 0 
Minimize conflicts with utilities Degree to which utilities need to be relocated (relocation cost) 0 0 $220 million $539 million $460 million 
M inimize construction impacts Daily vehicle miles traveled impacted by construction of the 

alternative 670,000 631,000 524,000 

Impact to access to businesses and residences during 
construction 0 0 C!!) 
Duration of construction impacts 6 to 8 	ears 8 to 10 ears 7 to 9 ears 

Minimize impacts to communi ty and 
community amenities 

Community facilities/resources affected 0 0 0 5 
Impacts to parkin 3 0 CD 'a 
Number of noise imii.ets to residences 0 0 260 200 170 
Visual impacts/view corridors affected fa Gil 13 0 0 

Reduce energy consumption Reduction in regional transportation-related energy 
consumption N/A a o • 

IIIEIIIIII 
CI 

4 
Achieve consistency with adopted plans Degree of consistency with adopted plans 

0 0 0 
Note 	Lowest benefit ot greatest impact, 	o Highest benefit or least impact . 
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All alternatives are generally consistent with Local, District, and State plans. The Fixed 
Guideway Alternative best serves the areas of 0`ahu that are designated for future growth 
and development. It is also the only alternative that is consistent with regional 
transportation system planning defined in the 2030 0‘ahu Regional Transportation Plan 
(OMPO, 2006a). 

The general public in Honolulu is very concerned about transportation. In the Honolulu 
Advertiser Hawai` i Poll conducted in June 2006, traffic was identified by most 
respondents as the most important issue currently facing Hawai (Honolulu Advertiser, 
2006). While preparing the 2030 0`ahu Regional Transportation Plan, OMPO 
conducted a telephone survey of 0`ahu residents to gauge public reaction to 
transportation solutions (OMPO, 2006b). More than 50 percent of the respondents said 
that they would use rapid transit regularly or occasionally. 

Scoping conducted for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project also 
indicated broad interest and a majority of support for the project. The majority of 
comments received during scoping related to a preference for one of the alternatives or a 
proposed modification to one of the alternatives. These comments are documented in the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Scoping Report (DTS, 2006d). As a 
result of public comments, moderating the growth in traffic congestion was added to the 
purpose and need, a second Managed Lane option was added, and the presentation of the 
Fixed Guideway Alternative was changed. 

Important Trade-offs 
The greatest trade-off among the alternatives is between the transportation benefit 
provided and the cost to implement the alternative. The TSM Alternative provides little 
benefit, but it does so at a very low cost. The Managed Lane Alternative provides 
slightly more benefit, but at a substantial cost. While the Fixed Guideway Alternative 
would have the highest cost, it is also the only alternative that would provide a substantial 
transportation benefit, measured both by the benefit to transit users and in the reduction 
in congestion compared to the No Build Alternative. 

Other trade-offs are related to environmental and social resources. Again, the No Build 
and TSM Alternatives would provide few benefits, but also would have the least number 
of impacts. The Managed Lane Alternative would require property acquisitions, have 
visual and noise impacts, and affect historic and cultural resources along its alignment. 
The Fixed Guideway Alternative generally would have similar but reduced 
environmental effects compared to the Managed Lane Alternative, but they would extend 
for a greater distance in the corridor. These environmental impacts should be compared 
to the benefits of reduced air and water pollution and energy consumption and the 
increased social connectivity provided by the system. 
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Chapter 7 	Coordination and Consultation, 
A public and agency involvement process was undertaken to inform the citizens of 0' ahu 
about the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project. The process had two goals: 
to provide meaningful infoimation throughout the process and to solicit and record the 
public's views on key issues. Public information materials explained the alternatives 
considered and how they would affect residents in the corridor and throughout 0`ahu. 
Additionally, the process solicited public and agency input, promoted dialogue, addressed 
community concerns, and supported completion of the AA to provide information for 
selection of a Locally Preferred Alternative that would best meet the needs of the citizens 
of 0`ahu. 

The public involvement process included the following: 

• Informing the public and keeping them up-to-date about project progress 
• Collecting and addressing community concerns 
• Building on DTS's public participation programs from previous corridor projects 
• Planning public involvement efforts in cooperation with City 
• Using the news media, community groups, neighborhood associations, and other 

resources within the corridor and throughout Oahu. 

These goals of the public involvement process were addressed through a multi-media, 
multi-avenue campaign to reach as many 0`ahu citizens as possible. Over 200 meetings 
were held with members of the public while developing the AA. The following list 
highlights specific efforts: 

• Organized project scoping to solicit input on the project purpose and need, alternatives, 
and scope of analysis for the AA and future Environmental Impact Statement. 

• Community and civic group outreach via a speakers bureau and regularly scheduled 
community updates 

• Specific informational updates for individual communities in the corridor focused on the 
effects of the various alternatives and alignments on that localized community 

• Targeted information campaign for government officials 
• Continual public information dissemination in collaboration with the news media 
• Regularly updated website containing project details and reports 
• Bi-monthly newsletters sent to the project mailing list 
• Rapid response plan to provide follow-up and documentation for every comment and a 

response to every question. 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 
No. 

 

  

RESOLUTION  

RELATING TO THE SUPPORT OF A FIXED GUIDEWAY RAPID TRANSIT SYSTEM 
AND TO THE SELECTION OF A LOCALLY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE (LPA) FOR 
THE HONOLULU HIGH-CAPACITY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT 

WHEREAS, the Council of the City & County of Honolulu had previously 
found in Ordinance 05-027 that currently, traffic congestion on Oahu is a major drain on 
the quality of life for all island residents; and 

WHEREAS, by its adoption of Act 247, Session Laws of Hawaii, Regular 
Session of 2005, codified as Section 46-18.6 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, the 
Legislature of the State of Hawaii authorized each county to establish by ordinance a 
one-half percent surcharge on the state general excise and use tax; and 

WHEREAS, the State Legislature decreed that a county with a population 
greater than five hundred thousand that adopts the county general excise and use tax 
surcharge shall use the surcharges for operating or capital costs of a locally preferred 
alternative for a mass transit project, and further decreed that the surcharge shall not be 
used to build or repair public roads or highways, bicycle paths, or support transportation 
systems already in existence prior to the effective date of Act 247; and 

WHEREAS, on August 10, 2005, the Council passed Bill 40 (2005)FD-1, 
CD2 (Ordinance 05-027), which established a general excise and use tax surcharge of 
one-half percent as an expression of the city's firm financial commitment to address and 
manage Oahu's traffic problems; and 

WHEREAS, by Ordinance 05-023, the Council funded the conduct of the 
federally-mandated Alternative Analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Statement; and 

WHEREAS, by Resolution 05-377, CD1, the Council directed that the 
Alternative Analysis be completed by no later than November 1, 2006, so that the 
Council may select the locally preferred alternative by December 31, 2006, before the 
general excise and use tax surcharge is levied on January 1, 2007; and 

DTSLPA.R06 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII No. 
 

  

RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS, the City Administration agreed to meet the Council's deadline 
of November 1, 2006, provided that the Alternatives Analysis would be completed in 
accordance with the Federal Transit Administration's Guidance of New Starts Policies 
and Procedures and the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Process, wherein a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement is completed after the selection of a locally preferred 
alternative; and 

WHEREAS, the City Administration has presented the Alternative Analysis 
Report to the Council; and 

WHEREAS, the Alternatives Analysis Report concludes that the Fixed 
Guideway Alternative would most significantly improve transit travel times between key 
corridor origins and destinations, and is expected to produce the most reliable transit 
travel times; and 

WHEREAS, the Alternatives Analysis Report further concludes that the 
Kalaeloa — Airport — Dillingham — Halekauwila alignment option is the most effective 
alignment between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa; and 

WHEREAS, the Council after receiving public testimony has given due 
consideration of the alternatives identified in the Alternative Analysis Report; now, 
therefore 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City and County of Honolulu that 
it supports and selects the full length fixed guideway alternative between Kapolei and 
UH at Manoa as the locally preferred alternative; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council authorizes the City 
Administration to proceed with planning, engineering, and preparing the Environmental 
Impact Statement for the locally preferred alternative, and for the first phase of the 
project; and 

2 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 
No. 

 

  

RESO UT ON 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the City Clerk is hereby directed to 
transmit certified copies of this Resolution to the DTS Director. 

INTRODUCED BY: 

DATE OF INTRODUCTION: 

Honolulu, Hawaii 	 Councilmembers 
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The green line shows the 28-mile corridor. Red arrows mark the start and end of the 20-mile segment. 

STUDY IDENTIFIES RAIL AS THE BEST CHOICE FOR HONOLULU 

The City's year-long Alternatives Analysis study has 
confirmed that a fixed guideway is the best way to address 
Oahu's future transportation needs. 

The study identified a 28-mile route from Kapolei to 
Waipahu and Pearl City to the Airport, Dillingham Boulevard, 
Nimitz Highway and Halekauwila Street to Ala Moana Center 
and the University of Hawaii as the optimal choice. That would 
cost $4.6 billion to build. 

The study also identified a segment within that alignment, 
from East Kapoiei to Ala Moana, that would cost $16 billion. 

"The key now is for the City Council to approve rail and a 
route by the end of the year, as they said they would," said 
Mayor Mull Hannemann. "The Council needs to approve 

Continued on Page 2 

Now 20 years old, Vancouver's Sky Train 
carries 220,000 people daily. 
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Above, the Las Vegas Monorail opened in 1995 
and was expanded in 2004. At right, the Los 
Angeles County Metro Rail system includes four 
lines, 73 miles of track and carries 274,000 
people per day‘ 

STUDY FINDS T SIT BENEFITS OU .T'EGH ALTERNATIVES 

Continued from Page 1 

what's called a locally preferred alternative so we can begin work on preliminary engineering and an 
environmental impact statement and apply for federal funding. It is a vital first step. 

"The LPA consists of deciding on a mode of transit - rail - and a route or alignment, including the station 
locations," said Hannemann. "The Council set the timetable for us to complete the Alternatives Analysis by 
November 1 and to choose an LPA by December 31, before the excise tax surcharge is levied." 

The Alternatives Analysis was performed by the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project team, 
working under the direction of the City Department of Transportation Services. The federal government funded 
80 percent of the $10 million study, which was turned in to the Council ahead of schedule. 

For more than a year, the project team evaluated four options intended to improve the mobility, reliability 
and equity of Honolulu's transportation system in the fastest-growing corridor on Oahu, which runs from 
Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa and contains the majority of population, housing and employment 
on Oahu. Over the next 25 years, Oahu's population is expected to grow by 250,000, with the majority of 
people living and working within that corridor. 

The analysis report evaluates the alternatives based on cost, ridership, environmental and social impacts 
and potential to slow the growth of traffic congestion. The four alternatives studied were 

No Build - Includes new highway facilities and committed transportation projects scheduled to be 
operational by 2030. This option maintains current levels of City's bus service. 

git Transportation System Management - Improve the bus system, expand the zipper lane hours of 
operation and make some capital improvements to roadways to give priority to buses. 

al  Managed Lane Build a two-lane highway viaduct as a toll road. The two-lane, grade-separated facility 
would be constructed between Waipahn and Twilei. Multi-occupant vehicles would have priority, with excess 
capacity sold at variable toll costs to multi- and single-occupant vehicles. Construction would cost $2.6 billion. 

aa  Fixed Guideway - Construct and operate a fixed guideway transit system. The Alternatives Analysis 
contains a recommendation on mode and alignment, but does not specify a technology. Two possible 
alignments are included: (a) a 20-mile alignment that would run from Kapolei to Ala Moana Center for $3.6 
billion and (b) a 28-mile alignment from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Marioa for $4.6 billion. 

In identifying the fixed guideway as the best choice for Honolulu's locally preferred transit alternative, the 

Continued on Page 3 
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dAYOR LEADS ISLE GROUP 
TO OKINAWA FESTIVAL 

lionolulu Mayor Mull Hannernann 
led 1,100 people from Hawaii to the 4th 
Worldwide Uchinan.chu Festival, a 
homecoming of Okinawans held every 
five years. 

Hannemann inspected the Yui Rail 
system and received the rare title of 
Honorary Citizen ofInternational 
Goodwill from officials of Naha, a sister 
city of Honolulu. 'fo strengthen that tie, 
he took three shower trees from Honolulu 
and helped plant them in a ceremony in 
Naha. 

Hannemann also visited Korea, but 
cut the trip short and rushed home due to 
the October 15 earthquake. 

Mayor Mufi Hannemann led the opening parade at the 4 th  Worldwide 
Uchinanchu Festival with other Hawaii delegates, including (from 
left), Japan baseball hall of famer Wally Yonarnine, City Facility 
Maintenance Director and Hawaii United Okinawa Association 
President Laverne Higa, and state Rep_ Dwight Takamine. 

MAYOR URGES COUNCIL TO ACT THIS YEAR ON T NSIT PROJECT 

Continued from Page 2 

study determined it would cause the least pollution, consume the least energy, result in the highest increase in 
transit riders and has the greatest potential to slow the growth of traffic congestion. 

Mayor Hannemann said, "1 know that the people of Oahu want traffic relief NOW, and they want more 
options for moving about our island. This study shows what I've been saying all along, that a fixed guideway 
represents our best and perhaps last chance to deal with traffic congestion and make a positive, dramatic 
improvement in the lives of Honolulu residents who are wasting far too much of their time stuck in traffic and 
away from their families. 

"I'm committed to moving this project forward and am hopeful that working together with the Honolulu 
City Council and the community, we can achieve the vision of making Honolulu the best place to live, 
work, play and raise our families. Traffic congestion is eroding our quality of life, and I urge the City Council 
to move quickly." 

Hannemann said, "If the Council follows through and makes a timely decision, it is my goal to break 
ground in 2009 and have an initial segment in operation by 2012. By 2018, 12 years from now, people will at 
the very least be able to ride rail from Kapolei into downtown and beyond." 

The mayor added, "Fourteen years ago, the City Council, on a 5-4 vote, rejected a rail transit system that 
would have been built in the same corridor that we're looking at today. In so doing, it turned away more than 
$600 million in federal funds for the project. 

"Fourteen years from now, I want people to say we had the courage and the will in 2006 to do the right 
thing for our families and future generations," Hannemann said. 

A DVD that focuses on the Alternatives Analysis and its findings is also publicly available. To request a 
copy of the AA or the DVD, or for more information, please visit www.nonolulutransit.org  or call 566-2299. 

A half-hour report on the Alternatives Analysis will be televised on Sunday, November 12, at 5:30 on 
KGMB; Saturday, November 18, 7:30 p.m. on MTV, and Friday, November 24, 9:30 p.m. on KFVE. In 
addition, two one-hour specials on the City's Oct. 5 Transit Symposium are being shown on Oceanic 
Cablevision Channel 54. 
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INOUYEg  FUJIMOTO NAMED 
crrrs TOP 2006 EMPLOYEES 

Guy Inouye, an engineer with the Department of Design 
and Construction, was named the City employee of the year for 
his work on the Waikiki sewage spill. 

Police Major Alan Fujimoto, HPD's accreditation manacle - 
was named the City manager of the year for leading the effort 
that earned the department extraordinary recognition From the 
Commission on Accreditation for Law Enforcement Agencies. 

They received their awards from Mayor MO Flanneniann 
at the annual City awards ceremony, which returned to the 
Blaisdell Center this year 

When the force main ruptured under Kaiolu Street on 
March 24, Inouye began a week-long vigil as crews unearthed 	From left Guy Inouye, Mayor Mali 
the 43-year-old concrete pipe and then repaired it Inouye went 	Hannernann and Major Alan Fujimoto. 
into the pit to inspect the damaged pipe first-hand, 

Under Fujimoto's leadership, HPD became only the second police department in the nation to receive a 
CALEA Tr-Arc Excellence Award for earning national accreditation in three key areas. 

HONOLULU AND POLEI CITY LIGHTS KICK OFF HOLIDAY SEASON 
The City welcomes in the holiday season with two tree-lighting celebrations in December: Honolulu City 

Lights on December 2 at Honolulu Hale and Kapolei City Lights on December 9. 
The 22nd  annual Honolulu City Lights festival begins with Mayor Mufi Hannemann presiding over the 6 

p.m. tree-lighting on Dec. 2, followed by the Public Workers' Electric Light Parade from Aala Park down King 
Street to Honolulu Hale. There will be entertainment and rides. The displays and Christmas tree exhibits will be 
open for public visits through the holidays. For details, see http://wvvw.honolulu.goviesdicitylights/ 

Kapolei City Lights is a newer tradition. It starts with the West Oahu Holiday Electric Light Parade at 6 
p.m., from the Kapolei Fairgrounds down Kamokila Boulevard to Kapolei Parkway. Following that, the mayor 
lights the tree at Kapolei Hale, which will also be graced with Christmas trees decorated by City departments. 

COMING UF 
0 November 16 — 9 to 11 am., free forum on "Designing Livable Communities in an Aging Society," Mission Memorial 

Auditorium, Frank F. Fasi Civic Center. 
* November 16 — 9 a.rn., King Kalakaua 170 th  birthday celebration, at Kalakaua Park, Kuhio and Kalakaua avenues. 
• November 23 — Thanksgiving holiday. City, state and federal holiday. 
O December 2 — 6 p.m., Honolulu City Lights tree-lighting ceremony at Honolulu Hale, followed by Electric Light Parade. 
• December 9 — 6 p.m., West Oahu Electric Light Parade, followed by Kapolei City Lights tree-lighting at Kapolei Hale. 

liflAYOR ON AIR 

Radio: Mayor Hannemann will be on the radio on: 

• November 1, 8, 15, 22, 29 — 7:20 am., "Mayor's Minute with Billy V," KINE 105.1 FM. 
• November 3, 10, 17, 24— 7 to 8 a.m., "Aloha Friday with Mayor Mufi Hannernann," KUMU 1500 AM. 
• November 7 — 8:30 to 9 am., KZ00 1250 AM. Call 593-8670. 
• November 8 — 5 to 6 p.m., Mike Buck Snow, KHVH 830 AM, Call 521-8383. 
• November 30 — 7:45 to 8:30 a.m., Frank B. Shaner Show, KUMU 94.7 FM. Call 947-5868. 

Cable television: Mayor Hannemann appears on Olelo, Oceanic Cablevision Channel 54 on: 
6 Mayor Mufi Hannemann's Report. November 2, 9, 16, 23, 30-7 to 7:30 p.m. 

Ian 	 November 2, 9, 16, 23, 30 — 7:30 to 8:30 p.m. 

THIS NEWSLETTER IS AVAILABLE ON THE INTERNET AT http://wwwlionolulu.qovirneyor/1106noynews.pdf  
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CITY CLERK 
ClIaldadOINILAIIII NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 8 

e , 	e 
do NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION • 530 SOUTH KING STREET ROOM 400 • HONOLULU, HAWAII, 96813 

PHONE (808) 527-5749 • FAX (8005274760 • - INTERNET: http://www.honoluku.gov  

Nov Z 	8 17 AN '06 

RESOLUTIOINFEWitt MCCULLY - MOILVILl NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD TO 
SUPPORT CONSIDERATION OF AN ELEVATED TOLLWAY FOR HONOLULU 

November 2, 2006 

WHEREAS, it is in keeping with the best interests of the City & County of Honolulu that all transportation 
alternatives are given adequate consideration, and 

WHEREAS, elevated tollways have been a huge success in every single metropolitan area in which they 
have been built, and 

WHEREAS, an elevated tollway built in Tampa, Florida serves an almost exact geographic and 
population match for the island of O'ahu, and 

WHEREAS, on October 23, 2006 members of the Hawaii Highway Users Alliance, including Dr. Pano 
Prevedouros of the University of Hawaii Civil Engineering Department and the representatives of the 
Tampa Tollway project gave an informed and concise presentation outlining all the benefits of an 
elevated toilway in Honolulu, and 

WHEREAS, the central focus of this presentation was 1) a factual demonstration of what a great success 
the Elevated Tollway is in Tampa, 2) the geographic, population and transportation usage matches of 
Honolulu and Tampa and 3) how much more successful elevated tollways have been across the country 
when compared to light rail, and 

WHEREAS, the presentation for the elevated tollway was given at Public Access Conference Room 325 
at the Hawaii State Capitol and aired on the 'Oleic) station, and 

WHEREAS, Dr. Martin Stone of the Tampa Tollway project presented a precise and compelling set of 
facts demonstrating the geographic and population density matches of Honolulu and Tampa, and Dr. 
Prevedouros gave specific details on how the Elevated Tollway project could be successfully 
implemented in Honolulu, and 

WHEREAS, after the presentation of this project's potential at the Hawai'i State Legislature, enabling 
legislation is being drafted to enable the State of Hawaii to enter into a Public-Private Partnership such 
as the one used to build the Elevated Tollway in Tampa, and 

WHEREAS, the amount of Tax Dollars required to build an elevated tollway servicing the island of O'ahu 
would be $0, utilizing the Public Private Partnership, and 

 

Dept. Corn. No. 	0949  

 

 

Oahu's Neighborhood Board system — Established 1973 
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McCully-Moili'ill' Neighborhood Board No. 8 
Elevated Tollway for Honolulu Resolution 
November 2, 2006 
Page 2 

WHEREAS, the entire scope of the Elevated Tollway Presentations focused on what had been done 
successfully, and gave detailed local information to forecast how well it can work in Honolulu, rather than 
speculated about what may be possible, and what it might cost, and 

BE IT RESOLVED that the McCully - 	Neighborhood Board #8 support the consideration of an 
Elevated ToIlway Project for the island of O'ahu; whether it be by the City and County of Honolulu or the 
State of Hawaii. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that copies of this Resolution be sent to the City Council and Mayor of 
Honolulu.. 

Adopted November 2, 2006. 

t9Ai 
Chair Ron Lockwood 
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WAIKIKI NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 9 
cfo NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION • CITY I1ALL.ZOOM 400* HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

1N 	-b p 5: 12 

November 6, 2006 

The Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair 
Transportation Committee 	 rn 

Honolulu City Council 
	

rn 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813-3077 	 rtn 

Aloha Chair Cachola and Members of the Transportation Committee: 

Re: WNB #9 Objections to Waikiki Rail Spur 

During your lengthy Transit meeting on November 2' d  I was quite impressed with 
the quality of discussion and information presented. 

While the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has taken no position on transit in general 
we have had two formal presentations on the Waikiki Spur and by a vote of 15-1 
rejected the City proposal to build a $350M two stop rail spur to serve Waikiki. 

Kalakaua and Kuhio Avenues have been under construction for several 
years and the Kuhio improvements, which were completed a year behind 
schedule, have tasked the residents patience with construction to the breaking 
point. 

Without the Harris Administration promised Hybrid Busses, the long grey 
vehicles now being used on "more important routes" that emit less fumes and are 
less noisy, the newly narrowed Kuhio is overburdened with existing traffic. The 
popular E-Bus was removed as well. I note that the City has assigned several of 
the new "900 Series" busses to Waikiki last month. 

Presentations to the Waikiki Neighborhood Board in May and July were 
nicely done but in the end we would: (a) lose another lane of traffic on Kuhio 
Avenue that supports residential traffic and visitor industry vehicles; (b) have a 
1.5 mile long, $350 Million rail system with just two stops that only connects to 
the Convention Center (perhaps Ala Moana Shopping Center); (c) have no stops 
at Hilton Hawaiian Village, Hale Koa, Sheraton, Halekulani or the new Beachwalk 
project; (d) provide even less room for alternative transportation like bicycles. 

During the 39 (50+ in past years) authorized Street Closures each year 
traffic is routed Kuhio Avenue from Kalakaua, rail would move people quickly but 
EMS, Visitor Industry and Resident vehicle movement would be adversely 
impacted. 

Dept. Corn. No. 	0950  vfir 
Oahu's Neighborhood Board System-Established 1973 1 
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The presentations could not even identify what types of rail vehicles, noise 
factors, costs for land and maintenance would be involved in the project. Does 
anyone think the community members (we have a large senior population that 
use the existing bus stops to move only a few blocks) are going to walk to two 
stops to connect to another system at the Convention Center or Ala Moana 
Shopping Center and be happy? 

To most of the board members and members of the community the project 
did not meet the Mayor's criteria of "Do we need it?", "Can we afford it?" and 
"Can we maintain it?" 

I was impressed with the Mayor's presentation at your November 2 nd  meeting. 
He was aware of the Waikiki preference not to have a Waikiki Spur but a "people 
mover or circulator that would connect with the proposed rail stop at the Ala 
Moana Shopping Center or Convention Center and perhaps with an aggressive 
Public/Private project reduce costs to the general public. The Mayor's position to 
match rail/ferry/bus routes and timing is excellent. Please note my comments in 
this paragraph have not been presented at a Neighborhood Board meeting. 

In closing, your committee has requested Community Input on the proposed 
transit plan and the Waikiki Community is firmly opposed to a Waikiki Spur. This 
opposition was presented to the Mayor, Councilmember Djou and the CAC of 
OMPO and reflected in the Mayor's proposal and the CAC proposed (431B 440 
ORTP) project inputs. 

Mahal° for your time and concern, 

Robert F n1 y 
Chairman 

Cc: 
Mayor Hannemann 
Council Members 
Keith Rollman 
Rep Abercrombie 
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MELVIN N. KAKU 
Director 

APPROVED: 

Acti44 tiA 

Wayne M. ■Hashiro, 
Managing Director 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

650 SOUTH KING STREET, 3RD FLOOR 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

Phone: (808) 768-8305 • Fax: (808) 523-4730 • Internet: www.honoIulu.gov  

MUR HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

MELVIN N. KAKU 
DIRECTOR 

RICHARD F. TORRES 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

November 28, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and Members of the City Council 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Councilmembers: 

TPD06-00591 

Subject: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

This transmits 15 copies of the Examination of Proposed Fixed Guideway 
Alignment Alternative (November 24, 2006), prepared for the Kapolei-Iwilei 
alignment described in Bill 79, (2006) CD1. 

We are also transmitting three (3) copies of the Draft Model Honolulu  
High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis! Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement] Section 4(f) Evaluation (November 14, 2006), 
which was requested by Council Vice-Chair Ann Kobayashi. 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact 
Mr. Toru Hamayasu, at Local 8344. 

Sincerely, 

Enclosures 

Dept. Corn, No, 
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Examination of Proposed Fixed Guideway Alignment Alternative 

Background 

Bill 79, CD1 identifies a Fixed Guideway Alignment Alternative not examined in the Alternatives 
Analysis Report. The alternative is described as: 

A fixed guideway system between Kapolei and lwilei, starting at or near the 
intersection of Kapolei Parkway and Kalaeloa Boulevard until the lwilei area at or 
near either Ka'aahi Street or the intersection of North King Street and Liliha 
Street, with an alignment comprised of various section alignments that will be 
designated by the council from among those evaluated in the AA. This alignment 
is generally described as the Kapolei—lwilei alignment. 

Since Bill 79, CD 1 does not specify the alignment by section, two options have been examined. 
The first would link the following series of alignments through the study corridor: Saratoga 
Avenue/North-South Road to Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway to Salt Lake 
Boulevard to North King Street, terminating at the N. King Street & Liliha Street Station. It is 
referred to herein as the Kapolei—lwilei, via Salt Lake/North King alignment. 

The second would link the following series of alignments through the study corridor: Saratoga 
Avenue/North-South Road to Farrington Highway/Kamehameha Highway to Adele Street to 
Dillingham Boulevard, terminating at the Ka'aahi Station. It is referred to herein as the Kapolei-
!wile', via Airport/Dillingham alignment. 

Capital Cost Estimates 

As shown below, the capital costs of implementing the Kapolei—lwilei alignments would be 
approximately $3.3 billion and $3.4 billion in 2006 dollars, respectively. The Salt Lake/North 
King alignment is shorter in length, approximately 22 miles, and would cost less than the 
Airport/Dillingham alignment, which is approximately 23 miles in length. Both are less 
expensive than the 20-mile alignment because they would include at-grade sections through 
Kalaeloa which would be less expensive than the 20-mile alignment's elevated section from 
Downtown to Ala Moana Center. 

Alignment 
Major Investment Facility 

Capital Costs /  
(millions of 2006 dollars) 

Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel 4,730 
 

Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a WaikTki 
Branch 

5,510 

Kaiaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila 4,620 

20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center 3,600 

Kapolei - Iwilei via Salt Lake/North King 3,280 

Kapolei - Iwilei via Airport/Dillingham _ _ 3,420 
. 

Finance charges are not included. 

03SS 
ENCL TO 	 

Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 	1 
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Transit Vehicle Requirements 

As shown below, both Kapolei—lwilei alignments would require more buses than any of the other 
Fixed Guideway alignments. This is because the alignments terminate 'Ewa of Downtown 
Honolulu so most transit patrons destined for Downtown Honolulu or points further than Koko 
Head would need to transfer to a bus to complete their journey. Because many of the bus 
routes available for these transfers would be loaded with bus-only patrons, additional bus trips 
would need to be added. 

Alignment Fixed Guideway 

Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel 529 90 

Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a 
Waikiki Branch 

522 90 

Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila 

20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala Moana 
Center 

540 

596 

90 

70 

Kapolei - Wile' 
via Salt Lake/North King 

635 

Kapolei - lwilei 
via Airport/Dillingham 

604 

Estimated Year 2030 Annual Transit Operating and Maintenance Costs 

As shown below, both Kapolei—lwilei alignments would have higher transit O&M costs, in year 
2030, than any of the other Fixed Guideway alignments. This is because of higher bus O&M 
costs due to the need for additional bus service, described above. 

Alignment 
Bus O&M 

Cost 

(millions 

Fixed 
Guideway 
O&M Cost 

of 2006 dollars) 
,-- 

Total O&M 
Cost i  

Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel 169.3 78.9 248.2 _ 
Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a Waikiki 
Branch 

168.7 79.9 248.6 

Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila 173.0 83.1 256.1 

20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center 189.2 61.4 250.6 

Kapolei - lwilei via Salt Lake/North King 202.2 62.4 264.6 

Kapolei - Iwilei via Airport/Dillingham 195.7 65.8 261.5 

Handi-Van O&M costs are not included. 

Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 	2 
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Estimated Year 2030 Daily Transit Ridership 

As shown below, both Kapolei—lwilei alignments would have fewer transit trips, on fixed 
guideway and in total, than any of the other Fixed Guideway alignment. This is due to the need 
for most transit patrons destined for Downtown Honolulu or points further than Koko Head to 
transfer to a bus, entailing additional travel time and inconvenience, to complete their journey, 

Alignment 
Fixed 

Guideway 
Trips 

, 

_ 
Total 

Transit 
Trips 

Total Transit 
Boardings 

. 
Kalaeloa — Salt Lake — North King — Hotel 128,500 293,600 468,800 

Kamokila — Airport — Dillingham — King with 
a Waikiki Branch 

122,500 
, 

287,800 449,300 
_ 

Kalaeloa — Airport — Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 

123,700 294,100 468,300 

20-mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala 
Moana Center 

95,000 281,900 455,300 

Kapolei — Iwilei 
via Salt Lake/North King 

77,700 276,400 441,100 

Kapolei — lwilei 
via Airport/Dillingham 

78,300 277,200 440,000 
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FTA Cost-Effectiveness Calculations - Transportation System Costs and Transit User Benefits Compared to TSM 

As shown below, both Kapolei-lwilei alignments would be less cost-effective compared to the TSM Alternative, i.e. higher cost per 
user benefit, than all but one other Fixed Guideway alignment. Cost-Effectiveness values compared to the TSM Alternative is one of 
the criteria used by FTA in evaluating projects seeking New Starts funds (FTA measures cost-effectiveness of the proposed New 
Start project against a "Baseline" alternative which is typicaily similar to or identical to the TSM Alternative examined in Alternatives 
Analysis). Any proposed New Start project receiving a "Medium-Low" or "Low" rating for cost-effectiveness will not be recommended 
for funding by FTA. Thus neither Kapolei-lwilei alignment nor the Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a Waikiki Branch Full-
corridor Alignment would receive FTA's recommendation. 

Measure ISM 
Alternative 

Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - 
North King - Hotel 

Kamokila - Airport - 
Dillingham - King with a 

Waikiki Branch 

Kalaeloa - Airport - 
Dillingham - 
Halekauwi a 

20-mile Alignment 
East Kapolei to Ala 

Moana Center 

KapoIel - lwilei 
via Salt Lake/ 
North Kin 

Kapolei - Iwilei 
via Airport/ 
Dillingham 

Value 
Incremental 

Change 
Value  

Incremental  
Change 

Value  
Incremental  

Chan .e 
Value  

Incremental 
Change 

Value 
Incremental 

Change 
Value 

Incremental 
Change 

Annualized Capital 
Cost (Millions of 2006 
Dollars) 

$59.80 $387.31 $327,52 $445.73 $385.94 $380.66 $320.86 $308.23 $248.43 $287.91 $228,11 $296.16 $236.36 

Year 2030 
Systemwide O&M 
Cost (Millions of 2006 
Dollars) 

$234.20 $248.20 

,______ 

$14,00 $248.60 $14.40 $256.10 $21.90 $250.60 $16,40 $264.60 $30.40 $261.50 $27.30 

.1-otal 2030 Annualized 
Cost (Millions of 2006 
Dollars 

$294.00 $635.51 $341.52 $694.33 $400.34 $636.76 $342.76 $558.83 $264.83 $552,51 $258.51 $557.66 $263.66 

Year 2030 
Incremental User 
Benefits (Hours of 
2.eeief.29 

N/A N/A 15,633,300 N/A 13,723,300 N/A 15,504,500 N/A 11,638,500 N/A 9,834,200 N/A 10,107,500 

Cost-Effectiveness 
Cost per User 

Benefit 
N/A N/A $21.85 N/A $29,17 N/A $22.11 N/A $22.75 N/A $26.29 N/A $26.09 

•FTA 
Cost-Effectiveness 
'Rating 

N/A N/A Medium N/A Low / N/A Medium N/A Medium N/A 
Medium- 

Low 1 N/A 
Medium- 

Low 
i 

N/A = Not Applicable. Transit user benefits are calculated relative to the performance of the TSM Alternative. 

'Any proposed New Start project receiving a "Medium-Low" or "Low" rating for cost-effectiveness will not be recommended for funding by FTA. 
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Conclusion 

While both the Kapolei—lwilei, via Salt Lake/North King alignment and the Kapolei—lwilei, via 
Airport/Dillingham alignment would have lower initial project implementation costs than the 20- 
mile Alignment East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center, both would have higher ongoing O&M costs 
and neither would attract as many transit riders. Neither Kapolei—lwilet alignment would meet 
FTA's under-$23 threshold for receiving a necessary "Medium" or better cost-effectiveness 
rating. For these reasons, the East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center 20-mile Alignment remains the 
optimum lesser-cost Fixed Guideway alternative. 

Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
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November 27, 2006 

Testimony Relating to the Fixed Guideway Project 

Chairman Cachola and Members of the Transportation Committee: 

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee. My name is Richard 
Oshiro and I am the Chairman of the Waipahu Neighborhood Board No. 22. 

The Waipahu Neighborhood Board strongly supports the fixed guideway 
transportation alternative and would like to see it fully constructed from Kapolei to 
the University of Hawaii, Manna and into Waikiki. 

The Board took this action because it recognized the need for the City to 
move forward with this much needed project. We must not delay, but instead, we 
must take the necessary steps to move this project forward as quickly as 
possible before the costs go higher and higher. If we had done this years ago, 
we would have a transit system up and running today that would have cost much 
less. 

Your expeditious movement on this project is appreciated. Thank you for 
the opportunity to share our views. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Richard Oshiro, Chairman 
Waipahu Neighborhood Board No. 22 

537-7104 (B) 
671-1040 (R) 

LA: - Corn. No. 	  
TP 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
650 SOUTH KING STREET, 3RD FLOOR 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 
Phone (808) 768-8305 • Fax. (808) 523-4730 • Internet: ww,v.honolulu.gov  

MUFI HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

200i NOV 22 	elzv,NIFIECNT.OKRAKu 

CITY COUNCIL RICHARD F. TORRES 

HONOLULU, HAWArlEPUTYDIRECT°R 

TPD06-00578 

 

November 22, 2006 

The Honorable Romy Cachola 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Councilmember Cachola: 

This is to request a meeting with you to discuss possible amendments to Bill 79, CD1. 
We support the primary objective of Bill 79, CD1 that shall select the Locally Preferred 
Alternative (LPA) based on the results from the Alternative Analysis (AA) report, dated 
November 1, 2006. 

As we have communicated during earlier meetings of your Transportation and Planning 
Committee, we are concerned about provisions in Section 3 and Section 5 of the bill. 

Section 3 of the bill states, "The fixed guideway stations and technology of the locally 
preferred alternative.. .will be selected by subsequent ordinance." We recommend that Section 
3 be deleted in its entirety because of two serious flaws discussed below. 

First, Section 3 contradicts the LPA selection in Section 2 of the bill because the general 
station locations are a component of the individual alignment's analyses. Federal Transit 
regulations requires ETA to determine that the LPA decision is the result of the 
Alternatives Analysis. Should the City Council select station locations that are not part of 
the AA or delete particular stations identified in the AA, FTA may find this action to be 
capricious. 

Second, Section 3 violates the authority of the Director of the Department of 
Transportation Services (DTS Director) under Article 12, Revised Ordinances of 
Honolulu (ROH) to plan, design, supply, construct, operate and maintain a fixed 
guideway rapid transit system. Technology of a fixed guideway system should be 
determined through a competitive procurement process, not by an ordinance. The 
Administration plans to conduct a performance-specific procurement near the conclusion 
of the preliminary engineering phase so that all competent technology options will have 
an equal chance to compete and offer the best value to the City. The predetermination 
of technology through an ordinance will not only preclude this competition but could 
result in higher project costs and potentially lead to overstepping Council's legislative 
authority. 

Dept. Corn. No. 
TP, 

RECEIVED 
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The Honorable Romy Cachola 
Page 2 
November 22, 2006 

Section 5 of Bill 79, CD1 should be amended to further amend ROH Section 6-60.1 by 
deleting "and Draft EIS" from Subsection (1) in accordance with the Transportation 
Committee's decision last year to delete the Draft EIS from the prerequisite to selecting 
the LPA. This revision is reflected in Resolution 05-377, CD1, and its accompanying 
Committee Report No. 563. Councilmembers Cachola, Kobayashi, Okino, and Apo 
attended the Transportation Committee's meeting on November 17, 2005 and voted to 
separate the draft EIS from the AA so that the AA report could be completed by 
November 1, 2006. 

Prior to the committee's request, the Administration was poised to prepare the AA and 
DEIS as a single document (AA/DEIS). An AA/DE1S follows FTA's traditional approach for 
preparing the programmatic environmental analyses and documentation. Beginning in 1993, 
FTA began to allow for the completion of an AA prior to the preparation of a DEIS as another 
option. Therefore, in accordance with Council Resolution 05-377, CD1, the Administration has 
been following the latter option approved by FTA, whereby the AA required by 49 U.S.C. 
Section 5309(d) is conducted as a planning study prior to the National Environmental Policy Act 
review. 

An EIS document is now scheduled to be prepared concurrent with the progress of 
preliminary engineering efforts once the LPA has been determined. 

Keeping the Draft EIS as the prerequisite to selecting an LPA is inconsistent with the 
Council's preference expressed in Resolution 05-377 and the subsequent Administration's 
efforts in accommodating the Council's stated desires. 

I will be calling you to schedule the meeting. 

Sincerely, 

- 

MELVIN N. KAKU 
Director 

APPROVED: 

Wayne M. Hashiro, 
Managing Director 
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Sincerely, 

MILILANI MAUKA/ LAUNANI VALLEY NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 35  

do NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION • 530 SOUTH KING STREET ROOM 400 • HONOLULU, HAWAII, 96813 
PHONE (808) 527-5749 • FAX (808) 527-5760 • INTERNET: http://www.honoluiu.gov  

Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
530 S. King Street, Ste. 202 

Honolulu, HI 96813 

Chair Cachola and Members of the Committee, 

November 22, 2006 

--- 
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I am Kimberly Ribellia, Chair of the Mililani Mauka/Launani Valley Neighborhood Board 
No. 35. I would like to thank Chair Cachola and members of this committee for coming out to 
Mililani to hear from the residents of Central Oahu. 

In the next 25 years, the peak-hour commuting time may grow by more than 30% for an 
average commuter on the island and may double to more than 4 hours per day on the road for 
commuters from the most congested areas of the island such as the Leeward Coast, Kapolei and 
the Ewa plains according to preliminary results of a study conducted for the Oahu Metropolitan 
Planning Organization. 

That being said, Neighborhood Board No. 35 passed a resolution supporting the 
construction of a rail system or other mass transit on Oahu to ease traffic congestions. The 
neighborhood board also recommends the inclusion of a rail system or other mass transit system 
in the Oahu Regional Transportation Plan for 2030 as a means of establishing the eligibility for 
federal funds earmarked for ground transportation. The board also favors limiting the use of the 
general excise and use tax surcharge to operating and capital costs of a new rail system or other 
mass transit. We would also request that the City considers adding a spur up H-2 to service 
Mililani and our neighbors in Wahiawa and North Shore. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify and we look forward to your discussions on mass 
transit in the coming weeks. 

Kimberly Rillia, Chair 
Mililani Mauka/Launani Valley Neighborhood 
Board No. 35 

Dept. Corn. No. 	0973  bb 

Oahu's Neighborhood Board system — Established 1973 
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MILILANI MAUKA/ LAUNANI VALLEY NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 35  

c/o NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION • 530 SOUTH KING STREET ROOM 400 • HONOLULU, 
HAWAII, 96813 

PHONE (808) 527-5749 FAX (808) 527-5760 • INTERNET: http://www.horlolulu.gov  

Dear Chair Cachola and Members of the Transportation and Planning Committee: 

Subject: Support for Rail 

Thank you so very much for holding your committee meeting in Mililani. 

With the expected growth of residential development for years to come in 
Central and West Oahu and its impact on traffic, the Mililani Mauka/Launani Valley 
Neighborhood Board No. 35 (NB) has consistently supported the City's major regional 
traffic improvement projects since the NB's creation 9 1/2 years ago. Specifically, in 
October 2000, the NB unanimously supported the selection of the Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternative for the Primary Corridor Transportation Project from Kapolei to Waikiki and 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa. In April 2002, the NB unanimously expressed it 
continued support for the general concept of the Bus Rapid Transit Project. Most 
recently in May 2005, the NB passed a resolution in support for the construction of a 
rail transit system or other mass transit to ease traffic congestion (by a vote of 6-0-1). 
A copy of the resolution is attached for your convenience. 

Your immediate selection of a fixed guideway system as the locally preferred 
alternative would be most appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Pamela Young 
Chair, Transportation Committee 
Mililani Mauka/Launani Valley NB 35 

Attachment 

irer 	Dept. Corn. No.  0974  
Oahu's Neighborhood Board system - Established 1973 
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MTLILANT IvfAUXA/LA1INANT.VALLT3Y 1,1EIGHpOR.Hggl) BOARD 'SO.' 
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RESOLUTION V.NCOURAGING THE CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU TO 
RIIILD A RAIL SYSTEM OR OTHER MASS TRANSIT SYSTEM 

WHEREAS, 45,000 to (30,000 new houair% In tit:. will bc built cln the 1.4c .ward plain rovcr the 
neXt few year and 

WI-WRENS. tbc non 25 years, the peak-hour commuting time may grow by room than :30% 
for' anverage commuter on the island and may double to more than 4 hours pc i day ori the 
road for commuters from the rnost ennested a.rcax.uf dm island .1.zeh as the Leeward Coa,vt, 
Kapolei and the Ewa plains ac,cerding to preliminary resultg. of a >Indy onndueted for the Oahu 
Metropolitan Pionning Or8anization; and 

WHERF,AS.lhe island's population is expected to iftere2S.C. 27% Co 1,3 rnilliOn while 
onployment c ies 26% to 632,900 jobs in the next 25 years; and 

mem KREAs, proposals for to.o.y Trtazia transit cokcaern on Oahu h Ixert debated for at ICASt 
titirty -.77.-Vr3; c td  

WHEREAS, the estimated cost of a rail transit ystem for Oahu expected to exoced $2.6 
billion; and 

W1-1CREAS, 1,11;;,- 1=4durtil, 	AdminictfAtinn Wilk not Oonsidcr financing a public mass 
truwait synten, for the thnd unless the City and County of Honolulu approves a funding 
fivehunisit Inalcl a ra`t1 vstern or other mass transit system: and 

WHEREAS. Legislature the State of Hawaii authorized the euuntie.a to cnact suroharge of 
op to nni pm.e.,nt on the gv.ikirr41, ci 1,1,,se:;, 01 4% currently impcIlzeti hy the Slate foe 
pltrpor,e$ of f..4ncttng tha operating and 	aostc of public transportation; and 

WilEREAS, both the Governor of the ,  State of I lawaii and Mayor of the City and County of 
I4onotulu have oxpreSSed their suppOrt publie/y ibr a surcharge on general cm.,:i6c and Ll5C tzl1s 

be used for n:ass transit projects; now. therefore. 

BE 11-  MS( OWE)) that the ;Mil;ts•ni MAukall.aunarii Valley Neighborhood Board No. 35 
,lipports the ,:onstruction of a rai) trarrsit synern or other mass trans7it on Oahu to case traffic 
congeig.inrk; %Uri 

RE IT FUR 1 .  11E1i RE,501NED that Ow MlLni MauknitAnnani Volley Neighborhond 
Diaard No, 0:0,tyrrunondk. the inelegion of r•-i I transit system or other Man transit in the 
Crahn Ro,tio:fal Trans port3t;00 Plan for 2030 as a means of establishing the eligibility for 
retrfritti 

 
fund; carmarko• fr grOtEnci itanvortation systorrin.: and 
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do NERIMORI-100D COMMISSM 530 SOUTI4 NiNt:f tAt51:r. 1 1.90m 400 -}401,101V1 vt-lAwidt 96t1i1 
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Virrnbur 
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1,11m, 

BX IT FURTHER RESOLVED that TIICh4iiib Matika/L4unalli Valley NhborhoOd 
Board N. 3,5 cneourages the City ttu)d Cou.nty ef "Reno lulu to e-v pedite the study t.rf loylg_tortn 
transit optioe-, and lvfora-tuIata a mar,* trarma pifm r)f actiOn as soon as feasibJc: and 

BE IT FORTIOR RESOLVED that the Mililan MaukafrAunani Valley Neighborhood 
Rfmril No, 3:; favors limiting the use of the general excise and use tax sureharge to operating 
and capital co ,!'s of a new rail sygern or otlwr mass transit; and 

BE rr fr_Ni4LLY RESOLVED Lliat u.epi.cs of this ret-,M,Atino be Tra.mmirittd to members or 
H.,waiTs  co ,:grestiimmt dektaxion,,, the Governor of the SroTT: of Miwaii. the Mayor Of the CitY 
and ..::::•ottoty :1 1 ionololu, the mcrolherR ihr C'iry Council, the Stile Director of Transportation 
and the City 0;rentor ofThincTortation Services and to all Neighborhood Board lvtemberst 

Ad'opteri 'Vv.,' 17, 2005, at the.  repgar Inec2222K 72>i u voie 	- 0 - 

Rcspeetfully, 

MILANI MAUKA/LAUNANI VALLEY 
NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 35 
do NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION 
530 SOUTH KING STREET, ROOM 400 
HONOLULU HAWAII 96813 

FIRST CLASS MAIL 
• Pamela KY Young 
P 0 Box 4444 
HONOLULU HI 96812 
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Chair Cachola and Members of the Committee, 	 cn 

On behalf of Neighborhood Board No. 25,1 want to express our 
appreciation for your holding this hearing in here in MllilanL 

On the matter before us today,! want to make two points, the first of which 
deals with reality and the second with practicality. The first is that the 
reason that we are facing a so-called transportation crisis is because of our 
inability to properly plan for and accommodate future growth and 
development, which is more fully explained in our attached Community 
Manifesto. Because of this — or more specifically because of our inability 
to say "no" to development — the latest OMPO studies tell us that we here in 
Mililani face commuter times of two hours each way to and from town by 
the year 2030, a distance of only 17 miles. At this point, the proposed rail 
system is our only viable alternative to inevitable gridlock 

My second point is that you should not be overly concerned with the 
upcoming vote on the transit issue or its future funding. As a practical 
matter, people will only remember you if you vote against the project -- as 
our on Rene Mansho learned much to her chagrin — and any decisions on 
additional future funding needs will be happen long after your present terms 
expire. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify and we look forward to working 
with you in the months ahead as we plan and implement our transportation 
future. 

Dept. Corn. No. 	0975  

AR00069029 
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MILILANIAVA11210/MBLEMANU  NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO, 25 

 

Os WelOtakmwoovecoutisstes • CSTY NALL WOW ea • soseurta RAWAX as 

COMMUNITY MANIFESTO REGARDING TILE NEED FOR A REAL WORLD 
COMPREHENSIVE STATE AND couNTY POLICY ON FUTURE 

URDANizATION IN CENTRAL OAHU 

We the  undersigned boardruembers believe that the proposed unconditional addition of 
some 20,000 housing units in Central Oahu is not only unreasonable but also a threat to 
the lifestyle and quality of life of all area residents. 

•We also believe that adethional development in Central Oahu can and should be allowed 
providing that appropriate potable water resources and regional transportation end 
education infrastructure are available concurrently to accommodate such developrzieni 

We further believe that the apparent lack of orderly or common sense growth In Leeward 
and Central Oahu reflects the failure of State and county planning processes that are 
tchilly dysfunctional as follows: 

• auge_rmitheasinilamagg — While the State regulates huid use, it does 
not plan to assure Smart Growth either regionally or on a statewide basis. 
Nowhere at the State level are the cumulative impacts of proposed 
developments assessed and the results therepf shared with decon-makers. 
In implementing the Land Use Law, the State Land Use Commission 
consistently fails to attach appropriate or meaningful conditicais when 
permitting development to occur, The Departments of Education and 
Transportation, on the other hand, perpetually lack the financial and/or staff 
resources to provide the necessary educational and transportation 
infrastructure in a timely manner to. itupport now development. 

• citElLagruyimitig — The County alleges an urban growth policy of 
directing future growth to the Second City in Ewa with future development 
allowed in Central Oahu only to the extent of relieving pressure OA the Second 
City. In point of fact, County policy is omni-directional (legalized sprawl) • 
and virtually allows development anywhere in Central Leeward Oahu to the 
extent that the County development plaits now allow for mere growth in 
Central Oahu than the Second City. In addition, the urban growth boundary 
for Ccittral Oahu is based primarily on developer proposals rather than the 
ability of the region to sustain such development and the community has never 
supported its demarcation, Finally, the zoning conditions and unilateral 
agreements regarding existing development fail to include concurrency 
requirements regarding the developments themselves in relation to available 
infrastructure. 

kimis&howthreill knard Avitem-bitablished 103 
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It is self- evident to residents of Central Oahu that our roads, educational facilities, and 
potable water resources are at or past their maximum capacity. It is also obvious that the 
future livability and welfare of our children is contingent in large measure upon the 
intelligent and sensible growth of Central Oahu. 

Am suck we the undersigned endorse and insiet upon the following planning/policy 	- 
changes and construction projects that we believe are needed to enure future growth in 
Central Oahu at a level and pace acceptable to our community: 

- • Do_ I 	 =ILL! 
	

0 

Development 

- • the State conduct a study of how Much additional development can or should 
be allowed in Central Oahu based upon Smart Growth principles and available 
State resources, and 

• the State Land Use Commission approve further Urban Land Use District 
reclassiEcations in Central Oahu only if the following actions or conditions 
are incorporated as part of the Commission's Decision & Order : 

(1) that area developers and/or State and county governments provide the 
Conunission the results of a study Specifying the incremental effect on 
commuter travel time resulting from the construction of some 25,000 
additional housing units not yet built in Central Oahu (14.000 of which are 
already approved). Specifically, a comparison should be made of the 
travel time to and from Mililani to downtown and Kapolei (a) at the 
current level of units constructed, (b) at buildout of all previously 
approved 14,0(X) units in Central Oahu, and (e) with the construction of 
the proposed additional 7,000 =built but proposed units in Central Oahu; 
and 

(2) that a "conourrency' condition be imposed Whereby the State Department 
of Education would certify that the proposed development would not 
exceed the ability of the public school infrastructure to accommodate such 
development at the time of occupancy. 

(3) that a "concurrency" condition be imposed whereby the State Department 
of Transportation would certify at some acceptable level of serviee that the 
proposed development would not exceed the ability of the regional 
transportation infrastructure to accommodate such development at the time 
of occupancy. 

(4) that a candition be imposed whereby the State and area developers adopt a 
'fair share" agreementimechani.sm regarding the funding and construction 
of necessary local and regional transportation improvements prior to the 
issue of any building permits and that a public bearing be held on the 

AR00069031 
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• proposed agreement in Central Oahu prior to Its adoption and 
implementation, 

Quan.,thaaninfizzermund 
pevologinent 

• the City & County should revise the Central Oahu Sustainable Communities 
Plan to reflect the carrying capacity of the region and the following concerns: 

(1) an analysis of how much of the proposed 20,000 additional housing units 
MI reasonably be accommodated and at what level of service in light of 
the current major Infrastructure deficiencies, and 

(2) a new, unbiased policy decision, e.g., not based exclusively upon 
developer proposals, as to where development should Occur in the Centred 
and Leeward areas with appropriate adjustments to endsting urban growth 
boundaries, if it a decided that more development should occur in 
Central rather than Leeward Oahu, then the Plan should correctly label 
Central Oahu as the Second City and not as an urban fringe, sustainable 
community, and 

(3) clear standards for the concurrent provision of infrastructure to deal With 
increased classroom requirements and pm:Inner travel time brought 

' about by Increased development, and 

(4) provisions for phasing any proposed development to minimize urban 
sprawl as was done in the Ewa Development Plan, and . 

(5) a process to readily monitor and enforce coneurrency and other conditions 
• required of developers as set forth under Council-approved Unilateral 

Agreements, 

   

• Li*A. 444 4.0 

 

I • 4 	 * 

  

   

. 	 . 

• the availability of and coy accessibility to fully-operational elementary, 
middle, and high schools to accommodate existing and new residents, and 

• the construction of a fully improved H-2 interchange at Ka Like Boulevard, 
and 

• a requirement/provision for Oentry Waiawa to build in its first phase of 
housing development their portion of the Central Maullat Road (parallel and 
mauka of the 11-2) from the H-2 Interchange at Ka Uka Boulevard to the 
Kamebameha Higbway/Moanalus Road extension, and 
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• 

• the construction of a thru road connecting Kamehameha Highway and Paiwa 
Street through the Central Oahu Regional Park., and 

• widening Katnehameha Highway to four lanes between Ka Uka Boulevard 
and Lanikuhana Avenue, and 

• the funding of a study to investigate the feasibility of a Regional Park and 
Ride located on the H-2 corridor near Koa Ridge, and . 

• adequate access and support Hanes to any rapid or mass transit system(s) 
fully-funded and proposed for serving the Island of Oahu, and 

• the construction of an ambulance facility and police substation in Millard 
• Town. 

ADOPTED by Neighborhood Board No. 2$ at its regular meeting oPanuary 28. 2004 by 
unanimom vote (22-04 
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P5CEIVED 

Nov 21 624 AM 
Testimony of MaryAnne Selander 
Mililani Neighborhood BoarltigjIL ;Tj Cii, [a y  

Transportation/Rail Meeting, Mffilani Town, 
Nov. /2i, 2006 6:30 PM 

2-3 

Mililani Town, beginning in 1968, demonstrated to the City & 
County and State "planners" how to lay out a wonderful 
development...a planned community. 

Thirty years later, Kapolei, the New Second City, was built as the 
sweetheart and brainchild of the hour, with huge City & County 
buildings, generous tax credits, and overwhelming political 
support. 

The result? A boxed-in community that is a jungle for its residents, 
who are unable to penetrate the traffic to get to those famous 
Second City offices. And if commuters drive in to those "moved-
west" jobs, it requires 35 minutes from the H-1 exit to their offices. 

Meanwhile, here sits Mililani Town — the promise of Oahu — with 
little support EVER for our traffic problems and with 35 years of 
our children leaving in the dark for private schools and U of H, 
while parents struggle to drop off babies before getting to their 
jobs. 

Now, this rail will not help our 50,000 plus residents, because we 
will not even have access if the rail is built. It will not even deliver 
to the Manoa Campus the Big Original Promise — and we cannot 
even get past the HI/112 merge. Poor early planning years ago have 
taken the shoulder lanes -- which could have been used to move 
accidents, etc. out of the traffic path -- for another desperately 
needed lane. 

Dept. Corn. No. 	0976 

AR00069034 



U V 	I L/0 VI . 44'JP 
	

Ill] Ike 
	 808 623-1700 	 p2 

We need Central Oahu Solutions TODAY and we need the million 
dollars the Legislature voted to us last year and released by Gov. 
Lingle for resolving Central Oahu traffic and infrastructure 
problems. 

We need to start now to resolve the new onslaught of infrastructure 
and traffic problems that 30-year-old building permits will allow as 
25,000 more homes spring up between our Milliard and 11-1. 

First solution: We need FREE buses, absolutely free for all 
students and faculty traveling from all residential areas of the 
island to all schools and trfl...possibly 4 times per day without 
any transfers. .to City schools and the Manoa campus. This will 
take thousands out of student cars and the parents delivering their 
students off the road, while relieving parking at UI-I and all of the 
communities it so horrendously affects as students park numerous 
blocks into residential areas. 

Taxpayers would not even have to pay the additional 1/2 percent to 
get this accomplished!! 

When there is a "town meeting" in our TOWN...with not even a 
town hall to meet in after 38 years...we members of the 
community need to talk with each other, not be talked AT. After 
all we have given up yet another night of our precious time to be 
heard and to attempt to protect our residents' needs.. .especially the 
needs of those who, on the eve of Thanksgiving at 6:30 PM, are 
still on the road home to their families. 

MaryAnne Selander 
Neighborhood Board 25 Member 
722-0087 
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Sincerely, 

Melvin N. Kaku 
Director 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

650 SOUTH KING STREET, 3RD FLOOR 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 RZ, C 	E D Phone: (808) 523-4529 • Fax: (808) 523-4730 • Internet. 

MUR HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

200I1 NOV 114 P 14: 09 

CITY COUNCIL 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

MELVIN N. KAKU 
DTRECTOR 

RICHARD F. TORRES 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

TP10/06-179648R 
November 1, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola 
Councilmember 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Councilmember Cachola: 

This is to respond to your letter dated October 24, 2006, requesting the legal opinion 
regarding use of the general excise and use tax (GET) surcharge revenues. 

I would like to take this opportunity to clarify your letter regarding the statement made by 
Mr. Toru Hamayasu at the Transit Advisory Task Force meeting on October 20, 2006. 
Mr. Hamayasu informed the Task Force that the GET surcharge revenues could not be used for 
the Managed Lane Alternative. This is contrary to your letter that asserts Mr. Hamayasu's 
statement also included the No Build and TSM Alternatives. 

Mr. Hamayasu's statement regarding the Managed Lane Alternative was based on 
verbal guidance from our Deputy Corporation Counsel. We requested that the guidance be 
formalized in a written opinion after receiving your request and the opinion is attached. 

APPROVED: 

 

f==7 
rrt 
c-3 

tz; 

Wayne NI. Hashiro, 
Managing Director / 

Attachment 

Dept. Corn. No. 
TP 
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CITY AND C 
10400 LUL Li, HAWAII 

COT.TI\TCILA 
OUNTY OF HONOLULU 
968 2 - a'165 ./ TELEPHONE 547 - 7000 

ROMA/ M. CA.CITOLA 
COUNCiLMEMBER 
(3011).47 ,70O7 
'31-,rt) 58-422.0 tfaxj 

iwil rchtfholtr:rtionotulu,Roy 

October 24, 2006 

Mr. Melvin N. Kaku, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3" Floor 
Honolulu. Hawaii 96813 

Dear Mr 

At the Transit Advisory Task Force meeting on October 20. 2006, the Chief Planner of your 
Department mentioned that there is a legal opinion indicating that the general excise and use 
tax surcharge revenues cannot be used to fund the no build, TSM, or managed lane 
alternatives. 

Please transmit that legal opinion to me by November 1, 2006. 

Thank you. 

Very truly yours, 

ROY 	 A 
Co cilmet er 
Co ncil Di4rict VII 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE CORPORATION COUNSEL 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

 

530 SOUTH iONG STREET. ROOM 114 • HONOLL)LIJ, HAMAR 90113 

rat,EPHoriE: 1308) 523-4459 • FAX J80131523-4503 • INTERNET: www.ttonoluluow 

 

MuFt HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

C:ARRIE I( S OK1NAGA 
c.oRPumA16ON COUNSEL 

oN NA M. WOO 
FRET DEPUTY CORPORATION COUNSEL 

October 30, 2006 

TO: 	MELVIN N. KAKU, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 

FROM: 	REID M. YAMASHIRO 
DEPUTY CORPORATION COUNSEL 

SUBJECT: THE USE OF ACT 247 (200) FUNDS 

L 	ISSUE 

Whether the revenues generated under Act 247 may be used to (a) 
develop High Occupancy Toll ("HOT") lanes as a transit mode, and (b) construct 
bus stations that are used to connect riders from locations off the transit route 
with transit stations. 

SHORT ANSWER 

The revenues generated under Act 247 may not be used to develop HOT 
lanes as a transit mode. The revenues generated under Act 247 may arguably 
be used to construct bus stations that are used to connect riders from locations 
off the transit route with transit stations. 

ILL 	DISCUSSION  

The Hawaii State Legislature passed Act 247 during its 2005 session, Act 
247 amended Hawaii Revised Statutes ("HRS") Chapter 46 to add a section that 
authorized the counties to establish a county surcharge on state tax. HRS 
§ 46-16.8 (Supp. 2005). 

HRS Section 46-16.8 discusses how the counties are to expend the 
revenues generated from the county surcharge on state tax as follows: 
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(c) 	Each county with a population greater than five 
hundred thousand that adopts a county surcharge on state tax 
ordinance pursuant to subsection (a) shall use the surcharges 
received from the State for: 

(I) 
	

Operating or capital costs of a locally preferred 
alternative for a mass transit project and 

(2) 	Expenses in complying with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990 with respect to paragraph (1). 

The county surcharge on state tax shall not be used to build or 
repair public roads or highways, bicycle paths, or support public 
transportation systems already in existence prior to the effective 
date of this Act. 

HRS § 46-16.8(c). 

In construing a statute, the foremost obligation is to "ascertain and give 
effect to the intention of the legislature, which is to be obtained primarily from the 
language contained in the statute itself." State v. Keawe,  107 Hawai`i 1, 4, 108 
P.3d 304, 307 (2005) (citations omitted). 

Statutes should be interpreted foremost In light of the plain meaning 
accorded their operative terms," and such terms must be read in the context of 
the entire statute and construed in a manner consistent with its purpose. Kinkaid  
v, Board of Review of City & County of Honolulu,  106 Hawaisi 318, 323, 104 P.3d 
905, 910 (2004) (citations omitted). 

in the case of HOT lanes, the applicable language of the statute states 
that "[tlhe county surcharge on state tax shall not be used to build or repair public 
roads or highways[.r Under the plain language of MRS Section 46-16.8(c), the 
City cannot use revenues generated from the county surcharge on state tax to 
build HOT lanes, as these would be considered public roads or highways, and 
cannot repair public roads or highways to allow for HOT lanes. In order for the 
City to use revenues generated from the county surcharge on state tax to build 
new HOT lanes or create HOT lanes on existing public roads or highways, the 
State legislature must amend the language in HRS Section 46-16.8(c) to allow 
for such an expenditure. 

In the case of bus stations that are used to connect riders from locations 
off the transit route with transit stations, the applicable language of the statute 
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states that "[title county surcharge on state tax shall not be used to. . support 
public transportation systems already in existence prior to the effective date of 
this Act. Under the plain language of HRS Section 46-16.8(c), the City cannot 
use revenues generated from the county surcharge on state tax to support public 
transportation systems already in existence prior to July 12, 2005. In the case of 
building bus stations used to connect riders from locations off the transit route 
with transit stations, as long as the public transportation system connecting the 
riders from locations off the transit route with transit stations did not exist prior to 
July 12, 2005, the revenues generated from the county surcharge on state tax 
can be used to build such bus stations. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, (1) the revenues generated under Act 247 may 
not be used to develop HOT lanes as a transit mode, and (2) the revenues 
generated under Act 247 may arguably be used to construct bus stations that are 
used to connect riders from locations off the transit route with transit stations. 

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 
extension 4925. 

d! 	/. 	 „ 

REID M. YAM, SHIRO 
Deputy Corporation Counsel 

APPROVED: 

CARRIE K. S. OKI NAGA 
Corporation Counsel 

RMY:ek 

DTS-ACT 247 USESRMY 
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114k,j  
Melvin N. Kaku V 
Director 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

650 SOUTH KING STREET, 3RD FLOOR 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 06813 

Phone: (808) 768-8305 • Fax: (808) 523-4730 • Internet: www.honolulu.gov  

MUFI HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

MELVIN N. KAKU 
DIRECTOR 

RICHARD F TORRES 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

TP11/06-182783R 
December 5, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Committee on Transportation and Planning 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Cachola: 

Subject: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

This responds to your November 13, 2006 letter, relating to the 
Alternatives Analysis Report  and the Environmental Consequences:  
Supporting Information  prepared for the subject project. Your questions as 
stated in your letter and our responses are attached. 

In addition to nine (9) copies of this letter, we are transmitting nine (9) 
copies each of the following two technical reports that are referenced in our 
responses to your comments: 

• Draft Travel Demand Forecasting Results 
• Draft Financial Feasibility Report  

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please call 
Toru Hamayasu at Local 8344. 

Sincerely, 

Enclosures 

Dept. Corn. No. 
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The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Page 2 
December 5, 2006 

APPROVED: 

Wayne M.M. HashirO, RE. 
Managing Director 

mb (F. Miyamoto) 
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QUESTIONS ON ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS REPORT 
AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEOUENCES REPORT  

Chapter 2 -- Alternatives Considered 

(1) The first paragraph on page 2-4 states: "The H-1 zipper lane would be maintained in the 
Two-direction Option but discontinued in the Reversible Option." 

Why will the zipper lane be discontinued in the reversible option? 

There are two reasons for assuming that the Zipper Lane would be discontinued in the 
Reversible Managed Lane Option. Discontinuing the Zipper Lane frees up a lane on H-1 in 
the off-peak direction, which results in improved level of service for traffic in the off-peak 
direction. Also, given that the reversible option was providing two priority lanes in the 
peak direction in addition to the H-1 HOV lane, providing a fourth priority lane was 
determined to not be a critical need. 

(2) Table 2-2 on page 2-8 provides the number of stations on each section alignment. 
Calculations based on the data indicate the following: 

The Kalaeloa/Salt Lake/North King/Hotel alignment will have 30 stations; 

The Kamokila/Airport/Dillingham/King alignment with Waikiki branch will have 
28 stations; 

• The Kalaeloa/Airport/Dillingham/Halekauwila alignment will have 31 stations; 

• The 20-Mile East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center alignment will have 24 stations. 

Are those calculations correct? 

The total number of stations for the four alignments are as follows: 

• Kalaeloa/Salt Lake/North King/Hotel — 29 stations 

• Kamokila/Airport/Dillingharn/King with Waikiki — 29 stations 

• Kalaeloa/Airport/Dillingham/Halekauwila — 30 stations 

• 20-mile East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center — 21 stations 
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(3) The last paragraph on page 2-8 states: "Fare inspectors would ride the system and check 
that passengers have valid tickets or transfers." 

(A) Will rail cars have drivers in addition to fare inspectors? 

(B) Is the compensation for fare inspectors included in the operating and maintenance 
cost estimates for the fixed guideway alternatives? 

See the individual answers below to each part of this question: 

(A) A final decision has not been made yet and may depend on the transit technology 
ultimately chosen. For estimating transit Operations and Maintenance costs, a driver 
was assumed for each train. 

(B) Yes. 

(4) In the project schedule on page 2-19, "final design" and "construction" will overlap for 
about a one-year period. 

Is that overlap allowable under the Federal Transit Administration's major capital 
investment process? 

Yes. The ETA may issue a Full Funding Grant Agreement prior to completion of 100% 
final design for some or all parts of a project. 

(5) When does the City Administration plan to issue a request for proposals for the design and 
construction of the fixed guideway system if selected as the locally preferred alternative? 

Final design and construction contracts may be issued after completion of the National 
Environmental Policy Act Record of Decision. 

Chapter 3 -- Transportation Benefits And Impacts  

(6) What hours constitute the A.M. and P.M. peak periods and A.M. and P.M. peak hours? 

The a.m. four-hour peak period is from 5 to 9 a.m., while the p.m. is from 2 to 6 p.m. The 
two peak hours are 6 to 8 a.m. and 3 to 5 p.m. 

(7) The fourth paragraph on page 3-1 states that, between 2005 and 2030, daily island-wide 
trips will increase by 27 percent and peak period home-based work trips will increase by 
21 percent. 

By what percentages will island-wide population and employment increase between 2005 
and 2030? 

-2- 
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Between 2005 and 2030, island-wide population is projected to increase by 22 percent and 
island-wide employment by 21 percent. 

(8) Table 3-3 on page 3-4 provides data on daily person trips by mode (automobile or transit, 
bus or rail). 

How many trips by mode will be taken by visitors under each build alternative? 

Projected visitor trips by mode by alternative are shown in Table R-1. 

(9) Table 3-6 on page 3-11 provide data on travel times during the A.M. peak hour for the 
alternatives. 

(A) Is the assumption correct that the transit travel times under the non-fixed guideway 
alternatives are express bus travel times? 

(B) When computing the daily transit and vehicle trips for table 3-3, is a "drive to transit" 
trip counted as one linked "transit trip" or separately as one "vehicle trip" and one 
"transit trip"? 

(C) How many daily "drive to transit" (to park and ride facility) trips are forecasted for 
each build alternative? 

(D) Would the "auto travel times" for the build alternatives be shorter than the "auto 
travel time for the no build alternative? If available, please provide the "auto travel 
times" for the build alternatives. 

(E) Under the Kalaeloa/Airport/Dillingham/Halekauwila alignment, the "walk to transit" 
travel time from Downtown to Waikiki is 40 minutes. Why is that travel time so much 
higher than the "walk to transit" travel times from Downtown to Waikiki under the 
Kalaeloa/Salt Lake/North King/Hotel alignment and 20-mile East Kapoki to Ala 
Moana Center alignment, which is 28 minutes? 

See the individual answers below to each part of this question: 

(A) No, the assumption is not correct. The transit travel times shown represent the 
shortest transit travel times for the given origin/destination pair regardless of whether 
it was local bus, express bus, or limited stop (e.g., Routes A, B, C) bus routes. 

(B) A "drive-to-transit" person trip is counted as one transit person-trip, not as both a 
private vehicle trip and a transit trip. 

(C) Island-wide park-and-ride trips are summarized in Table R-2 by alternative. 

-3- 
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(D) Auto travel times for the build alternatives have not been compiled. 

(E) For the Kalaeloa/Salt Lake/North King/Hotel Alignment, riders would take the fixed 
guideway (starting with a relatively short walk to the station at King Street/Fort Street) 
and then transfer at the Convention Center station to a bus into Waikiki. For the 20-mile 
alignment, rather than walking makai to catch rail at the Nimitz/Fort Street station 
(estimated to be approximately an 8-minute walk), it is faster for riders to take the limited 
stop bus Route B into Waikiki. For the Kalaeloa/Airport/Dillingham/Halekauwila 
Alignment, the fastest path was to take a local bus (Route 8). 
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Table  R-1: Visitor Trips by Mode by Alternative 
Alternative Private 

Vehicle 

164,580 

Public 
Bus 

4,520 

Fixed 
Guidewa 

0 

Taxi 

12,710 

Tour Bus 

138,530 

Walk 

167,260 

Total 
Visitor 
Trips  

487,600 TSM Alternative 
% Mode Share 

Two-direction Option 

33.8% 

164,650 

0.9% 

4,470 

0.0% 

0 

2.6% 

12,730 

28.4% 

138,590 

34.3% 

167,270 487,710 
, 	 % Mode Share 33.8% _ 0.9% 0.0% 2,6% , 28.4% 34.3% 

Reversible Option 1 64,650 4,470 0 12,730 138,580 167,270 487,700 
% Mode Share 33.8% 0.9% 0.0% 2.6% 28.4% 34.3% 

Fixed Guideway Alternative 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake-North 
King- Hotel 

164,530 3,030 1,850 12,670 138,110 167,470 487,660 

% Mode Share 33.7%  0.4% 2.6% 28.3% 34.3% 1 
Kamokila - Airport - 
Dillingham - King with a 
Waikiki Branch 

164,340 2,980 3,460 12,560 137,330 167,290 487,960 

% Mode Share 33.7% , 0.6% 0.7% 2.6% 28.1% 34.3% 
Kalaeloa - Airport - 
Dillingham - Halekauwila 

164,420 3,680 

, 

2,210 12,610 137,670 167,240 487,830 

% Mode Share f 	33.7% 0.8% 0.5% 2.6% 28.2% 34.3% 
20-mile Alignment , 164,470 3,980 1,570 12,630 137,890 167,210 487,750 	j  

% Mode Share 33.7% 0.8% 0.3% 2.6% 28.3% 34.3% 

-5- 
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Table R-2: Island-Wide Daily Park-and-Ride Ti s by Alternative 

Alternative 
Daily Transit Trips 

from Park-and- Ride 
Lots 

TSM Alternative 
TSM Alternative 3,445 
Managed Lane Alternative 
Two-direction Option 3,960 
Reversible 0 4 tion 
Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway Alternative 
Kalaeloa — Salt Lake — North King — Hotel 

4,035 

18,285 

Kamokila — Airport — Dillingham — King 
with a Waikiki Branch 

15,240 

Kalaeloa — Airport — Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 

18,420 

20-mile Alignment 13,590 

(10) Table 3-8 on page 3-16 provides data on the "A.M. Peak Two-hour Transit Ridership." 

(A) What hours constitute the AM. two-hour peak? 

(B) Why is the AM two-hour peak used instead of the A.M. peak period or A.M. peak 
hour? 

See the answers to each part of this question below. 

(A) The a.m. two-hour peak period is assumed to be from 6 to 8 a.m. 

(8) The smallest period of time for which the OMPO travel demand forecasting model 
calculates mode choice is for the two-hour peak period. 

(11) The last paragraph on page 3-17 states: "In particular, across all of the Fixed Guideway 
combinations, there is an increase in the number of long-distance transit trips made." 

Please provide trip tables for all the alternatives. If the trips tables are included in the 
patronage results report expected to be submitted to the Transportation and Planning 
Committee, a separate submittal of the tables is not necessary. 

-6- 
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Transit trip tables by the 25 Transportation Analysis Areas, in production to attraction 
format, are provided in the Draft Travel Demand Forecasting Results for all alternatives for 
total daily transit trips as well as various other time periods and trip purposes. 

(12) Table 3-12 on page 3-25 shows traffic volumes across the Kalauao and Kapalama 
screenlines during the peak hours. 

(A) Under the managed lanes two-direction option, the volume-to-capacity ratio of the 
managed lane across the Kapalama screenline seems to have been calculated based 
on 4,400 vehicles per hour. The capacity of one managed lane, however, is 2,200 
vehicle per hour. 

Are the volume-to-capacity ratios across the Kapalama screenline for the managed 
lanes two-direction option correct in table 3-12? Please explain. 

(B) Under the managed lanes reversible option, the volume-to-capacity ratio for "total 
HOV traffic" in the A.M. peak hour across the Kalauao screenline is "1.46." Is that 
number correct? 

See the answers to each part of this question below. 

(A) It is correct. The Kap5lama Canal screenline is also the location of the proposed 
Nimitz Flyover (which would be incorporated into the Managed Lane Alternative). 
The Managed Lane Two-Direction Option is designed with three lanes at this location 
(two lanes in the peak direction plus one lane in the opposite direction). Hence, 
between the Keehi Interchange and Iwilei, there are two Koko Head bound managed 
lanes for the Two-direction Option with a corresponding capacity of 4,400 vehicles 
per hour (vph). 

(B) Yes, this number is correct. Table 3-12 should have a footnote indicating that the 
HOV lane capacity for the Managed Lane Reversible Option is only 1900 vph rather 
than 3800 vph. 

(13) The Nimitz Viaduct is assumed to be in existence for transit patronage forecasting. 

What impact has the availability of the Nimitz Viaduct had on the forecasted daily transit 
trips under the fixed guideway alternatives? 

It is not possible to isolate the specific impacts this facility has on projected daily transit 
ridership for the Fixed Guideway Alternative. 

-7- 
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Chapter 5 -- Financial Feasibility Analysis 

(14) The second paragraph on page 5-1 lists the categories for estimating capital costs. There 
is no category for "profit" or "taxes." 

Why is there no category for "profit" or "taxes"? Is it assumed that "profit" and "taxes" 
are embedded in the unit cost for each category? 

Profit and taxes (depending on type of tax) have either been included in the unit costs or 
have been added to the cost category subtotals. 

(15) Table 5-1 on page 5-2 lists the capital cost estimates of the alternatives in 2006 dollars. 

(A) Please provide a similar table with amounts in year-of-expenditure dollars. 

(B) How much are the financing/net interest costs for the alternatives that require the 
issuance of bonds or short-term debt for funding of capital costs? Please provide the 
information in 2006 dollars and year-of-expenditure dollars. 

(C) Are the capital costs of the park-and-ride facilities included in table 5-1? If so, are 
those costs included as "major investment facility capital costs" or "bus facilities"? 

See the answers to each part of this question below, 

(A) See Table R-3. 

(B) The information is shown on Tables 4-1, 4-2, and 4-3 in the Alternatives Analysis 
Report. 

(C) Yes. For the Fixed Guideway alternatives, the costs are included in the Major 
Investment Facility capital costs and Bus Facility capital costs. 

(16) Table 5-3 on page 5-4 lists the transit operating and maintenance costs in 2030 of the 
alternatives in 2006 dollars. 

Please provide a similar table in year-of-expenditure dollars. 

See Table R-4. 

-8- 
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Table R-3: Capital Cost Estimates (millions of 2006 and YOE dollars) 

Alternative 

NoBuild 

No Build 
Alternative 

Transportation S3. 

TSM Alternative 

Managed Lane 

Two-Direction 
Option 

Major 
Investment 

Capital 
Costs 

Bus 
Acquisition 

Bus 
Facilities 

Handi-Van 
Acquisition 

Total Capital 
Costs 

2006 YOE 
SM 	$M 

stem Management 

— 

3,77 	4,77 
0 	4 

2006 
$M 

545 

644 

694 

YOE 
SM 

826 

981 

1,06 
3 

2006 
SM 

46 

143 

194 

YOE 
SM 

64 

204 

282 

2006 
SM 

69 

69 

69 

YOE 
SM 

105 

105 

105 

2006 
SM 

660 

856 

4,727 

YOE SM 

995 

1,290 

6,224 

Reversible 
0 tion 

Fixed Guideway 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King—Hotel 

2,57 
0 

4,73 
0 

3,20 
2 

6,08 
5 

736 

459 

1,13 
3 

689 

226 

43 

335 

62 

69 

69 

105 

105 

3,601 

5,301 

4,776 

6,941 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kamokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 

5,51 
0 

7,19 
8 

453 680 43 62 69 105 6,075 8,045 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 

4,62 
0 

5,94 
3 

462 694 43 62 69 105 5,194 6,804 

20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

3.60 
-
0 

4,55 
9 

480 723 43 62 69 105 4,192 5,449 
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Table R-4: Estimated Year 2030 Annual Transit Operating and Maintenance 

Costs (millions of 2006 and YOE dollars) 

Alternative 
Bus O&M Cost 

2006 	YOE 
$111 	$M 

Fixed Guideway 
O&M Cost 

2006 	YOE 
$M 	$M 

Total O&M Cost 

2006 	YOE 
$M 	$M 

No Build 
192 

234 

389 

475 - 

192 

234 

389 

475 

No Build Alternative 

TSM Alternative 

Managed Lane 
Two-Direction Option 
Reversible Option 
ILtITi 
Full-corridor Alignment 
Kalaeloa -Salt Lake-North 
King - Hotel 

251 
261 

169 

508 
529 

343 79 160 

251 
261 

248 

508 
529 

503 

Full-corridor Alignment 
Kamokila - Airport - 
Dillingham - King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 

169 342 80 162 249 504 

Full-corridor Alignment 
Kalaeloa - Airport - 
Dillingham - Halekauwila 

173 351 83 168 256 519 

20-mile Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala Moana 

189 384 61 124 251 508 

Note: Does not include Handi-Van O&M Costs. 

(17) Table 5-4 on page 5-6 displays the surcharge growth scenarios. 

In the first tax district, what were the actual general excise and use tax bases in 2004 and 
2005 and the estimated tax basis in 2006? 

For Calendar Year 2004, it was $36,796,357,725; for Calendar Year 2005, it was 
$39,245,581,300. Calendar Year 2006 estimates are from $41,375,000,000 to 
$42,887,000,000 depending of the growth scenario assumed. The actual tax base from 
January 1, 2006 through July 31, 2006 has been $26,840,919,226, a 16.97% increase over 
the same period in 2005. If this level of increase continues for the remainder of 2006, the 
Calendar Year 2006 total tax base would be $45,905,321,253, significantly greater than the 
most optimistic estimate used in the Alternatives Analysis. 

-10- 
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(18) The fourth paragraph on page 5-10 indicates that, in 2030, the toll rates under the 
managed lanes reversible option will be $6.40 during the peak period and $2.85 during the 
off-peak period. The amounts are given in 2006 dollars. 

What will the peak and off-peak toll rates be in year-of-expenditure dollars in 2030? 

In 2030, in year-of-expenditure dollars, it will be $13.00 peak and $5.80 off-peak. 

(19) With respect to the managed lanes reversible option, the fourth paragraph on page 5-10 
states: "On an average weekday in 2030, 14,600 toll-paying vehicles are estimated to use 
the facility in the peak period .... " It is assumed that the statement means that a total of 
14,600 toll-paying vehicle trips will be made on the managed lanes in both peak periods of 
an average weekday. 

Is that assumption correct? 

Yes, during a total of 8 peak hours, 4 hours in the morning and 4 hours in the afternoon. 

(20) The fourth paragraph on page 5-10 also indicates that 940 toll-paying vehicles will use the 
managed lanes during the off-peak period. 

Why is the number so low? 

As noted above, the peak period includes a total of 8 hours. During the remainder of the 
day, the travel conditions on free routes, particularly H-1, will be less congested so that the 
Managed Lane facility will not be attractive. 

(21) Table 5-6 on page 5-11 identifies the "financing costs" of the managed lanes reversible 
option. 

Does the 'financing costs" mean the costs of issuance of and interest on general 
obligation bonds? 

Yes. Table A-1 in the Draft Financial Feasibility Report shows a year-by-year cash flow. 

(22) Tables 5-7 and 5-8 on page 5-12 show the sources and uses offunds for the full corridor 
and 20-mile alignments. 

(A) The full corridor alignment requires more "other sources," or short-term loans, than 
the 20-mile alignment. The full corridor alignment, however, will incur less "net 
interest costs" than the 20-mile alignment. What is the explanation for this? 

(B) For the full corridor alignment, the federal new starts fund amount remains 
essentially the same across the three general excise and use tax surcharge growth 
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scenarios. In contrast, the federal new starts fund amounts decrease under the 20- 
mile alignment as the surcharge growth scenarios become more optimistic. What is 
the explanation for this? 

(C) For the 20-mile alignment under both Council on Revenues' surcharge growth 
scenarios, no "other sources" offunds are required. Yet, "net interest costs" will be 
incurred. What is the explanation for this? 

See the answers to each part of this question below. 

(A) The "Other Sources" needed for the Full-Corridor Alignment have not been defined. 
If they consist of additional FTA funds or funds from Public/Private partnerships, no 
additional borrowing would necessarily be needed. If the "Other Sources" include 
funds from GO Bonds, then additional interest costs would also accrue. 

(B) One assumption made in the financial feasibility analysis is that GET surcharge 
revenues would be the "first source" of funds for major capital expenditures, followed 
by FTA New Starts funds to "fill in the gap" up to a maximum of $1.2 billion (YOE), 
then followed by "Other Sources." 

(C) For both scenarios, GET surcharge funds and PTA New Starts funds are anticipated 
to provide sufficient revenue to pay for the implementation of the 20-mile Alignment, 
including interest on short-term loans to meet the needs of the peak years of project 
construction when yearly costs would exceed the yearly revenues available from the 
GET surcharge and federal sources. The short-term loans would be paid off using 
GET surcharge revenues collected after project construction is finished, so no other 
funding source would be needed. 

(23) Table 5-9 on page 5-14 is a cash flow spreadsheet for the 20-mile alignment. 

Please provide a cash flow spreadsheet for each of the three Kapoki to University of 
Hawaii at Manoa alignments, one of which includes the Waikiki spur. 

Tables 4-4 through 4-9 in the Draft Financial Feasibility Report show cash flows for the 
Fixed Guideway Full-Corridor (Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila) and the 20- 
mile alignments for all three GET surcharge revenue scenarios. Cash flows for the other 
Full-Corridor alignments have not been prepared. 

(24) Has a cash flow spreadsheet for each build alternative been prepared until 2030 or the 
planning horizon year? If so, please submit them. 

Appendix B in the Draft Financial Feasibility Report presents cash flow spreadsheets (for 
ongoing capital replacement and expansion, and for O&M costs) for the No Build 
Alternative, the TSM Alternative, the Managed Lane Alternative — Reversible Option, the 

-12- 
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Fixed Guideway Alternative 20-mile Alignment and the Fixed Guideway Alternative 
Kalaeloa — Airport — Dillingham — Halekauwila Full-corridor Alignment. 

Chapter 6 -- Comparison Of Alternatives  

(25) Table 6-1 on page 6-2 calculates the cost effectiveness index of the alternatives, including 
the TSM alternative, against the no build alternative. Table 6-2 on page 6-7 calculates the 
cost effectiveness index of the full corridor and 20-mile alignments against the TSM 
alternative. Both tables have values for "incremental user benefits (hours of benefits)" in 
2030. 

The data in the tables regarding the "incremental user benefits," however, do not match. 
The following displays data from table 6-1 and calculates the difference in "incremental 
user benefits" between three build alternatives and the TSM alternative. 

Managed Lanes 
Reversible 
Option 

Full Corridor 
Alignment 

20-Mile 
Alignment 

Incremental Change Of User Benefits 
Under Build Alternative Compared 
To No Build Alternative (From Table 
6-1) 

5,632.700 18,573,900 15,153,600 

Incremental Change Of User Benefits Under 
TSM Alternative Compared To No 
Build (From Table 6-1) 

4,325,100 4,325,100 4,325,100 

Difference Of Incremental Benefits 
Between Build Alternative And TSM 
Alternative (Calculated Based On 
Data In Table 6-1) 

1,307,600 14,248,800 10,828,500 

In table 6-2, however, the differences of incremental benefits between the build alternatives 
and TSM alternative are the following: 

(A) 2,191,900 for the managed lanes reversible option; 

(B) 15,504,500 for the full corridor alignment; and 

(C) 11,638,500 for the 20-mile alignment. 

Why is there a discrepancy between the incremental benefits data in table 6-1 and table 6-2? 

FTA guidance for estimating cost-effectiveness requires the use of "caps" in calculating 
user benefits on a Travel Analysis Zone to Travel Analysis Zone basis. The user benefits 
reported in Tables 6-1 and 6-2 are the "capped" values. Comparing uncapped values in the 

-13- 
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manner described in the question (i.e. subtracting the incremental change of user benefits 
for the TSM alternative compared to No Build from the incremental change of user benefits 
for each build alternative compared to No Build, from Table 6-1, and comparing that value 
with the incremental changed of user benefits for each build alternative compared to TSM, 
from Table 6-2) eliminates the discrepancy. 

(26) Are the incremental user benefits based on weighted or unweighted transit travel time? 

Weighted. 

(27) Table 6-3 on page 6-11 includes data on population and employment within one-half mile 
of a station. 

Is there data on the number of low-income households within one-half mile of a station? Is 
such data needed to fulfill part of the "mobility improvements" criterion under the Federal 
Transit Administration's project rating process? 

This was not calculated because future projections of low-income households cannot be 
forecasted. The following table includes the existing number of families (calculated from 
the 2000 census) below the poverty level within 1/2 mile of a station for the alignments 
analyzed in the AA. This is the FTA's acceptable method. 

, 

Alternative 
Number of Families 
below Pove 	Level 

Fixed Guideway 
Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - Hotel 6,850 
Kamokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a Waikiki 
Branch 

6,240 

Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham — Halekauwila 5,710 
20-mile Alignment East Kap()lei to Ala Moana Center 3,830 

Environmental Consequences Report 

(28) Table 2 on page 4 of the Environmental Consequences Report  estimates the person years 
of employed generated from construction of the alternatives. 

(A) The -project construction cost" amounts for the fixed guideway alternatives in table 
2 do not match the "major investment facility capital costs" amounts in table 5-1 of 
the Alternatives Analysis Report.  What is the reason for the difference? 

(B) Does the "project construction cost" in table 2 on page 4 include inputs for non-
construction items such as rail vehicles, soft costs, land acquisition, taxes, and 
profit? 

-14- 
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See the answers to each part of this question below. 

(A) The calculations in Table 2 were made prior to the final costs becoming available. 
The corrected values follow: 

Project 
Construction 
Cost (millions 

Person-Years 
of 

Employment 
Alternative 2006 $ Generated 
No Build 
No Build Alternative $0 none 
Transportation System Management 
TSM Alternative $40 	 950 
Managed Lane 

Two-Direction $3,770 89,500 
Reversible $2,570 61,000 
Fixed Guideway 

Kalaeloa — Salt Lake — North Kin! — Hotel $4,730 112,200 
Kamokila — Airport — Dillingham — King with a $5,510 130,800 
Waikiki Branch 
Kalaeloa — Ai •ort — Dillin! am — Halekauwila $4,620 109,600 
20-mile Ali! ment $3,600 85,400 

(B) The above costs are now consistent with those in Table 5-1 of the AA. The costs are 
inclusive of construction, systems, vehicles, right-of-way, contingencies, and soft 
costs. 

(29) Table 13 on page 44 of the Environmental Consequences Report discusses the noise 
impacts of the fixed guideway alternatives. 

(A) What are receivers "? 

(B) What is the difference between "moderate" impact and "severe" impact? 

(C) For table 12 concerning the noise impacts of the managed lanes alternative, are the 
impacts "moderate" or "severe"? 

See the answers to each part of this question below. 

(A) The FTA uses the term "receiver" to denote a person that experiences noise. Noise 
exposure estimates are made for receiver locations that are representative of other 
nearby noise-sensitive locations, such as residences, parks, hospitals, libraries, and 
schools. 

-15- 
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(B) Moderate and severe impacts are defined by PTA to address noise impacts from 
transit sources. A severe noise impact occurs when "a significant percentage of 
people would be highly annoyed by the new noise" (PTA, Transit Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment). A moderate impact is described as "the change in the 
cumulative noise level is noticeable to most people, but may not be sufficient to cause 
strong, adverse reactions from the community". 

(C) The Managed Lane alternative would result in traffic noise impacts rather than transit 
noise impacts. PTA has adopted the FHWA traffic noise impact criteria, which 
differs from the FTA transit criteria, to apply to highway projects. Unlike the transit 
criteria, which consider cumulative noise over a 24-hour day, the traffic noise criteria 
only consider the loudest hour. Also, the traffic noise criteria only define a single 
impact level and do not separately define moderate and severe impacts. 

-16- 

AR00069058 



MILANI/ WAIPIO/ MELEMANU NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 25 

do NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION • 530 SOUTH KING STREET ROOM 400 • HONOLULU, HAWAII, 96813 
PHONE (808) 527-5749 • FAX (808) 527-5760 • INTERNET: http://www ,honolulu.gov  

Testimony of 

Dick Poirier 

Chair, MililaniMaipio/Melemanu Neighborhood Board No. 25 

Regarding 

City & County of Honolulu Transit Bill 79, CD 1 

Held On 

December 7, 2006 

Chairperson Dela Cruz and Members of the Council: 

My name is Dick Poirier, and I am pleased to testify today as Chair of MililaniNVaipio/Memelamnu Board # 25 on 
Bill 79, CD 1. 

The reason that we are facing a so-called transportation crisis is because of our inability to properly plan for and 
accommodate future growth and development. Because of this -- or more specifically because of our inability to say 
"no" to development -- the latest OMPO studies tell us that we here in Miliiani face commuter times of two hours 
each way to and from town by the year 2030, a distance of only 17 miles. At this point, the proposed rail system is 
our only viable alternative to inevitable gridlock. 

At our May 2005 regular, our Board adopted a resolution by a vote of 14-1-0, with the following Be-It-Resolved 
clauses: 

Neighborhood Board No. 25 supports the construction of a rail or other mass transit system and 
transportation improvements on Oahu to provide Central Oahu residents a much needed alternative to the 
automobile with predictable commute times; and. 

Neighborhood Board No. 25 encourages the City & County of Honolulu to expedite the study of long-term 
transit options and to formulate a mass transit plan of action for public review. 

At our January 2006 regular meeting, our Board adopted a resolution, which was adopted by unanimous vote (20- 
0-0), with the following Be-It-Resolved clause: 

Neighborhood Board No. 25 strongly urges the City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation 
Services to make the high capacity transit corridor available to Central O'ahu commuters by developing 
appropriate transportation improvements such as express bus service in dedicated lanes between Central 
O'ahu and the nearest high capacity transit corridor station with adequate and reasonably priced long term 
parking to foster a smooth, efficient and "seamless" transition between the various modes of transit for 
Central 0`ahu commuters. 

As a follow-up, we were pleased to learn that the Administration is planning a dedicated lane linking the H-2 
freeway with the Pearl Highlands transit stop as well as a series of Park and Ride facilities in Central Oahu along 
with the necessary connector bus service. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. We support Bill 79, CD 1, and look forward to working with you in the 
months ahead as we plan and implement our transportation future. 

I re Dept. Corn. No. 

 

 

Oahu's Neighborhood Board system - Established 1973 
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RESOLUTION BY THE MCULLY MOILI'ILI NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD TO 
CONSIDER AN ELEVATED TOLL WAY FOR HONOLULU 

November 2, 2006 

Whereas, it is in keeping with the best interests of the City & County of Honolulu that all 
transportation alternatives are given adequate consideration. 

Whereas, elevated tollways have been a huge success in every single metropolitan area in 
which they have been built. 

Whereas, an elevated tollway built in Tampa, Florida serves an almost exact geographiR 
and population match for the island of O'ahu. 

rn 
Whereas, on 23 Oct 2006, members of the Hawaii Highway Users Allianeepncludingk. 
Panos Prevedouros of the University of Hawaii Civil Engineering Departmqt and the 
representatives of the Tampa Tollway project gave an informed and concis4presentatiFfh 
outlining all the benefits of an elevated tollway in Honolulu. c=;  

Whereas, the central focus of this presentation was (1) a factual demonstration of what a 
great success the Elevated Tollway is in Tampa, (2) the geographic, population and 
transportation usage matches of Honolulu and Tampa and (3) how much more successful 
elevated tollways have been across the country when compared to light rail. 

Whereas, the presentation for the elevated tollway was given at Public Access 
Conference Room 325 at the Hawaii State Capitol and aired on 'Olelo. 

Whereas, Dr. Martin Stone of the Tampa Tollway project presented a precise and 
compelling set of facts demonstrating the geographic and population density matches of 
Honolulu and Tampa, and Dr. Prevedouros gave specific details on how the Elevated 
Tollway project could be successfully implemented in Honolulu. 

Whereas, after the presentation of this project's potential at the Hawai'i State Legislature; 
enabling legislation is being drafted to enable the State of Hawaii to enter into a Public-
Private Partnership such as the one used to build the Elevated Tollway in Tampa. 

Whereas, the amount of Tax Dollars required to build an elevated tollway servicing the 
island of O'ahu would be $O, utilizing the Public Private Partnership. 

Whereas, the entire scope of the Elevated Tollway Presentations focused on what had 
been done successfully, and gave detailed local information to forecast how well it can 
work in Honolulu, rather than speculated about what may be possible, and what it might 
cost 

Be it resolved that the McCully Mo 	Neighborhood Board 48 support the 
consideration of an Elevated Tollway Project for the island of O'ahu; whether it be by the 
City & County of Honolulu or the State of Hawaii. 

Be it further resolved that copies of this letter be sent to the City Council and Mayor of 
Honolulu. 

ohn M G&llner II 
Neighborhood Board 4 8 	• 

Dept. Corn. No.  0999  
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HA WKTREE INTERNATIONAL  

May 14, 2006 

Council Chair Dela Cruz 
530 South King Street, Room 207  
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 - 

Chair Dela Cruz, 

I am writing in support of Rob Cundiffs nomination to the Board of Water Supply. I 
have known Rob for many years, and believe that he would make a fine addition to the 
Board. His business background in running a large manufacturing and sales organization 
in Hawaii will allow him to contribute on the Board of Water Supply where a similar 
combination of engineering, sales, customer service and organizational skills come into 
play. He also works for an international company where he must compare Hawaii 
performance to others around the world, and that may be useful if the Board of Water 
Supply benchmarks off of standards outside of Hawaii as well. 

Additionally, Rob was raised in Hawaii, and I can attest to his desire to keep Honolulu a 
wonderful place for his family to enjoy. His family roots here are deep, and he has the 
respect of many in the community. This will ensure he will take a long term view of the 
decisions the Board makes. I believe this is very important when dealing with the issues 
of water allocation and quality. 

In summary, I support Rob's nomination to the Board of Water Supply, and would be 
happy to answer any questions you might have about his qualifications. 

Aloha, 
•=0— 

k 

Donn Takaki 
8324807 

SC. COril 

P.O, Box 17865 - Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 • Phone: (808) 832-4000 • Fax: (808) 832-2700 • www.islandmovers.com  
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OFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS 
711 KAPIOLANI BLVD 4500 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

(808) 594-1888 

CITY COUNCIL TESTIMONY 
BUDGET COMMITTEE 

BILL 25 (2006), CD I c3 
ESTABLISHING A REAL PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTION FOR KULEANA LAND 

DATE: 	May 23, 2006 	TIME: 	9 A.M. ROOM: Committee Meeting 
Room 

Aloha Chair Kobayashi, Vice Chair Apo, and Members. The 
Office of Hawaiian Affairs strongly supports Bill 25 (2006), CD  
1, which would establish a real property tax exemption for real 
property zoned as residential or agricultural, any portion of 
which is designated as kuleana land, if the property is owned in 
whole or in part by a lineal descendant of the Hawaiian 
person(s) who received the original title to the kuleana land. 

To Hawaiian families, kuleana lands represent a lasting 
legacy of their monarchy and their ohana. For over one hundred 
years, the Hawaiian people have seen the loss of their 
traditional family kuleana to the point that there are very few 
Hawaiian families living on kuleana lands. It is essential to 
give those remaining families the best opportunity to retain in 
their ohana the lands that were granted to their ancestors by 
their king. 

After reviewing the changes made to the original bill, we 
believe that the new CD1 version will satisfy the concerns that 
were brought up in earlier hearings. 

As for the concerns regarding the potential number of 
applicants, we would like to reiterate figures from OHA Trustee 
Rowena Akana's previous testimony that the impact will be 
minimal since only 8,421 kuleana claims were issued by the Land 
Commission in 1855, equaling only 28,658 acres of land to native 
tenants (cf. Indices of Awards 1929). Of these kuleana lands, 
many were later lost because (1) Native tenants mostly received 
lands that lacked firewood or were too rocky and unsuitable for 
farming; (2) A number of kuleana were sold by dishonest land 
agents before the farmers could get a survey; (3) The land 
commissioners delayed getting notices to landholders; (4) Prices 
were out of reach for commoners; and (5) Finally, foreigners 

Misc. Cam. No. 110  
BUDGET 
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evicted legitimate kuleana owners without due process. 
(Overview of Hawaiian History by Diane Lee Rhodes). 
Furthermore, the 8,421 claims were spread out across the 
islands. 

In light of the above, including the fact that most of the 
kuleana lands were carved up and taken away or abandoned, the 
impact of the proposed exemption on Honolulu's tax revenues 
would be extremely minimal. 

Therefore, we strongly urge the passage of Bill No. 25 CD1. 

If concerns remain about the fiscal impact, you may wish to 
consider other approaches. For example, the bill could be 
revised to set an annual dollar cap on exemptions. Once the cap 
is reached in a given year, other applicants would have to wait 
until the following year and apply for the exemption under that 
year's cap. Or the exemption program could be instituted on a 
pilot basis, with an impact assessment occurring subsequently. 

We believe that the suggestions above represent a fair 
compromise and give the Committee and the Council more than one 
option to "fix" the bill if necessary. 

Mahal° nui loa for the opportunity to present testimony. 
OHA stands ready to assist you in resolving any issues regarding 
the bill. 

2 

AR00069063 



 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

530 SOUTH KING STREET, ROOM 300 HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 
PHONE: (808) 523-4141 * FAX: (808) 523-4242 * INTERNET: www.honolulu.cov 

 

MUFt HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

JEFF J. COELHO 
MANAGING DIRECTOR 

TRUDI S. SAITO 
DEPUTY MANAGING DIRECTOR 

 

May 23, 2006 

 

The Honorable Ann H. Kobayashi, Chair 
and Members of the Budget Committee 

Honolulu City Council 
530 S. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

rtrl 

rrl 

Dear Chair Kobayashi and Committee Members: 
Cr) 

 

Subject: 	Nomination of Jeff J. Coelho as Director, Department of Customer 
Services 

I had the privilege of working directly with Jeff in his former position as Managing 
Director. I have rarely, if ever, worked with someone so capable of bringing opposing 
sides together in order to solve their problem or disagreement. 

Even in an often slow moving organization like the City, Jeff routinely got things 
done quickly and efficiently and usually at a cost less than originally estimated. His 
skills are perfectly suited to head the Department of Customer Services. The City is 
fortunate to have someone like Jeff willing to serve in this capacity. 

I urge your favorable consideration of his nomination. 

Yours truly, 

Hal Barnes 
Special Assistant to Mayor Mufi Hannemann 

Misc. Corn. No. 1003* 

BUDGET 
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A Plain-Language Summary: 
RE C 

GASB Statements 45 & 43 
For Other Post Employment Benefits 

Katherine Thomason, Deputy Comptroller 
Department of Accounting and General Services 

State of Hawaii 

May 23, 2006 

This presentation includes information developed by and used in GASB presentations and 
selections from 'Employer's Accounting for Pensions and Other Post-Employment 

Benefits (OPEB)' by Stephen J. Gauthier, published by Government Finance Officers 
Association. 

Misc. Corn. No. 
- EMMET 
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What Are Other Postemployment 
Benefits (OPEB) and Why Did 
The GASB Issue New Standards? 



Employee Compensation 

  

• Employees compensated in exchange for services 
• Salaries 
• Benefits received after retirement 

• Pension 
• Other Post Employment Benefits (OPEB) 

Medical and Prescription Drug Insurance 
• Dental Insurance 
• Vision Insurance 
• Life Insurance 

3 
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••• 
•••4 •• 
6 Benefits Received After Retirement 

OPEB 

• OPEB Standards 
• Established in 2004 
• Require governmental employers account for and 

report on OPEB benefits 
• Reporting obligation of employers 
• Benefits earned, but not paid until after employment 

ends 
• Cost of future benefits is part of today's cost of 

providing public service 

4 
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••• 
•••to 
••464 
• 6,  

OPEB: Before GASB 43 and 45 

• Cash Basis Accounting 
• Pay as you go (PAYGO) 
• Cash outlay only for current year costs 
• No record of the cost of OPEB earned by employees for 

future payment 

• No report information about the nature and size of long- 
term financial obligations related to OPEB 
• Incomplete information about long-term financial health of 

a government 
• No ability to assess the cost of public services 

5 
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OPEB: After GASB 43 and 45 

  

• Accrual Basis Accounting 
• Pay as you go (PAYGO) still allowed 
• Cash outlay for current year costs still occurs 
• Cash outlay may be made for all or part of the Annual Required 

Contribution (ARC) GASB Standards do not mandate payment 

• Requires report information about the nature and size of 
long-term financial obligations related to OPEB 
• Information about long-term financial health of a government 

available 
• Ability to assess the cost of public services 
• Government reports expense and liability for current year ARC 

6 
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How Will Governments Determine the 
Cost of OPEB? 



••• 
•••0 
0066 
• 646. 

Actuarial Valuation 

• Most Recent Actuarial Valuation 
• 1999 study completed by Ernst & Young LLP (Report No. 99-20) 
• Estimated amount of unfunded liability for the old health plan was 

@ $4 billion 
• Resulted in vesting increase from 10 years to 25 years 

8 

AR00069072 



• • • • • • to • • ‘. i,  

• 411 OPEB Liability, Assets and Unfunded 
Liability 

• OPEB Liability - Two parts 
• Benefits expected to be earned by employees in the future = 

Future Normal Cost 
• Benefits already earned by employees = Actuarial Accrued 

Liability (AAL) 
• OPEB benefits granted for many years (i.e.‘catch-up' amount) 

• OPEB Assets 
• Actuarial value of Cash, Investments, Interest Earned 

• Unfunded Liability 
• Excess of AAL over Actuarial Value of OPEB Assets 

• Amortized over period up to thirty (30) years 

9 
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OPEB Contributions 

• OPEB Contribution = Annual Required Contribution 
(ARC) 
• Normal Cost Portion of Unfunded AAL 
• Actuarially determined 
• If paid on ongoing basis 

• Funds both Normal Cost and Unfunded AAL 

10 
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What Steps Has Hawaii Government 
Taken To Account for OPEB? 



Getting Started in Hawaii 

• Provide Education 
• Budget for Actuarial Valuation 
• Contract For Actuarial Valuation 
• Advocate Legislation 
• Determine Dates of Implementation 
• Advance Funding 

12 
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Contract for Actuarial Valuation 

• Basic actuarial standards for OPEB 
• Valuation similar to pension plan 
• In accordance with GASB parameters and AICPA practices 
• Every two years for plan > 200 members 

• As necessary if major change to plan occurs during the period 

• RFP Issued April 2006 
• Scope of Services 

• Part 1 
• Unfunded Actuarial Liability (UAL) 
• Annual Required Contribution (ARC) 
• Executive Summary Report 
• Financial Statement and Schedule Reporting Requirements 

• Part 2 
• Consulting Services 

13 
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Legislation 2006 
ACT 57 (HB3018 HDI SD1) 

  

• Clarifies that employer contributions and EUTF assets 
are irrevocable and dedicated to providing health and 
other benefit plans to employee-beneficiaries and 
dependent-beneficiaries 

• Authorizes the EUTF board to use funds and create 
separate funds as a reserve against or to pay future 
costs of providing health and other benefits to retired 
employees and their beneficiaries 

14 
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• Advance Funding What is the 

Employers' Responsibility? 

• Cost-Sharing Multiple-Employer Plan 
• EUTF determines "Contractually Required Contribution" (CRC) 
• EUTF bills employers 
• Employers make payment to EUTF 

• PAYG 0 
• Zero, partial or full CRC 

• Due for FYE June 30, 2008 

• Accrual Accounting Employer Reporting 
• Expense CRC 

Asset or Liability may be created depending on amount paid 
• Present OPEB references to Plan financial Reports in Required 

Supplementary Information (RSI) 
15 
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Why Advance Fund? 

  

• Finances costs of benefits in same period as 
• services are received 

• Sustains employer's 'promise' to employees 
• Significantly reduces the amount of future 

employer contributions because higher rates of 
return can be used in actuarial calculations 

• Favorable rating by bond companies 



In Conclusion, Just Measure 

  

• A government's first actuarial valuation generally is a watershed 
event in terms of measuring and understanding the financial 
implications of its OPEB commitments 

• In the end, the information required to be developed and reported by 
Statements 45 is intended to provide the State and Counties of 
Hawaii, the thousands of other state and local governments in the 
United States that offer OPEB, and the diverse users of their 
financial reports: 

• More transparent financial accountability  for employers' costs and 
obligations associated with OPEB, particularly postemployment 
healthcare benefits 

• More decision-useful financial information  for better informed 
discussion and decision-making about important matters including, for 
example, benefits and plan design, cost sharing between the employer 
and plan members, and the method of financing benefits 

17 

AR00069081 



Additional Guidance: 
OPEB Implementation Guide 

  

• The Guide to Implementation of GASB Statements 43 and 45 on 
Other Postemployment Benefits issued in July 2005, provides: 
• 258 questions and answers (including 212 on Statement 45 and 46 on 

Statement 43) 

• Standards sections, glossaries, and illustrations from the Statements 

• Additional illustrations related to the alternative measurement method 

• Ordering information on the GASB website, www.gasb.orq 

• 'Other Postemployement Benefits: A Plain-Language Summary of 
GASB Statements No. 43 and No. 45' available on the GASB 
website, wwvv.gasb.org   

18 
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Questions? 

GASB Telephone 	(203) 847-0700 
General information and technical inquiry 
system on the GASB web site 
www.gasb.org  

Department of Accounting and General 
Services (DAGS) (808) 586-0600 
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May 3, 2006 

Council Member Gary Okino 
Chairman, Public Safety Committee 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King St., Room 202 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Council Member Okino, 

We would like to thank you for the opportunity to present Project Lifesaver on Monday, May 1, 
2006 at your committee's special meeting. As we all heard Chief Gene Saunders, the CEO of 
Project Lifesaver, say, the program is currently in 40 States and Canada and that the success has 
been at 100% with all participants reported missing found alive. 

As your heard Cindy Weaver, the president of Pilot International, Pilot clubs all over the 
mainland have been involved with the referenced project in various aspects from fund raising to 
handling all aspects of the administrative tasks related to the implementation and evaluation 
phases of the program. The continued efforts by these members indicate to us how valuable a 
project this is and so appreciated by the communities they represent. 

The Leeward Pilot Club and the Pilot Club of Honolulu share the sentiments of our sister clubs 
on the mainland and would like for the citizens of our communities to benefit from the value of 
such a program. Many of us have friends and relatives who leave their home bases as a result of 
their health situations, have wandered, gotten lost, and with some, never to be found or returned. 
The cost of any one of these events cannot ever be measured in tangible terms, although Project 
Lifesaver estimates traditional searches not involving Project Lifesaver have an average dollar 
cost of over $300,000 per search. 

We would like to offer the City and County of Honolulu a gift package worth $10,000.00 to have 
Project Lifesaver become a City/County program. This package will include: 

• (2) Receivers 
• (2) ACA vehicle adaptors 
• (2) Omni directional antennas 
• (2) Yagi antennas 

Misc. Corn. No.  ,1005' 
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Sincerely, 

Mary F. Jossem 
President 

Donna Kishi 
Project Lifesaver Chair 

• (2) Carrying cases 
• (2) Charging cords 
• (4) Transmitters (two complete systems) 
• (4) Transmitter testers 
• 50% cost of (2) National Trainers from Project Lifesavers including travel.(air,hotel and 

car) **Project Lifesavers will waive the remaining 50% 
• (2) Band pass filters 
• All cords 
• 3 days of training for (15) in house operators and (6) Trainers 

In addition, the Leeward and Honolulu Clubs will offer to do the administrative tasks 
involved with the implementation of this demonstration project. These tasks will include the 
data base management and the maintenance of the bracelets. We would propose that the 
demonstration project be for one year and serve 10 of Oahu's citizens at high risk due to their 
cognitive impairment. 

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to contribute to saving the lives of our 
community's at-risk citizens. We will await the acceptance of our gift and look forward to 
working with you. 

AR00069085 
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HAWAII FIRE FIGHTERS ASSOCIATION 
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FIRE FIGHTERS LOCAL 1463, AFL.OI0 

23056, DERETANIA ST, RM. 202, HONOLULU, HAWAII 05828-1493 
TELEPHONE 0308)949 ,1566 FAX: (808) 95 2-8003  

WEBSITE: wwwilawaiiiirelighters.org  

May 12, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dcla Cruz, Chairman 
And Councilmembers 

Honolulu City Hall 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re 	Mayor's Message No. 13 — Wayne M. Hashiro 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Couneilmembers: 

My name is Robert H. Lee and I am the President of the Hawaii Fire Fighters 
Association, Local 1463. I support the confirmation of Wayne M. lia,shiro to be Managing 
Director for the City and County of Honolulu. 

Mr. Hashiro's professional experience is well suited for the position of Managing 
Director, As a manager and an administrator for the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers for over 17 
years, Mr. Hashiro possesses the knowledge and skill to oversee the coordination of multi 
agencies. He also has experience working with legislative offices, both on the federal and local 
level, and will be successful in coordinating the work of the city's executive departments to 
ensure that sound policies, goals and initiatives are implemented. I am confident that he will 
work collaboratively with the council and administration to successfully provide basic city 
services. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify in support of the confirmation of Mr. Wayne 
Hashiro to be Managing Director of the City and County of Honolulu. 

Sincerely, 

•C2a)z- 

Robert H. Lee 
President 

Misc. Corn. No. 1008  
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Soukaseum You 
41-550 Kumuhau Street 
Waimanalo, Hawaii 96795 

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 
Honolulu City Council 
530 S. King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

cvi  col 
, 

Re: Appointment of Wayne 1{S 	'MD 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz: 

am writing in support of the Mr. Wayne Hashiro's appointment to 
become the City's Managing Director for the Hannemann 
Administration.. 

understand Mr. Hashiro meets the qualifications under the City 
Charter to be named Managing Director. Not only is he a qualified 
worker, but a hard working person who is well respected by his 
former colleagues at the federal government, as well as the City 
Department of Design and Construction while he served as its 
director. 

Please vote in favor of Mr.Hashiro's confirmation. 

Thank you, 

‘954-7/(7/27,6  

Copies to: All Councilmember 

Misc. Corn. No. 1003  
EMLA 
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PEARL CITY NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 21 

cio NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION 630 SOUTH KING STREET protAnufg  m414tAll, 96813 
PHONE (808) 527-5749 • FAX (808) 527-5760 • INTERN 	 .o II. vu 

RESOLUTION ENCOURAGING THE HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 
TO APPROVE THE BUILDING OF THE FIXED dtinitWAY SYSTEM 
AS THE LOCALLY PREFERED ALTERNATIVE FOR THE 
HONOLULU HIGH-CAPACITY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT 

WHEREAS, the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project (fixed guideway 
system) will provide and improved mobility for persons traveling in the highly 
congested east-west transportation corridor between Kapolei and UH Mance; and 

WHEREAS, the fixed guideway system, will reduce traffic congestion nd delay 
during most times in the day and on weekends; and 

WHEREAS, the fixed guideway system, will reduce transit times and provide a 
more reliable transit system, and therefore increase worker productively and 
reduce workers absenteeism or tardiness, due to periods of traffic accident or 
heavy rain; and 

WHEREAS, the fixed guideway system, will support and enhance population 
growth at Kapolei and in the Makakilo and Ewa Beach communities to develop as 
the Secondary Urban Center; and 

WHEREAS, the fixed guideway system, will improve transportation equity for all 
travelers, including many lower-income and minority workers living in the area 
outside of the urban core and commuting to work in the Primary Urban Center 
Development Plan area; and 

WHEREAS, the fixed guideway system, will provide the greatest environmental 
benefits related to air, noise and water pollution, energy consumption and improve 
the quality of life; and 

WHEREAS, the fixed guideway system, could be funded by both the anticipated 
General Excise Tax revenues and Federal Transportation Authority New Start 
Funds; and 

WHEREAS, the Pearl City Neighborhood Board No. 21 supports the 28-mile fixed 
guideway system route from Kapolei to Waipahu and Pearl City to the Airport, 
Dillingham Boulevard, Nimitz Highway and Halekauwila Street to Ala Moana 
Center and the University of Hawaii; and 

WHEREAS, the fixed guideway system project supports the goals of the O'ahu 
General Plan and the Oahu Regional Transportation Plan by serving areas 
designated for urban growth; and 

Chair: 
Albert K Fuk 

Me-Chair: 
James K Pickard, Sr. 

Secretary: 
CflJZ J. Vine, Jr. 

Treasurer. 
David P. HOWtOn 

Members: 
Jerilyn Anderton 
So!ray Duncan 
Kevin Furutani 
May L Immure-Mu 
Myrtle Nyuha 
Davin Takahashi 
Larry Veray 

Dept. Com . N 
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WHEREAS the Pearl City Neighborhood Board No. 21 was encouraged to support 
the fixed guideway system by the action of the Pearl City Community Association; 
and therefore 

BE IT RESOLVED that the Pearl City Neighborhood Board No. 21 supports the 
fixed guideway system as the locally preferred alternative for the Honolulu High-
Capacity Transit Corridor project to ease the mounting problem of traffic 
congestion and potential "gridlock within our community, the "link between 
Downtown Honolulu and Leeward and Central Oahu"; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Pearl City Neighborhood Board No. 21 
encourages and highly urges the City Council Committee on Planning and 
Transportation and Honolulu City Council, as a whole, to approve the fixed 
guideway system as the locally preferred alternative as a solution to mitigate traffic 
congestion in this transportation corridor; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Pearl City Neighborhood Board No. 21 
encourages the Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization to also support the fixed 
guideway system; and 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that copies of this Resolution be transmitted to 
members of Hawaii Congressional delegation, the Governor of the State of Hawaii, 
the Mayor of the City and County of Honolulu, the members of the Honolulu City 
Council, Pearl City area Legislators, the State Director of Transportation, the City 
Director of Transportation Services, Pearl City Community Association and to all 
Neighborhood Boards. 

Offered by: Cruz J. Vine, Jr., Traffic and Transportation Committee Chair 

Adopted on November 28, 2006, at its Regular meeting by a vote of 8-0-2 

Respectfully, 

0-16Lt 
Albert K. Fukushima, Chair 
Pearl City Neighborhood Board No. 21 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
650 SOUTH KING STREET, 3RD FLOOR 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 
Phone: ( 08) 768-8305 • Fax: (808) 523-4730 • Internet: www,honololu.gov  

MUFF HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

MELVIN N. KAKU 
DIRECTOR 

RICHARD F. TORRES 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

December 8, 2006 
	

TP11/ 06-184357R 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Cachola: 	 cn 

Subject: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

This responds to your November 24, 2006 letter, requesting more 
information regarding the Managed Lane Alternative. Your information 
requests as stated in your letter and our responses follow: 

The fourth paragraph on Page 5-10 of the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit 
Corridor Project Alternative Analysis Report includes the following statement: 
"On the average weekday in 2030, 14,660 toll-paying vehicles are estimated 
to use the facility in the peak period; 940 vehicles in the off-peak period." To 
provide some scale for this information, please provide responses to the 
following questions: 

(1) On the average weekday in 2030, what is the number of total vehicles that 
will pass through the same corridor as the managed lanes during the peak 
periods and off-peak period? 

For the Managed Lane Reversible Option, 319,100 vehicles in both 
directions are projected to pass through the corridor on an average 
weekday in 2030. This includes 189,900 in the peak period (4-hour a.m. 
and 4-hour p.m. peak periods) and 129,200 in the off-peak period. This 
estimate is for the Kalauao Stream screenline in Pearl City. 

Dept. Corn. No. 	10i5 
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Melvin N. Kaku 
Director 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Page 2 
December 8, 2006 

(2) On the average weekday in 2030, what is the number of buses and other 
high-occupancy vehicles that will use the managed lanes during the peak 
periods and off-peak period? 

On an average weekday in 2030, 2130 high-occupancy vehicles with 
three or more occupants and 740 buses are projected to use the 
Reversible Managed Lane during the a.m. and p.m. peak periods 
combined (8 hours total); while 650 high-occupancy vehicles with three 
or more occupants and 80 buses are projected during the off-peak 
periods (16 hours total). Note that two-person carpools are included as 
toll-paying vehicles. 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact 
Mr. Tom Hamayasu at Local 8344. 

Sincerely, 

APPROVED: 

Wayne M. Hashiro, P.E. 
Managing Director 
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DIRECTOR 
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TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
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Phone: { 08) 523-4529 • Fax: (808) 523-4730 • Internet www.honolulu_gov 

COMMISSIONERS 
JOSEPH M MAGALDI JR., CHAIR 

LORRAINE AK1BA 
MICHAEL COAD 
RAN DAL IKEDA 

SHARI KOMO-MATSUEDA 
CLAIRE TAMAMOTO 

BRIAN UY 
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December 14, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Committee oft Transportation & Planning 
City Council 
City and County ..f Honolulu 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Councilmember Cachola: 

The City and County of Honolulu Transportation commission has completed an in depth review 
of the Alternatives Analysis Report prepared by the Department of Transportation Services with 
their consultant Parsons, Brinkerhoff, Quade and Douglas and concurs with their 
recommendation for a fixed guideway alternative, however the Commission recommends that the 
28 mile route be chosen for locally preferred alternative. 

We found that the study was quite conservative in their deteintination of future ridership and cost 
projections, however methods used were concise and well within recognized business practices. 
We also discovered the evaluations of the No Build Alternative, TSM Alternative, and Managed 
Lanes Alternative were concise, to the point and equal importance was given without a doubt to 
all alternatives studied. 

Community input was most revealing in that the majority of residents agreed that a fixed 
guideway alternative is the only way to go and the complete 28 mile route is chosen as the 
Locally Preferred Alternative. The numerous community meetings held by both the Department 
of Transportation Services and the City Council, with input by the DTS consultant, Parsons, 
Brinkerhoff, Quade and Douglas, were quite fair, complete and provided the opportunity for 
community input. 

As the City Council knows, the City has been conducting transit studies since 1967 and they all 
have determined the need for a fixed guideway system from Waianae to the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa with a branch into Waikiki. We must move forward now for the benefit of all of the 
citizens of Oahu, we cannot wait any longer. 

The Transportation Commission recommends that the City Council approve the fixed guideway 
alternative with the 28 mile locally preferred alternative. 

Dept. Corn, Corn. N 	1018  
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December 14, 2006 	 c=3 

Testimony on Bill 79, CD! - Relating to Transit 

Chairman Cachola and Members of the Transportation and Planning Committee: 

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee. My name is Richard 
Oshiro and I am the Chairman of the Waipahu Neighborhood Board No. 22. 

The Waipahu Neighborhood Board strongly supports the fixed guideway 
transportation alternative and would like to see it fully constructed from Kapolei to 
the University of Hawaii, Manna and into Waikiki. 

The Board took this action because it recognized the need for the City to 
move forward with this much needed project. We must not delay, but instead, we 
must take the necessary steps to move this project forward as quickly as 
possible before the costs go higher and higher. If we had done this years ago, 
we would have a transit system up and running today that would have cost much 
less. 

Your expeditious movement on this project is appreciated. Thank you for 
the opportunity to share our views. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Richard Oshiro, Chairman 
Waipahu Neighborhood Board No. 22 

537.-7104 (B) 
671-1040 (R) 
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DEC-12-2006 15:42 	FROM-city and county commision office 	+8925189 	 T-589 	P002/003 	F-494 

MILILANY WAIPIO/ MELEMANU NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO,25  
c/o NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION • 630 SOUTH KING STREET ROOM 400 • HONOLULU, HAWAII, 90813 

PHONE (808) 527-5749 • FAX (808) 52745160 • INTERNET: http:/Awarw.honolulu,gov 

Testimony of 

Dick Poirier 

Chair, Miiiiani/Waiplo/Melemanu Neighborhood Board No. 25 

Regarding 

City & County of Honolulu Transit Bill 79, CDI 

Before the 

Transportation and Planning Committee 

Held On 

December 7, 2006 

Chairperson Cachola and members of the Committee; 

My name is Dick Polder, and I am pleased to testify today as Chair of the Mililani/Walpio/Melemanu 
Neighborhood Board No. 25 on Bill 79, CD 1. 

The reason that we are facing a so-called transportation crisis Is because of our inability to properly 
plan for and accommodate future growth and development. Because of this — or more specifically 
because of our inability to say no to development — the latest OMPO studies tell us that we here in 
Mililani face commuter times of two hours each way to and from town by the year 2030, a distance of 
only 17 miles. At this point, the proposed rail system is our only viable alternative to inevitable gridlock. 

At our May 2005 regular meeting, our Board adopted a resolution by a vote of 14-1-0, with the following 
Be-it-Resolved clauses: 

• Neighborhood Board No. 25 supports the construction of a rail or other mass transit 
system and transportation improvements on Oahu to provide Central Ci`ahu residents a 
much needed alternative to the automobile with predictable commute times; and. 

• Neighborhood Board No. 25 encourages the City & County of Honolulu to expedite the 
study of long-term transit options and to formulate a mass transit plan of action for 
public review. 

At our January 2006 regular meeting, our Board adopted a resolution, which was adopted by 
unanimous vote (20-0-0), with the following Be-It-Resolved clauses: 

• Neighborhood Board No. 25 strongly urges the City and County of Honolulu Department 
of Transportation Services to make the high capacity transit corridor available to Central• 
Oahu commuters by developing appropriate transportation improvements such as 
express bus service in dedicated lanes between Central O'ahu and the nearest high 
capacity transit corridor station with adequate and reasonably priced long term parking 

Dept. Corn. No. 1.020 
Oahu's Neighborhood Board system - Established 1973 
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MILILANIANAIPIONIELEMANU NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 25 	 PAGE 2 

to foster a smooth, efficient and "seamless" transition between the various modes of 
transit for Central Wahu commuters. 

As follow-up, were pleased to learn that the Administration is planning a dedicated lane linking the H-2 
freeway with the Pearl Highlands transit stop as well as a series of Park and Ride facilities in Central 
CYahu along with the necessary connector bus service, 

Thank you for the opportunity. We support Bill 79, CD 1, and look forward to working with you in the 
months ahead as we plan and implement our transportation future. 

AR00069095 
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Grant Tamrno o 
Board Chair 
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Atiamanu / Salt Lake / Foster Village Neighborhood Board No. 18 
do Neighborhood Commission 

City Hall, Room 400 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

The Aliamanu/Salt Lake/Foster Village Neighborhood Board 18 strongly supports a route 
for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project which directly services the 
communities of Foster Village, Aliamanu Military Reservation, Aliarnanu, and Salt Lake. 
The route, therefore, should be on Salt Lake Boulevard; or if the Project proceeds along 
Nimitz/Kamehameha Highway, it should be routed along Catlin Road to Salt Lake 
Boulevard. 

Direct service to our communities will serve one of the most densely populated 
communities on the island; and will result in increased rider ship by the residents of our 
communities. 

By contrast, the Nimitz/Kamehameha Highway route will not serve residents well. 
Our residents would have to ride on a shuttle bus to connect with the transit route. In 
contrast to the compact shuttle routes which would be needed to serve airport and Pearl 
Harbor shift workers, shuttle routes in our residential areas would be long and 
complicated. Our residents with a relatively short drive to town will simply not give up 
driving their private cars for the relative inconvenience of such a transit arrangement. 

Dept_ Corn. N 
TP 
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MILANI/ WAIPIO/ MELEMANU NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 26 
aro NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION • 530 SOUTH KING STREET ROOM 400 • HONOLULU, HAWAII, 96813 

PHONE (808) 527-5749 • FAX (808) 527-5780 • INTERNET: http://www.honolulu.gov  

Testimony of 
Dick Poirier 

Chair, MillianiNValpio/Molemanu Neighborhood Board No. 25 
Regarding 

City & County of Honolulu Transit BM 79, CD 2 
Before the 

City Council 
Held On 

December 21, 2006 

Chairperson Dela Cruz and members of the Council: 

My name is Dick Poirier, and I am pleased to testify today as Chair of Milliani/Walplo/Memelarrritu Boa# 25 on 
Bill 79, CD 2. 

The reason that we are facing a so-called transportation crisis Is because of our Inability to properly plan for and 
accommodate future growth and development. Because of this -- or more specifically because of our Inability to 
say no to development -- the latest OMPO studies tell us that we here in Mililani face commuter times of two 
hours each way to and from town by the year 2030, a distance of only 17 miles, At this point, the proposed rail 
system Is our only viable alternative to inevitable gridlock. 

At our May 2005 regular, our Board adopted a resolution by a vote of 14-1-0, with the following Be-it-Resolved 
clauses: 

Neighborhood Board No. 25 supports the construction of a rail or other mass transit system and 
transportation Improvements on Oahu to provide Central Oahu residents a much needed alternative to 
the automobile with predictable commute times; and, 

Neighborhood Board No. 25 encourages the City & County of Honolulu to expedite the study of long./tom 
transit options and to formulate a mass transit plan of action for public review. 

At our January 2008 regular meeting, our Board adopted a resolution, which was adopted by unanimous vote (20- 
0-0), with the following Be-it-Resolved clause; 

Neighborhood Board No. 25 strongly urges the City and County of Honolulu Department of 
Transportation Services to make the high capacity transit corridor available to Central Vahu commuters 
by developing appropriate transportation improvements such as express bus service in dedicated lanes 
between Central O'ahu and the nearest high capacity transit corridor station with adequate and 
reasonably priced long term parking to foster a smooth, efficient and "seamless" transition between the 
various modes of transit for Central O lahu commuters. 

As a follow-up, we were pleased to learn that the Administration is planning a dedicated lane linking the H-2 
freeway with the Pearl Highlands transit stop as well as a series of Park and Ride facilities in Central Oahu along 
with the necessary connector bus service. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. We support Bill 79, CD 2, arid look forward to working with you in the 
months ahead as we plan and Implement our transportation future. 

Dept. Corn. No. 3.02  

Oahu's Neighborhood Board system — Established '1973 

rn 

77% 

17.1  
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December 22, 2006 

Testimony on Bill 79 — Relating to Transit 

Chairman Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council: 

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee. My name is Richard 
Oshiro and I am the Chairman of the Waipahu Neighborhood Board No. 22. 

The Waipahu Neighborhood Board strongly supports the fixed guideway 
rail transportation alternative and would like to see it fully constructed from 
Kapolei to the University of Hawaii, Manoa and into Waikiki. 

The Board took this action because it recognized the need for the City to 
move forward with this much needed transportation project. We must not delay, 
but instead, we must take the necessary steps to move this project forward as 
quickly as possible before the costs go higher and higher. 

Your expeditious movement to approve this project is appreciated. Thank 
you for the opportunity to share our views. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Richard Oshiro, Chairman 
Waipahu Neighborhood Board No. 22 

537-7104 (B) 
671-1040 (R) 

Dept. Corn. No.  i027  
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Melvin N. Kaku 
Director 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

650 SOUTH KING STREET, 3RD FLOOR 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

Phone: (808) 768-8305 • Fax: OM 5234730 • Internet: www.honolulu.goy 

MUR NANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

MEDAN N . KAKU 
DIRECTOR 

RICHARD F. TORRES 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

December 11, 2006 
	

TP11/06-182783.1R 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Committee on Transportation and Planning 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Cachola: 

Subject: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

By letter dated December 5, 2006 (TP11/06-182783R), we responded to your 
November 13, 2006 letter, relating to the Alternatives Analysis Report  and the 
Environmental Consequences: Supporting Information  prepared for the subject 
project. 

Enclosed are nine (9) copies of Page 9 of the attachment to the December 5, 
2006 letter to replace the copies that were previously transmitted to you. The 
replacement sheets are being provided to correct a formatting error. 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please call 
Toru Hamayasu at Local 8344. 

Sincerely, 

Enclosures 

APPROVED: 

Wayne M. Hashird, P.E. 
Managing Director 

CT) 

• 
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Table R-3: Capital Cost stirnates (millions of 2006 and YOE dollars 

69 	105 

20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

43 	62 480 	723 3,600 4,559 4,192 	5,449 

Alternative 

No Build 
Alternative 

TSM Alternative 

Two-Direction 
Option 
Reversible 
Option 

Major 
nvestment 
Capital 
Costs 

2006 YOE 
$M $M 

3,770 4,774 

2,570 3,202 

Bus 
Acquisition  
2006 YOE 
SM SM 

644 	981 

694 	1,063 

736 	1,133 

Bus 
Facilities 

2006 YOE 
SM $ 

46 	64 

143 	204 

194 	282 

226 	335 

Handi-Van 
Acquisition 
2.006 YOE 
$M $M 

69 	105 

69 	105 

69 	105 

69 	105 

Total Capital 
Costs 

2006 YOE 

660 	995 

856 	1,290 

4,727 	6,224 

3,601 	4,776 

Transportation System Management 

--AN144.1% Flied Guideway' 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King — Hotel 

689 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Karnokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 
Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport 
Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 

5,301 	6,941 4,730 6,085 	459 69 	105 43 	62 

6,075 	8,045 43 	62 69 	105 5,510 7,198 453 	680 

5,194 	6,804 69 	105 43 	62 4,620 5,943 462 	694 

-9- 
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Table R-3: Capital Cost Estimates (millions of 2006 and YOE dollars) 

Alternative Major 
Investment 

Capital 
Costs 

Bus 	Bus 
Acquisition 	Facilities 

Handi-Van 	Total Capital 
Acquisition 	Costs 

2006 YOE 2006 YOE 2006 YOE 
SM SM SM SM SM $14 

2006 YOE 2006 YOE 
SM SM SM 	SM 

No Build 
No Build 
Alternative 

545 	826 	46 	64 	69 	105 	660 	995 

Transpo atiun System IVIanagetueut 
TSM Altei native 644 	981 	143 	204 	69 	105 	856 	1,290 

Two-Direction 
Option  

3,770 4,774 	694 	1,063 	194 	282 	69 	105 	4,727 	6.224 

2,570 3,202 
Reversible 
Option 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King — Hotel 

736 	1,133 	226 	335 	69 	105 	3,601 	4,776 

4,730 6,085 	459 	689 	43 	62 	69 	105 	5,301 	6,941 

Full-corridor 
Align ment 
Kamokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 

5,510 7,198 	453 	680 43 	62 69 	105 	6,075 	8,045 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 

4,620 5.943 	462 	694 43 	62 69 	105 	5,194 	6,804 

20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

3,600 4,559 	480 	723 43 	62 69 	105 	4,192 	5,449 

-9- 
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No Build 
Alternative 

TSM Alternative I — 

69 	105 	660 	995 

69 	105 	856 	,290 

69 	105 	4,727 	6,224 

H and i-Van 
Acquisition  
2006 VOL 
SM $M 

Total Capital 
Costs  

2006 	VOL 

194 	282 694 	1,063 3,770 4,774 Two-Direction 
Option 

Major 
Investment 

	

Capital 	Bus 
Costs Acquisition 

2006 YOE 2006 VOL 2006 
$M SM SM SM SM 

YOE 

Alternative 

545 	826 46 	64 

143 	204 644 	981 

Bus 
Facilities 

Table R-3: Capital Cost Estimates (millions of 2006 and YOE dollars) 

Reversible 
Option 

Fixed Guideway 

2,570 3,202 736 	1,133 226 	335 69 	105 	3,601 	4,776 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King — Hotel 

69 	105 459 	689 4,730 6,085 5,301 	6,941 43 	62 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Ka mokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 

5,510 7,198 453 	680 43 	62 69 	105 6,075 	8,045 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
lialekauwila 

4,620 5,943 462 	694 43 	62 69 	105 5,194 	6,804 

69 	105 43 	62 480 	723 

20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

3,600 4,559 4,192 	5,449 

-9- 
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Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kamokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 

5,510 7,198 	453 	680 

Major 
Investment 

Capital 
Costs 

2006 YOE 
$M SM 

Bus 	Bus 	Handi-Van 	Total Capital 
Ac uisition Facilities Ac uisition Costs 
2006 YOE 2006 YOE 2006 YOE 
SM SM $ $M $M SM 

2006 	YOE 
$111 	SM 

Transportation System Manage en 

Managed Lane 
644 	981 r 143 	204 856 	1,290 

Two-Direction 
0 tion 
Reversible 
Option 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King — Hotel 

2,570 3,202 	736 	1,133 	226 	335 	69 	105 

4,730 6,085 	459 	689 	43 	62 	69 	105 	5,301 	6,941 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 
20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

480 	723 

69 	105 	5,194 	6,804 

69 	105 	4,192 	5,449 

4,620 5,943 	462 	694 

3,600 4,559 

43 	62 

43 	62 

3,601 	4,776 

43 	62 	69 	105 	6,075 	8,045 

Alternative 

No Build 
Alternative 

545 	826 	46 	64 	69 	105 660 	995 

3,770 4,774 	694 	1,063 4,727 	6,224 194 	282 

Table R-3: Capital Cost Estimates(millions of 2006 and YOE dollars 
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Alternative 

Han di-Van 
Ac • uisition 

Total Capital 
Costs 

2006 YOE 
$M $M 

Managed Lane 

4,727 	6,224 

2006 YOE 
SM 	SM 

No Build 
Alternative 

545 	826 	46 	64 

anagement Transportation System 
TSM Alternative 644 	981 143 204 69 105 

694 	1,063 3,770 4,774 
Two-Direction 
0 • tion 

No Build 

69 	105 660 	995 

856 	1,290 

Major 
Investment 

Capital 
Costs 	Ac uisition 

2006 YOE 2006 YOE 
$111 SM 	$114 	$M 

Bus 
Facilities 

2006 YOE 
$M SM 

Bus 

Reversible 
Option 

226 	335 69 	105 3,601 	4,776 

• Fixed Guideway 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King — Hotel 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kamokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 

69 	105 

69 	105 

5,301 	6,941 

6,075 	8,045 

4,730 6.085 459 	689 	43 	62 

5,510 7,198 453 	680 	43 	62 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 

20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

69 	105 

69 	105 

5,194 	6,804 

4,192 	5,449 

4,620 5,943 	462 	694 43 	62 

3.600 4,559 480 	723 	43 	62 

2,570 3,202 	736 	1,133 

Table R-3: Capital Cost Estimates (millions of 2006 and YOE dollars) 
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TSM Alternative 644 981 143 204 69 105 

No Build 
No Build 
Alternative 

Fixed Guideway 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King — Hotel 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kamokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 
Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 
20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

Alternative 

Reversible 
Option 

Transportation System Manage 

2006 YOE 
$M SM 

Major 
Investment 

Capital 
Costs 

4,620 5,943 

3,600 4,559 	480 	723 

4,730 6,085 	459 	689 

5,510 7,198 

2,570 3,202 	736 	1,133 	226 	335 	69 	105 

462 	694 

694 	1,063 

453 	680 

2006 YOE 
$M SM 

ent 

Bus 
Ac uisition 

545 	826 	46 	64 	69 	105 

Bus 
Facilities 

43 	62 

43 	62 

43 	62 

2006 YOE 2006 YOE 
SM SM SM SM 

194 	282 	69 	105 

Han di-Van 
Aca uisition 

Total Capital 
Costs 

2006 
SM 

YOE 
SM 

660 995 

856  1,290 

4,727 6,224 

3,601 4,776 

5,301 6,941 

6,075 8,045 

5,194 6,804 

4,192 5,449 

69 	105 

69 	105 

69 	105 

Managed Lane 

Two-Direction 
0 s tion 

3,770 4,774 

Table R-3: Capital Cost Estimates (millions of 2006 and YOE dollars) 
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Two-Direction 
Option 

3,770 4,774 
	

694 	1,063 4,727 	6,224 

459 	689 43 	62 43 4,730 6,085 69 	105 
	

5,301 	6,941 

2006 YOE 
SM $ 

2006 YOE 
$M SM 

2006 YOE 
SM $ 

2006 YOE 2006 	YOE 
$M $M $M 

No Build 
Alternative 

545 	826 	46 	64 69 	105 660 	995 

:EinIispO1tatioIi.$ystem1Management 
TSM Alternative 644 	981 143 	204 	69 	105 856 	L290 

194 	282 69 	105 

Reversible 
Option 

2,570 3202, 736 	1,133 3,601 	4,776 226 	335 69 	105 

Fixed Guideway 
Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King — Hotel 

Table R-3: Capital Cost Estimates millions of 2006 and YOE dollars) 

Major 
Investment 

Capital 
Costs 

Bus 
Acquisition 

Bus 
Facilities 

Handi-Van 
Acquisition 

Alternative 

Total Capital 
Costs 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kamokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 

5,510 	7,198 453 	680 43 	62 69 	105 6,075 	8,045 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport—
Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 

4.620 5,943 462 	694 43 	62 69 	105 5,194 	6,804 

20-mile 
Align men t East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

-9-- 9- 

3,600 4,559 480 	723 43 	62 69 	105 4,192 	5,449 

AR00069106 



Han di-Van 
Ac s uisition 

Total Capital 
Costs 

69 105 

2006 
SM 

YOE 
SM 

660 995 

856  1,290 

4,727 6,224 

3,601 4,776 

5,301 6,941 

6,075 8,045 

5,194 6,804 

4,192 5,449 

2006 YOE 
$M SM 

69 	105 

69 	105 

69 	105 

69 	105 

69 	105 

69 	105 

69 	105 

Table R-3: Capital Cost Estimates (millions of 2006 and YOE dollars) 

Alternative 

• No lull 

Major 
Investment 

Capital 	Bus 
Costs 	Act uisition 

Bus 
Facilities 

2006 
$114 

YOE 	2006 
SM 	SM 

YOE 
SA/ 

2006 
$M 

YOE 
SM 

No Build 
Alternative 

545 826 46 64 

Transportatio Syste 

- 

3,770 

anagement 
TSM Alternative 

Managed Lane 
Two-Direction 
0 tion 

644 981 143 204 

4,774 694 1,063 194 282 

Reversible 
Option 

2,570 3,202 736 1,133 226 335 

Fixed Guideway 
Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King — Hotel 

4,730 6,085 459 689 43 62 

Full-corridor 
Align tricot 
Kamokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 

5,510 7,198 453 680 43 62 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 

4,620 5,943 462 694 43 62 

20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

3,600 4.559 480 723 43 62 

-9- 
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Table R-3: Capital Cost Estimates (millions of 2006 and YOE dollars) 

Alternative 

No 	uild 

Major 
Investment 

Capital 
Costs 

Bus 
Ac uisition 

Bus 
Facilities 

Han di-Van 
Ac uisition 

Total Capital 
Costs 

2006 	YOE 
SM 	$M 

2006 
$111 

YOE 
01 

2006 
SM 

YOE 
SM 

2006 
SM 

YOE 
$M 

2006 
$1Y1 

YOE 
SM 

No Build 
Alternative 

545 826 46 64 69 105 660 995 

Transportation System Management 
TSM Alternative 

Managed Lane 
Two-Direction 
0 tion 

644 981 143 

194 

204 

282 

69 

69 

105 

105 

856  1,290 

3,770 	4,774 694 1,063 4,727 6,224 

Reversible 2,570 	3,202 
Option 

736 1,133 226 335 69 105 3,601 4,776 

Fixed Guideway 

4,730 	6,085 459 689 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King — Hotel 

43 62 69 105 5,301 6,941 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kamokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 

5,510 	7,198 453 680 43 62 69 105 6,075 8,045 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 

4,620 	5,943 462 694 43 62 69 105 5,194 6,804 

20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

3,600 	4,559 480 723 43 62 69 105 4,192 5,449 

-9-- 
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2006 YOE 
SM 	SM 

Major 
Investment 

Capital 
Costs 

Bus 
Acquisition 

Alternative 

Bus 	Handi-Van 
Facilities 	Acquisition  

2006 YOE 2006 YOE 
$ 	$M SM SM 

Total Capital 
Costs 

No Build 
Alternative 

TSM Alternative 

Managed Lane 
Two-Direction 
Option 
Reversible 
Option 

• Fixed Guideway 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa —Salt 
Lake — North 
King — Hotel 

545 	826 	46 	64 	69 	105 

644 	981 	143 	204 	69 	105 

694 	1,063 	194 	282 	69 	105 

736 	1,133 	226 	335 	69 	105 

689 	43 	62 	69 	105 

660 	995 

1,290 

4,727 	6,224 

3,601 	4,776 

5,301 	6,941 

856 

4,730 6,085 	459 

3,770 4,774 

2,570 3,202 

Table R-3: Capital Cost Estimates (millions of 2006 and YOE dollars) 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Karnokila — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
King, with a 
Waikiki Branch 

5,510 7,198 453 	680 43 	62 	69 	105 6,075 	8,045 

Full-corridor 
Alignment 
Kalaeloa — 
Airport — 
Dillingham — 
Halekauwila 

4,620 5,943 462 	694 43 	62 	69 	105 5,194 	6,804 

69 	105 4,192 	5,449 480 	723 43 	62 

20-mile 
Alignment East 
Kapolei to Ala 
Moana 

3,600 4,559 

-9- 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
650 SOUTH KING STREET, 3RD FLOOR 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 
Phone: (808) 768-8305 • Fax: (808) 523-4730 • Internet: www.honolutu.gov  

MUFI HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

MELVIN N KAKU 
DIRECTOR 

RICHARD F. TORRES 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

December 12, 2006 
	

TP11/06-183953R 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Cachola: 

Subject: Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives 
Analysis  

Thank you for your letter of November 21, 2006 that requested DTS to respond 
to questions on studies related to urban sprawl and transit development. 

In 2000, the Federal Transit Administration (FrA) sponsored an extensive study 
on sprawl. The result was a report entitled "The Cost of Sprawl Revisited." The study 
comprehensively compiled and synthesized much of the previous literature on sprawl 
done prior to the late 1990's. The study also analyzed county data compiled from the 
year 2000 census and input the data into various forecast models. The various models 
forecast a state-by-state analysis of infrastructure and public services economic costs 
for continued "uncontrolled" sprawl vs. "controlled growth" development for the year 
2005. 

For example, for roadway infrastructure, the Rutgers Road model was used to 
forecast future roadway demand. The study found that Hawaii was forecast to require 
nearly 4,900 additional road miles under an "uncontrolled growth" scenario vs. a 
"controlled growth" scenario for the year 2025. The difference in cost savings between 
the two scenarios would result in a savings of $2.45 billion for roadways if the State 
implements a controlled growth policy and strategy for future land use urban 
development. 

Similarly, for water and sewer infrastructure, the study model projected that 
Hawaii would save additional $162 million for the year 2025 under the "controlled 
growth" scenario. 

rT• 
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The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Page 2 
December 12, 2006 

A master plan for the State of New Jersey evaluated conventional sprawl against 
higher density concentrated development and found that "infill" and higher density 
development would save $1.1 billion in infrastructure costs over the next 15 years. 
This would amount to approximately S 12,000 per new home in roadway, water and 
sewer costs. 

Perhaps, the most comprehensive study to date on sprawl was published last 
year. The book entitled: "Sprawl Costs: Economic Impacts of Unchecked Development" 
is the culmination of a 10-year research effort that exhaustively analyzed sprawl in the 
nation's top 20 sprawling metropolitan areas. The report systematically examined 
economic costs of sprawl vs. compact development over the next 25 years for the 20 
metro areas. The conclusion of the report stated that "shifting just 25% of low-density 
development to more compact growth would save American taxpayers billions of 
dollars." Honolulu was not one of the metropolitan areas analyzed by the book. 
However, as an example, the book found that if 25% of low density growth is shifted to 
compact growth in Las Vegas, residents would save $10 billion or $6,657 per person 
over the next 25 years. 

Recent research and evidence seems to conclusively indicate that there is a need 
to contain land use sprawl and move towards more compact development in 
undeveloped as well developed areas. Should a fixed guideway system be selected by 
the Council, it would be prudent to develop a land use policy that attempts to 
maximize higher density compact urban development within pedestrian proximity of 
fixed guideway stations. The adoption of such a policy and policies that strongly 
discourage urban sprawl would not only have transit ridership benefits but also have 
future infrastructure cost, environmental, and socio-economic benefits for the City. 

Sincerely, 

MelVin N. Kaku 
Director 

APPROVED: 

WAYNE M. HASHIRO, P.E. 
Managing Director 

cc: Department of Planning and 
Permitting 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
650 SOUTH KING STREET, 3RD FLOOR 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 
Phone: (808) 768-8305 • Fax: (808) 523-4730 • Internet: wwvv.honoluIu.gov  

MUFI HANNEMANN 
MAYOR 

MELVIN N. KAKU 
DIRECTOR 

RICHARD F. TORRES 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

December 21, 2006 
	

TP11/06-183958R 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Transportation and Planning Committee 	 C`) 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Cachola: 
C; 

Subject: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

This responds to your November 21, 2006 letter, requesting information 
regarding the amount of federal New Starts funds that will be available to 
Honolulu should the City Council select a rail fixed guideway as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative (LPA). Your information requests as stated in your letter 
and our responses follow. 

( 1 ) 
	

Please perform a sensitivity analysis showing a cash flow spreadsheet for 
each of the following assuming $750 million (2006 dollars) in fideral new 
starts funds, general excise and use tax surcharge revenues of the 
"Council on Revenues I" scenario, and general obligation bonds as the 

funding source for the remainder of the capital cost: 

(A) The 28-mile Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila alignment; 

(B) The 20-mile East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center alignment; and 

(C) The Kapolei to Iwilei "fifth alignment" in Bill 79, CD1. 

in response to your request, an analysis of two additional financial 
scenarios as specified in points (1)(A) and (1)(B) has been prepared. For 
a $750 million (constant 2006 dollars) level of New Starts funding and 
"Council on Revenues 1" GET surcharge collections, the financial 

AR00069112 



The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Page 2 
December 21, 2006 

feasibility of both the 20-mile Alignment and the Full-Corridor Alignment 
was evaluated, with the assumption that any gap between sources and 
uses is met by General Obligation (GO) bonds. The feasibility of each 
project alternative relies on the ability and desire of the City to take on 
additional debt to fund the project. We would like to add a caution, as 
mentioned in the AA Report, the decision to cover this expense using GO 
sources has cost and policy implications that go beyond the scope of the 
present study. The City's debt policy and affordability guidelines imply a 
stringent limit on annual debt service, and preliminary analysis of 
outstanding debt as of August 2005 suggests that there is only a limited 
amount of room left for incremental debt issuance beyond the current 
level. Going beyond that level risks a potential credit rating downgrade, 
incurring a higher interest cost not only for the project itself, but for any 
other City project funded by GO Bonds. 

Table 1 shows an estimate of additional interest and principal expenses 
on GO debt and Tables 2 and 3 shows annual capital project cash flows 
for each project alternative. 

Table 1. Additional GO Bond Financing Requirement 

YOE $ million 

20-mile 
Alignment 

Full-corridor Alignment 

Principal Repayment 66 1,342 

Interest Costs 11 1,540 

Total Debt Service 77 2,882 

This analysis assumes that GO Bonds are issued continuously on a 
capital needs basis from the first year funds are required (2010) through 
the last year funds are needed (2018 for the 20-mile project and 2019 for 
the 28-mile project). The interest rate assumed, 6.00 percent, is 
consistent with the interest rate used for the GET surcharge loan facility, 
and corresponds to a tax-exempt coupon of 4.50 percent plus an 
allowance of 50 basis points for issuance and other financing costs and 
100 basis points for potential increases in the interest rate between the 
time of the analysis and the issuance date. The debt terms assumed for 
the 20-mile and 28-mile projects are 5 and 30 years, respectively. 
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Table 2. 20-Mile Ali nment - Ca Rai Pro ect Cash Flow 
Year and amount in millions of year-of-expenditure dollars 

1 2007 I 2008 1 2009 1 2010 I 2011 I 2012 I 2013 1 2014 1 2015 1 2016 1 2017 2018 2019 1 2020 1 2021 2022 	2023 Total 

Capital Funding Sources 

FTA New Starts 4 4 4 85 125 166 154 151 132 76 41 . 	6 - - - - 949 

GET Surcharge 172 185 196 206 216 227 236 246 256 267 278 289 301 314 327 340 - 4,056 

Transfer from Savings 118 81 120 - - - - - - - 320 

Proceeds from Loan 
Secured by GET 
Surchars e 

- 86 344 314 311 256 68 - - - - 1,378 

GO Bond Proceeds 6 9 12 11 11 9 5 3 - - - - 66 

City Operating Budget 
Revenues for GO Bond 
Debt Service 

1 3 6 8 11 12 11 10 7 5 3 1 - 77 

Total Sources 176 189 318 379 559 754 723 729 666 427 331 303 306 316 _ 328 340 - 

Capital Outlays 

Construction Costs - - 249 302 463 629 578 564 487 257 150 - - - - 3,680 

Soft Costs 40 41 69 76 92 110 106 106 101 81 32 25 - - - - 880 

Subtotal 40 41 318 378 556 739 685 670 588 337 182 25 - - - - 4,559 

Deposits to Savings 137 148 - - - - - - - - 
•  

- 284 

Principal Repayment of 
Loan Secured by GET 
Surcharge 

- - - - - - 59 195 238 265 294 326 - 1,378 

Financing Costs of Loan 
Secured by GET 
Surchar e 

- - - - 10 30 48 66 78 81 75 63 49 32 15 - 547 

Debt Service Payment on 
GO Bonds  

_ - 1 3 6 8 11 12 11 10 7 5 3 1 - - 77 

1  Total Outlays 176 189 318 379 559 754 723 729 666 427 331 303 306 316 328 340 - 
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Table 3. Full-Corridor Ali nment - Capital Project Cash Flow 

Year and amount in millions of year-of-expenditure dollars 

2007 2008 12009  1 2010j 2011 	2012 I 2013 I 2014 1 2015 I 2016 1 2017 2018 I 2019 2020 I 2021 I 2022 2023-2049 I 	Total 

Capital Funding Sources 

FTA New Starts 4 4 4 63 100 138 142 163 139 121 63 21 3 - - 964 

GET Surcharge 172 185 196 206 216 227 236 246 256 267 278 289 301 314 327 340 4,056 

Transfer from Savings 109 9 127 83 - - - - - 328 
Proceeds from Loan 
Secured by GET 
Surcharge 

- - - - 163 263 341 268 212 12 - - - - 1,259 

GO Bond Proceeds - - - 89 141 194 200 229 196 171 89 29 4 - - - 1,342 

City Operating Budget 
Revenues for GO Bond 
Debt Service 

5 14 27 41 57 72 84 92 

t 

95 96 96 96 96 2,011 2,882 

Total Sources 176 189 309 372 597 831 882 1,036 930 855 533 435 405 410 423 436 2,011 

Capital Outlays 

Construction Costs 

Soft Costs 

242 294 473 674 694 801 672 577 265 100 - - - - 4,791 

40 41 67 73 110 130 133 148 138 130 103 22 18 - - 1,153 

Subtotal 40 41 309 367 584 803 828 949 809 707 367 122 18 - - - 5,943 

Deposits to Savings 137 148 - - - - - - - - 284 

Principal Repayment of 
Loan Secured by GET 
Surcharge  

- - - - - - 146 228 265 294 326 - 1,259 

Financing Costs of Loan 
Secured by GET 
Surcharge  

- - - - 1 13 30 49 64 74 72 63 48 32 15 - 462 

Debt Service Payment on 
GO Bonds  

- - 5 14 27 41 57 72 84 92 95 96 96 96 96 2,011 2,882 

Total Outlays 176 189 309 372 597 831 882 1,036 930 855 533 435 405 410 423 436 2,011 
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(2) Please provide a list of other jurisdictions that have received federal New 
Start grants of at least $933 million for individual phases of their fixed 
guideway projects. 

Several New Starts transit projects have received, or are scheduled to 
receive, $933 million or more in Section 5309 New Starts funds. 

Projects which have ongoing or completed Full Funding Grant 
Agreements (FFGA) include: 

Los Angeles Metro Red Line, CA (MOS-1 + MOS-2 + MOS-3) 
2,044 million 

Hudson-Bergen, NJ (MOS-1 + MOS-2) 
$1,104 million 

In addition, the Annual Report on New Starts for Fiscal Year 2007 
(February 7, 2006) identifies likely New Starts funding shares for several 
projects that are well advanced in the project development process, 
including projects identified as those with Pending FFGAs (which have 
FFGAs drafted but not yet signed), those with Proposed FFGAs (which 
are projected to be ready for an FFGA by the end of FY 2007), and Other 
Projects (which are expected to be in Final Design by Spring 2006). Two 
of these projects are anticipated to receive New Starts funds in excess of 
$933 million: 

Long Island Rail Road East Side Access, New York 
$2,632 million 

Second Avenue Subway MOS, New York 
$1,300 million 
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The AA identified the minimum amount of Section 5309 New Starts 
funds needed is $662 million under the Council of Revenues 2 GET 
revenue projections. Other projects which have received, or are 
scheduled to receive, $662 million or more in Section 5309 New Starts 
funds include: 

Dulles Corridor Metrorail Extension to Wiehle Avenue, Virginia 
$920 million 
BART Extension to SFO, California 
$750 million 
Dallas Northwest/Southwest LRT MOS, Texas 
$700 million 
Sound Transit University Link Light Rail, Washington 
$700 million 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact 
Mr. Toru Hamayasu at Local 8344. 

Sincerely, 

APPROVED: 

47f_ 

Wayne 'M. Hashiro, P.E. 
Managing Director 
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OIPC CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Linda [ureonnow@lava.netj 	 DEC a 9 30 AM '06 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 5:47 PM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Okino, 
Gary; Garcia, Nestor; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy 

RECIVE'D 
Subject: Requesting City Council delay final vote on the rail alternative and again deliberate on all four 

alternatives 

Dear Councilmembers, 
The Kailua Neighborhood Board No 31 requests the City Council to delay selection of a preferred 

alternative until the City Council and its committees have deliberated further on all four (4) alternatives: NO 
BUILD; TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT; MANAGED LAND AND FIXED GUIDE WAY. 

The KNB 31 further requests continued updating from the Council and the Administration concerning 
progress on this important issue that is not supported without further deliberation by the City Council and its 
Committees that negatively affects the Kailua community with taxation without representation. 

Regards, 
Linda Ure, Secretary/Treasurer 
Kailua Neighborhood Board No. 31 
263-3093 
Fax: 263-3094 
ureonnow@iava.net  

1 37 Dept. Corn. No. 	  

12/22/2006 
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(Please clip an mail or tax this postcard today) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemaipuncil Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Me 	 City Council 
5% 

As you disa 1tth4 route mr our much-needed rail transit system, please selectj 	sit route from West 
Kapolei (Kaaba Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock am ong daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for °tar - community. Please bring the rail to KapoleP 

As the fastest growirotlia9our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	tPakAU`'? 	CZ-cp  

Address I4 - 74 Ca. co"-Ar 	ki 
Ltret:4., 	 9 	ct  

me-Au, 	c 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

PeoLuo  
(Please clip and mall or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at ivianoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	/20—D..646 	U1C4'  

Address 	c"0 -- 1 (53 lc:44(4440C" -5:-  
H-ik/4 f2OLE 	 g6-  7e 7  

.Dhnnz E-mail 	.7a'5-/-1  fa CZ 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

\I\ as 
lopcv-T. oc 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council k 
As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West VAINA; 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and tong daily commutes are a fact/cop 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our coMmunity Please bring the rail to Kapoiei! 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	 );, 0,A trozi.-C 17011-0 RL  
Address H4N v[ALN-Iltakt.lo 9t:  

44ToLei k\ ct1D1  
Phone 	(574 2(012w- 	 E-mail VAAnontill UAW' MinA 
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To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic,gridlock anct long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our - bornmunity. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	 e, 	QLss- 

Address ityc 

 

Phone B69 	— 0 cf  

 

E-mail 1B ETT AJ4 14 3 3 eAct...  cc 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

  

To: Mayor Mut' Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and lonviaily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our _community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address lzyL I 

Phone  E-mail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapoiei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Phone E-mail 
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Name 

Address 
	9(2.- /,z2  

Phone 	b 7 	‘, 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

E- ai 7 tL-5"; hsx cc ir) 

   

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our -community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	 /Ai) 

Al 

kricaop,utip culu wn UL idA LIIIS ppivaro today) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. TraffiPgridlook and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternativeslor our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	J'rRLf 	1.-ceiz.  
Address 4cck. 	 cS Pcti  

11-1, cbtt-1,1/4.)0A-j, Ka—pcSloit 	HeL  
Phone 808 — 6 	 — 	 E-mail ge.Axy 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalae)oa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mama: Trqffic gridlock:And long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatiVe§ fOrour—conlmunity. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! . 

Address 
	

/Loa' c 	e 	 ,4276-79,  

:sate 	rit  

   

  

f ---1440-1 444 4014 ris  

  

eaglet pf 

Lo2A- 
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To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 
As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for-oecOmMunitOlease bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 
	

C 

Address 

 

LL/ 

 

Phone ge 	ec 7 7- 41...cif-  	 E-mail  

 
 

 
 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

 
 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

/411  te- 	 -44  
/ç ?-? /7/j'i-a 	iTi) Address  

U_/)/- 	E/9 CH 	ill/ P6-o  
Phone E-mail 

 

 

 

(Please clip and mail or fu this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor MuTi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of -Hawaii at:iManoa.Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

tr",:c 	2 Da-4S 

Address  

Name 

Name t6A46..1  
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(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 
V\1Aak1/4,..14,-e: 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair DonovanDela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 

Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii.a0Vlarioa,:Triffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 

of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternitives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address  

4  ta.42_..w-E.4.-- 

tAkips- 	 14--1 sel 

_Pbooe 

 

E - mail 0--teNcAe 	Vo‹trt-e:.  

  

 

  

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

 

  

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of fiaw*i at:ManoaZfraffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportatibri' alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	ek -ezidtAte Le  

Address 95-42er Irortrxa 13/4ec, 

kir / daa 	11—r 16.76-? 

Phone 

.age 

-FP4/11 
	

E-mail 
	 kept( eviti 

and r fax thi P!itIOfl today!) 

, plaSfOt .:Aituti . .,Harineruatui;...CounOit chair DohoVati:'::.Deia:..crOzand ,MOMbers:of...thiCity...Colindill 

VOti•Hl:taisOdattttp"roqte for oot...:enochtleodett rail ttosit $ysterf4.•please:.seleathe::FULL...trnsit.rdtite from est.KaO.olet. 

	

1001bai.aouleVard) -;:t0..:the'LlrtiVet,Sitylitif:HalkaiVat 	 Andlong•.d-aity'dorrimutos..ar6 ..,......... 	::....... 	. 	. 	. 	:....... 	 . 	.......... 	....:........ 	. 	 . 	..,....::. 
:tioed :ftiore.transpOttatiop.altothatiyas .:Tpc 'Our....o.orr.tOonity. ,..P!pasb'brintoiqteil to Kapo1ei 

ne.fatte8t. :grdwing,_ Pegyo . iri..bUrstateWeat.pato.dosorves..:hotoingiesst. 
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To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council . 	. 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa.,Traffio gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for Otli`:tbrinunit. Orea6 bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region incur state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Phone  8*C1 6 4-6S- E-mail 	1JJ eTh 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock*4 long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more trans 	 ity. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing le 

Name  

Address k;?-- \C—rok:k  

E-mail C-44Nretikle--- Rtc:100 	NNPAIDL,  

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council , 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii atiyianpa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alte'rnative S for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	 tZ  

Address 	 n  

I)  

Phone  Cow \ 
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Address 

icaoc 	allU Wall SJI JcA UI JU1UdI U LUUck}1.1) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic ,gridlock.and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternativetr burP darnmiinity. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothingless!. - 

Name 	 \ --)L.Q.) 0f-Y\ 

Address 	 VAS f-b <CAC) 

Phone 	 E-mail 	 Oa)? 	-/i46/1/4/:7FR- 6•1/41 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please seleot the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mama :Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest rowing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nailing lets! 

Name  

Address 	 1- 32q 	 sT  	 
1‘ 2o7  

Phone 	 2- 0 0S--  

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. TraffiQ gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for €5tir'cornmUnity Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 
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Wallace Watarai 
94-106 !Wee P1 
Waipahu, lit 96797-4324 

 

 

  

Phone 	e'78 - 06735 	 F-rnail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor MO Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select tlie FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mano za-,7raffic gridlock arid long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternative for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves'ribthing less! 

Name 

Address 

kr- ivczu i.diji ditU ilicl11 Ul IdA LIII pubtudi u 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Gruz, - andinembers of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii atNlanpajr4icrAridlodend long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu, We need more transportation alternatiVdsfar'our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothiOgiesSi 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela -Cruz ;  and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Maio:. TRffic .gricliock,a0iong daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 
	61- 4-1 	 r 
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To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council - 
As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa.,Tr:affic gpiOloci( pal long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternativeSlo17:zurCommunity, Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

Phone 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

 

E-mail 	 

 

   

   

To: Mayor Mufi Hanhemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela-C NU, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii At IViarloA :rTraffic fy:i*ck and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alterhatives LfoPour community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves„nothinglesS! 

Name 
	

--myvkitAt/Y(--)441 4.11  

Address 	14-  - 6 2 L14- 	gt Le,  

. Phone 	(s11"6/4/ad.   	E-mail  
(Please clip and mait dr fax.this -postcardtoday!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, Traffic gricilOck and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatiVeifOrOur community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing lesSL 

Name 

Address 
	9'- e) 	 ,4A/IA-09;:;ff<:,4,rv 

/--.4414 /:." 

Phone 	 E-mail 	 Ze/ 0- 	 1 ee, 
J3A 9/5--Z Af 

AR00069129 



Name 

Address 

740 	E-mail  Phone 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard todayl) 

/. 

4.7 	 4---/Lef  ef  "7 	 • 

Address 	/ 	LC' / 	
c,2 

Name 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today° 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan De( 	uz, and Members of th City Council 
n. 

As you discuss the route for our much needed rail transit ssyd6m., plea 	the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and 	Am 11 es are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for air Community. Please bring the rail o 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawait ?at IVrpa JrapVid-llock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternaihkirs Lf6FOur corniTkinity. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deservesnothingiless! 

Name 
	 C 

Address 9t1  

Wcut peOnt,t 	14. 

Phone N A 

,a2or 

   

    

 

	  E-mail 

  

    

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needqd rail ttransit syst9m,, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapoiei (Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the UniversiticofigaWaii atVariba Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deSerVes'nothing less! 

672' 

AR00069130 



(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair_Donovan .Dela Cruz, and Members of the'etty:cOuncil 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Havgm, aplaiibM' Traffic gridlock 4niti 164 tia.0y pmB3uit,pp are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportaibrralternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West-Oahu deserveS:nothing less! 

Name 	Te l-% 

Address c't 2 	 5 4-  . 

4, 	 4,11,.  

Phone 	 - •- 7 3 7— 	 E-mail 	A o ry-1 	c.. c 0. E. f'&_ 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transitsystein, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii adVianoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 	Ple 44 Clef cf-v,--6g° 

Name 

Address gi4;c- 	 1741cL 
2-04_, 41 

Phone go E-mail 

 

 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. - Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatiVeS for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! fit0 6 of/ 86/c cw 
AT A6(437 bo 	A7 {AleAVetr 01 , R-5  F-  /C.  /95 ‘7i 	"9/iWi f5  Name 

 
 

 

 
 

Address 

E Ancel 
91-1470 Renton Rd Apt 9 
Ewa Beech, HI 967064218 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

Phone 	 E-mail 

vtc, 

AR00069131 



q2- -  (-1(- 14,) At 	 Si. 

KA-poc-E 	947o7 

4., 72- 7873 

(ilease clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Muff Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela •Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please_se10: the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manda.jraffic griaiick and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alter-natiVe -s for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing 

Name 

# 4-S Address 
•  

      

Glc  

E-mail 

    

Phone 

     

C k 	1-1c1hli (1_4 

  

          

          

(Pleaie clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chai Donovail. Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the Uniyersity-of.Hawaii.aEMinba. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more traktiortation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	Vja k a e 	ce 
- - 77O Z {Zin  

pqh 	.///- 267  
Phone 	 fr1112-4 

	

E-mail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Bela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

vou discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
(Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii atktarioa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 

in West Oahu. We need more transport,  ation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

;:stest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

t.„34P-6 S,3r 

Address 

E-mail 	cJ e1e k øoi ca kA.,4,144A.  ,r. cool 

AR00069132 



Phone  

kriCaJCU1JJ Will Ilidil Ul IdA 1.111 pustudru Luudp 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system l,pilease select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at -ivlanba'..'Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportatiori alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Ltt-t-i,1,1 	 74- 
Phone ((-4)  g 9 — 

  

E-mail 	/7 	y  ,9/ 	xr."-Ye 	cvi 

   

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

   

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa-;Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoi Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportat& alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! AA-7 i) 

$Z yoA,9 71; Thiri_ 

C 	 - 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	 CO/ 

Address c*-- // 03 	K-41-011,f 

11-4- Sac 66-‘171C4A---04'.. 

(-4-Ve 
1A7-71,  1./L,' /4, 

If 
.7i.4),34`k) 

CAj I 	 €4-1 	5 	5' 7 

Phone 	1 e? -2-  2-- 	 E-mail U&26 

AR000691 33 



(-) 

Name 

knedbe unp etliU rilail 0 a 1.1116 puswara tooayo 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawat)Vla -nba. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name L,A1kE 	14--e7A) S 
Address 	CZ ,Lj? 

n 70 -  
Phone 	a V 7V0 	E-mail  d_ 	e yA. Ler) Ceni/L. 

. (Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit systenb please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of•HAvvaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name  

Address 	 10 7 	3,r 	a 	ST 
Ht . cic? )ci7  

Phone   	a 23 	 E - mail 	I t 	koi 	hor uht C le$  
• 	 - 

(Please clip and mail or fax thi, postcard,toclayil 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at AAnoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Phone 	 E-mail 	 CChi 

AR00069134 



Address ,/,r7 

jimagi  

c(& 
Phone 

kJ- MCI:3UuiipciIiU Malt L/1 Ic:LA LI IIS pUbLUS1111 Nuar) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 
, 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at :Manoa. taffid gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alter" natities for bur community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name Z. alif:6.  

Phone E-mai 

 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To. Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan,Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much needed rail transit systent please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Minda, i  Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahti_deserves nothing less! 

Name 	6 4LT 11 14‹ MV CUL-HA/ 

Address 91-cril Pifriviir+ -ebue s i  

-5W 

Phone ‘67  

 

70g 

 

5 3 

 

E-mail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii atlAarioa;Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name Oat- 	iztodi 

AR00069135 



tir A ish. 	  

To Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela 'Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transitsystem, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Flavva4t Mapoa, Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation --aittrnativbs for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu,deserves nothing less! 

Name q-hcomit. .4 ON; 	6R- (\4 1\  
Address 	a A Li. k-i 

E=v0A  
Phone 	(-) 

 

eaCi t  

  

E-mail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan. Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system ;  please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of FiaOli at'LMarioa. jTraffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation' alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oaliii -deserves nothing less! . 	, 

(please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Councit.phalr Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much needed rail traq'§it S:'sisterh, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the Univqrsitifof f-jaWaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more traniportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	Not-itis be k&jo  

toll (4DR a ti t4 

phoneetil , 	— ?S-3 1 	 E-mail 

Address 

AR00069136 



(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University. of Hawaiikat Mande. 'f -i'affic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 
. 	,..", 

Na 

 

  

Address 	 /64;61k,  

/ee. -X_- 	 26,C 

Phone  „ 	. 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor MO Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan - Diela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please_select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii :at Mr*Trifeetridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportatiorafieffikives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu dese,rVeS nothingless! 

Name kA. t— vi 6ain 	?Tr.  
Address Ct(-tia Pelfaio  

-Ft q&101 

Phone (a-14 - 404 
(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Muff Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at -Warp& Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transpoitation alteFhatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

E-mail 

E-mail 

Name 

 

  

Address 100 KQI.1/01(.4U 8h/ct.  

icapok,' 	q 7 7 
Phone 674 - 2-q6 

   

   

 

E-mail a m 	icV cce eiy  t 	12.1 

 

   

AR00069137 



kriedbe unp alit] (Mill or tax tnis posicara tow 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manda. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportatrorf 'alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

S tiLca,v, es-tb rt 

Address 9q-lx° Mopt&  'Ave' "  
DO coy AA A 	c  ‘91 1 7 	  

 

 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

Name 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawat-Nlapoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transpbrtation alternafiveS for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	 0 S.)-}k191  	 

Address 	L 	7/ /  

'L71-/ 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council - 	_ 
As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the University of.Hawailat fVfjhoi: Tfeaffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportatio -n 'alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	r&LSCD ,e,ez 	-C-  zuzit 

Address ci/ 	To? e 	/4 J - 	g`f- • 

gto  

Phone coo 	 0 7 	E-mail 6:4-e---eDS, WT).- 	o(- COIrky 

AR00069138 



Name 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West,Dahp deserves nothing less! 
rd 	- 

S  
134-T 

Address 9/-7o 37o 	LLi 

/3e7 

Phon al0a3 	90?-6, 
(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

E-mai l ell/ 	 19 
0)/746711moci 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mano ct Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportairch alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name Ph 	ct 
Address cri- 	PiA_Gt-. La, 	\S Ptef 

&wc 	yLci I iq cz- ,(AA-c, 	co 7 6,  

Phone ge)&?q(---6--0 	 E-mail a-iet 	 -71:kin104/.  611-  

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan DelaCruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of,HawaijatMancia. Traffi6.gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation'alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name WAA TIA 	 14.4 ,Iflut  

Address Li/ 	//- s 	a/c' I-- A__ at  

Phone 
	 E-mail 

AR00069139 



w.tt, 1.4.1 	 ILL, CI flu, 	J0Ist.II CA VaUtAy • I 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of tlawaii-at Mai nqa) Tr)ffWgridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation.aft8H -atives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserveS riothi4 less! 

Name G7ERACb f--(z_sLir 
Address 09 I .KApE_A-tuL  

 

  

AIPAHL* , 	?(;797 
E-mail Vt72 K f± 	6,0(e4i4,,,zzaecs, 

(Please clip and mall or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, COUFICil Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University ofaait Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more traniboriation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

- 	b 4"--4 	f 
c, A fte 

P 	—1,-- 
-"C 	 L 	 C Name Lk) 	 c4Ly.- 

As the fastest growing region in our state; West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Address °CI — 	0 

ket,pi -e-t  

Phone t, 7 	01 k 
	

E-mail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovah DelLCruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, pltase select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeioa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii .% Mnoa Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportatibhitternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	(Art- f ntO 

Address 1 — Vi -  1_.44,0 &kr,—  

AR00069140 



Ms, Virginia B Ben 
91-932 	 i st  
Ewa Bai .;11,. HI 967Q6•221 

Address 

Name 

Phone E-mail 

u-wase cup aria man or rax Ins postcard today!) 

- 
To Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council 

. 	 . 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapplei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at .iVianp.a,4  TrAffia'glialock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alferhatiVet for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	1-617— orim*T-- 	A 

Address cIfHLc,  fc 	frq c14 61V- 	f F  

e 7 A lc) 	e----1,40,1 	14 I  

Phone 	O 5 3 S-  60 4 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council :Chair DonciVan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 
- 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit„sotem, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University.0 HiWailat Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more titinSOtation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, Westbahti deserves nothing less! 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-heeded rail trapsit,system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeioa Boulevard) to the University 4 FriWirT if Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more',:trtation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, WestiOahu deserves nothing less! 

Name  

Address q7-7/0 	 --6,ette„  

/W 9.6 701 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

E-mail 3 4 - GAWA e ito N"  

AR00069141 



E-mail /4/77: ly 	 7Q74:630,  ea," Phone 

Address / 	
( 

- 

(Please clip and mail or fax this patcard today!) 

To Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Counc_ilDhair Donavan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 
• As you discuss the route for our union-needed rail.transtt wstem, please select the FULL transit route from West 

,Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the Univer§iti/of Kwaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of iife in West Oahu. We need more iitingportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state,"West 0-ahu ilp$rves nothing less! 

Name 
	

Jim MoYilm 

Address 
	 91-1001 Winds St #201A 

Phone  (.9 (12, —  i7/62 	 E-mail 
	 nu' 	&),a14fAryk .  

(Please clip and mail or Tax mi. p„,,,uaro today!) 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Counc!Lchair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for ddr miich-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the Universitypflyl lavvaii at Mama. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transPOrtitian alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Address 72- /1” HoioKiE 	Sr- 

KA-PoLi2- /, /4/ 	6767 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select_ Me FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii atManoajrafficlridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternative's for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothingless! 

Name  

AR00069142 



kried6e uip ailu tiiiii u kix IIHS pusitiewu Lociayo 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail  tr9ntit'system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapplei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the Linir_tsitykof Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more -transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

 

  

Address 	 0 0 
?  

Phone 	0? /dr--  q„Z '74 
	

E-mail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donov,an Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the Uiliveraity-oti-laW4 Mloa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more trartpertkion alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu- deserves nothing less! 

Name 
	Warren J. Banao 

Address 
	

94-1050 Halelehua Street 

Waipahu, HI 96797-3701 

Phone 	(808) 222-9638 
	

E-mail whanao@hono1u1u.gov  

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

• To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the.Up4raity of 1-igvaii at Manoa, Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name /Ae 	1,11-/t -EA/ 
Address 8 	1-1 67  

96 7c 7 
Phone 
	

/- 73  

AR00069143 

E-mail 



To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii ati/laboa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportatiOn -'aliernatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 4/ c  
Address 7/, 96s-  /9X2i  .17,01_ 0 

'-"'14/ /1 86-4 0/-f, /1/, 96 7 o 6, 

Phone 	 ccq 76. 
_ 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council _Chair Donovan :Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the University of,l_lawOatylafipa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more tranSportationliternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, Westpahu deserves nothing less! 

E-mail 

  

Name F ek_u. 

Ao0c, `'l  )6 0,6  

I ck (J10  

 

Address 

 

  

Phone 
	

E- ail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair DonoVan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University.of,i-lawaii al:Mailoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transPartation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Qatiti deserves nothing less! 
• 

Name 

Address 

 

  

  

  

Phone 

 

AR00069144 
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To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much needed rail,tr_ansit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the : UniversttY of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We nee&mbrefransportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 
	

7■] 	 C7M VTR oq 2A u 
Address cit-1021 1<c, 	 Si  

opo LEI 
 

HI 	7 07 

 

  

Phone 6 '51P - 3 1-/ 	 E-mail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit sys,thm, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University Qthia:Wali at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more traittdrtation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

af."6 i& 	czcit,  

Address 	 42 	 A-Ifizad.,4A) 	. 

/.4 	 b 7c, 7 
Phone 	 (1—.0_Coke) 	Email 	A  cz•ef ,  ..,44,4..4/1.0‹  , 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair DonoVary:Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University ;_of,HawaiiA garthi. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transPOkakn althrnatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu :deserves nothing less! 

Name lain 	fic.fid i(() ii 
Address ci 2 - c;$2 	cAlto K tit s4  

Kcpoe k cu0701 

Name 

AR00069145 
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To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela-Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit systeni . please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of liawaii.ati,Mitoi:TFaffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alte'rnatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deservesnothingiess! 

Name 	Cr 	 • rn 

Address q l-/ 	KacLic, SIC  

96-79-7 

Phone  

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council ,Chale Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail trans4.systenn, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the_U.nivelitof fwari at -Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more=franiOrtation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less 1  

Name 

9. z6‘7,3 took 	 Address 	 k1  
a/& (/)J 1  /77' 	/3W 

Phone 
	

2- 	 E-mail 

fie 	c(a/i 

h/ bat/mid. coifl 	 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To Mayor Mull Hannemann, COWICJI Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed, rail-jr*Csystem, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to theVni•iiertitAf Aawaii at Mama. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name Litil( LJA  

Address cUcOc °V-C661i SL 

OJ 13a;tcto  •1-11 qIO  

Phone 
	

E-mail 	16 ‘..0 , ---tAns..„ 	v 

AR00069146 



PI/ e ___Coc4/1 

‹E7e41,e1 9  
14/177friP)/ 	

LL J 

C2‘ re.  4°,177  iff(6:  Af  
.174‘e?" 	 7/7e'  /"/ ifAa4? Wle 

/a /77 el-r 

e 1  7102-A/ 
74% 	 7C- -r4-1/ 675.1> 7V<Z4e/Ada‘-lk- 

/t /CLIC ; -0/  7‘ 	 c 	Alva /-1: 

d,A,0Zie;ely.,)L, 

IO 

,444d ,c4„,94- 
A4.),44_ 	

79--e-n-co 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name ••7PreAll  

Address 97-  01 	zea""z4a  

St/e r 	C  

Phone 	 E-mail 

AR00069147 



To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council ebair Dbniiviri Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the UnlversitY,Of Hawaii „at_Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more tranSPortation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	I 1 ACP AN_D 	&L-A-- 	›OiC2A 

Address 9/— 	keityki/c,  fi 

 

,k4Poz-e-/ , 74/ 96.70/7 

 

  

Phone (AO 36 756 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 	
110-1'10:11,..1W :hi 968 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council QbairObhilvith Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail trans4V -9m, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeioa Boulevard) to the Univers%frothvga a?Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more trai*Akifion alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the the fastest growing region in our state, WestNPatilisa- 646i: OS, 'nothing less!  

Name 	 )-Y1 '&1 	CA W0361/tr''  

Address 611 ( 107- PcLe--ine,0--tuL,  
v;ebta/i_ 

Phone gP 	11 /i7O "7 E-mall 	Ye-040r MOM- 	.<1Z)11/1 
; 	1 	; 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the Universjty,  opiaWaltal Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need moe.trafts-portation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state -Ottett0aW deserves nothing less! :2: 1. s4 42 e" 9 6"-° 7° /*IA fej4  
S 	 t7 	 o' 	cd4.. 	 4 

57-  "' 	41 	ft 	
L 	CS.eiY 4-r 

Name .4-  e_ dt.)C /."J / 7" 13 (re  

E-mail 

Address 5- *  

2 6 24' C 

 

 

zt-yi 	E,4c 

 

Phone  E-mail 0/9 Pt) PO P 	L: pc-  E 	. c. 

AR00069148 
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g4f_.4., /4/7  

; 
The City Council will be holding a critical meeting-on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m. in 
the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for 
the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And a route 
will be selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail 
route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we tell them how important rail is to our Community. 
If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor and members of the City 
Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it! 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Send your testimony to the addresses below or 
clip, complete, and mail the self-addressed postcard today. 

Honolulu Hale Phone: 523-4141 Honolulu Hale Phone: 547-7002 
530 South King Street Fax: 527-5552 530 South King Street Fax: 523-4220 

Honolulu, HI 96813 mayor®honolulu.gov  Honolulu, HI 96813 dmclelacruz@honolulu.gov  

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 orjanniesi@hawaiLrr.com . 
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, HI 96707 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name /11161:20-41 
	Avg: 

Address 

Phon 
	

g5---$ 
	

E-mail 

AR00069149 



Name  

Address 	(615 j(4 ZE  
\A) 	 t  
Phone 	q/Og'  Cc:7i E-mail 

-R 

The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Th:ursdayDecember 7 at MOO a.m. in 
the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floOr-orHonbluiu -Male to select the route for 
the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And a route 
will be selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail 
route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we tell them how important rail is to our community. 
If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor and members of the City 
Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it! 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Send your testimony to the addresses below or 
clip, complete, and mail the self-addressed postcard today. 

Honolulu Hale Phone: 523-4141 Honolulu Hale Phone: 547-7002 
530 South King Street Fax: 527-5552 530 South King Street Fax: 523-4220 
Honolulu, HI 96813 mayor®honolulu.gov  Honolulu, HI 96813 dmdelacruz®honolulu.gov  

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 orjanniesl@hawaiirr.com , 
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, HI 96707 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To; Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

AR00069150 
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mease on EflU — 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 
To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovanbela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West Kapolei 
(Kalaefoe Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact of life in West Oahu. 
We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail-to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

4 

AR00069151 



(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

4T%,‘N/i 
L 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolci (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mane& Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state. West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name  / cys,., 	/1 4 4/  f 	 C/i 0 491f//te`w 	fiali 	'1'4  2 Z_  

Acipress  C.) 	4-10 	/4.■ 	 Z, fr 

	41, 	/1 6 7C 7  

Phone 6 -7 / p  0 - 	3,P .2/.i 	E-mail —17-14 	g  

T 
	

CrIq1:1- T/ cl-nnA 
	 snew wol 	d9g:LO 90 20 
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a ipahu Soto Mission 
	

FAX NO. 	671-6803 
	

Dec. 02 2006 09:49AM P1 

Has traffic gridlock got you down? 
Are you tired of spending hours commuting each day? 

Do you want more transportation choices? 

Don let others make the choice for you. Let your VOICE be heard! 

The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m. In 
the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for 
the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And a route 
will be selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail 
route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we tell them how important rail is to our community. 
if you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor and members of the City 
Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it! 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored, Send your testimony to the addresses below or 
clip, complete, and mail the self-addressed postcard today. 

Mayor M.ufl Hannemann 
	

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 

Honolulu Haley, 	Phone: 523-4141 
	

Honolulu Hale 
	

Phone: 547-7002 

530 South King Street 	Fax 527-5552 
	

530 South King Street Fax: 523-4220 
Honolulu, HI 96813 	mayor@horielulu,gov 

	
Honolulu, HI 96813 
	

dmdelacruz@nonoluiu.gov  

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei 
let's join together and make it happen! 

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 orjanniesl@hawall.mcom. 
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, HI 96707 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolel! 
To: Mayor Mal Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the Cilztv Council 
As you discuss the route for our much -needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapoiei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bringthe rail to Kapoleil 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	 k/(  

/1)3 	-(4,4 q.11-- 	104.(1Fp,  Address 

A i VA/4-61  41 tqg 71 
El-12LT_ 	 E.rria 

AR00069153 
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(Please clip and mall or fax this postcard today!) 

We need rail ALL THE WAY,to West Kapo 
To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life In West Oahu. We need more transportation afternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

AR00069154 



(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 
To Mayor Mutt Hannamann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of tha City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mena& Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapo 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

AddnaSS 

Gregory Petenton 
91 -w narrshat 
Kapoiel, HI 96707-30z4 

AR00069155 



AR00069156 

The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m in 
the pity Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for 
the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And a route 
will lod, selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail 
route 'tram serving West Oahu. It's vital that we tell them how important rail is to our community. 
lf you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor and members of the City 
Counc il and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it 

We ne led to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Send your testimony to the addresses below or 
clip, complete-, and mail the self-addressed postcard today. • 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei — 
iet's join together and make it happen! 

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 or janniesl@hawaiLrr.com . 
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, HI 96707 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

We heed rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolefl 
To: Maior Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the eft Council 

As you discuss the route for our much - needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei '(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life inlWest Oahu. We heed more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoiell 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 1  9 	I  

2,c-L'eftettLe 	 47/ Ca 7 0 -(  

MaPar. Mai Hannernann 	 Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 

Honolulu Hale 17 	Phone: 523-4141 	 Honolulu Hale 	Phone: 547-7002 
1, 

530 South Kin 	treet 	Fax: 527-5552 	 530 South King Street 	Fax: 623-4220 

Honolulit_HI 96 ..13 	mayor@honolulu.gov 	Honolulu, HI 96813 	dmdelacruz@honoluiu.gov  



The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m. in 
the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for 
the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And a route 
will be selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail 
route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we tell them how important rail is to our community. 
If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor and members of the City 
Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it! 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Send your testimony to the addresses below or 
clip, complete, and mail the self-addressed postcard today. 

Honolulu Hale 

530 South King Street 

Honolulu, Hi 96813 

Phone: 523-4141 

Fax: 527-5552 

mayor®honolulu.gov  

Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 

Honolulu, HI 96813 

Phone: 547-7002 

Fax: 523=4220 

(-1.mCjelacTla 	honolulu.gov  
r . 

CJ1 

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 or janniesl@hawaii.mcbm. 
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, Hi 96707 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor M ufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name C 	 II /4 A  

Address 	 2cCti5 -<-1---11-4) 	c*,  

7 77  
Phone t 7/-2-3 .2-6 	 E-mail 

AR00069157 



The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m. in 
the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for 
the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And a route 
will be selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail 
route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we tell them how important rail is to our community. 
If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor and members of the City 
Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it! 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Send your testimony to the addresses below or 
clip, complete, and mail the self-addressed postcard today. 

Honolulu Hale Phone: 523-4141 Honolulu Hale Phone: 547-7002 

530 South King Street Fax: 527-5552 530 South King Street Fax: 523-4220 

Honolulu, HI 96813 mayor®honolulu.gov  Honolulu, HI 96813 dmdelacruz@honolulu.gov  

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 orjanniesl@hawaii.rr.com . 
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, HI 96707 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! , 
fitueet 	LW/ 	totitic 	4,04- 	clootitz21 mo/ 	g"-  

a. ext. 	axe/ p 	en, 	 ef.x .  31; 
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Has traffic gridlock got you down? 
Are you tired of spending hours commuting each day? 

Do you want more transportation choices? 
on let others make the choice for you. Let your VOICE be heard! 

The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m. in 
the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for 
the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And a route 
will be selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail 
route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we tell them how important rail is to our community. 
If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor and members of the City 
Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Send your testimony to the addresses below or 
clip, complete, and mail the self-addressed postcard today. 

Mayor Mufl Han nemann 
	

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 
Honolulu Hale 
	

Phone: 523-4141 
	

Honolulu Hale 
	

Phone: 547-7002 
530 South King Street 
	

Fax::527-6552 
	

530 South King Street 
	

Fax: 523-4220 

Honolulu, HI 96813 
	

mayor@honolulu.gov 
	

Honolulu, HI 96813 
	

dmdelacruz@honolulu.gov  

'We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei 
let's join together and make it happen! 

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 orjanniesl@hawaiisr.co  
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, Hi 96707 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 
To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mama. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu, We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name /:,(r 7 	74-4' e  

12-"1 

Address 7— i7 	 72-4_ e-•/ez.7 40 -e-‹ PZ 4,(),---1-  /re' / 

7(e-4- /71/ 9  

Phone 	 E-mail 
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(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West' Kapolei! 
To; Mayor Mull Hannemaxm, Council Chair Dnnovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa 8oulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 4.) Uot 
	

Ebk \rot& 

Address 	 IZA CA \\.)CA'\ )\ 	'- 

\kia‘Pi9ticlu1/4 I  

Phone 
	

(to- 
	

E-mail EStYCWQ,\Q? 	CiCA , Corf\ 

 

oclicibP.PAP 	AR:AT clAQ7/qA/7 1..*1.11— 
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le clip and mai! or fax this postcard today!) 

need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapoleil 
To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL-transit-route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our commlinity. Please bringlhe , (ail to Kapolell 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 	itt1/44-.),.14-6 	 )tete 

Name 'F/c.i4,,Ctiou 

Address 9 	,9..0 

clit&c,/  ALF TE/ -7 /  

Phone CS9rgj& 71 -504. Og 	 E-mail 
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Name  

Address 	 — 

g
-0 -- Ub Yin tIJ:59 ill 	UtIN f1 KY kaile, 	 PAX:bn qtit dq19 	fiktxt 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City 

Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit ystern, please select the FULL transit 

route from West Kapolei 
i ,  

(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. T iffia gridlock and long daily commutes 

are a fact of life in West Oahu. 

We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name: 	Donna M. Y. Azuma  

Address: 	91-724 Makatea Street  Ewa Beach  HI 96707  

Phone: 	(808) 685-5879 	E-mail: donnaa@gentryhawali.com  

CONFIDENTIALITY: This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged, and/or attorney work 
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(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair. Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transksystem, please select the FULL transit route from West 

Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Vianoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 

of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

AR00069162 



(Please ol p and mail or tax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at IVrad4. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

q -v ‘?) 	YYla <Do StVe_c_ir  
C_A\KA beaC-h 1-4= q(6 -3-Oto 

Phone 	i0S( ---  414; 	 Email 	 - (0,11 

 

  

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of,Hawaii at .Manqa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatiVes for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolel! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Marto& Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation aftematves for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

 

Lisa fieves 
91-1093 Piipii St 
Ewa Beach., Hi 96706 

  

  

  

Address 

 

  

  

  

Phone 	 E-mail 

Address 
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(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at'Manba. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University-Of Fiawai at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 
	 Lx-(q))  

Address 9/--/a.9 	Pof ;-/.°  
G-14/A_ vc-g i  141-  

Phone E-mail 

 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at fVlanoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name Glen & Chong Andrews 

Address 94-1177c Meleinoa Place 

Waipahu, HI 96797 

Phone 
	

692-7024 
	

Erna 
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To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kateloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic:gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation at 	our community, Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 1:1/4/7),Z),e'vLi  

 

Address ?i4-/o2e,s-'  
/o X/74 97o7  

Phone t.___35-8)-„_27), 	 E -mail 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at-Manoe. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name gegea6 A-";17-.9/./f/E74  

Address _524 • — 	 ZEAlo  

1€4094/1g 	 P4 7 f 7 
Phone get- a 77-11 83 

  

  

  

E-mail g 	he'A 	hierdva M  

  

To Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

Phone 
	

E-mail 
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Name 

Address 

(I-lease clip and mail or Tax Ms postcard today!) 

01Tst CLERK 
'HONOLULU, HAWAII 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela:Cruz,. an0.0 -embers of the City Council • 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the Flikictrifisit2oin frinUest 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa.„Traffic gr,idlociand long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternative for  our tornmunity. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves. nothing 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock.and long_daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please - bring the . rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

RECEIVED 

Name 

  

Address 

  

   

   

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mance. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 
t 

Name 

AR00069166 
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(Piease clip and mail or fax this petition today° 
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To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West Kapolei 
(Kafaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at lVianoa_ Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact of fife in West Oahu. 
We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kacoleil 

As the fastest growing region in cur state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

4/2 Address  
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         We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 
To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and 
Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system please select 
the FULL transit route from West Kapolei 

(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mappa. Traffic gridlock and 
long daily commutes are a fact of life in West Oat* 	" 

We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the 
rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region 	ur state, 	Mu deserves nothing less! 

Name:_GINNY E..11 	7 	 • 

Address: 91-1263 KU?()0 ST. EWA EACH, HI 9 706 

Phone: 447-6420 	 Email: golfagrRyahoo.corn 
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We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapoleil 
To Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and 
Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail -  transit sys ern,-please select 
the FULL transit route from West Kapolei 

(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and 
long daily commutes are a fact of life in West Oahu. 

We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the 
rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

The rail system will also affect Central Oahu communities too. As a resident that 
drives from Mitilani to lwelei everyday, I spend approximately 3 hours on the road 
a day just to get back and forth to work. Please implement the system so that we 
can get some relief. 

Name: Sandra Haruno 

Address: 95-861 Makaunulau Street, Mililani, HI 96789 

Phone: 623-0793 	E-mail: sandyh©gentryhawaii.com  
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Name: 

Address: 

Phone: oZ.77-  r2e) E-mail:  ke /Nei 

ULU-Ub-nUO wt uq;u4 rn 	unnim nunnD QUO 44f 0414 I 	U 

530 South King Street 

Honolulu, HI 96813 

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 

Phone: 547-7002 

Fax: 523-4220 

dmdelacrgzAhonolulu.dov  

Honolulu Hale 

530 South King Street 

Honolulu, HI 96813 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei — let's join 
together and make it happen! 
For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 or janniesahawaiisr.com . 

Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, HI 96707 

(Please email or clip and mail or fax the petition below todayl) 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 
To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City 
Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit 
route from West Kapolei 

(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mama. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes 
are a fact of life in West Oahu. 

We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing regio 'n our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

CONFIDENTIALITY: This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged, and/or attorney work 
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• 530 South King Street 

Honolulu, HI 96813 

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 

Phone; 547-7002 

Fax: 523-4220 

dmdelacruzAhonolulu.dov  

Honolulu Hale 

530 South King Street 

Honolulu, HI 95813 

ULJU Y YI U Y 1 -1 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei — let's join 
together and make it happen! 
For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 or ianniesighawail.mcom.  

Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Paiaulau Place, Kapolei, HI 96707 

(Please email or clip and mail or fax the petition below todayl) 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 
To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City 
Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit 
route from West Kapolei 

(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes 
are a fact of life in West Oahu. 

We need more transportation alternatives for our community, Please bring the rail to Kapolel! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name; 	Nancy G 	  

Address:  33 70 	 4-22,62&fa,  

Phone:  4(755-- ef 	E-mail: 	ke d)b_iezdji,  r  

CONFIDENTIALITY: This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged, and/or attorney work 
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(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 
To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As yeu discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
KaPolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mama. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu, We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 7o7  ICA/Ma  4 C 	Daemic (K./—  

Address 	—1// 0,ffE 	i,e/n r  
	  Hi 70  

Phone 	0/ 	PW 	 E-maii 
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We need..rail•ALL THE WAY to West Kapo 
To iliayor lithifi .Hannernann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Allei4OF, of the City Council 

As you discuss the rOute for Our much needed rail transit system, please select the FULL tanSit.reute Trotr .West.l.capplei 

(Kalaelea boulevard) to the Universit of Hawaii at Manoa, Traffic gridlock andiOng:dailii commutes are a fa0t . oflifeiri'W.00)210. 

We need more 'transportation alternatives forodr community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

•.Asthe.fastestgrowing region In our state, vtiesf pahu deserves hathing less! 

Name 	V L IWO 	 0W 

Ai:Wren 	
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Phone E-mail 

Name 

Address 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit systempiease select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii sat Minoa:'Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu_cieserves nothing-lessi 

Name 

^ ----------- 	 ------- ̂  

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcardtodayl) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan•Deia Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University ofillawa ,ii atfilanoa.lraffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West OahLicieserves nothing less! , 
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E-mail Phone 

Name 

Address 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii - at.Marioa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less? 

2  

Address 

z,. 

 

/ 

 

/ 
Phon 
	

E - mail 

To Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan beia Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic.griepc4nd long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives fbf .: our,  coli-T6nity. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing-less; 

Name 

 

Name 

       

/Address  1 
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To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system_pleaseCselect the FULL transit route from West _ 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at.IVraoal Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

, 	. 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing lesSl 

AR00069175 
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Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, HI 96813 
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(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 
As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select -the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa;;Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 
As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, _please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mari -Oa:11'04c gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleit 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 
As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa.ltraffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu•dese 	lothirp, reesl 



(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our cOnimuiiity,:Pleate bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	
• 

Address 	 , 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

To: Mayor Muli Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapaleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

Phone 

AR00069178 



Name  

Address 

Phone 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapplei (Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 
	 t`s 

Address 
	

t 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name '16AISTON ()LAS()  

Address 94-105-3 401 iNA- 

Al A 	441- 919 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

AR00069179 



tHease ciip and man or tax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name  

Address 

     

    

     

     

Phone ( E-mail „IS' 

 

To: Mayor Mufl Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapoiei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapoiei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manua. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Addres s  

Phone 	 E-mail 

AR00069180 
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(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard todayi) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community, Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

crAk 	 " NIG F6K 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less!;; . 7, . 	f 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mama. Traffic gridlock and long•daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

AR00069183 
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E-mail a4-1E. pOa Phone 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard todayt) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

(V. c 

Phone E-mail 

 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 
	

0 
	

tA)  

AR00069185 



(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address  

Phone 

Z./ 	/ 	/7/1/ 

- / 

  

  

   

7z:::1 

 

    

E-mail 

      

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mance. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

AR00069186 



Address 

0-1 ase cup c111U man v, taA LI 110 

To: Mayor Muff Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	 641 	 1)0  

Address 	 Cb- 101S L  X.- 	410 	g 1 '1F;-,  
ic1?oL-E-1 . 	i 100'1  

E-mail 574 141._ ; C, 	 co in  

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	'P`ie Qte 
	.A0 	

,te,  

Phone ' PP- or 	 E- ai 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Phone 	01 	- 3041 

AR00069187 



(Please clip and mail or Tax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu, We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name ELO V. BADUA 

Address 91 - 1501 WAHANE STREET 

KAPOLEI , HAWAII 96707 

Phone ( 808) 674-1803 Cel : 384-1953 	E-mail 

AR00069188 



Name 

Address 

Phone 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard tociay!) 

To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of HawaLatManoa.  Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transpOilation 'OtdrnalVes for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fast-growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today) 

ri:eed rau] 
	

THE WAY to West KapoieH 
To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapoiei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

 ikV 	) 	N cf kat Name  
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To Mayor Muff Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kataeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mama. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West °atm. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to KaiJoiell 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Narr 

Address 	ILf7o iee:^fropsw RO 

E vv,4 	 4,7o 4- 

Phone 6 
	

E-mail 
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E-mail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this petition today!) 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 
To: Mayor Mull Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West Kapolei 
(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mama. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact of life in West Oahu. 
We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name ryi,  
Address 

•e)apt) i te4  I4.+9'.(47-7,--÷ 
Phone  

7 
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Phone 	 E-mail 

(Please clip and mail or fax this petition today!) 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 	 to 
To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West Kapoiei 	 z 
(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact of life in West Oahu, 
We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 	

7 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name -111 Edlei Le., -)e,irric) 
Address la_9,15-  heiottc41a)110  bi- 	72  
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The City Council wili be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m in the City 
Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for the rail transit system. 
The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax.. And a route will be selected by year-end. There 
are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we 
tell them how important rail is to our community. If you are unable to attend this meeting, pleasc call or write 
the Mayor and members of the City Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei 
(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa and not anything short of it 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Please complete and clip out the petition below and mail or 
fax it today to: 

Mayor Mut" Han iernann 
	

Couna Chair Donovan U1a C41.1?.: 

Honolulu Hale Phone: 523-4141 Honolulu Hale Phone: 547-7002 

530 South King Street Fax: 521-5552 530 South King Street Fax: 52341220 
Honolulu, Hi 96813 mayor®nonolulu.gov  Honolulu, HI 96813 dmdelacruz@honolulu.gov  

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapalei 
let's jo'In together and r ake ft happartl 

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 or jannicsighawaiixr.corn, 
Taxpayers for Kapolei flail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, Hi 96:70T 

F'leaso clip and mail or fax this potition today!) 

need raU ALL THE WAY to West Kapolell 
To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Crtsz, and Members of the City Council • 

• 	• 	• 
As you discuss the route for Our much needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit l'oute ti am West Kapelti 
(Kalacloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes area fact PIA in West Oahu, 
We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest ro4ng region in our state, West Oahu desorves nothing less! 

AR00069201 



Has traffic gridlock got you down? 
Are you tired of spending hours corn. muting each day? 

Do you want more transportation choices? 

Don't let others make the choice for you Let your. VOICE be hear 

N0V-28-2006 TUE 04:02 PM 5A KAPOLE1 	 t'AX NO. BU8UI4UI 	 LIZ 

The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m in the City 
Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for the rail transit system. 
The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And a route will be selected by year-end. There 
are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we 
tell them how important rail is to our community. If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write 

the Mayor and members of the City Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Ke.polei 
(Kalclelca Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it! 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Please complete and clip out the petition below and mall or 
fax it today to: 

Mayor Mufi Hannernann 	 Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 

Honolulu Hale 
	

Phone: 523-4141 
	

Honolulu Hale 
	

Phone: 547-7002 
530 South King Street 
	

Fax: 527-5552 
	

530 South King Street 
	

Fax: 523-4220 
Honolulu, Hl 9013 
	

mayor®honotulu.gov 
	

Honolulu, Hi 96813 
	

drncielacruz@honolulu,gov 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei — 
Jet's join together and make it happen! 

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 orjanniesl@hawai L rr.com . 
Taxpayers for Kapolci Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapoici, HI 96707 

ipci mail or fax this potitlon today) 

We ne.Od rap ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 
Toz - M -ayor Mufl HanneMann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Membem or the City Council— 

As you discuss ti-le route for our much-needed rail transit system, pleasC select the FULL transit route from West Kapolei 
(Kaiaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Tralfic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact of life in Wost Oahu. 
We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name  

Addre,71_, 

Phone 
	 t 	 E , mA  CgCV-1 
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Address 

Has traffic gridlock got you down? 
Are you tired of spending hours commuting each day. 

Do you want more transportation choices? 

Don't let others make the choice for you Let your VOICE he heai 

The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m. in the City 
Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for the rail transit system. 

The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax, And a route will be selected by yearend. There 
are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we 
tell them how important rail is to our community. if you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write 
the Mayor and members of the City Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei 
(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it! - 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Please complete and clip out the petition below and mail or 
fax it today to: 

Mayor Mufi Hannemann 	 Council Chair Donovan. Dela Cruz 
Honolulu Hale 	Phone: 523-4141 

	
Honolulu Halo 	Phone: -t47-7002 

530 Soirth King Street 	Fax 527-5552 
	

530 South King Street 	Fax: 524220 

Honolulu, HI 96813 	mayor@honolulu.gov 
	

Honolulu, HI 96813 	drndelacruz@honolulu.pv 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei 
ets join together and make it happen! 

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 orjanniesl@hawaiiir.00m. 
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, Hl 96707 

— 
(Please cIip and rnafl or fax this petition today!) 

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapoiell 
To: Mayor Mai Hannernann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City CouneW--- 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West KapolE:i 
(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact of life in West Oahu, 
We need more transportation alternativa.s for our community. Pease bring the rail to Kapolell 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

r 
Nacrwl  	'/13/—) 

	x, 7a320  	 
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Phone 	St-19 (072 4651? 	 E-mail  
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Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 

Honolulu, HI 96813 

Phone: 523-4141 

Fax: 52T5552 

mayor®honolulu.gov  

- Address 

-  IL 4 , •  

Email Phone — 

The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday,. December 7 at 10:00 a.m. in 
the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for 
the rail transit system. The decision has already been Made te . ebilect the transit tax. And a route 
will be selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail 
route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we tell them how important rail is to our community. 
If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor and members of the City 
Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 
the University 7Of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it 

We need to actNOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Send your testimony to the addresses below or 
clip, complete, and mail the self-addressed postcard today. 

Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

7 

• Phone: 547-7002 

Fax: 523-4220 

dmdelacruz®honolulu.gov  

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 or janniesl@hawaii.mcom. 
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, HI 96707 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name E-  r 

AR00069204 



(Please clip and mail or fax this petition today!) 

ra.tr 
To Mayor Mufl Hannetrann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West Kapolei 
(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Mama. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact of life in West Oahu. 
We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 
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(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of HaWaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Address 

Name 

Phone fa 

AR00069205 



The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m. in 
the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for 
the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And a route 
will be selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail 
route from serving West Oahu. It's vital that we tell them how important rail is to our community. 
If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor and members of the City 
Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it! 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Send your testimony to the addresses below or 
clip, complete, and mail the self-addressed postcard today 

Honolulu Hale 	Phone: 547-7002 

530 South King Street 	Fax: 523-4220 

Honolulu, HI 96813 	dmdelacruz®honolulu.gov  

Honolulu Hale 	Phone: 523-4141 

530 South King Street 	Fax: 527-5552 

Honolulu, HI 96813 	mayor®honolulu.gov  

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 orjanniesl@hawaii.rr.com . 
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, HI 96707 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today!) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name L-L,1 S /77-1 - 	pc,' I, 	C 

Address Ci/— ()IC 	/Cirt/F 	- 
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E-mail roc epui 	liabodi; 	t6kii 
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The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m. in 
the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route for 
the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And a route 
will be selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to prevent the rail 
route from serving West Oahu. Ifs vital that we tell them how important rail is to our community. 
If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor and members of the City 
Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it! 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Send your testimony to the addresses below or 
clip, complete, and mail the self-addressed postcard today. 

Honolulu Hale Phone: 523-4141 Honolulu Hale Phone: 547-7002 

530 South King(Street• ,Fax: 527-5552 530 South King Street Fax: 523-4220 

Honolulu, HI 96813 mayor®honolulu.gov  Honolulu, HI 96813 dmdelacruz@honoluLgov 

For more information, contact Janice Lehner at 542-7411 orjanniesl@hawaii.rr.com . 
Taxpayers for Kapolei Rail, 92-336 Palaulau Place, Kapolei, HI 96707 

(Please clip and mail or fax this postcard today?) 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapoleil 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 	 0.  
Address 	 ALA\ 	<ST 

	

1/1/AiPA nit 41 , 	6 79 -7  
Phone 	 E-mail 

. 
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,A1 	 Fr I,t0 l.I 1,C7N 113P./ you-Luce 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community, Please 	e-rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Address q 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit systern.,Rlease select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at --Manoa. 'traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name 

Address 

Phone 
	

E-mail 

To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes are a fact 
of life in West Oahu. We need more transportation alternatives for 010 commidnity. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

AR00069208 



RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Couttell Member and Mayor Ramie an 

From: • 

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  tA _  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

• To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	le-Alro(kra 	WkS \-11  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: . .City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: Ziceztit,uwelaL 	 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council ember and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: CityICounciI1Memberand.Mayor Hanneman • 

From: 	t. AiL LI kp Ue-‹ ek 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: •City Council Memb and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  a 1101.,-, II  I  

 

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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• To: City Council Member and Mayor liarineman 

From: •-, (91fr  ()One  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Banneman 

From: -M1414A  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  h14 	fskop  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council Member and ayor Hanneman 

To Citv'_COilncilMemer.'rand.."Kyor -Hannernan 

Prom: 

From: 
Prin name 

ransit 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  Aciv„, Zpk.e-q  
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Froth:  V, :TI-IbMAS 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 



To: City Council Member ji4 Mayor Hanneman 

From: 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

N  

Date 

To: City Council Member an .dMayor Hanneman 

t name 

V 

Signature 
	

Date id 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 
Print name 

RE: Mass Trattsit 

Ye-t5  

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

Cuira tie) 5 1141 From: 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

PoLioK6i :v5 1110nAie • 	 VaeSC %NW  
'60 	 \bX 16E, kooke.4) IY\a-vvti  
ez' mFe b-MA.0u -V 	k e°.  

• ..a.runoroo 	 cb,*.t.0 	0•60/10 e"_s  
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) 	14,04_40 1-4e co ; Ffic  

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  \-) 	 fL  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	 ca,14 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

kAs) e 	.QA -Alita'at-v 
	 oirL vu r-col 

roz (oL+  ecKot-t-A-a e44,V kLni, 	t- 0114 6- °A.‘ 4t-'  COGU-1 '63(  - 
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1/-28-0 
Sig 	re 	 --Date 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  ao, S C>,1J1(A0.1  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From  t'.11 	1->katS  
Prnit name 

RE: Mass Transit 

1444,z, 

ciAzi 54/1 ma41,1 	ko,Lk j  

.e. 1it17Pi dJ  

   

   

    

-flyv_ 	 -e6W-41ift  

       

       

       

 

Signature 

 

Date' 
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RE: Mass Transit 

tizo_se coi Nike_ uus mos C 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	5 a 
Print name 

ovv \Pax i'/ Pv'a . On Islovvk  
0  

     

     

    

    

 

Date 

  

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From 	  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

+0 	 It< 5 I-% °yid 

ir-v%  cft .14,0,) 	ir 	11— 	 4:e e_ 
i. %-ec,  v Id 	ocw.A-ky  -cone  

VD- 1 0 0 
Signature Date 
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/ 1  //I -;.1  

Da'te/ 

To: :Cjtyv  Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

(LP- 

 

iAq  

 

    

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: c 

  

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

ov c-t 	tIct_ 
Pvo  

u 
nk 6,1 1.1,9 a."" 	4.,^■ch 51 11'2k 	 lo,f 	 ,} 
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Signature 

 

Date 

AR00069253 



INhy.) 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  Jas_z(-4 hifirn  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

IT Is  
Cy) ‘)/\ Ediv4to1r,  

nv,o,‘ 	 rQL-0-d 	r-E17,1  

krY-V 

 

Koos ilk od--  

 

  

To: City City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  (4r  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

I -iciri? 114q t (/ 5 4rn fil-/ --,2 	L 	r I 	I ‘. 	4- q5 — , etta—e & ,@"'e — , Alt ,e40,"/ a _ 	_ 0  a ill (.11SuP/iff  754 
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About 20- 1.1e4,- :r,,,,,,,,, 1,14,i4,4 1-fpreseed 4-0...cis c.,11-iinble ' ,tee< Zw:EM44 .) ffefit") Yi$ -gl-icErtivrv i  (DVe eel 1;31 fif operoivel ,  
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-Z7-0‘ 
• Sign ture 	 Date 



• —Dare- 

/4, ett.e....,,..igee 4.4 444,4o r.- 

v let 	trie 	e—oet 	 e3i 42■,,it  
( 4 (4d, tit  4,  

do A* 	 toc.te 	ir-Dt I e•tiolo!,r A f Os,  S 4-44 

I 

• To: City Council Member and Mayor Hannernan 

From: 	okS 	?-1bVi2A—A-S 

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

04,0nTeti-  t),Ak ke‘s,k..c, etc Memo,  
w'^r(b 	Y-c› 	AveArd,  

411?Gw4 Platr-AAC! „:41* 	.4\  
,fov,e-' 4tvwk J14-100,  milslak,  

cr4- rek-44-44A.A.LA  
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‘Act.0-4A- b-A-m‘ 010-4-wr4" 
Va.."144.- t4  

4. 
Signatu 

  

Date 

 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	S77.c) Arts  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: •City-Coundl Member and Mayor Ramie an 

From abitN. 
Print name 

 

 

RE: Mass Transit 

To: City Council Member and Mayor 
, 

	

From: 	t- 

	

I. 	
Itt 	04..0'74  

Print name 

anneman 

RE: Mass Transit 

104AS  -ivetAk.51'4-11 
4.44.11fre,  $ 
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Signature 
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• Malja 	arillignar .  
MIPTAVAll  

uiehi 

RE: Mass Transit 

Print name 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  VJiY Lo i  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

VI+ 	inod MetaSTre4 n&  
much O C PAse  

4 

111 2'7  
Date 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

Signature 
	 Date 
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Date 

 

 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  Nadi frt 	Ts\  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

kix52, ryvtm6L hs.ciroun4 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: Klakt›--A-a E3curn-e_s 
Print name 

  

  

RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	t/ka 
P irint name 

RE: Mass Transit 

u. .14 
9 	 ks-4 	Lux.  

/-fm. 	t 	 c,..„2, 

5,647-w 	Thb 

Si1iature 	 Date 

■ 
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ARouAta, 

Bring RAIL to UHM 
Give us your input by taking 
a short online survey at 
www.sustainable-uhlawsiLedu  
by Monday, December 4, 2006. 

ASUII, 2020 Vision, &U1111 Mem eh& 

oe-r ARou,v6.,  

Bring RAIL to URN 
• Give us your input by taking 
a short online survey at 
www.sustainahltahlawd.edu  
by Monday, December 4, 2006. 

MN, 2020 VWou&UHU Biwa Club 

lqzq/ 5  

••-••• 
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Bring RAIL to UHM 
Give us your input by taking 
a short online survey at 
www.sustainableighlawaledu 
by Monday, December 4, 2006. 

AMA 2010 Vision, 6 Mg gets Club 

0EPT ARoti Al  
S• 
Bring MIL to UHM 
Give us your input by taking 
a short online survey at 
ivw.sustainable-uhlawailiedu 
by Monday, December 4,2006. 

AKA 2020 Milos, UHUIcin Club 
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Bring RAIL to UHM 
Give us your input by taking 
a short online survey at 
wwwisustainable•uhlawaledu 
by Monday, December 4, 2006. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

cC 6t.A 1 	strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manua community, and so I  respectfully urge you to include ours 

p_cam us in yozs.2  and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

Name (signature) Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

'‘\ 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- -,  
Manna in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a ilistance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting con-minter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

L77 
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f fiW 

t„d se`F  

515+421" 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your ,lan for a mass transit systems a student at UH, I believe that 

C
a ic 	reduction woul e greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our: 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

f( / 	40  
am 	atare) 	 Date 

I . Ili 

Sincerely, 

Sincerely, 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

,i fik,b4--s fay-4c)A- 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

/Naine (signature Date 
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Sincerely, 

Name (signature 
1 1  / 27  

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  / 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai:i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include oui 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

evy‘sr- 	„ 
Naiad (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 
---„ 

I,  Re" 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Marioa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069267 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  Mi. LA.. 	P\A e c';'" , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a -studatat at 	I believe that 	.1v,-"Ljvi_..(1 -e---f traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa, Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include out 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

/ 
Name (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannematm and the Honolulu City Council: 

le 	 \iljAc , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Nrahoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Karma Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after (lark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at IVI5noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and;the Honolulu City Council: 

I, -alai, 	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

I / 	0(0 
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, ‘4/ Z-15-5* 	stroll 	e ou to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

Date 
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Name (signature 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

1," P-V 	 1;-% 	 strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass-Iran' sit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear 	or Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ar aref- L0 	strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa your 	for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reductio ould be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaci at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system':  be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sine r 
C" 

/  
/ 	Date 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 
rr: 	Myr.-  

14-62V4-1r,v, KIA 	'1" 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mama in yo,fir plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reducitioA,would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Student's will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after (ink  when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include ou; 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Ii  
Name (Siginature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I 1t\T\ '62e  WA7eje'{e-/—  	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Ma-11°a in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

14 (P, 
sAiv 

 

   

4kiame (signature) 	 Date 
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Smcer ly, 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

naroctu -7- 	o,u t 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manua community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

, Sincerely, A 

2c 
(signature) 
	

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

\A1: 	 smp 	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driv,ing  to clas 	ot only 	VOPQI 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 	

VI) park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Matioa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069272 



Date 

Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

IVianoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
11/15noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at 1Vlarioa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerel 

ik 	i2 4i  
Narn:6-6ignature) 
	

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 
i / 	6\._, 	 6\f -  1/7W- 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Wranoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of Ha-wai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely/ 
z 

Name (signature) 

AR00069273 



Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 
( 1 I 1240  

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	  strongly urge you to include U1-1- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Mdnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather thadlater. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 	 - Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

it, CVe.A(A (ArThl) 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
i Manoa n your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
MRnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Ha-wai‘i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069274 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa M your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

------- 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
IVThnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will  this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Ivranoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) Date 

^ 

AR00069275 



Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 
/  

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at 1\45noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather dial. later. 

Sincerely, 

CY-C'  
Name (signature) 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

Date 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 7 7fra-7.0":rd%-e 	strongly urge you to include UH- 
IVI5noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at -UK I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069276 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  `.jaVit“

Jj
vfet.44_0( 	, strongly urge you to include Ulf- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai` i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include out 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
f(

/ 
Name (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

Pw ,Anr,Gk 	 , strongly urge you to include Ulf- 
Manoa4n your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name(signature) 

-16 

Date 

4*•• 

AR00069277 



Sincerely 

Name (s 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: /-, 
, 

I, 	 1,/_v:, 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your Plan fora Mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reductiori would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include ou .  
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely ,  

Name (signature) 
	

Date 

Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	R/Lri  , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that connot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069278 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 
j  

A4 	
UH 

	 , strongly urge you to include 	- 

anoa in your plan 4f="16;i(:-m' a IVI 	 ;:'-:-aln/ns-i-isystem. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
MInoa. Students will hesitate to use any -transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
e  

M /A , 
Tame (signatur 

1 

 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hanneniann and the Honolulu City Council: 

righ 6 /d ?z7 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a ma g transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

, 
Name (signature) 

aly•-•■•■••-on. 

/ 
	 -7) 

Date 

AR00069279 



Sincerely, 

Name (signature 

etkoLdviti 
, 

	

o‘ 
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, V')0 , strongly urge you to include UH- ,..• 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

4 

1,  111f;Qon 	f tin 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M5noa. Students will hesitate to use any 'transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

" 130 / 	 
N ame (signature) 
	

Date 

AR00069280 



Dear Mayor Hannemania and the Honolulu City Council: 

L 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 

Mdnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 

will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

/ 

Name (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Harmemarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	0/M-W7A 	, strongly urge you to include 111-1- 
1VIdnoa in your plan thr a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Mdnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

tt  

Date 

AR00069281 



Date 

Name (signature 
/  

Date 
/ O7 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  -,_)0,col-2  	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mahoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 

Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  DIWIJ S Ulft 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system_ As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later, 

AR00069282 



Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

415 	strongly urge you to include Ull- 
M5rio 	plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M5noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly tdschool, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting conimuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at MAnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include 6tir 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

 

II / 	 0(.0  
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the HdiiöluiuCity Council: 

I, 	tAkvw 	C/#5\A no y(5 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
1145noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
}Sawa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not ordy 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at M5noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Itt / 	Oto  
Date 

AR00069283 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

011aU‘i) 	tA 	 , strongly urge you to include  UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Date 

 

Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

c-ehein frA I, 	 -1—V.AvfnoNtakrt 	, strongly urge you to include UN- 
Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

// 	1  
Date 

AR00069284 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  00Y101k 	,1/4A 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Ma'noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely,, 7 

2ee, 	'7o-0 (a 
Nain6 (s ignature) Date 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  4iEY kc VV , strongly urge you to include UH-
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come. in. daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

AR00069285 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mance. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this Affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

`;) 1,--e,tta-poz Pcrt 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manna community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
/ 

Name (Signature) 	 Date 

AR00069286 



Name (si ature) 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	/AA "ki-avu c44tvb lk 	strongly urge you to include UH 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus.  in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather thah later. 

Sincerely, 

/ 	i Oi  
• Date 

Dear Mayor Harmemarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

-17;44400.  	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
M.anoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the nomber of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

/ (7/ / 	 
e (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069287 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

7,7X1) arld-ei h7 	I 	strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your p an for a mass ,fransit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Name (signature) 	 - Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemaim and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  Tooa Jegepq prt.it t4 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawal'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

(sinnatur 
9,tn7  

Date Name 

AR00069288 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, 	14,1 7 
	 , strongly urge you to include UH- Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our , 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than. later. 

Sincerely, 

-Name(signature 	 ' Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemarm and the Honolulu city k.-01.1111:11- 

	

c--- Vk  A 	 "tk 	, strongly urge you to include UH 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Matioa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

1 

Name (signature) 
	

Date 

■- ■ 

AR00069289 



Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

,-91:41,tettYlk- :IMS1'110 	
, strongly urge you to include UH 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our,  
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

/ 

 

Narke(Agnature) 
	

" Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	Cthry 	11-€/) 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mft-noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at IVI5noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

if &/ 
Nfame (signIture) 	 Date 

AR00069290 



12..  

Date 

Dear Mayor Harmemaim and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for Jul ass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama.. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	\ 	 f-r 	,
strongly urge you to include UTI- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069291 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

strongly urge you to include UEI- Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also inking, and reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
liawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather thaii later. 

' 
Since 

DeaT Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I.  \.„...e.,0 iv/7Z 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Malicia in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class, Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawall at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Date 

AR00069292 



Sincerely ,  

Name (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Camel 

A IN 
	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at M5noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

)r 	//144  , strongly urge you to include UH- 
IVIEnoa in your p an for a 	s transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

ii  
Date 

o(), 

AR00069293 



Dear Mayor Hannemania and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	it -1 	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in Our plati for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manua. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distnuce from campus, forcing them_ to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawal'i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

 
 

Date 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  _jelkuaril-Q 	—7L'C' /14-Ad 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa.. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Ma-noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
//, 

7, 	 
7' Name (signatnre) 

 

1.1 	1 267.0,:, 

Date 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and th Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

cAJ 

Name (sigiiature) Date 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemarm and the Honolulu City Cowen: 

‘.a 	SciA051-{  , strongly urge you to include UH 
11/1"anoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Ivlanoa.. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after clark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 
	

Date 

AR00069295 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: ,... 1-. . 	, 

i 	, 	, ,,--. 	 ,..,.' . - ' :17:.Z/1 
I, 	

, 	 i ! , 	 i4vv-kl.i'A), ,  iiiL"s'  ...- 3 	k ii 	; ' ; ? 1 
, 

, stronglyfurge you l6 include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a sttilefitat -UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Ma-rioa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sinc,er 1 
, 	/3 

; 

7  
NaTne (signa 	

v  
/-2F 	/  

Date 

Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, /49//?/4 Mille,r7t4WA-- 1-1  	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mathetransit system. As a student at TIE, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
lvIdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at 1\44.noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and  request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

aie,t4te_A- — t/L 
	

„,24L706 
Name (signature) 
	

Date 

AR00069296 



Sincere 

• 

Name sienaiute) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hatmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature)" 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

k As  IA/ 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mama in your plan  for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Mdnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in  your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069297 



Dear Mayor Hannemarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars 	when it 

---istiorNiways safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University ii:/f 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include OUT 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

./Narne (signature) Date 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	/71Z 45-c_ft\J C-7 #1, 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M'anoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai i at IVIanoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

Date Name (signature) 

AR00069298 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mancia in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

LX, 
Name (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannematm and the Honolulu City Council: 

A-.61 	eryt 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at -OH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069299 



IN—  ante (signature 

„Sincerely, 

IA 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

1, , strongly urge you to include UH-
IVIRnoa in yotir plan for a Mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Matoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing thew to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

irJ efir , strongly urge you to include 13H- 
Ivianoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at M'anoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Name (Signature) 

2,--  
Date 

 

 

AR00069300 



Sincerely, 

  

v/I:hz  2---  
Date 

 

Name signa 

  

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	DAL! 3 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in yOur plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mkioa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

• 

Name (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemaim and the Honolulu City Council: 

Tokot, 1.4,1 171-f 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and..will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaifi at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069301 



Sincerely, 

ipature) 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 'like 	Levy,A0a.., 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at Uli, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mknoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
S icerely, 

 
 

12.- /  6 
Date 

2ooC, Name (signature) 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemarro and the Honolulu City Council: 

(—Ps I, 	bbT-- 	strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mknoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Marioa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069302 



Sin  cereLyn 

Name (signatire) Date 

Dear Mayor Hatmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

j cs.,a, k0  Lt- 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be peaty compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

17— i  

Date 

  

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	 cfl 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mama ni your p for a mass transit 	. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at MAnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069303 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

1, _ 	 AR,An ''.1 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
\ Manoa in your plan for a.-mass transit system. As a student at 1.111, 1 believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

CAr) /2oo6 
Date 

Dear Mayor Harmemarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

1, 	  , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

----is-  Trot-always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at M'a-noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than  later. 

AR00069304 



Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

/4VA/4 C. FolLT 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Matoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Ma."noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

-  — 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
M5.noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at 11/15noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Since ply, 

Jame (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069305 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  '414616t F nLEctvi , strongly urge you to include UH-

1\4anoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus; forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
-campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

ti , C/21 (fa 
e (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  'Ficfii+k-  1161 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
M5noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Ivlanoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at 1V15noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

AR00069306 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at M'anoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than-later. 

Sincerely, 

Name-(signature) 
	

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  ta 0,3 
	

, strongly urge you to include UH- Manoa in  your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Ivlanoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

12_  

Date 

AR00069307 



Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

'-"co 	klA 	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily, is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe, 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai i at Ma.noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

e,   

Name (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hanne ann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa, Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) Date 

AR00069308 



Sinc 

Name (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transitsystem. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai . i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  ce:4, 	, strongly urge you to include 1314- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (simature) 
	

Date 

AR00069309 



Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	ç 4-,  	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
MAnoa in your plan-for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and  will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawei at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our, 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

A fie 'A, 	 y-AA.  

Name (signature') 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

Date 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  Mair Cal2,C-014)  	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
1\anoa in yo plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

HAA-- 

ame (Si:m4re) 
	

Date 

AR00069310 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	 0,--04 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M5noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at 1\45.noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	/r ç 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mrdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

"9/1/444v1il- 

	 1/ 	o6  
Name (signature) 
	

Date 

Ma-noa in your plan for a m 

AR00069311 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

0.1 	, strongly urge you to include UH 
Ivian.oa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Ma.'noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

‘.1Z.  
Name (signature) 	 " Date 

A 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  Be4-) 	Mai k)-, 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Man.oa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

11  
Name (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069312 



11 	2_ 	C.. 
Date 

11 	/21 	1" 6 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, 	‘;'Ci-t>  	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M'anoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, Toone_ 	 strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only  
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

AR00069313 



Sincerely, 
• 

Noine (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

RVA/J 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

oa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at ivlanoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

" Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

lAscoes< p th.dp4,8%-.9 
	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069314 



Sincerely, C_ 
f 

7.  1 

Name (sigiatur) 
V 

/ 7 

Dear Mayor Hannemarth and the Honolulu City Council: 
, 

I, 	 / 	strongly urge you to include UH- ,  
Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from •c 	us, forcing them to return to their cars after dark hen it 
is not always safe. \ /), v 	r.-7  7 4,,e 	 „7 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

7/- /? -1,  
‘-, 	/L 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	= 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
MRioa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerel 

(  
Name (signature) 	 Date 

J 1 
	

" 

AR00069315 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

_ \v4.1./\-C- A 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

WIdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 

will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in dwily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at lvtanoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signatur 

t 	trk,  
Date 

Dear Mayor Ha3anemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

n4k 	Siti 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manna in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

	

/1 	  
Name (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069316 



Sincerely/7 
_ex/ ,7"--  

Name (signature) 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature 
S" c, 	'1. S" 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  5.exv —  	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mdnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them. 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

/1 	/9 /062 
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  MA 12- o Ce.ATiAisi çc c. (DuE2' 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mdnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Mdnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

/4,) 	/ 	/ zotx, 
Date 

AR00069317 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

; 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at U -1-1, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than liter. 

 

Date 

Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

c 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on MI campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaisi at MAnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

1\ 

Name (signattire 	 Date 

AR00069318 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

,N„ 	CA vk 
	 , strongly urge you to include U11- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoas Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘ i at Manoa community, and aol respectfully urge you to include OUT 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than. later. 

Sincerely, 

 

11 1 fl OL7  
Date Name (signature)"/ 

 

Dear 	or Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 
7 , \://:;/3., 	1 

I, 	 , 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
M5noa in Iyotur plan' for/a Mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a'distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069319 



Dear Mayor Hamiemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa tn o Ian for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M5noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather that) later. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hanneraann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	1tAtio4ft T. Me C-A-tAirAr 	  strongly urge you to include UH- 

IvrAnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include OUT 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

tt / (10 	-WOO 

Date 

AR00069320 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

Kfi/ i/E: AR 6 1\ 	0 )/0  	  
strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in y , plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Ha.wai'i at Iviarioa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

tri I,  Fit(''t 	- 	I veo 0 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan forfa mass transit system. As a student at 1.1H, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M5noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on OUT campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at M'a-noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

/  
Date 

 

 

AR00069321 



Sincerely, 

Name (s' tare) 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them . 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Malioa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincer 

Name 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Haimemami and the Honolulu City Council: 

(- 7/c7 	/X  strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in yo plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai` i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

V) 1  ob  

AR00069322 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	-(-14A‘-.'
Lt1 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
1\45noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at M5rioa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

, Ake acd.4„1:-.14-ct  

Ndme (signaturer 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, 
7f7a7'---;2- -7:2) 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Man.oa th your plan for a mass tcansit system. As a student at UN, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Ma.-noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, andirequest the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Name anatin) 	 Date 

AR00069323 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

rct 	 re, 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
a in your plan  for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Ma'noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

M4rdA4:r- 	
If 	/5" 	1O(  

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

(-AA/ 	f:/ CI 	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Ha.wai'i at ivlanoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than  later. 

Sincerely, 

/ 	/  
Date 

AR00069324 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

j i;\ 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mdnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than la 

Sincerely, 

I  
Date 

 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ikOM Z-V)/t VIAti 	strongly urge you to include UH- 
, 

Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at lanoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069325 



Name (signature) 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  Ann e 4-111:41— 	 , strongly urge you to include UK- 
Manna in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

• 	 if 
Date 

/06  

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

6 	strongly urge you to include UH 

Manoa in your p for a ass transit system. As a student at 1311,th , I believe at 
.4 tiin 	;Iv, 	 , 	 - 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawac i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

campus in  your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (sign 

 
 

1-5 LQ17  
--Date 

 
 

AR00069326 



ame (signatur 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

I t 	/ 1 	G? 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  j 	 C 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass trait system. As a student at TJH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manna. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

It 	/ 	tS  
Date 

AR00069327 



Sincerely, 

Name (signature) Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  kyiotn  Kciqe.frv 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and  will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in  daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

1  
Date 

 

Name (signature) 

 

q/rri r  

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

1(1.4  vyla. r 	5 ill irvf4-4- 	, strongly urge you to include IThi- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imPerative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Malicia community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069328 



Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  ni‘ 	-fake" oTo -Gil 0 cifr- 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UI-1, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

loa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

MaN/i iakulte-6 tkozL 
Name (signature) 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, i1 12- S V .-1-T' 	SOON,' OW 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must •  
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaini at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

 

) 5- [401 2-076 

   

   

Name (signature) 	 Date 
-.^^^.••••••-*:* 

AR00069329 



Dear Mayor Hannernami and the Honolulu City Council: 

y\a,rtsYte-k 
	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at M5.noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

1( 	/  
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

c-)` 7 	 , strongly urge you to include UH 
Mama in your -Plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M'anoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
(Erectly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069330 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	 f- 
ir /Lail° 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Marioa in your plan for a mass i a sit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Ma.noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than  later. 

Sincerely, 

/ 	/ —  
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

U 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at M5noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than  later. 

Sincerely, 

If 	iL4 	/ 0(0 
(signature) 	 _Date 

AR00069331 



Sincerely, 

e (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannema.nn and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	J t.‘  12-A -q 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa.. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hamiemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	  strongly urge you to include MI- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Matioa. Students will hesitate to use any Inn 	 sit  option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a disinnce from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

   

_ 	( 	I S  
Date 

 

(signature) 

 

AR00069332 



1/ /15  
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

/2/71 	(// 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in iour plan for a mass tr'gfisit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Ma- noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mar Hannernaxm and the jonoIulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaisi at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

/, 

  

/z/ 

Date 

 

AR00069333 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

\kr161- 	  t 	 , strongly urge you to include UH Mdnoa in yo plan for a mass transit system. As a student at lig I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of Ha-wai'i at Manna community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

?oz  
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your pbi for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
1-lawai'i at Manna community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

 

D te 

 

AR00069334 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

1 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Ivlanoa in your plan fo a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
IviRnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Maioa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include ow 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

   

  

06. 

  

Date 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include U11- 
1Vidnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Arne (signature) 

 

1 -7  	 06 
Date 

 

AR00069335 



Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  c.-A-(chLA-z,v  	, strongly urge you to include Ull- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Ma.noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

I  
Date 

' 	k' 

 

Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

c a CkkAA 	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (8 gt'i rature) 

AR00069336 



Dear Mayor. Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

PkZ Ci-cAet+M,14 	, strongly urge you to include UH 
Manoa`in your plan for A4Fiass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than tater. 

tcf -- -c4 	— 4z-es 
ely, 

0 
Name (sigmtture) 	 Date 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Maboa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them  
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing' the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Haniaemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

5 te- 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) Date 

AR00069337 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa n our plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our, 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  3 	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a m 'a.-sansit system. As a student at LTH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Ivranoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaifi at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

AR00069338 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

A- 	0491\11- 	strongly urge you to include UH- 
oa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at LTH, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mbinoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

ti  

Date 
OC,c) 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include 1.11-I 
1\45noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
IvIdrioa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than  later. 

Sincerely, 

124. I(  
Date 

/ 	(a 

 

Name (signature) 

 

AR00069339 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan  for a mass transit system. As a student at LTH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa, Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hannernarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  l'i'vrileAt 	PAcc,4 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Ivlanoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘ i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

b.— 	 Aler.- 

am (sig-natur
1W' 	

Date 

AR00069340 



Dear Mayor Hannentann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	  strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M5noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

k  

Date 

to 	 v 

 

Name (signature) 

 

0 	 \\1/4 	VIAANIAAAVL-4-, 

	 c I  
Ye.AA--11-L.Las,  

c, \ruckk 
	 041/4J, 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	Plic.,ke.11 t 	 , strongly urge you to include -U11- 
Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaifi at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

t) 	I 	16 	bi9 
Name (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069341 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

L 	Kft 	 _, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your j5lan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at 1\45rloa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

IL  
Date 

/ oto 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

/yin Lot cs }-7cr 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
M'anoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at Till, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in r12ily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

  

   

  

Date 

AR00069342 



Dear Mayor Hanneniann and the Honolulu City Council: 

--\ 
I,  L- **Arf/JA 	O\b 	,„ strongly urge you to include UH- 
lVlanoa in your plan for a mass1ransit system. As a student at LTH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Date 

Dear Mayor. Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  Le4fx-A7 . 	z, 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at LTH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai` i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069343 



Sincerely,--- 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	h o, 	) I 	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mance. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

I /c2'5/ Ch  
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  1ZK, Peg_ ( 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

/ 	R.9 / OLP 
Nam (signatuiir-------.„ 	 Date 

AR00069344 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

1 0\\I 	Cif)Ck.  k 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at M'ainoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

i) 

Date 

 

Dear Mayor Hatmemami and the Honolulu City  

I,  Itc)"_0,s1 	Lk-,, 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at M5noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerel 

17Z  

  

/ 06- 

  

Name (signature) 	 Date 

 

AR00069345 



Sincerely, 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in yt  plan or a mass transit system. As a student at LTH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
IVI5noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our' 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

(p  
Date 

 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

,L.041I:Na Cry n 	, strongly urge you to include I3H- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it  
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

/1 	22 /O; 
Date 

AR00069346 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

M5noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 

directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 

will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 

park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 

Hawaisi at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

1/ / 	/ 	/ zoorg 
Name (signature) (signature) Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  ,..S; 	V-vopporsicA 	, strongly urge you to include U11- 

M5noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

Ivlanoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 

directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 

will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 

park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 

Hawai' i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

/ 0 co 

 

 

 

Name (signature) Date 

 

AR00069347 



Dear Mayor Hannemaim and the Honolulu City Council: 

1,  1 irk CALLki. 	 , strongly urge you to include U1-1- 
1■45.noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at "UH, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

M5noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 

directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 

will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 

park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 

Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

 

H 	tq i 06  
Name (signature) 

 

Date 

Dear Mayor Haimemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, PA rcik 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UR, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 

directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 

will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 

park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 

Flawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

1 ( / 

 

Name (signature) 
Date 

AR00069348 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	U.A.UA)Vze---,-strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at TJH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

1 ( 
Date 

7_7„/ cc 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  X1cz-t--1.---e 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
M5.-noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

1/ /  
Date 

 

Name (signature) 

 

AR00069349 



Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, fria,(.1" pryt 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at MErioa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather theft later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

po 	46...ik_toQ-41‘) 	  strongly urge y u to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. A 	 , I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Ma-noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 

AR00069350 



Sin. ely, 

ame (signature) 

Dear ayor Hannemami and the Honol lu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
oa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter a matives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, id request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

/  

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

.e eot 	 i\AO1 VI cl 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Milnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
lvlanoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
17  44_ 

 
 

R 

 
 

 

  

 
 

 

Name (signature) 
	

Date 

AR00069351 



Dear May r Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, e‘ 	Wulx:41 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
/Mnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
liawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Date 

L 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
M5noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at 1)11, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
1-lawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

 

Date 

 

AR00069352 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, -9k44  fj 	A14" 	, strongly urge you to include 1TH- 
Manoa in your plait for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sinc 

	

[( 	 14..9 

Name 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

CAaytC 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mama in your plan  for a mass transit system. As a student at LTH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Ma"noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

C 	2 	2,44)(f  
Date 

AR00069353 



Date 

Name (signature) Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

1, 	 strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Ma-noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative, Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to retain to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

46.  
Name (signature) 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

..)05ep4 9 
	, strongly urge you to include UH- M-anoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH

, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on OUT campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at IVIalnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

AR00069354 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

"Fa04.,:v.4z- 	, strongly urge you to include UH 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

if 	17 	t 64,0  
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	IMAIA 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Ma.noa in your p for a 'lass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M5noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai i at Mdroa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

• Sincerely, 

ktityta 
Name (sigma 

11 7c 	/ 0(p - 
Date 

AR00069355 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
IVIanoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

It 

Name (signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Ha_wai'i at 114 -anoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

  

r( 	(6-  
Date 

 

ALL 	441/111gill AA 	• 
ame (signature) 

AR00069356 



Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann arid the Honolulu City Council: 
) 	,• 

I, 	L 	 , strongly urge you to include UN- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
4 

//(•// 

i\tarrle (signattii  
( 

    

     

  

Date 

 

Dear Mayor B.annemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

1, 	La- ( 	 / 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
IVIRtioa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mainoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at 11/15.noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, nd request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sine ely, 
(1/4- 

Name (signature) 

AR00069357 



Sincerely, 
.4/ 

Name (signature),-,  Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Matioa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

; 	 / 	 ' 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

,i L 	t cart atz r. 	  strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manea in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069358 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	 , strongly urge you to include UR- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class, Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus, is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaif i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

Date 

Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	cyt.7\c 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
M'Anoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
-traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
IV15.-noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of ears that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

 

Name (signature) 

AR00069359 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

i 	11/1  
1„ 	It; / 4,f 	\ 	

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
MEoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Ha-wai‘i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
, • 	 . 	 , 

Date 

Dear. Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- T 	  
145noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UI-1, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Man.oa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Date 

AR00069360 



Sincerely, 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hatmernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Ma-noa in yolit plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Wincia. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

L 	 42 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
1\45.noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Manoa community, Pnd so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Ntin' e (signature) 

AR00069361 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

1,  ._;p: 	 , 
strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 

directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 

will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 

park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire -University of 

Hawai‘i at M5noa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name ignathre) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

Li t) 4 k Pick 	strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a -,4 t,  sta r. UH. I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the sylte were not extended to 

Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 

directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 

will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 

park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 

Hawai' i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

IL 
Date 

AR00069362 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 , strongly urge you to include UH 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Niko& Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Mdnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

	

ctArre.".t cLvE ccy ratSc - 1r+ 	hjjf defov\ctjoi e , c9 vieR4 eQ 
Sincerely, 	; 

Nit& vs *s;+ 4.1 COIYIrw --(-5Q-- 	Sc.1100( 

	

1 	 /0 6  
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	ZEP1 	4644 t?, /4_  , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mdnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mance community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later 

Sincrely, 

 

 

.1 1  7 
Date. 

Roe 

  

 

 
 

Name (signa 

 

 
 

AR00069363 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council; 

r-DctAm 
) 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Ma'noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hamaemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

31-0-4 	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawali at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

1 
ame signature 	 Date 

 

AR00069364 
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Na 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Mdnoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Sincerely, 

kkkti\ 1-0•A 	 1  2,1 
Signature 	 Date 
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Name 4  
Heiv ere 
Name 

Name 
i-kL 	P . rv—cA 

Name 

Naie 
g-Ati 

Name 
ittA k.A I et; T <, 

Signatu 

Sign. a 

Date 
It / 7  7 

atu 	 Date 

Signature 	 Date 

Sincerely, 

„jondie  

Name 

Name 

	 Z 7  Dee  
Date 

trrn  	 
Date 

1 ( 	27 / -6-  
Date 
/ 1 7 

Date 
/04  

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Marioa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

AR00069366 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASLTH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Matoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Matoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

AR00069367 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Marioa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manna community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons, I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Matioa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Minoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai" i at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. 1 request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH. I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaisi at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manna. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai i at Manoa community, I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UR-Mama 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

AR00069375 



Dear Mayor Hannemarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Matioa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai i at Isa-noa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH. I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
IvIdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the - entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaifi at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH. I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 

your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

AR00069379 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at 'Lai, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Marioa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemarm and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-M'dnoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
flawaf i at Ma'noa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

AR00069383 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M5noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

AR00069384 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dirk when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at IvI5noa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hanneinann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include LTH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at IVIdnoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai" i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaifi at Mdnoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemami and the Honolulu C ty Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Minoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Monoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawal'i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system he approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at 15H, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Name 	 'Signature 

Name 	 Signature 
Stiaoy■ JO, ,  

Name 	 Signature 
COredn't evivle0 IN rs-1 	a  

Name 	 Signa 

Name 	 Signature 

Date 

Date 
UI Z 

Date 
0,  I 7- 4,1 I 
Date 
	/ 
	

/ 

Date 

AR00069392 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your.  plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mario& Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Matioa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

• Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Ividrioa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

dm ...Al *44 

-401  
* 

4  

na. 

Name 	 Sig ure 

ame 
'- 

Name 

cArf 

("--)C-f 

Name 
1 1  Ykk_et 

Ca velonA__ 

Sighature 

Signature 2 

Signature 

Signature 

Date 
eD- 

Date-, 
C 

Date 
(5-6 

-,Date 

Date 
/ 

Date 
2 

Date 
) 24, 

Signatu 
OAT. 	4 )\  	 

Name 	 Si nature 	 Date 

	

atL 	 cc, 
Name 	 Signature 

	
Date 

Name 
	

Signature 
	 Date 

AR00069397 



,Signature Name Date 

Date 
it 

Date 

Name 

Name 

..,S'.grtature 
- • -- 

Signature 

/ 0 6 

Date 
	7' a 20 I 

Date 

Date 

Sincerely, 

Name 

;Name 

Name 

Name 

Name 
;Y\ CA 

Name 
Crct 	artm 

Name 
) r\ LQ,e- 

Name 

gnatu e 

Sienature 

Sigature 

nature 

Mature 

SignZre 

Date 
 /ON. /•C

• 

Date 
tA /QP 

Date 
/ 

Date 
Ic / 	/ Lko 

e.)6 

NaMe 

Date 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at LTH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
l'stranoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at M5noa community. 1 respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASLTH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include 131-1-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at Uli, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai i at Nla'noa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

1, Afiekrei4 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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' 
Subject: TO THE MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL: 	

* 

STOP THIS THIS TRAIN - WE DON'T WANT THIS  RAILROAD ON OAHU.  

From: Krisrusnak@aol.com 	 zr 

Sent: 	Monday, December 11, 2006 8:16 AM 	 me-, c,....._ 
To: 	 s---  ---t 

Cc:  

«,= 

C'S 

Page 1 of 2 

Please DEFER the decision to go for rail - and please create a provision for an 
objective decision-making process, such as putting this to the people for a county-
wide VOTE. 

I write to tell you what an  extreme disappointment many of us feel, in response to a 
City Council that is collectively so  EAGER to accept 

- a flawed idea without question 

- based on use of a flawed consultancy - alternative analysis is a farce and never 
intended 

- a flawed process of community input with ridiculous ONE-MINUTE TESTIMONIES 

- that produced flawed results - "rail is only option," was the intention from beginning 

- all leading to a commitment to an unbelievably LARGE public works program that 
does not have enough integrity in any dimension to justify this expenditure. 

You have collectively created and enabled a public image of government 
that now goes  off the charts. You have treated citizens like we are a joke. 
The image of the Council has severely lost public respect as a result of 
railroading this railroad by a seriously flawed decision. 

Your processes for this railroad have treated us citizens like we are total JOKE. One-
minute testimonies? A Council member who instructs us in how to clap  ONCE???  and 
makes jokes  at us? 

This railroad decision is too important to relegate to the pure politics of a flawed city 
council process. This should be put to a public vote. 

Many many major reasons have come forward from the public that argue for delaying 
or stopping entirely this misguided and disastrous plan for a railroad. 

Petition No. 

12/11/2006 
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Page 2 of 2 

For starters: we should experiment with subsidized improved bus service to measure the 
impact of this intervention instead of a railroad. 

Then analyze: relative costs of alternatives to the railroad in an honest and objective 
way. 

And analyze: the costs to tax payer in property taxes which have not been counted. 

And analyze: the costs of condemnation of property which have not been counted. 

This railroad plan has huge holes and should not go forward. 

FROM A CONCERNED CITIZEN WHO HAS RESIDED IN HAWAF I FOR MANY YEARS: 
Kristin Rusnak 
Kaitua, Hawari 
krisrusnak@aol.com  

12/11/2006 
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For starters: we should experiment with subsidized improved bus service to measure the 
impact of this intervention instead of a railroad. 

Then analyze: relative costs of alternatives to the railroad in an honest and objective 
way. 

And analyze: the costs to fax payer in property taxes which have not been counted. 

And analyze: the costs of condemnation of property which have not been counted. 

This railroad plan has huge holes and should not go forward. 

FROM A CONCERNED CITIZEN WHO HAS RESIDED IN HAWAI'I ALL MY LIFE: 
Tait A. Rusnak 
Kailua, Hawari 
ohiapo@aol.com  

12/11/2006 
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For starters: we should experiment with subsidized improved bus service to measure the 
impact of this intervention instead of a railroad. 

Then analyze: relative costs of alternatives to the railroad in an honest and objective 
way. 

And analyze: the costs to fax payer in property taxes which have not been counted. 

And analyze: the costs of condemnation of property which have not been counted. 

This railroad plan has huge holes and should not go forward. 

FROM A CONCERNED CITIZEN WHO RESIDES IN AND DOES BUSINESS IN HAWAII: 
Erik M.Rusnak 
Kailua, Hawar 
alohalure@aol.com  

12/11/2006 
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For starters: we should experiment with subsidized improved bus service to measure the 
impact of this intervention instead of a railroad. 

Then analyze: relative costs of alternatives to the railroad in an honest and objective 
way. 

And analyze: the costs to tax payer in property taxes which have not been counted. 

And analyze: the costs of condemnation of property which have not been counted. 

This railroad plan has huge holes and should not go forward. 

FROM A CONCERNED CITIZEN WHO HAS RESIDED IN HAWAT I FOR MANY YEARS: 
STUART L. RUSNAK, M.D. 
Kailua, Hawari 
sturusnak@yahoo.com  

12/11/2006 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL - Bill 79C01 

Petition In Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportation to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid-lock on thwireets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiki's being the 'Gathering Place cppahu" 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Mock Partite and 
Sunset Parties including Waikiki's largest event - Halloween which events jam or close 
kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend 1 to 3Wours a 
day traveling to work and another 1 to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
locating at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

tbe unbergigneb tberttatt, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the line to the UN which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf mots, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic and then not find parking when we get there. 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL Bill 79CD1 

Petition In Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportal to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid-lock on the &eats 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiki's being the "Gathering Race of 6a1-11" 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block PartleIP and 
Sunset Parties including Waikiki's largest event — Halloween which events jam or olose 
Kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend 1 to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another 1 to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
locatina at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

tbe unberoignett Mertiore, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the fine to the UH which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic arid then not find parking when we get there. 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL Bill 79CD1 

Petition In Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportation to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid-lock on the streets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waiiciki's being the "GatherimPlace of Oahun 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block Parties and 
Sunset Parties including Waikiki's largest event — Halloween which events jam or close 
Kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend 1 to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another 1 to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
locating at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

Ve the uttberqignett therefore, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the line to the UH which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic and then not find parking when we get there- 

Please copy this blank form for additional signature pages. For Questions or Pick-up: 392-2036 
Fax to: Honolulu City Council, Transportation Committee, 530 S. King St, 96813 Fax: 527-5733 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL — Bill 79CD1 

Petition in Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportation to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid-lock on the streets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiki's being the mGatherinq Place of Oahu" 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block Parties and 
Sunset Parties including Waikiki's largest event — Halloween which events jam or close 
Kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20 1000 Waikiki area workers spend 1 to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another 1 to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
tocatino at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

tbe unber5igneb Otrefort, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the line to the till which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic and then not find parking when we get there. 

Please copy this blank form for additional signature pages. For Questions or Pick-up: 392-2036 
Fax to: Honohilu City Council, Transportation Committee, 530 S. King St, 96813 Fax: 527-5733 
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Please copy this blank form for additional signature pages. For Questions or Pick-up: 392-2036 
Is to: Honolulu City Council, Transportation Committee, 530 S. King St, 96813 Fax: 527-5733 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL — Bill 79CDI 

Petition In Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transporRion to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid-lock on thestreets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiles being the "Gatherin  P1 ce -1143-AW 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block Parties and 
Sunset Parties including Waikiki's largest event — Halloween which events jam or close 
Kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend 1 to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another 1 to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
locating at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

t the untlerfituntb therefore, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the One to the LIN which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic and then not find parking when we get there. 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL — Bill 79CD1 

Petition In Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportation to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid -lock on the streets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiki's being the 'Gathering Place of Oahuu 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block Parties and 
Sunset Parties including Waikild's largest event — Halloween which events jam or close 
Kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend 1 to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another 1 to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transpodation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
locatino at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

tbe unbertgneb therefore, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the line to the UH which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic and then not find parking when we get there. 
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Please copy this blank form for additional signature pages. For Questions or Pick-up: 392-2036 
Fax to: Honolulu City Council, Transportation Comnnttee, 5305'. King St, 96813 Fax: 527-5733 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL Bill 79C01 

Petition in Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportation to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid-lock on the streets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiki's being the "'Gathering Place of Oahuu 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block Parties and 
Sunset Parties including Waikiki's largest event - Halloween which events jam or close 
kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend 1 to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another 1 to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
locating at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

t tbt unbertigneb thertfore, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the line to the UH which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic arid then not find parking when we get there. 

Please copy this blank form for additional signcaure pages. For Questions or Pick-up.-  392-2036 
Fax to: Honolulu Cii),  Council, Transportation Comnittee, 530 S. King St, 9681 3 Fax: 527-5733 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL — Bill 79CD1 

Petition In Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportation to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid-lock on the streets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiki's being the 'Gathering Place of Oahu" 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block Patties and 
Sunset Parties including Waikiki's largest event — Halloween which events jam or close 
Kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend 1 to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another 1 to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
location' at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain a&ut traffic, 

/VP the unbergioneb therefore, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the line to the UK which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic and then not find parking when we get there. 

Please copy this blank fonn for additional signature pages. For Questions or Pick-up: 392-2036 
Fax to: Honolulu City Council, Transportation Committee, 530 S. King St, 96813 Fax: 527-5733 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 	79CD1 

Petition in Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportation to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid-lock on the streets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiki's being the "'Gathering Place of Oahu" 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block Parties and 
Sunset Parties including Waikiki's largest event — Halloween which events jam or close 
Kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend 1 to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another 1 to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
locating at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

V9e tbe unbertigotb therefore, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the line to the UH which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic and then not find parking when we get there. 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL — Bill 79CD1 

Petition In Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportation to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid-lock on the streets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiki's being the "Gathering Place of Oahu" 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block Parties and 
Sunset Parties including Waikiki's largest event — Halloween which events jam or close 
Kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend 1 to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another 1 to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
iocatino at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

VttIj unbersigneb therefore, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the line to the UH which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our famines avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic and then not find parking when we get there. 

Please copy this blank fornifor additional signature pages. For Questions or Pick-up: 392-2036 
Fax to: Honolulu City Council, Transportation Committee, 5308. King St, 96813 Fax: 527-5733 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL - Bill 79C131 

• 	 Petition In Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportation to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid4ock on the streets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiki's being the 4Gathering Place of Oahu" 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block Parties and 
Sunset Parties including Waikild's largest event — Halloween which events jam or close 
Kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend I to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another I to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
locating at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

tbt unberMgiteb tbtrtfort urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the line to the UH which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic and then not find parking when we get there_ 
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Please copy this blank form for additional signature pages, For Questions or Pick-up: 392-2036 
Fax to: Honolulu City Council, Transportation Committee, 530 S. King St, 96813 Fax: 527-5733 
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TO HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL Bill 79CD1 

Petition In Support of Routing the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Through Waikiki 

Because many residents and a majority of Waikiki workers use public transportation to 
travel into and out of Waikiki and because of almost daily virtual grid-lock on the streets 
leading into and out of Waikiki due in part to Waikiki's being the "Gathering Place of Oahu" 
with weekly Parades, Surf Events, Conventions, Concerts, Exhibits, Block Parties and 
Sunset Parties including Waikiki's largest event — Halloween which events jam or close 
Kalakaua Avenue to traffic and because 20,000 Waikiki area workers spend I to 3 hours a 
day traveling to work and another 'I to 3 hours a day traveling home from work (mostly on 
public transportation) and because the Waikiki Neighborhood Board has refused to support 
locating at least one mass transit station in Waikiki while they complain about traffic, 

Vt the unlien4gtieb t4ere1nte, urgently petition the Honolulu City Council to 
choose an alignment of the high capacity transit corridor on the line to the UH which 
includes at least two high capacity transit stations in Waikiki including one at the Zoo end of 
Waikiki so we can quickly get to work then home again to enjoy our families avoiding hours 
every day jammed crammed in a bus caught in traffic grid-lock, and also, so we can make 
fast trips with our families to and from Waikiki to enjoy its many pleasures like swimming, 
surf meets, parades, Zoo, Shell Concerts, Block Parties and Sunset at the Beach without 
getting caught for hours in traffic and then not find parking when we get there. 

Please copy this blank form for additional signature pages. For Questions or Pick-up: 392-2036 
Fax to: Honolulu City Council, Transportation Committee, 530 S. King Si 96813 Fax: 527-5733 
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RE: Mass Transit 
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RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

Prom: 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

	

.4.-CLACLA-77 	nee,' 
	

-  

	

Signature . 	 _Pate 

AR00069453 



To: City' Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: • 	  

Print name 

RE Mass Transit 

-1-17-C '1155 	5 it 	)oe 	#0107L—t- 

1 

To City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	 S  

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

r 1-0--ciekj 	 tovet.A.) 

a s 	 a. 5 4,ts.te  

ttiti 41- 

Date 

  

 

AR00069454 



NA; 

Fp? 	r 

"714  

dr- 

. 	d'e.' •41  0111 	r 	 oa:10,1Zz' 

4, 	a- 	 ir7 	 / 7 7 	C 

.17 A' 4  ;74;71-  

SO 

/74-dg,l), JI/ 4741-17 	"FS7 
Cdf 	a 17 4-- 

HA.  

1417 r 
4- 

RE: Mass Transit 

v 
= 

I Ai ace 

0--fr 	 ILA 

ouneil Me er,:and. Mayor:Bailment= 

From: 	 •e, 
	

7-1-6t)  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

fr I 

    

,r1 

   

     

4 / 

  

        

        

   

— 

    

       

        

_d•  

11— M-- -X 
-Date- 

Signa 

Dir. / t",/  
C 

a? 077 	 7 •C-- o#77 I  do  

1#7 	 .;-,‘Y /4-4Y w1.116' 
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4fl4ta141 		Cold (5 or koar-  IP 

e- 	fvid 
	a KT 	4. 

4 	 I t,t 1 

o: Ci Connell Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	6.74vo 	10413a4(  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

7P/ /26-7-A.J7 	7/1"—a 	47  

	

111,441 P - cA P 	A/ re-241;,/, 

To: Qty C until Member and Mayor Hanneman 

Pfla 

01/In 

Print.name 

RE: Mass Transit 

Fro 

arzjefe,*LA_ Z 7'/( ±h 5 c.A9pociff-e„ 
r oc,4 	1Qe. 

20 t.,fri tetm 	0.:;11.12yr  

.6v1  
1 Ad 6  e--c 

t 
# 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	rpm!. SiktSsr -rft  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

Vitra  p_No. 1\1 E. FLI 

S gnature 
	 Date 

'CityCotuicil Member and 1Vl2yor Hanneman „. 

From: 	tkrodisk e4/1  
Print -name 

,RE:. Mass Transit 

`9=Q-4 	 7'bo  

   

fq 

  

Signature 

       

  

Date 
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: y, CouncilMember and Mayor Hanneman 

titVin 	n ete4r iv From: 

From: 	 6-1/Ev-i  
Priutmame 

.RE: Mass Transit 

PletA,Le___;4 	/71 .  1471-ex  eA.5,s -1/2 E4A,s 

To: .City-Counc" Member and Mayor Hanneman 

RE: Mass Transit 

'Thc t1.44L4 C4fryipietc 7  i/k  dot tt6L1fd 0-eivveyvii wa14 4 	kA--ke 

in 	A.A1 	(Aavt-rA'rc, 	Lo-ce 
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lc-wte(cA-tey_.1-e-coLtrce-.0 ,L_____I 	,oNkmD 	v,vvi Att c 0 Loa 43 

	

_iipp.„. ckign4e,  cA 	ta. 	Ale 	01 	 - ei c - + •i at 	infeC-CA- 
40  . 

 
Su  rkaa_  try ces.r. -11-0, 11,4 ft oy‘ cp_ -fr.bvti 	ce i-  sr -11,-,  of if--p.t i 	r13  

4-1iT1  4s. ok volLextioke, Alla% yvvocct 04- -he-olins tori-vrti3O -vv. 41,c -  _  _ 	. 
et- oi 	, iliv)-c't  riptecierts-v.  ..ozt,,0,s---wr  p<4,4%- vvol, tot Tys)tiv  g- cposst 

.1.,Ctekir-  40/-  reAiv:C, -RA 

ILO 

_tu4cc_±o 	 cto  

/1000 	 -Fv%\mitE ctiA,01 64:I t ,  
Date 

J(//7/2,26, 
Signature 	 Date 

AR00069458 



Date 

Tc#:,1 ,City..Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

RE; Mass Transit 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Eianneman 

From: Ctorv-0 ,) 

 

 

Print. 318131e. 

RE: Mass Transit 

AR00069459 



V\A 6)n 

  

To: City- Council Member and Mayor Hannernan 

• From: Af114 	M c C U S k.  
• Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

/1/19 (56 
Signature Date 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From 	-e\leArN -175Y1  
•Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

   

   

 

Date / 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	eur hrtl-e6-6)3  
• Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 	 C 

	

-147ink ./-1•71  wevid 	‘-eyuifrej  infilk) 
ohlui 	ComPb4 as.  cX■ii--?1-6 74' 76A-P ,?afied 71417 Met4/  

• p)4./y /1„40,r styW Sill'ce Mblet-etth 04;14 ar-e ,X,e4 axes-11w'  

U4I 	 7)6j/7s/-  

V *Pr 

Sianature 'Date 

To: , City ,Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From 	je-t4e-e S-177  11.-c-5.05"fi  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

•ficr: 

rr  
PI-PgPe,--rxrme.ev "re, 	,s  

pv-A-th-77. 	0/ GP-s/he c5-$.$ 1-1,1 rw-A-r-itY  
kpr),, 7749 	7-71,141rn  
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Date,  

 

gnature 
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To: City, Coun 'Meniber.."and Mayor 'Hanneman 

From: 

RE: Mass Transit 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	 / 
name 

RE: Mass Transit 

mm...m.n.n■••■■■•••••• ••111■.4.n..••••••••• ■ 	  

,/iatA■rite--  
Signature 
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Date 

ty.icouncil Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From 	it,-Artz.1 %/C  

Print name L/ 

4.041 7) -1,00,0.-t- 	Otierld 
k•-• 

tef.c 	044A. 	 rd tire-Le- 

a 	0 	.01 	 6•11 I 

AR00069463 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

FTOM:  k"-"tty Lt  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

cot0--  



Signature Date 

To:• City, Council Member and Mayor nneman 

/1/WIU Prom: 	  

RE: Mass Transit 

thyiy) LC6-  t) tiff i'vel-1  te 

Print name 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

RE: Mass Transit 

LL)DtkL \ 	A-V-1— NrtAdLt WVLS 	 cookoi  
AA .4 

0 	 4-a,41. 0.1 

CSNCLS  
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AR00069465 
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Date" 
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ity Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	404  
Print name 

RE.: Mass Transit 

e 
6111i* 	tcl h 
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--git 

J 

1-1,0q 
lte< 

-07111 

on -mogivnisi+ 
S 	4-ke mai71 4,-7 

--Cir 

c7.07 dM  
vfrorniter 

4 4r, 
4, -f- 

avm*iff, 

k-ohon  

Date Signature 

	 011......M.M.11■11■......111••■■■••■•••  

.•■■,, M■11111110..101.0.0■4 

To City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

fon 

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 



AR00069466 

RE: Mass Transit 

11' trC (AAP 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneraan 

From: 	  
Print name 

RE .  Mass Transit 

Date 

,y-1 Rom. 	t  

U ' cNit,DC4( 14/4— 0144 	at  4\413  

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From C 	 te.S  
Print name 

•Ni■Atiss 

aTIRIPMet .1 

laIM 
1111EWINC_.21/Milt 

mairamer 

A 	1 AA 

aEgralrbrJIMVLMMMILTXVEIVUIMM,  e 

pyr 
LIMMIRMAM IE F A AA- 10  

IENSIMMIEM PLLARIMEN IM 

latilM alli. '  0.,..-4A . Itir 	 ,, 
, 	Mig1 6, \c :R.._ -Ce.AUXIned' 

T...1i4 MIMI t  f 	 A-5 	c  f4- Qc* 
lk, 

vu}o_ok. 	 elkfa N-ws-I.A. 
Signa 



• To: City Council Member a.nd Mayor Ilanneman 

From 	!fake/ KLC. PIAVVv1/430 	7)  VOA, 
' Print name 

RE: 'Mass Transit \/ ES 

Lee 	eiowl 	t4-A  z  

6,41144 4,14-erifr--- 	frxeitr  

v 	etet7 	5C442me 

C4ef' 	PAMOLd 

To C-* 

From: 

ell Member and Mayor Hanneman 

P;r131; 

RE: Mass Transit 
. er■••■••■ 

„.....4•• ■••■•. " 

SignatuA Date 

an- 
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From: 

RE: Mass Transit 

To: city Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

To: City ,Counell Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  Dojc,1"14,e, Ats  
•Print name• 

RE: Mass Transit 

• V.444„, •IrtkiNA  

 

y/6/0 6 
Signature 	 • Date 
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Signature 

To: City Council Member and Mayor anneman 

Fr 
Print name 
	 E 	 

RE: Mass Transit 

Tuacw-k-  -ru-L kit44l74.1 -tidtmi  

Signature 
	

Date 

o: 'City Council Member anti Mayor Etanneman - 

i(CV7eshr  
E.rinfnarne 

RE:,Mass _transit 
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,ve•ry 	ti-40t4 dleJr-elf41,Jef c„01  s 	IA 	creF• 
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e 	 —bwry-keld 
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toj 	 4P, 

1)11 1c 067  
Date 

AR00069469 



RE. Ma.ss Transit 

Signature 
A Leta lc 

Date 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  "t1A-Ukat 	Ot 
Print name 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From  Ec 5 3 	SIrE  

Print =tie 

.RE:.Mass Transit 

 

e-  c 	r Z`rt 

   

Signature 

  

Date 

AR00069470 



To: City Council MDmber and Mayor Hanneman 

From. -134-0w,Az Glimzetot.4 

    

hint:name 

RE: Mass Transit 

r'S 13 A- 4144(47-  A 14 LA. 

44-17144rozAC 	Z>oz Myr-  Fur* toey, -, c- 	teptoceez-4-se- 

litrPf(Z-TY -t-PwcaS Colt- cym-en_ 	0%4CA-ea:Net) rr fs 	rat,tAt 

et-ESP:04 RAE_ To*. -444.s**4$44 44711 ariei g*Ief/i  IA4( err  

Wite• *Alk4oset2 43rg (9,011itt. 

ktxr Copvter 	7-4.5-  

(fp A010 zut7(0  
Date 

 

 

   

To: CityCouncil Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	  
Prin. t name 

 

RE: Mass Transit 

   

     

     

SiOnture 

   

Date 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

ilevIerr4 
Prmt name 

RE: Mass Transit 

A5 C chi Afi 
d 	Ad A- 
A IRO ilirigrawirnew A A 

141M1111MAIP"r.---MPOWIR 0 
Iry 

IOWA li&a, 

From: 

0014 c) 

"gnu 
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neinan To: City Council Member and Mayor H 

From:  ,JA( /4  t PAC  

J 0 

Dat; 

' 0$ 
Date/ Signature 

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

(( 	(' woki,\4- ,A4(1,c 

,Ati.e 4 	ci g-e (Ai t 

0  VV 	Lk_ 0 	i/1 a V tl 	 ÷b 	 Settool 

P .4- IT v Icx 	j? ve  

o: CityCouncil Member and Mayor Hanneman 

rom: 
Plin.t name 

AR00069473 



-,To 	ConneliMeniber and Mayor Ramie 

RE: Mass Transit 

	

Pc455  17.-2,11" 	rne 
.aelco 	tP .to 1,)04-01M4  be- 
	 kylArzeitt kreiv  

•tr9AA4-1 cAA-5. Paw ievuv>''  
Signature 

1111W2o00 
Date 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanne an 

Ore" (A)-5 - Safritic-t (( D 

RE Mass Transit 
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City-Council Irclember and Mayor Hanneman 

RE: Mass Transit 

WV trinet 	VviAryf 4141444 
, a„dtAA 	•17. tiverviz. S. tot-k--  1Ft4 1 I -#1  

tto -4,4 &a.4,00 1 	-F -1,41 I - -t-netAto , -1144.4.s  
4-, 	 no-i-- 	 -Fry--  

C ..ti  i 	s  oft-to/114  lAtir  0)14  Val4  -(Aet  -f- 
linty  trAfet 440 f 14 te it k.e AiuntE I' frrAziet r I--  

 
 

A Wale 
Date 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: C'i-efrvV Lo 	r 

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

CD.P 	oAe_ 	 reotgo v,s 
c,ov"vw- ,  

o 	 va;  

5 L.Oc- coutc ov% cw-e‘ 
ot-ss 

tA\f--9r-eatit.,-to  vAE  
-f-vev\crior`tm ,  
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17,--tseS  
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To: Zity Council Mentber and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	Jihfc-7-  

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

tr414, 	um, iL .fi 	414,(4. late  t -0-41 
a 	 1,1„,c V 

c, 	 (ierin a'4 	aseY 

Date 
ti/10/06  

To: City Coune* Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  otv r") Loic 1r)c:?.  
Punt name 

RE: Mass Transit 

QAel ti -r-thak-  rt-X40mS 

vr-) 	io 41" ea hourS eAtex 4a. 

	

vim 	w 
"Ctn6t 	 !no 	. Mots - 	 Wrs.)tc= b ta'  rect.+ , Z:s shiaeleris 

Coan US n Ot ODon ct-cc 
Oars or-  Lo 	tr) -1+,9 obriy-) 
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.teo 

-16014 7.1. A4  

Signature 
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luh 

To: City. ounciTIVIember and Mayor Hartneman 

From: 	 
Piint name 

RE: Mass Transit 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From 	I ekilie. U.)(Wot-44Kf 

Print name 

RE: -IMass 'Transit 

461-Y1  NIA/PO.41 

lfr,30--4/4 
tiA-ATO LA) L1 '41  

pvt...4. 	
-4-  

.6,J./  

; 	1,14.04:AS  0.4%-vt- rilu44-;fr‘f.,  4  ',to CesD4-5 . 
‘‘).-v•t) 4-0 AIL. 	 pvuk_pf 	 _  

T 
\NA 	
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KA-t 	 ff," 	1"Art, kerf,y- I 

rtuttcd--erta6^ 	 .4. 	ifv-e 

7 ,d 2;e5O  

r iA. 

......^.."-•■•••■1•29,•••••■•■••• 

Signature 

IA, A-0 k\-/_•).-- 

Date 

C-61.-/?1,-," A kfrUSf 1&-ri.vt_St 

014..r 
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To: CitycouneilMember and Mayor Hanneman 

From 	4ft-:1/4/  V-- 	b 	) 

Print name 

LA?  if t) 	Zes  

r.„1.,-k,,11 k 4111,, 

Date sia-i-ath 

1 

, 	 • 

• A.1 

Date Signature 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

RE: Mass Transit 

ptp.AAL 6vit  
u'rt 	Ytibt rt 

"rt *own 	 1/0-461 ki 

AR00069478 

RE: Mass Transit 

Oft 



-ouncil Member and Mayor Hinxteman 

ola 
Print name 

From: 

To: City Council Member d Mayor Hanneman 

AR00069479 



• To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From •6itike-evti 6' HEA/ 

AR00069480 



o : rtv 'Cour] di,1 Member and Mayor Hann enian 
OvthILC - 

411:4141. 

I 
*FA .-.04%.1114.4 

i4A iriiIIIIMOVIILTW 	a' 44 AAA Art r 

1 

1-Rier-9141-ker +3 1-" S 	(A-D-657N 	ur"` 	UN*" 

Ailtr 	
v&i ?o-PQ C44-4-ziuN 

/tic -rD 	 (!du 	 77v 

cr 7ucA(S }11,1-C,. A 44Qc6 	0P ii rrciS 

14// t*-( 	Ar ,c,-T 0_60 	-1-cfr 	 ar=r-u 

,L517C AiNt A/7--N3T1  PA-1-Pi44   

-^-*,,1•10,..1■■■■•■■• 

AR00069481 



RE: Mass Transit 
P 

‘11.- • o 3 • O.. 

Date Signature 

AR00069482 

RE: Mass Transit 

45L-\4  e_. 

To: City Counc Member and Mayor Hanne a.n 

44, t,ct irrake-t-c- \-1 •r 	,A 

To City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

FTOM: 	
 

Print name 

From: 	4  
Print name 



To: City'Council Member and IViayor Hanneman 

Fr :  
Print name .  

RE: Mass Transit 

Signature Date 

To: City. Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From VelJ 	dig9\zim( PC tufo Pt  
Print name 

AR00069483 



rvimArk:Aik Ivo-n(41 (re) 
IAA 	Arratdi. 	 A ..4 -r 

k ft vete  

T•o: Ci•Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  3.t.tse  

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

Giftivuilf 	4,4As-Pic 
cktvvyr. 	ccim oos 	°ilk)  

,3-6,Aold 	4o tee*vz, 	oi4  
4/1A"Cif m.  

  

1A-tfrolac  

  

  

Date 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 

  

   

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

Signature Date 
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From: 
Print name - 

Date 

To: City Council Member ii4 Mayor llannemau 

RE: Mass Transit 

4 LA'', .._3e1 	 '71 0.1. -14.7c.  V Of(  

AR00069485 

4•.%L J 	 \cr.< 

Signature 

4W-;  iA t—C 	  

Date 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 

PIZT name 

RE: Mass Transit 



To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

RE: Mass Transit 

T : City' Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

L_tuira. L3654/141 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transft 

akh,i)M 1-5 Yttcc:-\ \i‘e). 	 W6F-L. 
C ..\  

Prom: 

AR00069486 



To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 
Print name 

•  
eA, kr- oz OLeport- 	 I e, 	ov■Am.v....4r72  woujol, 

mAt0 	Oa eA 19‘,14-4:01 'r 	r  
, L 

-111/V41 	Mut"' l&t1412.-4 	rp 4 	Ic OL-M  
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To: City Council Member and Mayo anneman 

Prom: 	Pk"  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

) k,c4,10 He 	FF/c 	 

•••■••■•■*■•••••.■■■■ ■nw.....*...• 

  

Date 

 

RE: Mass Transit 

e JAit. j ailki, --K" 	t "Irn 0 	"6 	PY° r:_ed 



To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  4 . 
 

piint name 

RE: Mass Transit 

• To: .Cit.Cóuñcii.Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	Kfit-h4d1'S 
Print name 

RE: .Mass Transit 

 

,M1Plirf 

 

0- 	„Le. M 4q 4 

    

       

       

e 	,A 
	1.1.4.41itfrizpics  
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- Signatur Date 

To: City Council Member and Mayor. Hanneman 

Rom: 	5a  
Print name 

• RE: Mass Transit 

\Ae uts Mictsc 

611"11V 

• To: City Council Member ,  and Mayor Hanneman 

From 	  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

0.,, 	 .,4 	You,  51-Nould  4-0  

ict 
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-4 
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iriuc 	rf)A. CI- At of 

r—ct 	 t_u 	64 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Han eman 

From: 
 

 

 

RE. Mass Transit 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	 c 

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

tAi v- L€; 	It-, 

	

IA-f-e A ".../34 	6 

tekAeLID  

5 	pvt,  

. - .-rt D 

Signature  Date 
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and Mayor Efanneman To: City Council Member 

Date 'Sicn;ature .  

Signiture 	 Date 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

K.,) 
From:  Poger 	-7-7c-hi 

Print name 

RE: •Mass Transit 

fr4-  41161A;) 	4417 4-jo. 	5 A 	 3 (A/e) leAK'Kei  44 4.50 1,1 (.113.411 

4.4 i  UM of 4 or 	qw!. rc.tie 
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Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

ED Inn f\3s ri"ts — IT s 
• 6tfl 

r-Ecki  

6-iocrA  

Fro  r.  



• To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

Signatu 	 Date 

RE: Mass Transit 

,Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  SIn.,A&Ir e-DAA„, R. c.  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

atite44. 	 ;401e,..." Ler 4.4 	C.0444 

AR00069492 



4002.0 -06  
Date gnatnre 

Council Me ber and Mayor Ha neman 

tname 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hannenian 

From: 	'311-1. 111. 4,  Cid/La-74  
Print ;lame 
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Bring RAIL to UHM 
Give us your input by taking 
a short online survey at 
WWW.sustainable.uhlawaiLedu 
by Monday, December 4, 2006. 
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Dear Mayor Hatm.emann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  A.41 dk OA/ 17\ kott,13 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mano1/4  a in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UK I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
1\45noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include OUT 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 
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RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: .Ir'ICON Wart 
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RE: Mass Transit 
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RE: Mass Transit 
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To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	  
Print name 
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RE: Mass Transit 

fretfrJ46-e- 	reili•Ld I  

çL-4 Ft 	C(5- 	---4 	D6L-c412-- 3-0  

 

A4e, 2.2./  z, 
Date 

 

Signature 

 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 



RE: Mass Transit 

vo&-tz 

rAl  ovivt 	1 

N-1  

c‘r cA -cial-46  (3-1-N 141 	s.4-71/ f 7 es -t-At  

AR00069521 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 
Print name 

Signature 	 Date 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 

  

   

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 



To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	_be 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

/I  0 	e-e—  1/teGt 	 jr4  
s 	 r  74L  

r_ 	aL - 	 c> L.4 r- i&d r s‘  

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

— From: 5rE  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

AR00069522 



LI 

erf. tm...toco 	 , 	11.1;P  

1-4ey, 

ri1/4.0„44A, 	 cc,„..,je  e ce_ 	 404. Cr."." AI/ _SolhAre.t 
14-e--%Ort 4 	 f'St. 4,-Cceck. 

211.1c%rznoc.  
ignature 	 Date 

4.t'a•--1=-Ar..es 0 ,6  

AR00069523 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	 1 1Z,1_,R.,,y.  

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

et 
	

U 
	

to 	 it  

 
 

  

 

azi-e0,*  

  

 

  

Signature Date 

  

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  70.4-vock  

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

i1fl r- - cc,int_uinied 	c;‘, Ynct's 	 sy ie"t  



/VI 	 ih,-,vicr ,74.2 	6-4 fit4-noint,„ 

e 	vet., 

Date 	I  Signktittle 

_  

Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

v\t,1„,y45 die& 

\Alt\ or\ ...pjfa zkoija-c. 

v "-  
Date Signature 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 1:\. 1.--\ 	\A\\A 

AR00069524 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: U(51-N r 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

,5\-(1,-e- 	 ci 	4-0 	.5 Fi 	LA, 



To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: -Zete-- keZe-77 
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

Dr )16,-\ r IA arta ou 	.apj 4,120/ 44 Cii1 y Cobf,1C41/ keg44 hOrCi 
-ee_A•pine,Cts; 1..• <444424,4 ot4 U I-1 	 4t4/  res‘ I .1""  0141-1 ePtC1  

• — 04 	
L'

I 
I-1- toil( 

• 
Ed-4.k t/otkxrc ii  

41.41.1; 11/01- odkkr 
44 

SpERA'y) 

Sig1ature Date 

c,4 	
,5 qct,e,40) 

poi V44 r(6.1-:;crtiot 	choofier 

d wat 
tiow obit,  itait 

iAL2,iLmtscg r 

To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From:  Atissil \Akan rtalo-e.  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

n 	re-'e with the cts6 -1-rcinsfo- ro'ase. 
e: 	

I 111 
YD 	 on' otit 

'17(1 o 	e ommu 	vvy-D 

	

TrI.E. pla-N rat to ca.L.14-1 0-E.  liqwcf ri 	c SD etyn t. 	ise..!  
I -th ,f) 	a toet-f0- 	o Luri-fan uvilDkA Vat ,}J24  

illi" 61 CA'r 01,5-e rtqA4 -e .5 & rl 'tin -2- 6 vus .&--)1,s4.e m a n a als t:, 
viori cl-e 	 t 1 	c. 	r 	-ek Lc. 	le&L.s 

in s-A-cztA vi i-cn e-4 r Ca YZ e-IM 

AR00069525 



Dear Mayor liannerriatin and the Honolulu City Council: 

trougg1Y.1..„urte:YoUtoinelndeig-IL 

I.44-tb.aintyti4r.plai.i.lihr 0.-.;:th:A§$- tratf*;Vgtetri.:: 	:§ttidOti:4V:Ullil.:700110VOthat, 

,.,.: 	. 	.,.._..... 	. 	. 	.. 	.. 	„......:,.,,... 	....,:...:.. 	......:..,.:: 	,.....:...„ 	:.... 	.....„ 	... 	.. 	..,..:, 	...„: 	..:.,..„....„....:„ 	...,...,......:.......... 	,..:.....:.... 

.. ,:....7trafAC.:.'xiedilo.lion!'17, ',..OUld;be..gleatlyi ....COnipronfis.ed.T.ifthe :System,..w4:0.,.0.0:6$•*ded7t .O. .. 

:MaliC18. :.:S;-4detit$',,w7k1::itiOpip:te t:.ty.gsb -any-tralx8i.t.,:015.0.01ithattp#ot.f6:k .6 ein.  

- 	-..-.::••,.,-. 	• 	:... 	.....••• 	-.....: 	•,.:...:•. 	• 	• ..........-_, 	, 	•••• 	...,••••• 	i 	•:••:•..: 	...z. 	,..:. 	:„. 	,•::. 	:•,,,..:•••-:••• 	• 	...„.. 	.:::•:... i.. 	••••,,,-.... 	.... 	:.:,.:•••:.,...,: 	- 	. 	... 	.... 

•••c.lir.PCtly'::to ..adh0.oL::antl -*ill::Cli.Oese ,•iiaSte4•to'Ontinue.:r:dr-i* -ing..tto:.:•4a.,SS:;:.,T:..Ndt•on1:y 

WilMS'.::affeettetiffid .,l5itiyolandw::•:patYie:oik .:00.:,::• .eajn,p14 . Italso• 

••,..:.•:.• ., . 	.. 	..... 	. 	., 	,..: 	: 	... 	. 	. 	......... 	. 	. 	. 	.. 	. 	.., 	.. 	....... 	. 	.. 	,,:.-ati.. 

.,:liedu:. --on 	rniinbr ovtaigihat4oMP:*isdaillS•jiniSei..a0e'.:•$#i: g•-p.p ...Q, n. mnst. 

...ijrtir s* distance from campus, forcing them toTetiiiii..t.O .;:thelf ,caTo:,'after••41.0147.7Witeno .... 	..:. 	..... 	. 	,..., 	...,.. 	. 	, 	.. 	. 

Presenting commuter alternatives  -is very ; mip:Ortantto- 0 'egtire ,; nlve;rs1 
• , ,. 	„ 	.• : .. - 	.. 	.: 	: 

.atvarl:;:at:';:Miftrida: .;cornrautu an sq.,:i  respectfully urge  yot1404j.fa ciiiii$ 
. 	.„ 	, 	.. „..,.:.:, : 	_. 	-:: 	: 	' 	- 

x pas m -wow  plans, and request the system be :approvect'soriner, rather-than later 

	

. 	,. 	. 	: 	. 	. 	:,.,. 	„.. 	..„ 	_ 	 .  

Sin el 

Name s. gna 

Dear:IMayorl:.flitnle 

• ••••. 	• 	- • •••,.. 	-• •• 	• 	• 	• 

 

wad the 1 . T4cTtYC01mc 

 

 

	
-,OU1Y to.Jin4.10 

	

. 	. 
-..Mnoa in your plan. foralnasstransit.sysera. 	 UH,I believe Wit  

affit,..e4Ucti.Con,WOUldbe,greatlygoAtproir.xasedif e system: 	 extçnded to en e 

Mnoa Students will hesitate to use any iransit option"tliat cannot talce them 

7rP4tbi,:.• :7.46  school, and will 	 :choose instead :  to continue inving to ss Not only 

parking on campus  

. 	 ..••: • 	,.• 	• 	.„.•• 	, 	

S 	 • 	 • 	 '• 	 .•:•-• 

imperative 	often :must 

reducing .... H ... • . 	
. 	•• 	•••: 	• •• 

::1104;•:A.,-±tii$tandar::frcira.:.:e4nip-o.s.: ::fotcing •thextftdettrrlito :their cars afte darkwkenit 

. 	_ 	,.....,... 	..... 	. 

.1s..not.always ::•safp:, • 

•Presenljng.:connngtetaltematrstes ,ls...•yery ...impOrtant.tOte -..en &Univers 

	

Hawai 
_. • : 	

. 	 • 	 . 
yoa19:-,.1.0,14deb 

	

. 	. 	...:.. 	• 	....: 	„... 	
. 

	

. 	. 	. 	. 	 . 	 . 	. 	 , 

camp* in•-•your.plans,:•.atid.:TeveStthe.sySteM.be .a,ppioved:Sconetrathet -than-14#::: 

• • 	• 	• 	• 	• 	• 	• 	'•••••::••••,,-- 	• 	• 	• 	• 	• 	• 	• 	• 

S cerely, 

s not always safe 

 

 

 

IJ •/. 

Date 

 

7  UT SI 

-G61 

 

 

 

 

	 (signatur 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

4 



5t(2  Sincerely 

Sincere 

Dear Mayor Ha.nnemann and 
. 	. 

Honolulu City Council: 

.  IF 	 , strongly urge you to m Ir a 
 _ 	. 

iVranoa in your an for a mass transitsystem. s a student-at UH--  , I be]i jç e - 
a--Ific reduction woul e greatly compromise,.difthe system were notextended to rtr 	 

Manoa Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 

directly to school, _and will-chooseinstead to continue dri.ving -to_clas-. 
. 	 , 

t only 

' this affect traffic but as you. know parking on our_cornpusris o c will 
 ucing the number of cars that come m daily is imperative.; Stud 	must  

4 park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after  r  :-Nsr ex-sit 

is not always safe. 

.::P•• .r•• ese.• g,co• mmuter ,:.alternatiVesiS ,VeTipp. orta• ntto:X eentire:11n..ytrsity of --. ._.:•• 
..-..11aWeii4t-n-100:4.:- . 01:tantp.4,:y;,4o4:, 001::-:reSppbtfillyi...X.iTge,yotti:Wntiude _our, -_ 

• 	•••••-- 	..• 	 . 
.campusin:yourplaris ,IndrreqUeSt, e::i.systein:beppre704'.-SOpner7rather than latur. 

. 	• 	. 	• 	.• 	.•:••• 	••• 	--••• 	•,....• 	• 	.•• 	. 	• 

am s griatur 	 Date 

ar:N14:-.97,...Tiamemifint;aa 

 

:4•  

 

,.strongly urg-e you to include -Lill- 

 

Nranoap your :plan -for a mass transtsystent -As a-studentat 	elleve that 

-44-.56 Tpdiitt,:ibit .*thild'Iii .  greatlY:conaprOtnisedif the:systein.*premot tendedto 

11:7dritia. :. Students.. ..Wi.li hesitate to use any transit: option that 	 them  
_ 	..: _ 

directly to school - Will .chocise instead to continue 	n o =class .-.. . 	,.. 	., 	. 	. 	_ 	.. 	. 
. will thiS affedt -striffiC„:.butraSyotit' ow .  parking tili?Cilir ---campUs is also. ac 	-111i 

.,..  
reducing the numper:A)f cars that come in y is: 	 TirperStudents: en nist 

., 	, 	.: 
ark _a distal-ace- from campus owing them to -rettrn to their cars .after da±k when it 

is not always safe 

:Presenting :coninanter'..alternativeS:a.S.*.eryinaportatittOlthe entire: id. 	f 

....•respectfully urge ..:.... 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner -rathertbairlater 

aine. signatu 6 Date 

AR00069527 



•Dear Mayor Harmemann arid the Honolulu City Council: 

• 
I . , 

.1\1finbairryOtir:431Eilifor::amaSs tranSit ::sYsteM,•:Asa:.Studetit*t:14.1;:lb.611eVeihat: 
........ 	„... 	.• 	........•.. 	...•........•.......... 	•::.. 	...•• 	• 	. 	•:• 	• 	.:..• 

Arafao reduction would be...gredtly::oompromigedif thes,,syste were not extended to 
. 	•.... 	. 	. 	••••... 	. 	• 	..... 	. 	, 	...• 

..::MitioaPStudent*ilthesitate• to use any 'transit option -,0aat, ,cannOt:•.takeitie 

diTectly to school, and will choose. 	• • 	•••:. • • 	• • • 	:•:•... •••••• • 	•••• • •.:. • 	• •• 	• .• 	instead•••:••••••• • • 	...•• • •• • • . • • • • 	• • 	(:,.:.•••• • 	- Not only  

will this affect traffic, but as 	 lacking, 
•you know :•••.:. • 	• ••.: •::••• 	...........••• •• •• • • 	...••••• 	•.•:•• 	 • also . 

:tedituingjlientutiber:OftqT.that. ,.Conieiti..--daily.:isimp erative, •Sti,14Pgt.$ .øften must  

• ::parlei:a.•:::diStanoe ,froni:Oanifing,._:foteing.'.therctro::: .teturni6: .theitto.rs , 	 emsa• 
. 	 . 	•••..:... 	• 	••• 	••.• 	••• 

: .::.1$.11-ot.:.-0,17i#4y.k.,•itife .;... • 

:pte..s.64A$i" commuter :arc•rnativeS. is very important to the entire UmVeT 

Hawaii Ett,M740•04,;09.1.1-nn: 	 YsAklq:41•41:.
ra ther .

.,  
, 

campus 	.17' 	5 
 and request the system be approved sooner 

Sincerely, 

anater 

gnatur 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann arid, the Honolulu 
.5 

'\ 	you. to 	, 

Malip.4..:44: ::y04r91*.pr.:.4,1-460§-::.#04§f.. ,-sysopl.:A§..:,4:: .:s*-4i-.4: 41:i. 	e 17: at 

:•traffieredUrtiOn' i•*Jatild.':Iie .:::: igt.. :eatly'compromised if the system were not extended.to.:•• 

Manoa. 	ot 	them 

:....directlY.:::I .O.:.sli.b.: ..: ,:ttiict:W.M ..ai:066&i.iist6016...: :.ablititiii6 driving.:.:ttYldIaSk...i-,Not OW 

. will this affectit 	 parking 	g:::10..: .;40•1: . rind 

....#44.04..:.t..ii6:...Aurilli.o.. -0 76:0± . i.li:O.t :b. enti6:::*4iibt:•.#.:*Rz..44.thte....: -.Stiden.  ts often 11111S _. 

:.park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars a fter darl -,-.When.4:. 

...,:iS-nots•ai*-ayS .. : Safe.:. . 	:. ..:: „........:.,...., .: always 	. 

Presenting .  commuter alternatives is very important to the entire 

- Hawa.t at Aildnob: community, and So I respectfully urgeyou to include our_ 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
. 	_ 

SinCere 

• 

•

• "i\iame (signature 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

ate 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council 

. 	, trong1y urge .:..... 
... M• atoam -yOU:pl. an ,f6fa: • ..•raa#atSitisysteM.,As :a7s$404:at .  

UEI he• .ye that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not 

:............. 
d-AO. 

..Mnoi..:. .StUdeititS ..*.ill.::liesitate:tOstae:.anYtranSit•Optio*thatUannOtt 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue dnvng to olass Notoxily 
will thi c  affect traffi  c but as you know parking on our campus is a1so 

• .. 	 . 	..:.• 	......: 
..• 

...edneingtheninnber...Of cars that-come in daily is imperative Sta dentip 
..paikt ,..a,:diStanCe-.ift.OM ,::CaMpUsforeing.then4 ,,to..retOrn.t•theit:Cars after 	 m-kben 
is not 	

„. 
•• .•always•.:safe .• 

, 
Presenting commutet ,aTterhativesiTety important to the ercti.r-e..:. :::.-Ijniycrsity of 
Hawar i at Manoa community , 	 s-O-Itespeetfulbi...-urgeyou,.:,k.O.ifweloppw 
canlpu8.-171-'37Our p1ar,  and request the system be approvexl sooner ratheith 4411  later 

Sincerely,. 

Dear MayorHannemanii -and- e TibnOliat City • C.Ounc _ 	 _ 

.,  

.: 	. 	, 	:. .
V

.. 	
.... . .... ..... . .!."!m._..u.rg4: icit 	nth4eiVi 

oa'm,yourplanEf6rmos!pnsksystemiAslg ,sudentat Lik:T  eliev&  , ilia • •  
:•.traffi_Oleatidlii**O.n14..::be::•:$teailY,-..Cainprisieskif,:.*;:;03,*01.'rerq.:Ro •-•e 	d to:_-: 

oai.::!.Stndeht.*Ti.II.40sitate..tO.::in*„ani.#.0rOit Opt:0i that :OaititOt take the 

.:iiii.detbi...,:tO:!'!1§ch461:;•:::and . ,*..41:',..OhroOe..i#Otea.44.0 .,:i.00 iinUe drivrngV: 	 -08g Nbt only 

affect 	as .. so Tkng, and  

::.:..tednCinio.ti6rtitiiiiberz..:.f.:,0#.:-:tb4k:Aoni.e..i#::i:.0.aily:::.4isii#er4i.y.';::,•:::: :5..aren. ',- 	tis• , 
•:10.t. •:•:acdistanCeibin :.campus, fOrding.::::,ffieru..toi.otei*.**eir_ _cars'a .ti- dark when pn 1 

•,:. 	_„,..„. 	......... 	.. 	-:... is.i..,•., 	_ 
ig:not.: ,:alViTay0:..!.afe 

: Presenting cohui±iuter.alternativesis veryimportant to the -en 	veratt  
N• Hawai i•at.145..noa-community, and so :I respectfully urge you to -include-Titr,  

campus in your plans, -  and request the -system be approved sooner ratherThai . 	. 	. 	_ 
- 

later. 

incet71 

Nine (signatur 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

•Date 

AR00069529 



'...:I.).ear...:MaYof .:1-Taiinp.nliann.:.and.. e.:110nO101 -6••: .city:cop:-.011- 

..f.-..,..1....' 	.,.:,strougl: large•you .,to:,:ineltidetTli.-: 
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Presenting - commuter • a ternatiltesig. -?s-,Tery important fty,,the ,entite Universiçy of 

	

Rawai'i at 	
• • 

.Manoa community,and:AoIrespe. ctf.aly urge you to include our : 
campus in your plans, antirequeit.11ie system be app-Toyed..-..sponer rathetit40.a later.  

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 	 Date 

Deal' Mayor-11=nm= and the Honotti C Conn61: 

evou to i-nclude 

anowin your plan for amass trrnsit system. As a studeiu at.1. ..1 1?, liev# at 

traffic reduction would b greatly 
14i 	:1:§±-dae.A3i 	 :!: tr 	o*wv .5it• 	(ca,ppp 	••• 	 . 	 _  take tiiem 
directly to school , 	 17.41:k01100$.01::ji0.440E,7.t .O.:jopataa10. ,,:sdtivia to .class .  

	

o• our campus 	lacking, an 
,• , 	_ 	• • ••• 

	

rediiag th ni.rmber ofc • • .S.•::tliat'E .CO.iiel'..ini:daily::. .g.:iiziperati - &;;8 	itt$,.oft.en must 

park a distance from campus, forcing tai:1: :.TAT.paga:....tOtti6iida.r§ after'±idailiVlien.It: 
safe .is not always  

P•71$0.,11:0;k:c0.nlmtite.ralternanyesi.ss:vel ..y..::nnpottontlo 
pii:hp-oj 	 respectfully urge you to include our  

campus inypaTf. plans, and. request the system be  approvedbone rather hoti  later ::: 	: 	: 	: 

elv, 

ate. 
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Dear Mayor HaThaCTTIMM and the Honolulu Cry Council: 

Ure, 	
believe that istronglientuaetuFLY71-1- 	d d to  

du,tiori‘ 1:7:1)91-1J-774:  

for 	
, 	t a  rnas 	 d 

	

" ystem 	
_ --texten a,la.:Your 	

• 	 -bitthat4_c 
an 	and  

the 	

to 1,aocitkei:1,g-m,-ust 

_-s--!'.A...ret dart Nvhela 
it  TT4,71 	

gthet 	to 
bet 	, sAit, 	: 	,:their. cars 

-Presen g -conumittr altematives-is 	Iltp.6rt4#4.04.h&-',  

awai a anoa 'community, and 	 urge 	_ 

eamjins 	our p s,;.:and:::rei*eatie:A3..:TO,0#1 .*:!approved 
	ner 	than later. 

incerely 

• 

directlytb=sc 
will s;affectit 
re nogg 
park  campus,_ 

Date 

d Th Elono1ulu:ityCouncil: 

r-e'vorytojnb 

anoa: vokr. 	4,,.;,Pra1114.9s 	
student 	I be 

xaffio  

 $ 

Mänoa 	 tg?A, 	• 
ooseinsteaLvi•-• 	

tjon: that canno,' 
.e system --wer' 

yin ts:§C -as 

traffic, but as 1..); parking ca puslGI  
ve-, Suj 
eircars a Or 

e 
will 	 sHaffect 
educing- ez InnbX 
ar _a distance -from - campus, forcing them.  to return -to - 	_ 

snot always safe  

ears::  oitte 1/1 

at 
AT, d to 

a? 
	and 
enL  

en it 

, Presentmg,c nnn,ter - aitetnatiyea4s:te7ylpp,O#arttbilie:entire. ,Ln_ .ceT„s,. i:  Of 
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campus in :.yo*::1S1ns7;:and:'tei.gos.tii.-.*: ,aystegt.' ..: .  approlred:::soOnerra & 	later 
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	 Date 
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0ietiiitj:11OirJzars after.. dark 

 

• v- iier

,,,,  

it  
is not 	safe. 
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Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to - -thei.entire'Vnivers o-

algal 	comniunity • and so I respectfully urge. . -you to  
campus in your plans, and request th6.sYsff:ila.13:a -opproird0 .fiObner rather than later 

Sincerely, 

	

Tame(isiiature) 	 Date  

ear _Mayor liannernann and the Honolult Ci 

	  strongly urge yOu to7 	3,3, 
,a±k0 -*your: pl.W1:10f.a. : .mass -. anS.4.!:,.systeim : ::-As-rai:Stilicicntp.t • 	believe ••••,.. ....: „.4.,..„. ,.....„..,_ 	...._ ...-:..::•,._ ...:,........„.„:„..::::.:...,...„.....,.........:.::::..,: 	• 	. 
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oth  
will 	affect traffic, but as you know . parking 'bi:6ii oaa 34asal a-lacking.  
reducing . 	•Mmier. 61rcars"iat  One

.
it;daily:i tuprati St dents often must 

p  t .a,  0.4tbd,fthtrpapvus; .forcngt6i.fox6tgt
.
16 their 	after 	*h6ta

.,
t 

is not 	Sale: 	
: 	

..: 
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.....„,..,..::.:•.... 

Presenting commilteil:alternati*eSils:::1:ery,T79Ortant tothe ,entirei University • - •:•. • . ._ ._ 	.-_,.„...___, 	. . 
H:aWat:::Isat:M -thOardoiiinaunity, and::sOii ,reSpeetNI1 :urge.: you :to:InCiliicle our    ,. 	: 	. 	.: 	...„: 	: 	_.  	, 	... 	.... 	: 	,.. 
cat

.
pusi

..:
n.:yOn

..
plan

. 
, and  request the system be approved sooner rather than later 

Sincerely, 

ame (Signa 
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traffic Teductoll 
.ilaC;a. TIC1401: 

dITectYt0 - so 

-1331s -'a  
ti.cmg 

ou,0,1AcIade  
fbei eve -that 

p,14:31
.01 erKie,13dia:it0 

to 
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sra§, als-6 
dents ft raust 

dalk -when 

strU 	IA 

T1 	 comPt0 be greatY 

comelA 

is _not alw a 
el-natives:is very -1114P0  

.an so respec llyur 
-rtV syst be apple,  001aer 

Date 

atar 

7.t1cA 

t;91.11 

seatina Trimoutceorstunalt _ 

934.S 	
d ci-trst -6ae sy 

a-wal at 	 TO 	_ _ 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honoltilu City Council: 

, 	,.....4  

-Mama in your  plan  4- tha-

traffic redunti 
	for 

a 
 mass transit  	str°1161  

_Man-  s oa..stti-d-°317011.1d b e  greatly. te t  o 

use 

  -  7 _ 

any 

4ysIte7. As a . studentu i nv  - - 
- urge 
a 

that 

g, 

 cannot 

e   y
ou  

believe
1.  include o

them 

d e 	. . 

wdir
il
el?:thitbrilt:affo "gethetnotrt,osaffill:vi'anlicd:h:bwenspitit:e vonos,_.ecin--"lstpeProidini-:tocecontinf  u:: - A-fi-  ,,-;,-,---a' 12111 1   	- - u°a to- 

.1. - the  system 
...,; ....  

Fi..rii-t opti_ f., 
	were -uot--exteuz....:J 

prear_dkuo: in. griii-tlii_t4eil-nceumirber: of cars that  -lic7mow .13rki-n
: 	

_ __ ,.._,g t class 
, on our„campus; 	o '61 s:.-. 

s tot i-i  . -. 	
 - Pm campus forcing 

irl;dRily is  .. 	
-is-  also 

• wg.yi safe 	
orcipg -them- - - - . 

imperative -.§ 	-- 	
=3: 

. 
	to return 	-,.,„. -_ - 	en. 	

i. 

40 Lae- - 	ir -cars after darlç'when it -....,,..:::-...,,...: :. 

Presentiii icornrauter - alternatives is Verynnportant to -ibe:eurire"T:Triiversity of 

. V40a,copmun- ity, and. .s0.1-reSpe. drful _ .urge -,y_ ou t0 include our • 
campus in 	plans and request the sypterube approved -sooner-rather than  later 

ame: (signature) 	 _Date 

ear Mayot-Hantemaim 	H121-141-1111  OrY 

utadn elude 13H- 
• ••• 	 • 	

" •-•••.. 
• -t.,:t-vs-tena. aur 	

tly 	
t.0 at 

/at 

 'rive -SP-1 
but at  you   

imperative 
affect " campus is 
 

their  cars after 
: 	• 	orn.cam. . 	

f,c1. 

• - ar dthkw 

• btrAl 4. " 

TreSentu.  g•,:P0iniitater•-alternatiYes::is:-v:ry:Inkpottant •tait140,614=:,,Lituver4 

Bawal i. at 	 :a.-dOifatai":" Wiy,  , 	 so i respectfully urge you to include our , 
campus in-your 	:atid :t*.:TUst::tile.-:systbniltip::apptaVed:SOaner: rath -ettli  all  late 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

e 	ature) 

 

 
 

Date 

 

 

 
 

 
 

. di 
oa,Students 

- school, 	
'• 11c-tow:Par 

	divmg 

ilithis 

Oaarf: 
„fluid be grea 	

transi;9P 
tiaffic red= -on -- ith

esitate  to use any 	ontann' e, 

ongly urge y, 
s student 

ig 	 a 
canna tak 

to ,alaStt .  
also 
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Dear Mayor HalDiana= and the Honolulu City Caunc 

stron urge yam. oln 

_ 	 . 

anoa m.YOUr plan. for a mass transit system s A student at 	0*..e: 

: 	- 	. 	.., 	. 	._ 	_ 	. 	. 	- 	. 	. 	. 

traffic s:ednotioowauld-ti_e igreatly.-.boinproitaise 
. 	... , . :.._ 	 e sipstena,7yerefi ,  eexidêdto 

Märioa Studert.tsivilllhesitate-10 ,-,Useanytrabsit : -0p n that:ck-niottake - em 

.. 	: . 	, 	.. 	...,....,:. 	. 	_ 	, 

directl to schoci1, and will cbooseiiñstead to,conmgo, Atmg to  -ClaSS, Not mil 
4: 

iPresenting commuteralternativesIS very important to the'en ei_jniversit3 ,  o 

avvai I at Mätoa ,dommuni 	.Tespec 	ge'you to in&lude out 

campus 111 your plitS,.andteques 	sySteth be:appro-v sOoire'rliratiter t4ki later 

Sincerely, -  

arne - (si gn'ai4e: , . 

ect trafik , but asyoul.e.riow pn:opus 

TeduOng-:;thelitatli.er o tars -that:...come-an: 	11:1  erattvo: , 

. 	 -
Stud 

ark -a tailce-rfrom- earnptS;forcmg ,therrt .t0 rettirli 	cars after dark when it 

notahiray 	e:, 

te 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the
Council: 

	

,er or 
	ctrngly urgp;iyou 	..1,4,c1ude-,  

	

an a in -yolitTlan -fora'mas ..0.4iis: ,.- itsystem As a'student-aUeTthat

trafüc reduction wothd be greatlycompromisede 	_-w_.e: re iittextended  

u, ta- :., 	
ep: w.  ,hestaTOlse.  1, Aanp

..,,
.
,,  
option thaf zcannot t e them 

directly o school, and wi11chooseq4Stead to continue d ttoclass. Not 011iy 

this - affect 4aff)c; but agyokiiow parking on- our iisal so lacidua and 

ed.4014 ,  the -number- ecar§:. -t1.4at-come in daily Is 1.m.  - er vStudents p, npt 

park 
 forme theiiito.:taw-la fo their cars-: after dark viiien it 

. .is not ways s e 

Pj-esenftng commuter alternatives is very..mvortani to the eutre13mvers it  

Hawaii at Mnoa commirntty, 	 :.:so II respect±ully Luger.yo -AiVe.,..1.004110,1:tr 

d4O.P. 	

.sooup.r.r:Ta :er: .thatOate. 

	

„ 	. 

Sincerely, 

1:frI Date 

Na.rne signature 
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Dear Mayor Hann  emann d the Honolulu City Council: 

• 
.....ttorcerUrg 

•Mtiba in your 13.1ali fora mass trnsil..Systeni:•As: ,a- tudentat-U.ELlIbeelittAzelha 

traffic reduction would be•... 	•• •• 	...• •• 	greatly....:•••". 	•:•• ••• 	•• 
compromised• :. ••• •• system••••-• 	•• ••• • • • •••• •-•-••-••-• 	extended••  • • 	• 

Mnoa. Students will hesitate to use ay ansit option that caiwot take them 

direct'y to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not Dilly 

ill this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is 	o lacking, and 

reducing the 	of 
 

. 	•• 	•.... 	,• - •_••• 	.• 	•• 	 • 	- ,..• 	 • 	:••••• 	- 

.-. :park.a...:distaace: fromcanapu,s;,':forcing:•thenlAatetum -to.-theircars'arter ,,dark,wherLit 

iS not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 

Hawai'i at Mãiaoa community, anc so I respectfully urge you to

. 	 ..r. 
• -•-•::. 	• 	• 	• 

 include our.• 

campus in your Olaf]  ;••,:and'rectnpst..: .:t.be 5y§%iii,1*.:4pitito*01:00 	40,  .6t.:104.14an lator.  . 	_ 

S ce 

Name gnatUr. 
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 - : --:'• ---- 	I 	' - • 8.-ian.' v  

-.*iii this...-'....r.r.. • - : ---.. 	:.- • ithat. 	: 	tri.6 in ,<IRI. )1-  ls."-P.7T- 	-- 
, _,... ....r. cars. : • conic .redliciug.,tke.-PM3_-4. it.. .;: - -.., •• -.foidiili them -.63 :.return. :.to  - 111-6  

-ai_ - 	- safe. is not always 
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Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council'. 
I 

	  tronoiv urge yOntolncl 
Mia-noa in your plan  for a mass transit system. As -a student atUH , I beh 7e tWat  
traf6.6 reduction would be greatly .compromised if the system were noteath6lided to 
Mano a. Students will hesitate to use any transit option.that. 

cannot  directly to school, and will choose instead ttroomiTtue:dri'  . 	ap.  
will-thi  Affect traffic; but as you know parking 	,p s: 	an 42.% 
reducing the number of ears that corne:'1)---dailyt' c)snrrn..°  e'reati ' 	p Aa 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to returnPto vu.  cars after 	-w engt 
is not always safe:. 

Presen.,tin.: ,g commuterAternatiyes is very important to eentre 	versity,  
awal 12 at Mnoa community , and so 1 respectfuily urge .-youto_;iriclude our 

campus myour plans; amtrequest;the:,:systein be approved sooner aert1i1ater. 

 

 
 

ame signattir 

 

.Date 

Dear Mayor Hattnemann.and th citibitililaCi . 	• 	... 	.• Colman: 

	  :.s*•rong1yu..rge you to  

trmislf  reductiontraffic  

frtTi.:17c.rs  vs-oe zark:nieunttit

thern 

will -this affect traffic, but as you know parlcrng on
dcetipctil 	 11:11:::911(;e:;:, th."-4vt;nc-a3341';' 'T6' 	s8".-  

	

would
- ' . :46  (Tt 	

evo 

Mänoa Students 	
• 

r: 

park adistance from campus, fpremo. ,  
-c1/1' 	a 

is not always safe 

'Presenting- con:mil-ter alteTna:4 -vesis:ve -ma ortant to .: th_e sentir_ 	Versi of 
• Mnoa community, and,'So-I.: espectfully Urge ..youtO:inchl.de=our..  

campus in your plans, and request the .system be approved.soonertather than 1atr 

mce.rely, 

e (signature) 	 Date 
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Dear Maycir.: , 14nh.pixOnn.  ::::and.:111:6:::,11thiiii .  u City ::::C.Iiiiitc. 
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teduciishe:nntbei -Of:e#$:hat.000.i4 ,00jy,1§

.
igtpratp6:  Stu&mts-  ?ai.1Ti2 R  

park*
.
distnde:fron:ant0 .1breint. emlotetirnnd their zars aftcr: 	when -

- 

1 .. 
is Jacits'always:;..afe- 

Presenting 0004#0,te. alternatives is very important to the entire Univ ersity  
Hawaii at Nr41.4.*:0:cipniO.T*y;:. and so I 
campus in your plans, arid request the system kO.  approved sooner rathei th8n1atr 

	

 	- 
•Sincer 
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:Date: 
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Dear Mayor Hamm:limn -and -the -Honolulu C Come 

V 	 ,,;:s0orgirur eyo 4o-include 
, 	.. 	,..,,-.:, 	,. 

14.-ahOa:irc:y.Ont plan :pcir,4i:thlagstItarisit.s .Yite#L,Ag:,a:::!ittide)i, '.,at: 	elievit" 
,. 	, , 	:       

: traf,fi,,,, Ted,.u..„c.,t,i.On.,„-wo. 	eati7leom ortsed if the system were Ii 

. „:. 
1"MatiOk,:$filOifts*Iittcest-tateto.340.:apy-trah$it.:option th oann'i  oi: 

;, - - 	= 	--, 	- 	-  
dir:ettly:10:::s .  ad 	u choose irt§tda Iiicin tie: 	o 4 

, 	 : 	:  
will this affecttraffic, .bu as you knowparking..-ot.topr ?,,z 	vs 	s .:i.. 	. 	,. 	j ,  

.-eduquw the..--er::;:o 	at:90410:4n‘,Ly ., A::::ipviOrictist p: ,* Studen 

park a  d,jcS.ta:n:c: .e from pgpua forcing heinlO”re4.11VV their Var$  afte :. 

ItS: .:tidt. -ralayStafe. 

Presenting commuter 
awafi at Manoa coromprii revec 	w:Te you to 

ampus  in your :plans , request -thoi-vstera be-;approve sobngt-- -t4 

tulautto 

Incerel 

ato 	giatur ) 	 Date 

Dear Ma 

alma-
iffic 

an for a mass ansit , ysfterra 

16:v:reatly :compro 
tic on-wo  
tudents will hesitate10-use_an" 

:system were not extended to 

.. Rrt-Optio*that cannot Lake iem 

ec y,to s o at 	oos 'siva 

will s affect waffle, but as you know par 

rethicmgthe number of cars That_come ..213 

park a 	Ca.from campus, forem 

is not ways -safe: 

Presenting commuter ternatives is very important to the entiretThiversity of 

IlaWe1 at Mnoa community, an di, :$.0.jiteOtot4iily.-?...3ii.ge.,:yqu'V:::11n..clude our 

tattpng.in your plans., :::-an. request the syst em be approved sooner rahr than 

o rettrit to 

on 
on. ,:our -cattpus is 

ris imperative  
imars 

Date 
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e sip:atm 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the-lionolu u City Comic 

anoairryour 

traffie,reduction :wou 

MLnoa Students will  

directlyto scool, and ,wilt,cliO 

will tIns ec 	c 	you 

reducing Tam et of  

parlCa distance-frbin campus 

is not always safe: 

esenting -commuter alternatives Veri/:nnportant to 

awat 1 at Mno ,•comminntyand  
• 

Afig.;:z:td.-1,equest,'system be -.app :wed 

cam 11-s_In yotr p1 

lneere 

amp iiätdr  • 

ayor 	mania!' 	Ficinolniu Cit 

oNot  

Aiwa. 	014r an_fP. r:.4 nass t 

traffic redueti6n - would-1j' .'e.  'gr'e" a' fIrr -9;9  

oa Students:Ni heSitate -toiiSe 

-weedy.  taI 00 an w choose 
, 

cvii] this eclp but as on..1aLowp 
- 	: 

.educing  the number of bars" that come 
- 	_ 

	a distance„rro _campus; omit 
. 	. 

s nt-.0Iways- safe 

esena 
	

_ 

awai 1 a 	noa'comPuni -and 
-so_T'res.pP

egii;i4lu;:-t7:1 

ampus  m yout plans, and request the system be approved  sooter -ra 

se instea 
ow par 

ome nvda 
orcing them to return to 

toccpn 
ngo ,our 

cars 

1.1161ildejjfi-  . 

lan..*Wa::rcias ,Arogjt systeni:TM5!:g?.. 1 tiid-0.11.pi.:At TJH Ththev1ha 

be greatly compromised 	ett.Stefnw.ero 
. 	• 	, 

.esitatei014i6.anyiransit OptoiMat arnaot •, 	•:•:,. 

ampusjs so' A” 
dents =often must:-_ _ 

er dark when it 

-Øiiglv ürgeyoi_Include IJH-

steni 	a student At DEC 1 	believe that " 

ronnsed if the:systentwerein 	tended to 

annoti _rtranstop 0  
ad to co 

mon outea - 
erative: StudenWa 

to the ir cars -;a: 	enat 

rivers 	f 

Includ4 our 



Dear Mayor liannema.nn and the Honolulu City. Council 

-y-r 	4 rq 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 

M-anoa in your plan for a mass transit system As a student at MI, I believe that 
. traffic reduction Would be greatly compromised if the systemWere.not. extent:let:1 to 

Mtitiba. Students Will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 

directly to school-, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 

will this pffect traffic, but as you know parking. on OUT CaTtl_pUSis r:also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperatiVe. Students often must 
- 	. 	. 	_ 	. 	- 

ark - a distance-from campus, 	them to return to their cars afte r dark when it _ 
is not always safe 

Presenting _commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University " 
Hawa.i at Man" oa Conlin—  unity, and so fte4;ect-fiiliY--dricreC:yonu toiriclud -4pfour 

campus in yourplans and request the system be approved sooner rather than later 

Since ely, 

-Ram signatur Date 

Mayo Narinernann and the'honolutu uity rninu 
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park a 	
tri46:tetlin'toheir'car 

is not always safe. 

Ftese tino-tornntter:AltenatiVes . is.veryitportaitIO the entare:thillet 

110XN 	 1xY4Y. 	:1ts16c4111y.itgo:y(* .to.imb#16
S
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Sincerely, 

Name (signature 

 

 

1 

D ate 
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a Mass transit sYstem- As stu--  dent.at believe 
_ 
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Dear Mayor Hannernann • and the -Honolulu City Coun cil  

	

.1-ito-f6te„ „me- .SVStitV 	, -.strongly urge -you,"o.:M.,,eln . 
M5noa in your plan for a. mass transit :system. -As a. student 	e eve. 
traffic 	Would be greatly compromised the system were no: en 	ol  . 	. 	. 	. 	: 	. 
114Idnoa; Students will hesitate to use any transit Option:that:cannot -I . 	. 	. 
-directlY7to -  school, and will ChooSeitistead -to - tontnuer•drivin . 	 . 
will thisi'ffedtteaf6.6_,  but. as you know parking 

n 	
: 	. 	

91 :,.0

:

.1.1- o.a_:.4PP,.-10 go 
 
-lakand  

redkng- heliinber of cars that 	n-daily-is-iMperanye s en 
park a -diStanaefrOM-camius; forcing 	retainto'heir cars 

	
o 	 

is not always safe - 

Presenting commuter alteuia.tives Is very•unportan .to the entire nivut 
Hawai i at Mnoa community, and soI respectftillY lame you to bac u 
campus in your plans, and request the system -  be approved sooner ra 	atey 

Sincerely 

-61(MOUT 

-Dear Mayor B nneniann and , e Honolulu CitY Cot= 

15.-J.<-1::i 	 strong laiv op ...,  
.i.A .(475.11. 	,3,44g..:  :9 	plan for a....,....1-p4,...-4v...p.  system 	 .Rt 

affic reduction would be greatlyycompromised if the's stemswere:314 xten w,f0_- .. 	, 	. 	,.......„ 	: ..: -ailp.*:.5±0.4641: 	heSifatetorl.tseany. Kis • option-that ..cannat :•.:...,. ,.. , 	,., _.  ... 	„.....„:„..,...„....„._„.„....„... 	 
elii„potlysIt.x.s.dhOo -  and will Chbost.iiistead,td,continue- ....._ 	.._,. .•:__._,„:,. 	 ,17-10.-Z: ass. /,,,.... 	- 	, ..,. ,.. 
..will#isi-affddTtr. 	4billi0.:5.r9.0. 1t0.01VIM.S.4•Wg'Ork:P7are4.0,43);W:1,5 $01 

s 	 _ rot alwayss e 

Presenting.connuater alt.erna ves :.very.:auportant -to fhe en 	iversitv of , 
at Manaa community, and so I_respectfully urge you to include our - 	- 	. 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved Sooner rather than later. 

e sigilfar 	 Date 

r 

:reducing :the riPitb Of ,cars that toltte.in- 	inaljP.ratiVe. Sta enttrO- :: 	. 	 s 	s 	. 
park -a diStander.fronitarbpuS forcing them to -return to their cars atr  

AR00069547 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

4 	 , strongly urge you tolnclude -UH- 
Mboa in your plan for ,/ ss transit system. As a student at UH, I believeat 

- traffic. -reduction would be greatly compromised if th,  e system were not extended to 
Manda.. Students 	hesitate to use any transit option that cannot t 

_ 	 - 
directly-to, school and will 'choose instead to continue driving to clas. Not , orly 
will this affect traffic, but as you know .parking -  on our :camp's.  s'ci.-a1P9-11-ac;ltnn7 and  
reducing thenumber of cars that come in daily -is imperative. Stu. ents-o en mu 
park ;_a stance from campus. forcing them to return to theircars after dark -Whe 
is not always safe.  _ 

Presenting ,commuter'alterriatiVesisz Very important tothe'entireVruversi o- , 	 „   
atIVIarioa,c6Mtriinaity, and so:T::1-0$pttfoIly:fl#gOSOltO.....::.i#114:40,0.1t. 
	 and request 	sySteMbeapproVed:sOoner;rathertaniater.:.: „ 	 „ 

.Sincere 

 

 
 

0 

 

 
 

 

'Nattit g-gOtat 

 
 

 

Dear Mayor Ham 

 

and the Honolulu 2CityCOUnC11. 

 

	  -sttoog137:11..k:g .yonsv.'ztti'- ' 
....... Mano.a:m your plan for amass transit sysini. As a student at U-i, I believe that 

. traffic  reduction ,37,71:c; bi_giOatlyi:otgiiptc)ipAped 
MLinOa. Students will hesitate to use any traisit 	 take theli]  

directly to school , 	 ot (inly  

'ifi this affect trafñc, but a s you know parking on our campus is also lacking,  

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 

park a thstan.ce from campus, forcing them to return to their cars et a irk  likittLAt 

is not always safe. 	 - 

7:. Presenting,.cOmniuteralternatiVes is very  

•Hawai'i at Mnoa community,... : ......... : ... respectfully urge . 

cainpus:inyotrpiotig,...:atid:requeatlhe.'Systernsbp::appri*e0 :. -sOOner 
• • 	•• 	• 	...... 	•.. 	• 	• 	••• 	...•....•„_:• ••••.. 	••...:. 	. 	•• 	• 	••„:„:„:• 	• 	.• 	•....•: 	• 	•....••• 	" 	later.• 

Sincerely,. 

Name (sip:tame) 
	 Date 

AR00069548 



Baiitiegta.110:444.thO:n6I-01*•.0 
• •i• 	•••• 	••• 	• 	••:•••• 	•••• 	• 	• 	• 	•-•• 

Depr Mayor  Co 

, 	 ...0,s, , - strongly : urge you Wine ud 
: :IVIanoa:M:5/ptir plan for _a•m4sS:•.:tranSkSySte..tn.,.,Asza, :.Studentat:151--L'T•heliev that 
: :traffic reduction 7%;biild ..:•be::kreatly: -:.0inpr6Ji.iSedif: the system were Tnot egended-til, 
Mantia:iiStadentS:*ill.hesitate !46::.,:use.:::any itransitOptif*that eannOt.t 	cm::: 
dirett1S/.40:, s6OOL:::,...6 .44*.ill.,•40.0o.p : 0-#00.,tIk:ECOn-li,t00:::]  

.:: this 	E 	. 	 " .. 	: 	..: 
	

,
vi.161

:.
0,'0

, 
 aRS

:

.

::  
. 

Wil 	affobt :tiaffio;:bit§ .104know p4*ilg: 0*0# , prpp ,449 
..:Tddliblithe;::::iilltiki -et Of cars that '.. 01*.::itc:.,-0.04ii.:0:-:ijiitotpay*:::tuOTI,vi,cftinust_ 
ti4ik:*.ai.:s.to iq : foorci ,: 0.7:1:1711.:S; :: forcing,thsrnito.retamr :i: -: -: -tars after darw1en it 

• is not always •s e 

Pr•_-:.e" s•et-fl•ti:it:  t-- o-: m.mu er,.l„.,alt..,,era:„. ti.,..„:.,„ s:,.:o. t......-:-. ggy:: ,.., pO,:, r- t-.,ar„: tE: : to theentire Umrsit of  _ 
.: :Ha*b.1:',:i at anoa:.:CoMmtnitY4 :ands,sOl,.Tf•reSpett.fullyUrgeyonlo 	4 , 	.: 	 - 	., 	,......: , 	:.. 	. - 	_ 	- :e, : „, 	- 
campus-m i,your:,,plans and request : ....:,sys-ten):.::::4eapproved,'..m)biietratherthan later.  

ame -(sfgna 	 Date 

De Ma or Eannernann and - the Honolulu City C 01113 cil: 

% 	
-tingly_ urge you to la clude 1:11-1- v  

Man :-.1n. your lat. for amass trans.lti.systetril..AS:o...:8 	
, 	, 

	

t at 	
,..... 

_-. 

tarn  c-:-Telt3010-4d.,14-3,yo 	..,, be gi:p..tlfr:f tom—  piopai- 	sedif The svst m 	..;.,...- 

M , oa: Students will '0Si:tate to ...die -ami..tranait -6 'fiat ate,-,--ca['nr.lrotr,.talt:' 	
0 

directly to school, and-wr „th66Seringtead . to cbi:itin.13 -ft'  e driving to• clzs 

-wilIrthis: -..sffe et traffic but :as. you:30.6titparkin g  '. - ' 	
, 	

azi 

reducing 
_ th: •:- . :. 	 t come. in  . dailyis_oti 	ti. 	Is' 8-9--  ca°  

	

mg . e number Of ears .  that come °4 
 our campus 
	

0-: 

ps.ar..ntt4-:adilwStana_y-s- esed.fr6.o.... in campus, for.eing thetato return rCiurn  $:1:07.:-.P1'4' .77..ar7.. 'cSartils 'fiell'et- ° * 	e it  

•.:,- 	-: 

Presenting commuter alternatives is 'very important to the entire Umversny of 

Hawai -1 at ManOi community, and so I tespeOtfUlly:airge ,youi:toiinclude-our 
. 	 . 	. 	• 	. 	, 

campus in your -plans and request the system be approved sooner rather- than later. 

 

 
 

  

 

 
 

  

 

 
 

Da ame 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

  

AR00069549 



s plata 

ar'-Mayor Hanna ann and the Honolulu Ci ty Council: 

	  strongly i.urge .you to include UH- . 	. 	 • . 	• 	. Manoa your plan...ror a mass transit system. As :a student . UK: -ThebPve that 
fraffiP- reduction would -be .greatly_compromised .ifihe,.systemwereJlat.extendedto - _ 	, 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	: 	. 
Makiag%:--..StUdents . will hesitate to use.any -tranSit=optiOn-_-that Pannottakertherd 
directly school,  and  will choose ittsted-t0:;contiinie .  vino-lvtlaSSNot 

. 	 , 	. 
. 	. only 

affect-traffic;::but as. you '_luipow parkin 	our campus  - 	_ 	_ ._lack  i ng  and . 
rc:iLcing the -number OP cars -.-- at:Peine-in.dsibi__.ikimperatiVe.r .-Students..:pften z-naus. 
,park a distance from campus forcing them to retirn to theirscar after 'dark * en it 
is not always,s 

_ 	 . 	 . Pres enting icongnigeraltematixeS i i.Ai: very unportaixkfio.,:14eji.ptlirt.  University of  
a.-1-41;i.•at attoaipoinmun 	 you  

am us in your ,:pf.R.-q9; and request tie:4tStenI:Ve -  approle*:!,,0.040*Oatet'iliOtvAge4.- 

mccrely, 

  

   

arne-(s gnat& 

  

_pay ,M4y0 antemanrcisarid.the Honolulu: City :COtIno. 

	  stron1y 'Aro you to ail 
an , 	ourplan for a rsSAtansit .J_31tem As a - St- u---d....e..,..„n. - at 	believe that ,...,.....:.:,.......... 

'Ira t.,;:reduction . would 	.:pgaEqpplprpolsp .if at system were hot extended foii: • ......,,,...-,..  .... 	..., 	_: 	- .......,,....„,..,: i...i...„ 
Man ogr... Students Pwill-, -..tiesitateila,use any tranititipti on that cannot -------- .- - 
.directly to-scititit:' ,and.*srilt ,_Choos.e.. instead ti .00#Iii4e: 	'.PlaSS: NOti;Onl •.... 	_ . ,..,,...„ ...„..,,.„:„,....,::„..„....„:„_.... 	:. 	_. 	•, 	._. 	:.......„.... 	..... .._.:: ..,..,..._..„ 
will 	 s afftt:itraff14 ,buvas .:you know .par 	 rg..,Q12. our cam us:.;p ...:.al also lacking,...aus 

reducing 	 uMbet,o ,O.....$::::-tdt:-..6biliOiii ,dAily:::18: .:Invepaive:F.St140.tat :oftely,oug: .. 	. 	..•.,,.., 	:::....„.:,,,.. 	• 	- 	• 	.., 	-- 	_ 	 :.•.. 	..,...• 	. 	.• 	.• 	. 	•:-:::.„ 	_- 	...,..........• 	.. 	• 
arit,a.iditaiiceifroint 	u_puS;•-forpmci enYtat 	- 	ir.,.ears er.7darkv.r. en.: 

	

,.. 	. it 
is::,ncit.:,:allvays:tafe 

Presenting commuter alternatives 	important -to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at 

. 	: 	 , 	. 	. 	. 	_ 
Mnoa community , and. So -  frespedtfuliy . iitge you to include our _ 

:campus iii your  plans, 	reqiiest the system be approved soonerrather th an later. 

	

_ , 	 . 	_ 	_ 	. 	. 	_ 	_ 

Sincere' - 

Date 

AR00069550 
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Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council 

strongly/urge you e include UH- 
Matioainyour.:::pian::for:.:atnaotttatisit:,systerix.?Aa :-.:a.:,gte.ratUB , I beIi ive:,tat ••• 	•• 	• 	• 	••• 
:traffic. e te' • tl •)••••••i  ••:,.O• - •• .•U14 ;be!greatlr compromid if the ,.syste•  rt were;ndfleXtendedA0 
Mnoa d 	heSitate•tqgs:4 	  eantititlal; e them  

s 	 ving to class rec 

	

:LrKin on   lacking, and 
en musi  
k w ben 

• 	 •-•.•: 	 ••- 	 •-•• 	 r 

Presenting corrlinutet alternatiye -*yery,iltp important tO the 	zuvets, ity-  o , , 	, 	_ 	: 	: 	
,,... 

a•..A. 41. --fa alma community, and so I respe 	v-nrge*x0:incinde:DIIE 
canP,W in  Y. Our plans ,•. an "TPIle4 the system' c pp roved sooner rather 

IOU/ It 

will this  a fledt-traffic but as you know,  
reduci 	eaumberof cars that come in daily is imper*.trye..-Sti4etitS. 

n 	r... 
park dittance - froitteampu's.;..forCing-lipm to_70:tiii-trroiheit: ,cars after d 

all later 

nicer 

INTAThe S 2:Lia 

Dear Mayor Harmernana.and the Honolulu City Council: 

anoa in,,your.plan, Or a Ina Itansits gem 
traffic_redii4ii*V.0.4.14:be- :i,preatly,.:icppi.,  mills 

ano:a.--.:_Stti0 ..*iltlieiiai,:tityt§6:' , 4i: 
directl Jo cbc'oL a44„.. willtelicose ms 
17,-711 	••••S ;affects ..tA;; fi 	lit: .A :y4;14 ., 	 ONts.  
r.0.1.1.041g . 	.u.inl:b .e.r.::: f tars at come in 
nrk 	

, ,.. 	 : ,   
i distance fitrrk :campus,il ,fitireill 

is tidral tkiaY:g:,.gafa - _ 	, : 	. 	- ,..... 	- .. 	• 	- 

. 	- Pi•o§'entingobiriiniitetalternatives is very lmportant to the entire L niversiiv :Of 
Ha  an at Mnoa community, and so I respectibily ure you to iriJu de our  
:.carniausz.v.your ,......,pil*ts....::and.requesttlie:$y#4*1*.::atiptoyect'sporleT.:47atliet:jthattlarpt4: 

Sincerely. 

e (s gna Date 

 

  

stron1geycitl-to itipli:dp 1..11--- 

	

a -Slii: 	:at 1J11; I 	le -that a 4.2 1 

	

. 	. 	.. 	_ 
dif er...:system were mp.-6 p4ended to .. 

::.q..  su,9,.,:„.,..pn- at,,cant - 	, 
, to continue Nana 0 class ., ntj only  

ar lncr:orrourcam USIS - • -also lacin ,  id 
lyislInperatroe, Students 	rilliS --....., 	, .  	- 	, 	_ 

emito•!.Teilitii: 	ir::::cars: 	...1c::-trilt-:it 

AR00069553 
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'`; 



'Dear:MayOt..:::Ha;inergann..a0d.:4he.'49nOltik.::::0 :::.COUnOiL:'• 

ft 	:9,
•., 'yr: 1,•t•A 	:,:Stronglyltrge.;:y.00:16.1nOlUdeligi:4• 

. 	• 	.... 	..„... 	......, 	„.„..... 	.... 	......,........:.:........... ..„.„..... 	.::::......,.. • 

Iiiatiiiairt ,....vonritilitifOr.:! -ardaSSAranStsystentz.,AS,a:'StUplent.:at:Viii:I.E.beliei -TeIlt(at. ,  
• 	• 	_ 	...„...,...„.„........ 	:... 	„.... 	........,..., 	......:„......... 	......:...„ 	...... 	_..:...........,..„. 	.:......„. 	• 	.. 	• 	.. 	.... 	..... 	. 	•• 	•• 	.. 

trafadieditctionr*jtaa'ib.el!greatly .:::.c.OmprOrt404:it the ...systetrk.,1Xiete..ri.Ot.:0.40.040:44;o:  

MatiOt..r:Stiit.l.antS.:*ia .ltesnat4:itO::.;#Se:::any._••.„:trati.Sit. OptfOn.-.:Aliat.Catinotiak 	etu,  

.eOly:i...t(kh-601.-:;; ;a1-.4.*J.1.1'.::::Ch:00§0",j.tistead.f0:-Y..aintiiiii.i' 	tb-•:diaSS,;Ncit, only  ,.7:•• 	: 	,-.....•••••-.., 	- 	• 

---111:tillIbig; :. : .  parteaf6d:ltif#U you. 	ow:::'par 	er- ,-014.,!:p-pg.2.palstp:. ... $.o4ac 	z 
. 	, 	• 	- 	•- • 	... 	............,.,.....::. 	..,.......,...,-,..„:. 

rdiemgtle 11- 	er of tatgtconle..:•.in::!:&ii3iTigerriperativ.:Sttiti 	must  

p a thtaoin :campUs forc 
ays safe„ 

 

' 

0-Tet -cars after a.rk en 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Hawaii at Attbaz commii,ity, and so I l's.pg 

carapus - tayour.p ailS;5'0410.- .T.0q3.10$t the sy0:.044: 

e entire Univ.  ers). 	f _ 
urge you to mcinde:our _ 

approvd soonerrather than later. 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

1.43= 

 

 

e. 

Dear Mayor Hatmeanann an 

_affi 	...az 104 wouldbe  	systern. As a student,aft3F1 
hanoa-Anyour 	or-amass transi t  

reducing -111e nuiP. er:o 
- 

stanc:frotn,cam 

y Urg6y01.1. -10 chide Lai- 

c red -  f 	

, 

-t714$0h.O.O.  an 
as affect tt 

snate o us a-. -, Students s 	
gr-4 Y carapronised 

Ax411 choose instead to continue 

but -a% you ocm, - 
cars that come in 

us foxcm 

,t ,e,any transitt 	 op 10.11. 
ni 

iem to T -ram- 	can after -  dark 77  

ar 

e.,systeraNyge.:#cit 
at:cannot -take 
vitigA04ass' 

on oW canIPPi- 	c 
'-hrag.uripeta#ve. 	 ofte  

extended 'to 

isJibtai*Ayt _ 	: 

Presenting commuter alteniatves 	 Utive 	of 

: 	: _andisQ; s 	 d6:01t, 	 

campUs 445!:Otirplan$:; an.d. 	syStent::.:*: ::apptO:St...04::sbdriet. rather than late 

Namè(signature) Date 

cont-Inancr 
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'Dear Ma.vor Barmen-twin and th-e. 	 Eotneil: 

,_ 	-k:. 	
.„......... ..... 

7:.stron.- 	nr_ge7og,., crimp 

::.. ......a• ..
s.,

E . .... . 
	

. , 	

. .;.......„ ,„ .„,.''.. -: 	
: 	.'' . 

M4Ot,m,yotr:*n. fOr•a:6aSS'tianSit'SySten.As:02sttiePt4t 
	

.

i

-

:j5.eii-eve 

trapere:otiOnVOUIttbe.AieatlY . compromised irthe system wereextended 
; 

-  

0 

mnoa, 04ents:031theSitleitomsean:transiVOptiO4'lhat;eannot1 , e em 
directiyto:schg04

:an 	tohddse: instead ito tortinue  vi*:1041aA1dt only 

willThs 	 p.4.traffie but::.45,yo.p: know 	:-...0- o0.;ii.014r,:tattriltsi§: also lacking;  
: 

reducing the:iirrbet,, :0- cars that t•-i•C••o•••••-ne in : 	v,iis,.l..„n....: .p_.et,..a....  vecStident often must 

park
O 
4.4S

i
t
a
a
y
r
S
o*  

e
om campus,  or..e.......m...• .o.• tt

_.h_..
_
..e.. 

M•  _ tO...,,_ t-,• their cars after - 

..:::Pri.OSpii 	con1131i1W.,:4:4prtiati.V.s.y.:p73,,ixtp..t.--to _fr :;-..t te.A.i.rticuder:itr : 

'Hawaii:, a J.47d.not:';:g..  c:)IR71---... <1..)..b. . i .. 1 	Ati4th.st.T .....
respectfully....•••. 

papip-as44 0#..fplaps::::;thik .OcillpSt.:7  . • 'stem e ••••a. ' ot'V'ed-S'OOner'• ':.•irather that,1.4*r. 
- 	• 	• - -, • 

incerely; 

 

 

 

 

 

e Honolulu City Council; 

	  striingi Akrge -youtoiri,  chide ITI-1- 

aM noain yourplan for „amass transit system. s &sin nt at 	believe that ...., 
c-rediactiOn w03-1 egteatly-compromised- . .tlies siauw not ex ..0-,-, -Ld to 

,..__ 	. 
anoa. Students will hesitate-to use„an any transltoptlonTtbat c annofake them 

directly to .school, and will-chooseauste ocontinue driving to class Not only 

wilJ 	
-  

this -affect traffic, but as you 	ar 	ng n- our campus is alaclonmd 

	

. 	. 
reducing number of cars that -_come-in y is imperative Students n. o -must-

_ 

	

om cam us 	
. _ 

park a  start Ce- 	 Ming eITI return to their -cars after -dark when -. Jt 

. 	•,- 
is not . -ways safe - . ,„. 

Presenting comniuter:alternativels:: ,  very nnpOttant tOilhe. ,entite Umversity of 
, 

liawaiq :at:Mat oa community and SO I respectfully:: --utge  

-.. 	. 	

y:ou to include- 

cam is 	Viant; 	 system 
 

 thartla 

cerely, 

ARnnnpagg7 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

TJH- 
Mãnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I 

	• 
.believe that . 

•trafiC•• r•edn••  o• .t. ign,*onli•jegteatly:COMpro„... MiS•  compromised if 	Sy_Sten
.
.*ere•not. „ 

 
 extended..  •td 

   . 
	

cannot take 	
..••• 

	

:....... 	. 	. 
••directly• .,:.school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only • ... 	,••• 	•:••• 	• .• 	.•. 	• 	• • 	 • 	• ,E• • •• . 	...•••:•":•,..•••,." 	• 	 •• 

VAIV:thi:§-̂ af •• 	•... • .. 	• 	• .......but as  you•• 	_......... 	 •:also lacking. and 
USt' •• 	 - 	 ...•:••: 	•• 

park a distance from campus, forcing eTtiilt:d'retirt to their carsaftr dark whcri it 
is not ouv.4yoafd: 

Presenting commuter alternatives is verylpapoffaritiosAb. 	Univcrsiy of  
, .Hawailiat:Mai.i0a:CornmunityEand'dit it4)0dif -P-:11.5?-'iligt::yo: to include 

, 	 _ 	

indf 0 .OUr 
Canp18:itry01r:TlnS ,ghaitoctdgtho,systeth - bb approved d:gpoier rather than 

- 
'aut. 

mcerely 

Name (signature) 	 Date 

ear Mayor 1-laiancrn 	and the Elonolulu 	Cannel': 
.. . _. 	. 

0-.Agly .44-ge yQ.1.1: : . ;10 :.ig)_cludf_,• -ta-l- ivir-r,. 
'.1S000..a.....m :cur,plan for.. a.tdasSArransit:sy enr. •si :A.::-stutleut, a 	. . - 1 .  : elii:,‘,..- • _ 	__:„.:„....-.........-. 	-_ 	• 	••••.: 
:7.fraflic, ,.: e u ark:.:would bergrea 	cothjironiised ittlie::•systern -_ -_Nsere.„: bt•_diten e17, -,-to . 

and..a:Sttiaeritk*Ill :'"T.ieSitateId-Us-  at •tranar,:optiO ilhat.--caimo.tlake _ ,..„..„.„.: :.......„..„. 	: 
'4.:ii.e.alY-f4:r.:gati ..4:.:and3fiiiii-i:Ip—oose::ar(st 	td,:ooritint*:-:d..ti.y.:.i.triti:::zelass. Not only :. 	. 	.:,., 	..:„...... 	...„. 	.. ... 	.. 	...........r ......_„........... will 

. • 
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,i. 	

..:41 
reducing , it:rapber:5fCar$ aVcdneAn -  y $iiperatve:soderns:p eolmp 

pmfk:bidi§ta166:fttt.Ogipiq;fatrg.tdi:f6:1011:ta:helt.tato:at: 	.\iO4
•  
: 

. it 
sr.1107..f:alivOys....af.d ..  ,„....... 

Presenting to.ntiMter: alteMativevl*'yerysinVOrtantIdthe':•entire:Utirxrersity,d 
Hawai'i at Mnoa community, and so.I respectfully 

„ 	.:„ 	 , . 	: 
utge:,..yolitoihdititi;;4.0t- - 

campus in your plans, 	 be approved . 	. 	: 	„.„ 

Sincerely 

1 2- 
Name (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069558 



Deal' M4yor ,T.IriTiemann arid the Honolulu City Ccmncil  

-71114:a Tit 	 strongly urdeyoutolnclu 
oa in your plan fors'a.-mas .s.. nanSit syste74-;As. a_gudent:7at-13.11:,: I believe at 

..traffic reduction would be greatly coniprimiiseaiiftiie system'..-:4ere: .:nOt-e4ei*Artb 
Mnoa q..t.#4:q.4-t. -#.13t: :::10itate.30 use any-transit option 	e'nnouake7them _ 

	

drrectlytosboo1 , and will choose instead 	 rø class ot only  
will s affect,traflic ,. but as you know parking ,--01..pu.-:e4mp-tis.isz,:-.:AIsolac 
reducing the l:lumber:9 cars that come in daily iS imperative Students often  

ark -a digance.:_from campus, foicin:g them to renirt ,t0 their cars after. 40-. -ke,witen it _ 	. 	. 	: 
is not always Safe 

-P.resentingrcommuter temativesis vely important to. e entire UniVersitA," of 
avval..1.at =Oa ,coruniunt 	

: 	. 	- 	. 
. 	. 	_ and so - Ii-rek).ectfull* urge yolito - inelude-our 

anipm 131 youri4=s; and !request the - System 'be approved sooner ra -than later. _ 	: 	_ 	 . 

scere v 

04-  
Name,i(gtol:a Te7. 

D car Mayor Hannernann and th 

12_ 

H liana, city : 

strongly urgeyou -to melude .1_11-1- 

lAri for:zamass:itran sits 	-s abelieve that 
_ 	-.  

d be eatly compromised if the ,systein were not extended to 

esitate to use: ay 	Option that.dannot fake them
-   

arking on our:,campuS: is also lackmg and 
a  :S iivetidents often must .. 	. 

return-40: then:- oars, after dark when it , . 	: 	. 

• is _not was e 

-tr 
--Mdno 	 ur 

LC reduction wou  
Students w ill  

tly to school, an 
his affect traffic 

1.1.C111 

ark . .di 
1111131 

tance from campus fore 
	em 

er-Ofear0 
s vou lcoow 

at come 

cib 	 dnvingto_ class. Not only loose instead to-coin:mite 

iii 
	IS 

rese3ating _commuter alternati'VeS: 
- 

11-aWai i at Mãnoa corn 

campus m yijkir plat 

Sincerely, 

iinport=tW th 
so Trespecifully urge- you Itiinclude -bur 

the system be approved. sooner rather than lat-r. and request 

e s e. Date: 

AR00069559 



Dear Mayor Ilauriemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	

ect 	c but'as yonithow :parking on our campusIs also lacking , an 
reducing_tla. e number of cars that cc:mein -daily:is imperative. Students ofiu mus t  
park a ditrince :from campus, forcing them -to return to their cars a.fter dnri  when  
is not a1wavs- s 

resenting-  co _mmuter- alternatives is very important to inentire University.° 

	

at M.-.:•= 8_ 	CO*, unitY-, and So I respectfully - urge you to -include O-1.4r- 
arnpus in your _plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather -than later. 

Isigna 

Dear Mayor Hanriemann aridth6Honoluln City Comic - 

	  strouolv ur ,e youito -r : include 1I-1- , : 	:.;.••::.••••:•:.•. 	..... an.o.am:: :our 	fot.:.a .inass transit 	telt: 	4,:stUdent at 7•LTit lt,iblip.v .e that 

	

:.„....•.:.....,............„,.........::_•... 	- , 	,...,... 	; 
traffi.redti-dion would be reat1voompromise the 	exdto 
Mal'i4j. r6.::::::Sti-identsialac$3.ta - V.:4s.e.:::any.: 	:1 ,•:e on,  at cannort e ein .:„.„...„ . 	:- 
:direCtlyi*sdhobl;:and:*.iiii:OhObseinSteaatizf:OontinUe.:ariViTie:sto,c1$.140.:io 
wilt thikaffect:teaffto.,,.: .:;bnt as ••puknow.paricifig::on:.:ou .0ain. -u is 	 i'o li Ing ,  art 
reclu cing theF:nuMbef Of cars iiiat'conie in'dail • is.:im eratiVe;::StudeiitSJOAen must .,,..,. 	: 	. 	_ 

their park a statte frOnvcarnpus'...lbrcitigtheralOreturn:tortheircars er dark .  when it 
... ',■,',., ..4.6 . 	. 	. 

10:Eliot:AN,  a ::..s.:8 aft . • 	_ 	. 
. 	. 	, -Presenting -commuter alternatives is very important to the entire' ,TJnivrsirv of 

HaWal I at lanpa community, and so I respectfully urge you 	 our  
campus in your ans;..-andrequeStithe. system be approved Sooner,athpr.-than Ater. . 	 ".. 	. 

.'7\'1.  	strongly .urge 	 include TJH- 
Manoa your plan for amass transit system. AS a student:atTJH , I believe that 
traffic reduction would he -greatly compromised if 	system were --not extended to 

anOa: S!udeiiL will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
dirct)y to 	 , arid 	 choose instead 10:boritinue'drivina. to olas.8;Not oniv _ 

incere,„.1  

amer(signa 

  

Date 

     

AR00069560 



ar Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Comoil.: 

I. k AR.Arx 	trongly -urge you;to molt& 
ME-noa in your plan for Ariass transit system As a student at UH; I believe that 
traffic reduc tion would be greatly, compromised_ if the system wer&not extendedlo mn S

tudents °a. 
	

:willihesitate to use any transit option that Cannot take- -them 
directly to_school. -.and will choose instead to continue -.driving to-Class:Not only 
will thisaffect traffic , but as you know parking on our -Campus is also lac 
reducin.g the number of cars -that-come in daily is 	 erative....Students often 	in 

a - distance -from campus. forcing 
is 	alwz s-., ate 

nito Temin tO -their cars _ 

 

rIaarI . iefl 

 

 

Presenting commuter alternativesvery importantto the .  entire 	 of 
-HaWai"d-at.M4riOicOrdinunity,Eandr: iSol.reSpectfully.lurge,you to lifichde out 
campus . 	our plans,..a.n4:. -regnegt the SySteniiii - apProved:-SOOlier 1.41i-et later _ 	 _ , 	. 

nacerely 

amt ts 

Dear Mayor Haunemarin 	th'e, 11-6noluill City Co-uricil: _ 	 - 
„ 

, 'strong 	e you 
a• -;:stiir 

re nc 
„- • - 

14Se:  

eabgIo-...5640p11.;_ 
:w 	 .n t:t.„,as-yp 

 cars that caine in reducing the number 	 ailyis::,11nperatty-et::,.1:*iidentS_=.o 
them to return to their car  

VV:4YS.: sate . 

Presenting commutef.a.ltematies is -very. Important to the entiretThiVerii 
_ 	 - 	 , 

lia.wai at .Marma to.mn*nity, and so -respectfully :Urge you to include- o. . 	. 
: campusiriyOUtialaii  s;-..ansireqUest .the system be approved sooner rather thtulater  

Sincerely,. 

amt ., signature 
	 Date 

g, 

to mclude UH- 
I system. 	 Tbelieve Mänoathyour 	that .„ 	:P 	(Wain . 	ass -trans t 

()if*, O. 	 tomprornised 
a:. 

l'systenilvere -not e:,.tendedi-Ao 
tits will 	 any 	.option that Tcannot _ 

I ,dliooseAtis 
era 

ad to::CoMmti 	1-0.:014ss Not 
:ow :parkin  0-  on omcampiz1s and - 

thut  

entat- 

:17 	 

AR00069561 



	  stronolvlirge -you to include: UF  
Kanoa in your plan for a -mass transit system...As -a Skidentat.UH Tbelleve that , 
traffic zedUction woUld.lpe.greatly compromised if the..system.were not extended'to - 

an6a.. Students will hesitate to use any lrRnslt option- that cannot take the 
oft, to _ splioo -, and willchoose :instead to continue . _ 	. _ .. ..- 	to Class. Not only 

,Pn.iort-t-P 
eratiye...S.tudents=o rrmust 

to - theirter dark wli'ercit 

Preseriting-commuter .alteniatives -- s v un ortan o .  . 	‘ 	_ 	_ - 	_-, .. 	_.._ 	 . 	.._ 
_away a. at Mãnoa_-.6.0. 	-07-1 	and so-±:1  respectfully.  _, _ 
ampus-iit-yourpisnR,-  and request the systeia be approve 

wil' this affect traffic, but as youknow par 
reducmg nurnber.of.carsthat .come 
park sdistance n3-rcanaggs; forcing . 	_ 

e.-entire University of 
e.yQJLto include Our 

boner rather than later. 

ame siva 

Dear Mayor liannernann and the Honolulu C tv Council: 

Tow. 

reducm 
ar ar: 

ttf.. af v„ 
alio& 

diiectly t6sc400 
thisaffec 

;:tran:44 -, - q 	 oty, 
ridillchoose 	to n' . 

as:you know parkingonbouram 
erstlf carS- ,ilial come lia 	I'l 'ilit-:-..:,..,.._.P. ,.: ra-:.- ' 

	

::$-.tan4g- MI Pa'-iiiiili_lsi Ibroma, erniA0 return to eitt ,.,6arg -,:A: 	when it 

lidtbatiVO 
heSriat6.10:AtgeFti 

TIM 

sixtot always safe. 

Presentitio-commuter alternativ 	v 	rtant.te:.the entire Universit of  
ymgeyoutoinc1ude -pur 

.campus m your .plan  9  and request the . systeni.be approved soon er:--ratherthan: later. _ 

.Sincer 

AR00069562 

g 



P.- • 

Dret.M.a„yor: . ,Hannemanu and the iOnOl i'CitY.:Cbtia : 

tlibt 	4V 	 ,stronglwge...19wt.041P41. ,: ::1131i. 

anop
.
" l-p ,.y.:bi t.:_ p1..„0I,,.,..f

i
. o:t„ 0: 44:. 0::,::::.  transit systenr As , a: student at 	: ,e..t,..  a 

C:= ictiO#W0iii!: :gtOgOY:CpapTon104ifa0:yst04vpmnot:61* extended to  : 

41Va._ 	 use 	;'..4,-.4.$.it option that canno ttake them  

nee;  y= to sdhool mia will choose ,:mistea.16:Olitigei,:ijii...-1:71A7' to class.  

.. 	 . know 
	

Nd..,.t.,,on. only 

w1 	eatt c, 	:as zxp4. : 	-i Aimtltitamiois 

 
 also lacking, - and 

. 

reducmg 	ero 4ar!.ai ..at boixteat daily..ig,impeyati*e: : :::,St04.ents=pft-eil.,ga.,444 

park a. di stance.:froiv ,punputjOre 0, emloretliratAhdit:;:eai':a.:'itei ,datiirlAiiieff4t 

is not ow4y5 safe  

TresentiDer conimuteratcernati.vOsq Neu-. importa446 TJniyãsity ,o 

awat.17a. Ifffida.;:comiD: 	attEs01:71espec 	ymr_gq.i:::yo049-1,D44zle our ,,,, 
, 	 . 	. 	._ 	. : 	..._. 	- ,   	„ 	._ _ 	, 

	

 : 	_ .: 
c.,1m.i-1§-  iil Or Pi 	.4 	request th Vstenit*appro*edscoriersra et than later. 

, 	._ 

Sincerely, 

N,  me (signature) 	 Date 

or 'Airiietailif-- 	
_ 

olulit -Ciirv Council: 

, str on gly urge ytortim 
As dent-at iJBf 

Ic redüoirwo 	e iat1y,ponitif6ft-ge' 	Si--q- ,,,pioor  

, 	 :::: ::a , „.., 
etits: 	estate ,. 4::41te ,*y4. ansl. ::::op: pg atp li erii 

eotly 'to:  sc 	 08 •: :1:11. 	.q.ci 	 , oVpc, ;s 
will tb,s affect ',tmffi buts you know -parkiig oiFotir:: 700A ixs::ag. 044e d 
:reducmg the numberc ars - at come it daiijis imperative idetxftenmust 
park a ikaiice ffbm .Zampus,- oinit—g ' em to ' to r  'ti-''tit it 

-., 	. 	., 

- :iis ot waysrig 

PreSeriting. commuter ,altexDaTives: istvery_impoil. ianto 	entire University  , - 
saw: 	 , and §.0.:::-.1#.4rIeF 	- -gv7 on to include our - 

campus in 	 PianS an request the,"'SYste41- 7bP 74PPT9Y.f S.4  - Der rather than 09 	_ 	_ r 	 _ 
an atex 

AR00069563 
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'Dear Mayor-  Harinemann -  and the -1-16twilulik C4y :Come ..... 

a 	..-- .. . . 	

str ongly-lyge - youlo_Inc 
.Haglg3:: pian 

 

 _fiji-a. masstran..g.i.:_tv._Yet.  
 ..'''

'-4
.r....:....,-,.s.t:._4et7ra.t7, 

	beiehat 
:  oreduction would 	it h,systemyeT:-noteXtended43 

	

m 	ntSw111 
 

hesitate to use -fany.-tOn sit . optioirthat canntot- e them 
ethr- cflyto.sch 	and wiB cboose instead to continue dxivrng.. -,10..-elss,  of olda'..- 

willectlraffic but as.ypttlnowpar 	xia.o-ur.:cam us..,--.-Isa 5Q," lackme and 

re 'Icing .e;nttn er-of cars that come in dailyisimperativeStudents _o 

adistancefrom -9..pa. pus,..forting:th.em to returntheir cars af ter  

- is -not 	s 

Pienting,comta-uter alternatives- is very 	 - important to e 'entire University of 

anoa-connnuni and so respec 	e on-,, 'include our 

	

-„ 	' 
, ,.„... _ 

,tt Trip-ITS:1 .yollf-plang; . an request, e'systont.b.eapprovedsooner - rather than latex. 

Sincei-J 

Date 

annerriann and the 1 -ionblUiti'CityCOnn CIL 

stron 
oi.  a masOtronsit systom .,....  

bit would be ,.zr.:atiSi.1$..di-nproi-iiisp.  .....0 	..,- 	.:.., 	s 	veretnitt 
',mop.. Students winlaesitate-:16,4ise-,..a4 kris...1: o_ ,-..._ 	,- 	_.,-- 	 oti3g149: 

- .14771:iii 
 

directly school and ' choose nIStel Ao-'con 	 oto 

_ reducing
,, 	,us, affect rr. - N‘ult:,:as you ow par cg, and , 	, .,... 	 -. on.::,:io-iire:•:4q tig,:'is: ,,.. ..: a 

_parki..071e,  nuftiberic'. of cars that come , 	.,., 	 1(::' 	eat  nst 
., ,ai:.,0 -..istran66- fi'o):ti'  campus, forcing themio return toeiptars-_afrer dark when it 

is --not'alyx'a' ' 
	,. _ , 

, . 	_._ 	,.,;::  

itiontnuter terna vesas importanttO   University 
awaa:AatJV1noa:, ,:corranum andso I respecrfujlv uTge.you. t4#qude OUT 

ampns in your plans ,and requesttlier,sy, steitl:beapiirove 

Presentin 

AR00069565 



Dear Mayor Hannemann. and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	CYkZ 	't1 é2 	 , strongly urge you to include Till- 
-.1\45nba* .5.iOur. :plani:for..0-...m.ass...tranSit::: SyStetia AS :a .,:Stdde-iit:atIJH. I believe that 
traffic reduction wou1d be greatly compromised if the system were noi extended 
Mnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that ,gtinbt e 	° 
directly to school, and will choose insteadlo continue driving to class. N oton iy  
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students 

•••••••. .- 	 t nl park a  distance 	 ::tan 	 thirG after dark 	it
is not always safe. 

Iii. researing:cpmMuter.- .alternatives is 	 University of  
Hawaf i at Mnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to incluth our 

• 

arnirii§iii,-yOUr .Plansar4requeSt.:th&•Systeiti:bejapproVedj ,StiOnettath thandater• • •••••• 	•••:. 	• 	•• 	•• 	 • 

incerely. 

e (sic 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

Date..! 

De May01.1.-annemami and..:-thelitinpluluiCi_ 	'..-Olittcil - ...-,.:.,._:„ 	_ 	-- 	:. 	.. 	,. 

p: o -urgq04:Vdneligie .i.E .. :Sielig i'  

e a arms: your lanr,for.-.4..ina.S5; ... transit system, s....&-sta ent at 	e,..iti  
"s4tiigs1 ' 	" iraffireduction ..7:0344',..4.: :'.: .g.740y. ::::c.o.plptp.  Vi§d.:4#.;:.t.ii::. 0:.:;$i iterp ;:yele not eXtridedtP , : 

attit::: .:.:Stildeiitg:.:: =11):'1iPs#:*::::.,0,• :,..31‘'1.13.::k-i.:§70:1.4170p,. a -cannOt 	P 
,

..... .....„. .. 	.. 	. di rectly "'441...:Iii-') .-iti'.0'..iiti*.41::#115.6s0[.itte.:44:Efei- ,,:cohtittilo-xinvm. 	chiss. Not only  
will 	 --'affeCt-ttaiEc',:.'but as you know p arking:!ron:.Eour campus ,-As also lacking and 
redUbmg,:::th. ..e.nuniliet. ..- :•OfE:Cark. 'thg.cprneln.: 	yl.s.:-,:mtpt ...... ;  ve Students often must - ., - ..::'p.*:.:--...a..diS.k.anOes:.frOit(cOjip*;::17ciiOng,140#0.:17.0tum,-0: :. their cars 	when it  
is not aliyaysi...safe„:.. 

Presenting commuteralrernaOyes.is yery .pppprtant . to  	University of  
.. -}lawai at Ma.'noa community, and so I reSpebtfUlly.tUrge -iyou to include our - 	- campus in your plans, and request the system be approved - sooner rather-that - late . 

,a 

AR00069566 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council:  

.:•1:.
::. 	.;. 

	: 	
:.l•.•„_::-. • .- .. 	

,.• .•...:....-.•: 

	: 	.. 	
, 	

. .._:. 	
strongly 

 :

.:
4
g

.
g

.
e

.
:'yot:t011

.
nern

.

de

ia

'VE  
44iO4: 1 :YOirP104.fq,• '14§ - 4#4§*SYP!f4,:A$ ,4:4040ttat"VaAl 6 i0*tit 

traffie - relibtiblwouldbegreatly:eoMprOniset:ifh 	 extended to 
Vai00::$41dents1A11;heSitatetO.Ate:anyttransitoption: 	

pr 	. • 

directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to 
. 	

class. 
 

*illifttit'c'affeetaffielint:as ,::YOU':itrioiX.7-•••:parkingen;: ,ititir tam. usat::::alt.o.:lao . 	 , 	. .,.,., • 	•  	• king,  and 
reip.luOtno thet: 	

. 	
Stncent$ often must _ 

park a distance from campus; forcing them to return their 	after dark when it . 	 - 	 - 	 - 	_ 
is notalways 

is - Tresenting.o04imuzer: aiternati. vps;•- :17-e.TTimportant to me entire University 01 

at.:115nO4tOmMunity 	 our : . 	, 
campus in your r  PS anS 	 app'r:OVretl: sooner :rather than later. 

	

: 	, 	: 

Sine -401, 

4 

   

  

Iate 

Dear':1 or I 1anneni:n and ellolial m ity Council. 

, p1iCP 	 on v urge -you Uanclu 
alum in your plan±for •  .: .a_.: m,. a. s. s-fransit-sy stem sast4e t at UH. I he1iv that 

trifiic TCI UCUOJ1 would be t.reatlv co  rOrrnsed if ihe s:,,, , ,s ern -were not extended to 

	

atiOat. Stidiits viil nsitate t011§0.E•any.' itiiS .t 	T1 that canno t 	 e7thera 
:-:-clireetly o se o .an *ill:choose -instead o elonatinP.  1 e- vm to class; Not only 
will 	

_ ..._... 	- - _ 
-,r 

s affect u- c ut:.a.:ycii knowparkingr on our campus :is. also jacking, and  
re ui iig tJe nni tr oi cars tha gine-An 	y .is,nn. atiye 	en' often .-nnist 
park a ci.ance fiom ampus- forcing em to return tb their _cars after dark vi;, 	t 

	

- 	, 	_ 	, . 
i'ôtälwäfe 

Presenting commuter 	 atiVesEHIs.'!„..ery:spapOtrAnt .  t(.;.1..the ..entite-Iiniwersitryof .  
Hawai' i at Mänoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
:campus In your 	 

•Sincet .  e 

N 	(signa 	 Date 

AR00069567 



Dear Mayor Baunemnr and the Honolulu City Council: 

I. 	
•Iin.':;oliiir'2•• 	an,...for4fa:i•Mass . trans4-isYs.;:t0.41.  

traffic reduction would be greatly 	 torn.)7.;i:serp:nottoen 
cannotMänoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that   

directly to school, and will choose instead tn continue driving to cThs.. Not on ly 
 traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is 	ko 1ackirv, and will 

. :redUc s..67nt  in the number 	 ftly. 	iiark  
hen.. arkit-diStancefrorn canus, forcing them to return to their cars after 

isnotaiwayssafe. y/4 / .7 • 
(7."-  

Pres enting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire Ur1i\ ersitv of  
Hawai'i ••• • urge you to inJu.de our • -s• • 	.rather campus in. your plans and request thc syiem be approved sooner  th in later. 

$ gi Date 

Drayo± Hannernann and The Honolulu City -COuneil: 

	  tio...n...gli:.10! 6 .y0-.4 olticlude- 
INI-4).:,_ :iii.:.y,,,,,it, plan :or.... ass Transit sysim. As=a student :at UN , [believe ii 

if6t.ittitittio#wthild.::be : ,-::g0..a.tkpltiptOtryi :$04 if the,:py§,to*,.w....0.,.:41.-pt 
anda,::.:sttiat....his::.*:ill, hesitate i•tOusany.:-#0.i.)$11::.opuog. ::::tak.:,.0annorl*e e..m- ••• 	•• 	• 	• 	.,..,.. 	••,•• 	• 	.. 	_._....................: 	..,.,.......,.._.:,..,....,.,....,,........:..„.....„.....,..:._ 	..:::.. 	_ 	.........,.. 

elifeellit&SS64.6.61:;_: ---anitt WiliChOaSe'liteadV-oontplueidtlyirr 	c at :.- NziA:. .0 

	

.... 	. 	.,..........: 	......:„........,.... 	........... 	.,...:.: 	: 	_ ... 	......._ 
... 	"."-",",...:. 	. 	.....:... s.-:..-.:.:.• ..:....,... 	.....:. 	..„.......:.•....::• :.............., -.:-...,.: 	.-.:..... -.  ..-• :: ...., 	.,...• ......• 	.. 	.;.• 	...•..... • ::.:..,.....•....„ 	. 	. 	. 

will:7thi  
.. 	

affeCt ,traffit-bUt-at. s0.4.i*.rp:.1*.kipg, 	 campus 	c4:ii 	g and  
reducing e. nnnber : Ot 

 
Cartthats::COM6ti-:?:lailyrit imperative. Students 	 must  

att..:adistance:.fitinveanipusjortm 	nItocreturrito, their 	r...daric:*hen 4. 
„........, :.,...,..::..:, 

wndt:al*ays . .Safe...: 

-Presentin  g.: commuter .altematives isyery important to the entire it.:/nivers 
Fla.war i.atleanoa community, and So 1.reSpectfully urge you to include our 
campus m your: plans, and request the system approved - sooner rather than later. . 	- 	 . 	. 

.S.incerel 

am (signatur Date 

   

e o 
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Dear Mayor Hanne ann and the Honolulu City Co= 

tC4.1 	  str.p.AglylgOsyouto.:•:inc tidd ..... 	. 	: 	:„..:,,,..„.. 	.. 
Maiitibitt.: .:ythit piwfot..4-:-.1i1AWtrOgt:-.,131 	s:,.a,...g.ttlden;.E,;4.!: 	I believe ±hat 
ii-fTfi:6..litoilticiidti.  :*.r:00,.0.,:ki:::. -E0".gy.:,.:. pcoprplv.p.04::..g. Et-,:to:i:i. y:4.#(#.1'..snOt extended -Ao 

	

.. 	. 	„..: 	..._ ,.:.... 	,.. 	.,...... 	...,. 	.. 	..,.... 

:1145.-tici .:Stiid6iitg:Aii-ilt h.e§it4i..t0.,:iii*.*Ayii..*040#E,00:011 - tb.-4.40)40-(:.tak8:. 	m 
„diictlyr   to -school , and will driving - to: . ,t14.:,--NO.t9Ttly,r: : 
wIll

..... :...... 	 .. 	......:.:.,... 
this. 	ott,a.ff4b";. .-.'bitt: asiyotiUoi.kipat: 	-.491'0-1,11, ,:mTxtpus,!:00 .7.5,—  also iii: 
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Sincerbly, 

Name 
	

Date 

D car-Ma-vor fl 	amLändthHono1uJu City Council: 

, 	157 	strongly „t4T,00-., :y 04 -::t-ft include,:.-.Vii- 
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8 is very important to ° 	University of 
, 	 respecitiilly urge you 	Our 

ca4PPs in buf plans , request the 
- 	aPP 	

r h

. 

at- later. 

sincerelY,-: 

6 
Name .(signature) 	 Date 
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5:n_Soale;:tyct.  p-141\anfoMi.  a'.---r-''P-: \5.] ‘3as ."-r eCfainit promi.se'As  dstifra°thnstuegldYeurnt gate  UHYou, tiobinelieluvde.e.thipliat - 

traffic reduction would b greatly 	
system. 
	sy,stql,y+Terenot-p-ciencled 

ividiranecotha. t
o 	

will hesitate to Use any transit 'option that cannot 
take  ..thin ,..,,,to 

_ 	y o school, and will choose instead to s'clottitMule driving to .0-lass:- Not only  

will this affect traffic. but as you know parking - 	campus is so lac 

reducing the number -of cars that come in daily i°sn.imourpercoai:htivailS' tu.  dalents'.often-
their cars 	dot.... when _pisa.rnoktaald,istOrice_frOm campus, forcing them to reh;a-........i,. to th - 	after ' jr:  

. ways safe. 	'. 	
n 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very = ottani:to the entire, 	.ersity o 

- 	- Hawai'-i at Manoa_community, and so I respectfully-urgeyott 	u-,  
campus in your plans, and request thesystem be approved Sooner_ rather than later: 

Sincerely 

Nam s 
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CM 

system. As 

T941Se ;StglentSWillheSitateto• 	i nsl: ticsth 

directly to =1001;"and w
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	driving  

will this affect 
reducing the traffic, 

	know parking  is 

park a distance from 
number 

 campus, forcing 	

. 
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t.  

alwaysis not  
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. , 
Presenting commuter a lternatives is very important :to the entire.Univers 

. 	. 	:  
HaWai at Manoa-cOMmuuitY,-aPd so T. feaPectrtilly urge. you to include o ur  

Campus in your plans; and request the system be approved sooner rather t ATI  later 

amr

•

e 

.Sinóerely, 

ame g 

 

 

  
  

 

 

  
  

 

Date 

so 	-an 
bn, 

er-aft darlw1ienit 
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Dear Mayor Hamemann and the HonoluluCfty Counc 

I  
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..ur:-.:. g.:.Y6::.':t3-9,:'  
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4
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0
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1-
'

1:d-  

'., 
  .,: 	 _.: i...cannot  

Ir 
 
1-  

amain yourplan for 4 mass-transit;v$ ow, s aiiC;pt„4tiuma3614eveht 
trafficTp4 opn rOuld: 

. 
ig:4tIY'cOnaPt s 	system 

i4Pt.
extended to 

sanoa Students diF ieSitate:Aditserany ansit:opcm,thAt 	take hem  
directly 	op..., and will choose mstead io_ con ue drivinglo 0:44_ Not -0 V 

w -traffic,'31 ±'0. :,  yOU know .-.parkmg1.1.iP  our  Par 3 4..$§418t lacking,  
e number of cars that:: .,.. Orne...-, 	y issim. ergtrve;:: 1J5t44ent0:10ftoixaust 

ce fromcampus,::ftg1,0 them to rettith. to their ears alter dark when it ,  
S 

Presenting ,cannnuter:aiternanves s very.:::importantlolhe eiitire University-_ - 
awai,1 gt a*Op. community, p so I respectfuflyiirge you to include  

.campus--in your pla_Tis; .anclegtieSt the systern•be:approveilsOonerratlier:ftran later 
- 

7,  

 

 

 
 

Arrie4 sionatuy 

 

ate 

Dear Mayor I-lanna..  ant] and thklanolulu City Council: ., „ 

1/2 	. stroriT..urge you to inolUde U-1-17  
.---. 

Mani**. your pläh for -a ItasS transit system suent at 	eve-that 

-- trafAC-redu-aiontVO d-  be greatly cord ,ppg4,e 	system w not extended to 

Miooa Students will hesitate to tise-iii - ansito n -t that cannot take them - 

detlto sch,o1 and will c oose instead to<ontinue dnving to class TNotonly 
. 	 _ _ 

wl 	eof a ic,--but as you; 	-*A 	-1) 111" a1:311311$ IS 	 ci 
.- - - 	 - 

	and 

-redu&rig the . nurn number tifzcar -that-_comein; y is - 	eratrVe- -..:,'S%-dents often must 
,. 	-  

park :a distanceltom campus forcing:them - toretUrri..-tO their0 -arS,:.a 'dark wher it 

is not w,ays-t - fe. 

:.., 
Presentmg colnnauteralternatives ls it' - 'esp.  •e.: trail.  yt  _t-tii.,'' g

the
- :57'e011117  :_:,.-,-..,:','."cl.,:er:_.::;,-,:iater. 

 of 

Hawai a 	anoa- co 	urn an - 
	important 

o  - . - -...--:;..---- d -our- 

campus: m -your plans and TequeSt_thsqessysteni be 'approved sooner rather - _ . . 

Name (sigma: 
	 Dat 

reducm a 

park a ,  diSt 
is no 
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dentslo 

patk:ascista c bm:garpn5;, forcing  them to return,0:heircars 	
. 

-„- en - 
$::13.011always safe 

::PreSentino- Conitaitetal 	 ..T 	o 
Hawaii at MänoaconmMin 	te:peotf.tiltiMke:yo4i:tp include our 
camp-psin your plans, 	 sOo:  iieritatb.g.:,than late : 	: 	, 

Sincerely 

Name signa 	 Date 

D arMavor--1- 	 L ..itamem.0.44 -anc. -  Ila . 	. _Honolulu •City Council: 

-7,....4 _._.?,_-- 	7 	l   	onglrys:ArIg 	ou .to incin e 
anfla-ut our. an:foridmasstransit's'•7 m 	

....„...--,.,:_ 
a.studentat 	believe that 

uction.w 	y.comproints -&-te great • 	3ster  : 	the system_we were not -extended to 
anoa 	entS*111 1.-hesitate-td•us, any transit 	' - at::-Cannot e them - 

directly :t0::sdheibt an will 	-e - 6-continue  vin -..16=lasNe4 only  
tv01.,-itins:-,:affect.#41.t; --butasT,  ou k owparking: L:Out ---cati us is also 1ackrng..and  
rediidinkflientiMbef ,Of 'cars that-comaan daily is 4rapratty-e., .:Students 4...0 en. Must 
park  i.'itlita4C-e . "0111. ..cabipuS:::-.forchig.them tore -ann .:kit their cars -after dark when it  
is not always safe 

Pie§dtitingcommuter .:altetratlyes is?verrinip:ortanttbAheentire:igniverst 
at:Manoa.::::conamunrty; 	 dJePlirz, : 	: 	 -  

campus irt:your plans, 	 rather than later  

Sinc 

•:•6 

Name (s gnatur 	 bate 

traffic i-e 
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Sincerely. 

Dear Mayor Harmemarm.  and the Honolulu'Citv Co 

	

- stronglr!nr e.:.you 	°Include 
M .  oa 	lanlOr a mass transistein s :a s 	a 	I'bellev- 
traffic:Teductio#WoUld-beireatly!coMprornus 	e _syStern ,  .ere no 
Mancia. Siiidani$' 	,EieSitatetb Jise any ansii:o tiefilAhaf;&aMm . 	_ 
directly :Sschoql; and 	ChboSe.  instead to continde 

Iiis -affeet4raffic,-buias.you-
e number of ears 

stance from campus 
OTt ways s 

re 
parka. 

Lyis impeia 
em tO.-re 	o tIE 

en 171111-St 

ark when it 

Presenting commuter alteinatiVeSis vely -impt to _ 
at Mnoa commumty, and soj-respe 

campus in yourplans- - .and_ -request.the.System be ap 

luveritv of : 
you to include oul 

sootier Tather than later. _ 

a±&yaTann— 	and 

diaoa m_ our plan for"'-a 1114ss ztEanSit 

iraffic reduction would be greatly co 
dents 	est-tate to use an 

y to scihool an 
	l choose inst 

is -affect  -tr 
di1011icr t1113121 

•om eatipt./sc.• orcmcz, 

11,1g., 01.1 to irltil/de 1_,TH-- , 	. 

ritatUH I believe that • 

asySteril_ ,  ere not -6-,,ii_encie.to 

Li 	
:._-_•,- 	, 	- 	- 

co at ,cannot take;th .  

o continue drivmg: laiclass_,,Not .  only 

cy pnir 04.111 .1:10 g_ : p.lso lacking, and 

16,unperative.1,...$t41.ents often must 

•- tc.i. .-ottxat._afier (1.2.11,--  when it 

Manoa 

to re 

to The entire: mverstr of 

lily urge you to mchudeour 
apptOved.isoonerrather than later. 

Presenting cam -muter ernatives s very 
at - Enoa community, and so I respec 

campus m yertn-  plan  and'request _the system 

incerely, 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann- and the lionoltilu City -Coundil: -  
( 

1—   , .st-rongjy _urge you to mclud _ -_131-1, 
Mattoa in your plan for a mass transit -System. As a Student at -Uli, believe-that  
traffic-  reduction would be greatly compromised if -thesystem ,wer-enot eitended-lo 
Manoa. Students will 	to use anytransit option that cannot take em 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue ving to class NorLly 

will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also Iackthg , an 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. _Students 7 
ark a liStancelrOrn -campus, fdtbina them to return to their cars after darkw bt  

- 	- 
is -not always safe. 

-:•:

:• 

:Pre
. 

 .senti• ••,.gpottunuteri.al.. na.• •1.•• ••• ••I• sN ery•:..-nripo.rtatitto.:11t••  e:••.erae.t : 	of 

  •Aanda•communi 	 mcI1ud but 

carnpus.,an,..yotir,p10.r; .-iand'reqUe0 .7the,..System:appro*ed:•:$00ne -trather than later 
.................. 

Sincere 

Nam ((signatur D' 

Dear Mayor...Hannemaun d the Honoiulu.CityCouncil; _ 

6: 	.strortgly.urue y ou to include UTI- 
Manda.:i4,yfaul:%pipl-fort.4 mass transit $ygdoii.:AS.a student atUH, 1 bieye tlit: • 

affic.--..redtictiOn-- *ouldeireatly carnproriaJSed.4,t.-the.1-.SYstem were.notexten d to 

directly to 	
.willhesitate.td- usea''any transit option thaiOarit'  cif lake them 

. . :10:,sphoo4 	 choose 	. --t.dto•;:cOntintie iirivmg toz -tlas..-.- 
fi . 	' 	. 	.. 	 Qt -31  w This  4ffed-itafc;  but as 	.1s0 a  	an 

TpeRdi.iicaingstat  e.cp-pme:i=.6f. Oars . that - comein:dailyisdiriPpra -ti*_6-: Students often u. 
_  k. 	e from campus; -forcing them to re-tin-n:10 their cars after'  --. dark1:1Whent 

ts -not:alWays -  safe 

..Presenting :c oromuteraltemativests::veryiMpOrtanttdthe-entUe:Univ.
Madaconinnittity;: and::$0 reSpectfally urge you to niclitde-,Our, : 	 „ 	 : 	: 

campus  in yOur plans; : and request the system be appro ved sooner rather than 

incerelY:•• 

ame (signature 	 Date 
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believe • 	........:.............. 	 • 

.traffic ......„:... 
Mnoa 	

. . 
.Students will hesrtteto use anytransit option th at ,,.......ca11rct . 

directly to school, and Will choose msteadto continue dnving to class Not-oxUy 
will :::t.biS . :;,:affe....6t:.:.tiaffib-iit.a$.7.y.d.ilutow: ::patkilig4itn.iour.::.:::0aMpti:sis::abbia ....... 	. 	 . 	. 	:::..... 

vas..1m: tocio. 	ezilintler ..00.t$:,that:: . C.Omp.,*:.- 	tativerftu4e0t0=.0.. 

	

from 
	 , 

aikadistaiice:ftom.. ,Q 	 eth16::tettittk104460-P.Ois. afteark when it 
is always safe .....:. 

,PteSeriti±.4:.:00mmu er alternatives is verb miportant to the entire University of 

.. 	. 	_ 	.. 	. 	
. 	• •••••,..:•••:.•:.. ,sc -E

..
teSpe

.
e
.
tf4

.
1 .y

)
.1410.yourl

.•
o:n

i
cit •d,e:_. •: „ ur 

campup44,youti1440;-a0:qu00.*::#y4pg-04p10004:$00rotVOt0t 
- 

r.  

ce e_ 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

am s 

Deal Aye Hatitien3W 	lionglulu-Ci Council: _ 	„ 

stron 1:argeta ineludiall 

anoa:::in a pi TI :  , ix'. a InasS-  anal 	.._;`qein -ssArtrti 	t dt:UR I believe that, 
  , 	 - _..„. ::::,.:; 	■ 	 _ 	_ 	, 

raffic reduction wouldberigeaffy-tompromwe 	e. §ystem,Nere4pt extended to 

,IY1'.a." -itfcm Students will 	 itputeany:, 1118 -13,-;O: ion .4-.1.: -,p..apo.:ittalce the .-..- 	- 	_ 	- 	- 
ectl. te.is  oo . atielNyill'll.o6Se.-ipstead .to - abli 1..1e 	Cri 	lass. Not only _  	.:: 	.„.... 

-wiitt±us affect t' t 11.t as youinow parking oliiour , :,:#:..b:ar pit$:  ::1S also lacking and 

'reducing egtkaber:011  cars that ,ebtlat aMdaily_, i§iMpeta -vef::-.;Studehtsvft LIII must   
Pg4t. 

:::::  
':'0 -. :Cti.Siald60* .E1,.a.MPlig!:: OrCIVIiThemla . tetUrn10417tew;:cats:after dark when it 

is.,:nova WIAy8:.:gafe 	 .;= 

.PreSetgt0MmateT:alteitiatiegds. :Ii,ettylmpOlt&it -Adflie-entite, 	o 
: 	 . 	 : 

:ami..§ ..6:LitSpe00.01y:':iitge:y.p-trt01:1:1011 
: 	• 	: 	 : 

campus in your plans, •:apdiequestihe=syftem , be:AppitaVediodaer:Tatheit4han later 

Na.m 
	 Date 
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.Dare: 

I, 	 (t•Lt 	 , strongly urge you to include 
Mânoa in your plan for a mass ansit system. Asa student at UH, .1 helieve.l 
traffic reduction would be greatly 

i 	; 
compromised•

. 
-. 

, 	
- 	t62 

 
were  

Std4cj# :7A1  hOlate:40*0-an transit 	c  
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to c 
will 	 on our :, ,camp 
redUcing .:te;:; .,num--  ber-E0f,carOliat:COrne:4ifilditk i is:_ipaperattle. S tudents  
park a distance from campu' LrIng themi:t ;Acton::  to their car s after dark w  
is not .;*-; 

Tresc.ntin - torntrater -alternariNeS.:::iswery:#_portant,:to.lthei ,e33. cl):raversttv of , : 	• 	• 	:: • 	 .  
, 

Rawaf 
 

olapi 
parnppp;14:37.-ourlaiang.: 	 soonyra . 	. . 	. 

Sinberely ,  

ame S 

Dear MayOT,Hannemann:  and o lulmCitv Co  

	  strongly urge 

	

anoa.m.yoo_:plail for a 1-n48s -1-Tama sySt 	s .-a smdentat,. 
_traffic redticii.on - 'would be -greatly.'' compronnse 

47ano4 Students wiThegitalte to A.I.Se any Ttransit option 	canna . 	. 	.. 	
- 

directly to s 	an ill cliciose:4tS 	0 .COntinue v4.11 ; . ,J 
will 	 , ect n-affic, but 	u know -par 	on ourcam uga$ 

-reducing the xinthber.-Of tars that.tome-p diiv is inerative .. 
park a distance fr cmrcampus, , orcmg-Ther to return to eir cars 

: is not always safe. , 

_Presenting commuter.  alternatives is very importantto th entire Unwersi 
Hawai i at - mica community , nc1 so I iesp -641-1illy igge you to include our 
campus in your plans, an quest the system be approved s8-6;iiei_ rather  
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azne sign 

our.ja or a m Manoa 
traffic. 

anoa-: -Students — . • 

S 
ccra 

te use an 

CljIv1LyUI ritEL11-e al111 anume rio oiulu City Council: 

T. 

')erviAt 4t-Ii 	f ro 	 strongly urge you to include MI- 
oa in- your plan for a mass transit system. As .a student -at -UH, -I=behreveThat 

traffic reduction would be .greatlY -cornrifaiiiisedif the system -were itot extènd ed to  
Annoa. Students will hesitate to use any -transit _option that cannot take them  
directly to SehP.Cil, and Ndll-choose _instead to continue driving tO. ,clasg. ot only  

. will this affect traffic; but asyou knc;VI: -.Parkiti(; --On-oui:-campus 15 also 1ackh . and  
Luemg thet-Lumber of s that come in daily is Ipiperiative:Studen1sçftiimust 
It 4:tlistafice from.cam us forcmgthem-  6 return totheir cars after dark when it 

•P.feSehtiitgzortmater'b.liettiati -VeSiai* :IpapOttli)ttO ereiiti.r&University of 
awat)1,.:at anoarcoMni 	an , :s6:fv, 4ectf.ull 	 our 

e::apprOvedirsOOlier-rather than later 

'merely, 

am 1.13111y01.1r13 ws, an.. 	the system 

Date 

13ear Ma or mann _ Honolluth ouncit 

	, strongly.  ortie=yotr-to inelnde T.TH- - 
'.t 	%iiicreiiii:ii LIE,, Thèit 

Qaaso. if the system -were not extended _to 
o on4--,t O'arinot take -them .. - ,r- 

..;continue divmgl0 class. Not only 
:altour:: .:.cam 14-a's -also lacking., -Atid 

at come in, 	is gap erativt tudents -often must - 
4.. 	 ,., 	. 

fokmg them to iethrn :4Q, or cars afterdarIc when it . 	_ 

eptly to 	o.. 
	121, 

	

tr 	--as 
reducing thenum er of cars 
pafk a distance fr oni campus 
s - not alivays safe 

•99sP Ts,t.eg,  

sentirig i .cog-44:41teT.4.,.enIatimpsAs - yery.ignportant4o.the,e4laitelkiversity of 
community, and  	 'Eft luciz ,our. 

agjp4.0:14.1:-.5iclurp : 	 rather Than later. . 	_ : 	- 

Smcere v 

e/  

Niine signatur 

 
 

 

I . 

 
 

  

 
 

Date 
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Dear Mayor annema.nia and the HonôthiuCitCoun 

tr; 	Kilo", 

 a_
R

_ 

 

. 	._: 	..  ..: 

	  strongly ,urge you to nclult 7
Mna in  your plan for amass transit system Asasdi:,t 

	

eevea 

rralbcTeduebon would be  greatly compromised if the system were 

 

,t-o  

Vnpa 	

. 

Student- will 	use any transit  dpt-i:Ontliat..-cnneit 

ditectmtly:st,ao4SbhObl;.and Will choose instead to coniimie..diiArnigrtd: -dlaS& : 
will d. 	, ept.traffic, bilt - -a . yollkno* Par-lag,-  bifi -bit'airtpus is so-14' 
e. :. ucmg the-tiiii;iii----  ii.f.- ----- ::-....-- - 

park  i distance.- 	 .-:,-_--- :1_,..- - :-...7"r  '''-` -64Ts 41:1*t..-66-11i: r—e'n1
- to 

retuin:i87,. 	_ 
:.:ncom :Pam 	e  In d

ail
y le lin 	 ' el:tic-es  ilit-t• 	

*L. In 

Is not always 
. _ 	pus; -.tbitino...th.-- 	.. . . Pqative ....:.,., 

ays s e 

Presenting comrrrnter 	 YOS:1s. -.yennp.otIait...g. 	entire d 	
respectfully 

. 	 rS
urge you to iniude 

campus ,m:. your. plans 	••-•:.•:iind.ittitiestAilsystern.b.e.lapprovectisoonerTather, than 

Sincere 

e s 

D ar Mayor Hann6n3 ..an the -Honoluta City Cornell: 

	  strongIyurgt =E}11 t9. ,41C1 

Ma*.:14 in yourIarr.for--,amass,transitsysteiAs .a student at-- 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised 	 e sys 

anoa Students will hesitate .16 use ny transit oPt191that -cannot tketli 

directly to school, and will choose instead to cOnfin 
but as you . know:p 

reducuig tie number .:o ars tha± come m daily is imper a  

park a distance from campus- owing them to return fo theire s' 

is not always s afe  

' 	" 	nter..•altema.#8ies, i.4. y.e-...i:  p7.4po4aixt:tp !ffie:ettyre'::U.  rd., yeJsi pieseotkp,g,,F99T7R-
- ..'-"i.:: I 	 a-: ei'.1 respectfully :urge y . 1.1.6.Wal Y.',  at:MI:boa: bornmi' 	ty,, all 	. . . 	 oil:: 70 ...;111,  , 	U e.-,o. 

.  :cam usim-yoUr pla. i .antttegtest .tie.:sytem be approved sooner rather than 
- .47., 

SMPerely; : :: 

Nam (sign 	 ate 

s 
-nts 	xxa 

0 

C.417E)  

AR00069578 

Date 



Presenting:commuter ,  
Hawai 1. at Mnoa co _ 

ampuS-,M-.&oitr -plans; 

to,tue:etnirp - uni _ 
alternativeS 

und. itY_ 
request the system be approved-S4Oiriei ..  - rather . 	. 

a 	 • 

Mine 

g cr ly -nre al Os. 

- 	- 	
. 	: . 	., 

our planfor.a mass .trOnsrt syStem. - As;a:§twien.-..at.:. 	heve# - - 	. 
traffic reduction , would.be.:_weatlycoth cam :Red:if the.:.:s system 	to _,,....-__,.. --- 	. „ _ 	.........:_ 	.:„ 	.. 	 _ .._,.. 

anoa:,.:Students'ill.hesitate:tO:use -znyiransit_.:(1ptioxrthat cannot take them 
echr ct1y to s_Oh.:ool.  and will 	 contmue  dnvin to class. Not onl 

will -this -, affect traffic , 	 as you knowipar 	on our:c 
edU.c_n.

:
gI.h,..e,nu% Mbe.r

.
-0.. -car$....' . :.:h. a. t,.: comemriaily Is unp.e..ratry 

ark,ardisfance fron.cam us 
 

 forcm them, 4-j:retath,to 
0-(0.  Ays-  safe_ 

Tid:Sen 	-coutmutdia lt00:10..t.W s -SAT: 	iiiiiitoilatit::::toilthe:]:6iiiiajitiversity of 
aw.ti i at Mnoa cornmumty, and so I respectfully Urge you lo-th olude OUT_ , 

„: M3pp.§1.11 yO4r!plp=rts„ anaTequest..thesysteml?e:p7py .  sooner rather than later , 	„ _ . 

Incerdy,- 

Names1gn:atcr 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the 	COUTIC11: 

s rOti 	tit e you TO -niclude.-1.31-1- 
s a sfudeiitatUH I belicize that ' 

	

a 	 thesys% w er 6 litrott.x 	to 

-.:-:to use-anyi-rangt 0_ on ttatmot -take them 
... 	. 	:_...., 	--. 

w choose instead *tothintle :Vail Or- class Not only 

	

: 	.  

re ucmg e nUm., :er 
park a distance from campus . 	 - 	-- 
is not always safe. 

„ 

I 

Dear Mayor liannematm and the _ffonolula City 

1 
ano.a;n12 

, us is also laciung,and 
Students often Ir(tiSt 

eir arSH4fter dark when it 

: 
aX1-0.4...111 your 	 a 

traffic reduction 	ornproriiiSed 
Mãnoa will   bP§Ita 
directly to -:04 
will tlii  s:i.affpct . TTafqc,,,jyat As 

V 

cars that come in daily 
rcing them to -re 

U 	 -on -Our campus is also  la.e.Eilac,  and - 	- 
:emtve, Students often must 

S A 	
7t4  

Sincerely, 

anae-(s 

 

 

ga 

 

AR00069579 
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'D..ear.MaYoflianiteirtanii .aiidthe:r.flonoltilii•SCity.ZOtitic •• 	•••••• 	• 	.• 	• 	• 	•• 	••• 	••••• 	• 	••• 	.••• 	••• 
•

jai )4,1 	/ 	strongly urge you to Inclu 
Manoa m your plan for a mass -transit system. As a student a 	' ' -elieve,_ t . 	 , 	, 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system vere -nee 

,r...-; 
t&idedto 

M-  Oa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option 	, carm  ot e 
directly to school, and will choose  instead to continue driving to ci ctoniy _ , will this affect traffic, but as you know arldn,g on our campus is striae 

,-, 
. 	_ ci 

, reducing e number of ears at come in y is imperative. Stadèht ô  — park a stunce from 	us forcing theinto-retum to their cars aftl , 	_ 
is not alwayssafe. 

.-Preseritini:conimuter_alterna yes .,......isl...;!..eiylmportant oy . e,:entir  ...• 	•• 	..... 	.... 	....,„:„...:„....:::. 	.......... 	........ 	.......... 	: 	•••-- • 	- 	.. i 	,..,,,,,...:!E ,......„...,..,...,..: i.,..• 	...: 	. 	_  
Hawara:At.,  anoa::domm. 	and,S0•JI:•respectfullyurge:you'- -  '6. ittc.fil'idj •::::::::•,::::,,,:::,.. H,,,.. :, 	 ..........:..,..,....., .: :.., 	.. 	.........„.... 	.....„...., 	. 	, . 	, 	. 	_.-,...  

-campus i'm your plans;• ,an ....reque.p.t . :041'.::: .SYStertt'..b.e':ip- tOrii•-e.  'soortell,..„ ....••_•-•::.....: 	. .... 	•.... 	• .•••••:••••:•,_,•••_..„ 	•••.„... 	_ 	•• 	....,.., 	•,...... 	,• ,.. 	_ 	.... 	...,,,,... approved :•••:• 

•:••:• Sinberely .  • •••• 

   

ame 	 tur ) 

 

-Dear  Mayor Hamiendann and the 'Citv 

 

stronal tiro 	t - include 

   

_. ;plan for,a.:Masi --trait -system. 	a st•cicn 	eh at 
traffic teduotEon -vo d . *-wpatly ::10)-iapr011uspd ,..,., , .- 	_ 	 '  sn xided to t--- 

-dia- ob. Students will -heSitafet -67-tise'aii.Y.4ranSit option ' feannof- 
,

331 

._ - 	, 	

,, 4..,,,s.-.F . .0-4 :,c  4 
ire.e v to -Sc 60 and will choose'i:n4eadto continue 	

g 

	

wi-- 	affect 	fic;iyat-asi _ou kiiolik par  ma  on -0111; campus:::tt t -s0 
-i.  

:reducing- the number ,0f cars-- that ()Melt daily is Imperative 'Students o enniust . 	- 	- 	_- _,.. 	,. 	-: 	- 	.. 	.,._._.....=-:,:-.:-. .  	. 	._. 	:. 
park -a distance o . r pis, forcing the -o return to 7 cars after dat when it , _. 
is not always safe 

. 	 _ 
. T'Teentiu.g . cominuter.al eri:tatives is . very important .to . .the entire laivorsi--  of 
:•HaWai'i at MEnoa community, an d so respectfullynrge:-.- otto•inel .  .3a . 	 .. 
campus in your pisiTs, and request the system be -approved soonerTatrt1ater 

. ineere y 

Name (s °pawl- 	 Date 

• 

wti.  it 

M5riba Ak:t: 

0 

AR00069581 



Dear Mayor Hannernann and -the Honol u Ci Council: 

Cin 1-01.4m OD -010 ci( 	strongly urge you to include 

,

M 
d 

ron
_ • 

 

iii 

 

your. plan 

-

f or  
a

-

-m

.

ass-ATRn  
	t s 

 y 

._

stem

l

. A student at 

-

-t 

a  

- 

traffic reducionW
11db64reatiyc6nprothisC

7h

es:stemwe 

- 

to 

 Students i1hesitate I9-us6-ahytranstopiion:
directlytosohool

n 
	 class Notpnly  

v 	affect traffic, 	

:ag.gn.°1ranus also 
oftenrnust 

 ark a-diStncefrom  campus forcing eto -retunfotheir cars after 	 when it  

is not always safe 

...pir..esergft: :: eOrpr 	 .........:Puit0... . ::1]iVeTi1  of 
urge , 	: 	 - 

campus in your lilans..,:and!eqUeStthetS'Nttein:•::be -Vi5roved'Soon sooner rather , : 	 - 	 _ 

nicer 

  

   

Date 

at: Mayortlatmem  am:Land the H onolulu C -Council:_..  

.I;.. 	S'.... a' 	 Strbilotykjggq .::y04::-.t-0,41iClUdei_ji -  . 
NI: 0allit OLItp.14i4t0i7.:;,a1)1a81-ArallSg.'_ysTOTa. As a stide;t?t1).M.1:elieye that . _:. 

affic:::ftatiotiott .6010tiiii:rja0:::g.eatly :c: in otnisbd. if:: 	$ eri*o.: no extended to , 	. 	- 
44)...1...._.

•6
. 4.

.
.,
..

.. -.
:
. g

-

. ita

:.

,

..

O-

.
:
...,

f

.

s

.

w.illh.::

• 

esfiateto use any transitoption'...4at cannot iakc  .4
.c 

.
,
4 

directly to 	00i, and will choose instead to continue drivingto-e4ass 
will.thisiaffect t. c, butas you kno'pañãng o:nueaopus3s also :-10

)•]_:•':.O,-,-  
- 

....... 
rechicmg the.13pra -6r.'0 ..,cats'ithat:::.conle in daily:as..,•:imperative :. Stents ,uften,-T.11*-  

:. 	. • -.... - 
park distance fri eam_pus .,.lbreing thenitcyr.etint to their.::,icars 	eitrcta  Av-. .eni 

istiOta.J'Ocray8 ,:t-  e .:::.,..:-::..:::. 	::.::.:-......:....:,...: 

Presenting commuter alternanves .ls:y. minbrtarittetlie:ennr. gOwsi 

	

.„.:....:.....,:„...:.:..:.....,:,:........::;:,,..:....:.,...„.„„„........,:„........„ 	,:.,:,_....,...:,.:,..,,.. 
Halv..4.7::::ii.:47t.. 1Mail*:..1±43-,ii. ...q. 	and solTe$peetfully:OrgeyOwtO:xidlu ei ....z .our: 
-campus in your plans , and teci  stthe sy$tem:be:apinOe ::.sooner rather er - a4 later .•••••••••• 	•••• 	•••••:,..n.:•:. 	•,....:.....::.:...,..-.:•,.. 	: 	•••,:,. 	„::•,:•• 

cerely, 

(signature) 	 Date• 

Su 

AR00069582 



_Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Co 31. 

-StrOng... 	 _9:1_14P. 
anaa.10...3701#:..A.a4-: !....:.4.P7.i4a.. ...- •••••-• 	. 

.:..trui:;...:_:v$Icill...;::E-A.if:-Ath....:,:stile....s.dyes.".iternz.....-:;-X.w.....er,e,-1:, .9. 	..-'v.'-e'' :6 - sir 	.. 	

fi
'. liNV-01.11...::::- ....,:, :.- .. . . 	

transit op 	4 :34.4P:a 
0:4*du9......... 

.::'..:...lif:..1.9-::.PP::,:. 
.........'::'::8iiiitililit: 

d'b6''greatly"44P 	.t.- ...46n 
vtg:  .. 

-rot/lisp:17. .....,:......:_ ..-, 	:- - .... 
antd:,.::'Sti4.0.gtp•!:7- .. hesitate:. . :...........  

directly  
: 

gy...,... t 
to bl-fob.l...,":;-411.4.1-.1;1,:::.**46.78'eg*.1#4_., Aff..6-.6:t.rtilffip.1)..  ig..:as.y.p..u.....  . ....9.  W.: ar Vilt 	 g... :.,: .:.:94:: -....Q.... 7.117. r.,4P414  "P. 1-15-1-5 also a 

...:00.0.pn-g. 
.. 	

the 	.4, ents..dft`'ill itilft  .........._ 	.......... 	..... 	.:........::: 	......... - park ,..-:,0.is'tan
e..:anetif.hfr:obpr....ctif...cpana., ifaoti!.i.ce.o.mg7.170.::_lt 

._ always.......... - - 
	to return .bc$: .: thbir. cars'jrifter dark when it 

s-sAidt. ::safe- 

P:resenting -ccommiger alternatj.ves_is:v.e -importatt to:the entire University of r - 
114-*Ta..L1-..atrgattoa.00miTitini and so I Tespectfuny440:yo*to include our 
campus .an your plans, and Ttqupstthe -isysterilbe approved -sooner rather than later. 

ince 

   

 

1 ( 

   

e siiture 

  

Date 

Dear IVIavor He-97111e antrand the ROflO1ThICtV 

S ono:, tat e o o melu 
_ 1\-4-drp5a ih-i_Your That for :A _mass •.0:3:0.1-t, -systerd. As a  
traffic i6dii4tbii:-.t:froilid76.6 .i.gi-Oogy eqmpTonnsedif e sstei were X 	0 

., 

Manoa .. .StudentS Will hesitateic! :':Useanylransit option tht-r4a1Motl. 
directly to school, and wifl choose nistead to,c(mtinue r- 

Vill '-' 
will ' affect traffic , but as you know parkin g on our;-.c.ata 1181$' ;,--, 	

; 	
'-aT1

',. 

reducing 	number of cars that -come_:-.Inaily-.s -- 	e 
parka : . distance from campus, -. Poreni them to return o tcs aer  	n it 
is not always safe 

 

TreSeliting:ep.minatef:alternatiyes:Isryerylinporta -nt:46.-- 	entire 'University of .. 	.. 	... 	. 	... 	. 	.. 	. 	.. 	.. 	....... 	. 	.... 	.... 	. 	... 	. .....:.: 	..................... 	...................„....:.......:..........:.....:..:...:„......,::...„..:::........- 	....,......:...„. 	..„,..„..... 	:........_......., 
:lia*-.4::::1:::pfly.laii.00:::: .•cpti01114#.374::.thd.I .47.0.045.0 	urge 	kk;oinala6.-; :ciat- .. 	...,..........:......... 	.::„.:::......,...,.:.:::,:....,:..:........:::.:.: 	...„...,....„..,.. 	:. 	... 	r.:.. 

tamptiM'yo#:Plans;- .  and request the -system be .:approye  soonrather ,  than later. 

meerely, 

Name (s ana. 	 Date 

11, -ZiElM16 

AR00069583 



:pooimayofiOtitprx.*Lti. 
	

adt•• 	C-657.: 	. :•.:.:StTongly*gteyou:to•mallide:•: 
••:•M7.41-4oa..inYotir plani:for.ii•inasS.  
 . 	. 

	S.ifSySten.Aia'Stndenfat:UH,:•jt:5eliet4T:ha 
LraffiCiredutni6*:woUld•be:p*ateonProdiSe if ersyStercwerolidt;extended to 

.•::.:1\4500:4 :: :::.StUdentS.:.' :hesitatetO.:uSe i:anytranSit . OptIbiirthat,Canndrit 	' m- . 	. 	. 	. 	. 	.......... 	. 	.. 	.. 	: 	.....:... 	:.......:_ 	• .:.• 	. 	••••• 	„,...„ 	..„....:•,...,:....::•:..-..,..,...,::::•:•::. 
••••directly. :10:. ': .schpol.:;._ands..V■ ..71:11.::ChoOseinStea4 .*:_66ntinue• 	:...:;.....', ... : I . ••.:•; ..:6':,Oldi 	0 . . -Q41- 
*illiihiS.-:affeCt.:fraf:40;:s•bUtaS..::yOn know.•:.4Jarkint 011::::Obr:CanitiiiS al so lacking .: ::and 

3 :001.4:q1.PkEt.7.4.#0ii-00fOf.0.t ..13.414....i.:.:0..m.-0.:.1:1a. : /4..1..6..:14',..,iiii:.. :._.i'.. :,..e...r....:a• Y 	.'S1entsofiainut  
k a distance from campus, forcing ...-,ift:O.,rt..0j.*......,......::',0-.':' -fla_ '..#...liP,•Fs.:-..,:,..„ af 	arkweiit 

Is mot way:S. :Saf. e: 

17.,$:ell. 	conarnutet.alternative*JS:ver... : .. :.:iimportant   

 ... 
	

. 	• 
•E

...:. 	

:i

:. 	: 	.:: 	
:. 
	

.:  

.:.., 

. 	.. 	..._... 	. 	.: . 
	

. 	
... .r6 
	n 

,:..:,
.....e:..:-,.:._.1..,3

y
,,.J..,.a...v,ers.t 
	o 

 - f aw '1.atMipa
.
pOMr 	an so , ,lespOPtfully

.
geny9 1 :pii( 1lde;our 

0aMpUS:n:YOurplan;:ai4 ,47queSt:he:$ySteM;5e:4pr9Ne4 - SOOneri  er 	
- 

 than later. 

     

 
    

_P-51-tar 

 

a e 

 

0 

 

 

   

 
 

ear-Mayor Hami mann ancith Honoul City Council' 

	

-cAft-s 	strougly tageji4 fkd 

	

anoa.J.n4your plan.::for amass vansit;srste .... . As a..student ::a 	 1 # 

irafflreduction would .1 . e.l'Oreattii ._proir)ied...-.iftli' :s In=x9.7 	:Pgreii: 4 0 
..„...„- .0 	to...00t.Twal.to:#0 .:::i .o.:::.: se.:.-Ah, -an% .,'..0 ' : 8tbt earaiti.   tct1ien  

dtl#to 	to-bon-Li ut. 	-ritib-,: to -..as,NR:f . 	: 	, 	-  	, 
wiWtbi 	ect-traffic;butes syou 0".Vf parking_:::on-our-carapugls;also:icking, and  :   	you :  	, ,.::.:,..:. _ 	. 	., 	_ 
re-dU:-cng the number of cars that come in daily isimteranve Student.often. nu  t : 

Presenting •commuter alternatives i s very importantrte.* entire Universi of _.. 	, 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	: 	_ .-.:.-.: 
awar.r.at  --1\4anoa.conuniiri ity, and sol respetftffly urge:yon .- include -,o 

-campus...hp...your plans, and request the systenizbe approved s oonerratherthan -  later 

Sincerely, 

(sisnatur iDate 

 

:•••' 	 ••• 	 :c• - •'•' •" 	 •••'"•' 	 • • 	 • 	 ;.:. 	 - 
park stance from campus , forcmg: em to return to their cars afterZtrIcw en 
is not always , 	safe.  

AR00069584 



Dear Mayor HaffileraMIT1 and the Honolulu -City Council: 

	

.44:44. 	 strcingly urge youto i.nclud- U11-•
.  

Mama in your planfora mass transit-:_system._ -As a. 	 UHibehevejiaZ I laelieye 
traffic reductionwould be-greatly compromisediftlie - system wer

e n etene  
t - ' a --/I' 

to 1- aTtoa. Students will hesitate.tomie 2.ITY-  transit .  gpti -6-iithat, cannorttakoe them 
directly to school, and will choose to 'Continue-Thivine to class' 1.1- ot 1  
w 	is 	ecttroffi. 	e; but as you know par— kiii.  ii_op-r.:0-6i--- ria- .-----ip.  u'''s=lis-,also iack-i'no,n, 

only 

 e in  IrrfbeT  Of car-:th4pPinedn 	y imperative 	- dents often '11;_ust --_ 	- 
park :a .distance,' from campus, forcip them f to terto to 'their cars after dark when it . 	_ 	., 
is- not always safe. _ 	,... 

'Presenting commuter alternatives -is very-  unportant to.the en .e ::LuivierSit of  
Hawaf 1 at Mnoa community and so I respectfully ur e'youto include OUT , ... 
campus :--ITT  our Ian 	 th and request e system be .  approved. sooner -rather than later .. 

incerely., 

e Date 

4 :017: 

 

	and the Honisilitiu City 

40_ 	 'OU 	Ar 	Eps4:14U 

oaini. our arvfmallaaSS aD sit.  
trZlibz•readdiff0 would gill:gr:p4tlYto 	brill* i 02s ,stetowei: s.-310 - :: 
NT-Zinc/4.1 tide 	'v;Ti. .. es:I-MI.-6:6use ' 113- 	 ticain' mitt e transit :ti 1i.  

dir C-t1Y--i-  0 's cIVO,  and will, choose'  	an  a: 0 rcontinue 	- .:c su.,..t.„ 
?v,ill- this affect 	litii(as::: .:: ! ' inQs  

	

: , you know 	campus ig -A• T§iii t , 
_ 	_.. ,. 

rechicanz - _,:rtilyri r of:Ogs: at_comd- - %.- 	 isimperative Smclents,ofits„n: must 

park 4 distance from, camptis;: forointi:41Yem to 	to their cars after dark -clatim it 

is no-FA1N,v6k*'§ t 

i-4eu 	 a.matives jsyery miportantAot e: entireUniversity  
,.iscdTpspget-fiillypi7ge you!.7(ct:# elude our 

campus in 	 dater. _ 	 thn  _ 

cerelvr,- 

e Sign tUr 	 Date 

AR00069585 



• Dear.-Maybr ..,'TianneinaOri .  and,the - onOluIWC: COUtieg. . 	. 	. 	. 

. 

A. .8.il-.tthitt.:' ,§ytefi_t. ,::Ag,:''gtttdeiif -  at TIfialjdliOt that 
• •::::traffiCteduCtiOn:!..Vi.Otildlbe --greatlYcOmpronii;edifthe: -:.§yit .-... 	 itd. 

Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit OPt4Ortliat.7.7:AantweOrt7no:et :‘em, - 
d.:iteCtl.Y::IO-:!:SOhbOL;and. :*a.1•-s. -choOseJnsteadio••COntiiinesrr:dfiVmg•Tto ,nlaS Not  
will ::this•affeCt:traffi0;:ibUtas -yolikribw.,:parloton our campus is also i acldng . :  and  
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is 
park a distance from campus, 	

.e4. 
their cars 	r 	, V , 	• 	• •:• 	• •: • 	- 	r. 

•is not.• 	• •••• • 

'Presenting -commuter alternatives - is-Nery:inlportantIO;.the entue-Umversity -o : 	. 	_ 	: 
-HaWai at lilanoa caniiiiunity and so. frespectftilly :Urge you groin. e ,  
campus in your plan and xequest_thesystembe approVedsooner.rather*liaii ikter. 

- 	 - 

ely, 

Date 

Dear Mayor Haimmann and the Honolulu City Como 

	  strongly urge youto;.nidlude UH 

Mnoa in yop.-.. par.)...fora mass 	atIJH. Fli„erlie_ ve„that 
lra±ii 	would be greatly compromised if the systni v. erernot__ekt 	d:tc 

lanoa -:-Stildq-ItS will hesitate to use any transit option that canno -  take 

directly to -.8chcidL and. will choose instead to continuedxivin tort- ass. Not only 

wilt:thiS affect traffic, but you know parking on our eampusAs so lacking, 	 nid , 	_ 
reducing the number of cars that 'Coineni ,dailyisimperative. -- Students o:fteri-irnist 

park -a distance from Cal:AP -us.; forcing them to return to their cars aft er dark when  

is not always - safe. 

.Presenting • commuter alternatives is very important to the entire Universi ty  

Ha* at Maloa community, and'Soirespeotfully 	youtainchide-, 
. 	 . 	• . 	.

our 

campus-your .  plans. and request the system be approved soonerrather than- -later, --  

Smcere y, 

am (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069586 



MC 

Dear Mayor Hattnenaann and the Honolulu City Council: 

At 
1, 	-i (4 	strongly urn you t6 include 1.11:1- 

041Ak.  
IVIanoa 	OUT plan  for Ta mass transit system,.As..a istudent. e'at 1JE , Ibelieve th at .  

_traffiocidu-thction would he greatly compromised if the system werenot extended to - 

Man
a. 

S tudents will hesitate to use any transi -,tioption that cannot take them  

directl-Y-to school. and will  choose in -s'  teaat0 _-c6ntinUe driving to blais: --Not only  

Will this affect traffic, but as youiraow - . 1.- 	- 

reducino." -th- 	b 	- 	- P81  'Ing'°4-'onr 
campus 

 -s 
also lacking, 

 
park 

a 
distance from 	

cars 	...07-1e.; in  6  oilY  -ill:Tel:' .ative - Slili den. ts,.-act_fte  en must  

. 	arcing Th em-tb_ret6ick,to their cars. after -dark wliini. 

 not always 	

_. 

Is 

re:se,t ring cpingin .otia4ergati.V.esis•*ery:_inap.ortant:tatheentire  

.c4ni 11.5 . :igyppr,p4:0 atiAr4itest: th0::g5: .i,§teiiiiie:'"atij*oliidlObileirratb.er-than later. 

Dare- 

Mayor I 	
, 

ar1:11:andthelicino lulU,Ct Cm:plc _ 	- 	• 

&: stronglylg-go....;y0-.4:::,tg.:!•• 0 	 L i I  

	

-).z.e_ 	a. ato.atiyOiar.liart:':f.0. - 	alaqit._ystelp2,_::As a student 4: 	,_ _,..:....„::.:._: 	, , r  .,...:.,..., 	..,„...,:..,........:„., 	. 	,. 	_ _ 	_ 	, 	, 	, 	„.,......„...,..._ 	..„, . 	.. 
.teb.ffiotedopiowc4ia'  s• b:.,:,...e.  - git• :,...a..:..:t,.:  .

l.::y, i j
:.
o
-.,-,
b
:: g
rop.....rot06.0:ifi0:syst. eo_Ittb,po &xttide,.4 to 

,. 	• 	,..j. 	.51 	. n . ,...,..... 	, 	. 	.. , 	._ 	: 	.., 	. .. ,.... ..,..,:., ....„.....„ ... . 	. 	... 	.. 	. 	. 	. .. . . 	,..... n 
al104'■: , :?ista-cieoo : wilt tiogitotertq.06.::,!:oay: Vglagt.:pp4:91x.17,01.4t.?4;10 -;,..':*e, them 

	

3r.e..qtly.T.to:.sphoo.L. ,44 w 	0.6s6;ingrea& ..ttrOorttrritio 	:Orig,:-:tp..-4as-,._-. , ot only 

	

,. 	:... 	..... 	 ... 	....: 	........ 	. e. : .... 	: _ .. 	..,.....„...,..,...:::::,.:.,,....,......„.. 	.. 	.. 
.liK 	affect traffic. 	aS: tiu•-: dvs. 	 a-. 	4 - 
TeaLi•cmg:.t110.:..niltdbp:s of,0*.rs:.th .44tie me.nl: 	x:.19s.7.;4::ef:'''°:' .aariltiv.:.::;;:tii3.4de.oti.-4-.:StoltitAtt 

	

:.:.„.....„.„•,.: : . : :...n.:::::..,... ;-E,..„. : :i,,, : -._ :.:,.... 	- 	- 	•-. 	-::„...,._. 	_ 	-• 
pa.ik:I.A-:0i4t4:06-fronT.:pampp.S., pTcliv ems.:to.re urns. ,t0.'th:Ertar$,.'a r •at 	mrit 

....:-. ...._.. :,.: :::_::::,•:-.., :.:.: .-_„ : ..„,..:: :.:. ..,.. c . 	.... 	...,..... 	.. 	---....., 	...:,.:.....- 
is '-:tibt. -.41,Waysafe. :•,-.: 

Presenting commuter 	 .alternatives . 

campus in your plans, and request the system be ur
ge 
ve: 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) . 	 Dat 

AR00069587 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu C ity 

I 	A:- 	NA- 	 strongly urge youto include 
_ 

 tJH- 

Mnoa in your plan for a mass transit System. As a student at UH, 1 believe at 
. 	_ 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were nOt.--extended to 

, 	. 	 _ 

Manoa.. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that .cannot take e 

. 	. 	_ 	_ 	_ 

direct_lYto.school, and will choose inst ead to continue dnvmg to claes„., only 
, 

will this affect traffic, but as YOu knovc parking on OUT Ca.inglis is also  

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative -. Students often must 

_ 
park -a distance from camp*, fording them to return to theircare after riar 

_- 
is not always_ safe 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire Univer sity  - 

}lanai" i at 1VIEnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include 
- 	 _ 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

_ 

zincereiv.: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ate 

Dear Mayor Hannemaxin and tne Honolulu City C o'une 

ittrovyopjp ,Eanc#14;* 

;.:144004.111, our plan for a mass transit:SY** As a student at tJH, rheheve that 

traffic reduction would be 	,coriip-rogoaif 4*;q0.00,,,Nvo,ro:notiextended to

'Not oily 
Manoa Students will hesitate to use any transit option that carmot takethem 

......clii:..e.OttY.:4O.litioLl'an.iiv.vill:,.'0,0-:*iook,cttd..COntinue ddvmg to class,. 

:-.*.iA*S .Offecttraffie,.i*.*yo:....16[ww.parking.pri . .Q1117  campus is also lpking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imnperative 	 -s! 	must 

Dak a distance from campus forcing 	

O_ 
; 

am . o eturn:to 	.ars.a r 	when it  

is-..rnot.alWaYs safe.; . 	........... 

Presentint .,..porriMater 	
University of  

Hawafi at Mnoa community, and so I respecthiily urge you to include our 

Camp* in your plans; *4.request the'sVetern be apprOVed ..i.O0iieritoiot than later 

Sincerely,, 

Name (signature) 	
Da 
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rg.e:.y

:  ..
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.

.'r- tbS'
include

.
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.
`cy  

. 
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l

7  Ivanoa:in yog.11an'for. asiass:transit'sySte -As -a .student 'at"' ;-  e le 
ti i-cirednetibi.wollrbe greatli:dt7Pr°ilsedif :$y004*;#0*-40. 	n 
mn0a:stidentSAil:10*'Pc4se:any:transit:brti

;I44:C4::Ct4.6 'i% ea  eit0t:10404;at1:!p:!4006"iist6a40:0i1 	74: :O105$.0Ipn w!0„0e6i.6att
c

.
1ukig.

-
6
:
ii

6v p61. gon011c. 
	us is a10!la 

KOditilieingn ero-cars 

	

	

y 

 

t:. coin in ni:I.I:$-ITAPOtitiv-e 
- 	: 	 .''". 	: t.

a!-1
:6  p*.ko lib4e from campus 	their c .a after 
 

. daik --When-it 

as not always:s e 

-...........- 	:.,.,....,..,.. 	. 	.. 	. 	. 	......:..:.... 
Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire Um versity  

HH4*-6.::ii:'at.:: 1\115.316A.:;::::oititii-ot.i..:4'4,:.0.q::: •0:i:14.0.P.:04744.:P0--py,9.yT... 4otlucit', :ottr:-.: 
campu..5 •14.youzplam. and.feititeSttlie:SYSten7i:bo:; -::gppraypd,:soongi:T04er thah later. 

Sincerely, 

pawn) 	 Date 

ayor::1-langernan#1Arl.. 	- Honolulu City  c6uncit: . 

I, 	l

, 
• ,...„ 

 iicA-:-::::::.0c 	 isoogly:p.rgo:i you:to 
':airtaa..:.!:. ::.yow.: plan. for _a., niaSStraiisit'systena 	a 	etr(-: -.ati:VE.I., I believe that --- 

.K..00*:::!:-..Sti14.01: 	hesitate 

tai.7,?,:i. ...1::._...... 	...,': ---"-•-•-,:•,.,:„,,,,:::, 

...:,....,.: :to:,..1. 	i:anv,..:: 	sal) 	onEthat,:,cannt tnke -them- •' 

.._ 	_.  
i:i.c.:P4gt0:40010 - .:::w014.Icil*_:.WPOly compromised if e.::§V,Sti'AiefTe not extended to - 

4#0.C't:l to schools  03* _,,..:14:::.:---1i-o§.0:0:-*q. :99,:,':',-...4.t.p.r4:4,10t*;,,dii-yo-g .to.t-lass':' -1\t6 .t.'  ,o-ill- y' 

	 :.7: 5•-liii:,..tli:::••••affo•gt.lt. 	bflictar,:assyd.?...,..:-Li6:::7*4-iiii..„:.i..41.:.,..::4--:.;::.;,..,. t.', iolt,'-.'". •'-.4 -4Et:i3Os-6-. "-itking; and 

reducing 	 number 	that come ity:i4olyi..ii:.41*0...tis*'stdelenits -often must 
•• 	• 	• 	-••-•••••• 	' 	• 	- 

1 .. ..rk- .:: :d: iSt-.a. np. e,• fon,.c....a.:,p...... . 	rogg 	0-.xm. . to return to 	ei..,t
.  
-ca

_ 
rr after dark when it 

• , 	..::••k,i,•i, 	-----•-•..-......- 
is not always safe. 

	

Presentina: comrnuter alternatives :Is 	irnpOrtant to Tt.:.4,' .niii71,pri7erSitx of .  	. 	. 	- 
anoa ,  eommimit, and so I respectfuli urge you to include our 

, campus InE , y0-.4r.i:plan,%::andt.eqneSttbe$YSte4..tie!':ap:"IVO;e4;:s0:Onet:Tathei'thählater 

Sincerely, 

am (sioatur 	 Date 

Dear 

AR00069589 



Dear MayorHannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 . strongly urgeyou to include :1.311- 

Mama in your plan for a mass transit. system. As a .student :att:TELIbelieVe.that-. 

traffic reduction wouldbe greatly  compromised if the system were not -extended to 

Mdnoa. - Students- will hesitate to use any_tranSit .option:.that. cannot take them: 

directly to school, -anti . will choose instead to continua driving tc - Olass.:-.Nkit only 

will this affect traffic, but as you'lcnow_parking:on-our campus:is:A.10'riackn an 

re..ducing:the.nninber :of Cars that Come in 	 often must  

park .a distance from campus, forcing thenitoreturn,:to. their -cars after4aTk when it 

LS not alwayssafe.  

Presenting commuter alternatives -1.s.verY  importantto  the-Pri 	 Q 

Hawai' i Manoa community, 	Ire i)e.Cti- L113.-311;11es:Y°:11'I-9 	u  
 campus .  in your plans , 	request the he system be approved soonef.tara0"h:ar., lat 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Name (signature) 

 

Date 

Dear MaYtir:Hanitiernann::...andthe'lionOltilitie 	gpItpil., 
,:. 	...,.. 	: 	.„... , 	. 	„.. 	.. 	. 	.. 	... 	.,. 	. 	. 	.. 	. , 	.. 	.. 

I. 

. ..i:....r ..A
...... 	

i 	... 	. .
:

.

46  

 ' 	
i

l

S

r

.tt

'...O: .

n

'-g 
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ou

;:

l

.
.
oqitli  

mto:14:00.plopif0:4;20§ttaisit-sy**.Asa.itid6itdrUI  	
::. 

 that  

traffic-T  cPPg*Oilar1 67f: 7t;:c10#iiciifid'5?P 1 :t"01g:Tb: (1  .dIo 

 ano*:Stdiii4iii:iiiie"iiSeaiY-friiit9Ftiol 

 

 that"carniották' thérw 

-;,wilitii.01:0thitly.s::::::.t.aff(;:...::.- :.:  C. _lid... :.6..1....',E .:::.:4-iis:d*iIi:::.:01406§ ...I:di:tea:di ''' ' .. 

... ....: 	. . ,...... - •Pc.1,:l.zaffitbj:i.it:40' .....:161j,  lnOi:•15. sirki:o -criii' ' ' .!'.:"ir '"---.  -' _jig 	
s 	t 0 

l'.. -m-dr.1 	e.):t3.1.3#t 	:10f t-Ats:.!ttiafoitiidit 	37:::1°.§. 1:1112..°15..6i-liiie'.  -.§1. 
also t 	A 

, . forcing tdial td....return.  y• •-• ; . -their .:„-e'axs. eller 
often
:1. ,-9T E en sit 

. pArl...( . : :'-.0.i. 0..•.4.....;:f.m" .-camPiig . 1 . - .... : them .... - . , 	 ::10z 

is.-tfici.it .rbit(rays., safe. . 

- -:.:1 -. -tesiting-..conniniter..alternatiVesii.S. -,.7 .7.0y. :iinpOrtanttO -  the entire Univeraity o f  

...:.F a
...w.....

.i..:i.,.:.:m........ ..g.. ..p..:.....0
. .
a....-:.:  community,--  .:............4:... 4

.. .
.so""

.
: .  ..tespecifillY'Urg

.
e'Y

.
00

:
OTnO14

.
44,8 

campus  in yc47:plOs;
.
44d•Veq*0t: 0 :SYPt0*:1* -arP00c:000:ia ,   MI  later. 1- . 

Sincere 

 

 

A  
Date 

Nairie(Sigiiatur 

 

 

 

 

 

RilflflaArrsri 



• P" 

Sincerely ,  

Dear Mayor. Hat neniann ndBo1i uCity -Council: 

. 	. 	. 
11g1Y-urgic' 6•00 -includ 

1‘45nca.m.yotir p an for sAtnass transit system.. -As•-a-sttident  

E- 	
. 	. 	

1
,. 	

-, 	. 	
- 

at -13F
' 
 

 
b4 

 

tOve 
 a 

#affiqrddletion -Would-b0. kreattYr 6nPronned -if- he-s5StdH'*64e nditendi 
Mn06:Students hesitate:A01SO .aaytransit ,optionlhatcaimot take them 

directlY:40.8ctool;an 	choose instead 	:vin to class et-only 

will this affect traffic, but As yotvknow .parl.drig pn:our;campus -,,is 
tars::thatt:  gnie.m.daily as imperative 	ents 0 atm 

W preark:A: diStatiCe from. ca*T3.1§; orcing:hein.to .tettirt . 	eir ;cars after dank 

-issaaat.01*ays,--.sa. 

-.Presenting -00iiiiniiterialtertiatiy*S -iLsyer3T-important:to ;the.:.entireUni crsity of 

Hawai i;at lvtArkoa'.Comintlitit.Y:; .and- :-.001:---:.reSpeCtftally .iirgeyou*-) include Our 

campus in your plans, and'iPgaSt sThe. .sYsterabe .aPPTOea'soOtia rather than laler 

mcerely 

o co 
Dtte 

Dar Ma Hannemann and the Ho °lulu C Council: 

	

, (y.t.i :%,,: •. : 	ric2i i; .1 	:::•., 	.  strong jy_tit:7 ; .,g .. -vo-ii to 

Nliticadnn.yeint:plail,for.a:r. mass transit sySeii.t.,:' .4.Vs:. ..AsP-.1.dent,*.-.VH, Ir:134J,ey. 	-at 
,:....:...,..... 	.: 	-.......,,.,.....,,....,„... 	 . 
rafac,redtictiOrtwOUlabe..greatly,Oiriproiniseil....ifIlie:sootct were not extended to 

. 	.....:....,:„.:,•:::.:.-,..:::. . • . . . 5..,,..:.:-. : •• 	- 	-• - 	- 	-•••• ---...,...„,,,,„::,:.„:..„.„ 	... 	:-......,, - 	_  

5ti:: S-tuder.its wiU hesitate tOilise,., -Aransivo, 	A at.,'CALIDDI talc& the-m. 
_... i: .:.,...., :„...„•.,,,,,,,•„, 	, 	• 	..... 	 • 	• 

it Ctly ..0:-....sehool.c . an 	'40.6:Se.--insteadtCYcoritiiitie-iiii*itt IQ. .0 	11) _,.....,„ 	:„.. 	. 	......:....„ 	.. 	..... 	. 	.....::.............. 	.  
full :$,.::xf.o.t:#4g. -i...i;:itii.ttakNitlit ow Arkingomptii4ani. our-campus 	goi-a- .-- 	.... ...,..„..„ - ..L •::,. -•,-,•:•:,.•::.••,..._, 	 and  

,re4tacm:q.i .,.:.t.th:.*.!:•aiiii*eri!:',4,E4fkkii,,con..w::.MT•: ,,daily.:asliiiperativ -•,' 

	

enIA-,o 	nanst!.., 

park:A;distanckftormcampits, -; ,f6r4i*th*M:tbiretiatiii0 their cars ,et: az licr.- 001•:it 

:ii-g::::ittiti: .al*:::oys, '4fei:' 

Presetiting-cdtatilater...Alternatpies ,:;:s. yety.i.tipOrtant.:to the entirer,13.niversi 	f 
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later _ 

Date 

AR00069591 



Dear : Mayor.".}.i4nen-iatirl.and the Honolulu..:City..;COOTIOL: 
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Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 
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Dear Mayor liann mann: d the :Honolulu:City -Council:-  

\IIXOYI) 	strongly .urge. you to 
- Manoa in ythir p an or: a mass transit system:: At:a:student -at:Q.1-1j b l1thàt  
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the-: ,:systenrwpze,no 	ended to . 	 . 	. 	. 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to .t§eany transit -option that cannot 
-.directly to .school, and will ehOOSe!inste.ad to COMinue-Aiivingio,olas8:- Notonly 
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Dear Mayor .H.annetnann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	\ fl 9 	L(flJ 	VT  strongly urge you to include IJH- 
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CEC ILI 	8 	 ' Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 	
oi a 06  

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe Iblitttag0 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
MAnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawei at Manna community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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Date 
71/ 27 20t(o 

Sincerely, 

N,arne 	 Signaniir,e 
(1 

Name 
ItJ -.14.2k -tiAAA4'  

atijr /P14/1  
Signat 

AM, Ar 

	/ 
Date 
/ 2 

Date 

Date 
ft (7  

Dat 
/ ii 

	

ape  	 S pia 

	

(1 kh 
Name 	Sign 

ikt12-ie 	vv.405-,J 

gnature 

/ 

iilak044- Date 
Date 

1( / 	1 

Name 

Name 

7. . 

atureW 

Date 
(1 	-/ 7 
Date 

/  2- 066  

/ 

/ 

ter) 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Ma.noa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-MAnoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at MAnoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASLTH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

AR00069616 



gna 

ignaturei C 

Sincerely, 

)1401\4,03 v1i id ?i-o-
Nre 

Name 

Si a • It 

Date 
/ 2-1 

.Date 
/ 

Date 
/ 	2c1 -0(4,  

• AA.I■ 

S" 	ture Name . 

/ 77 I ct, 
Date 

it / 
Date 

- 1111111111r- 

4,46  

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
MAnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

AR00069617 



Name Date 

ame 
t-J\ 

Name 

Name 
jLi &Arc,- 

Date 

Date 
/ 1--1 

ignature Date 
4.? 

na 

/ 

/0( 

in 	rere z_ 
Name s 	, 
Lei • k\ N(1.. -Of)) a 

Date 

Date 
R/7') 

Date 
1 2-7 	1 0(0 

tur 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans ,due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Ma.'noa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class, 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘ i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the .entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, 1 believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to • 

Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawais i at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

AR00069623 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Matoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-IvIrmoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UN, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Ha.wai'i at Maim community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mame. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaii at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
• your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 

• in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemami and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i atlWanoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Md.noa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, arid 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and 1 strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASTIR, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Mknoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UFI-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
11/14'noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very• important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUll, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at 'UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. .I . request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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• Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
In: addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, environmental concerns in 
addition to many other. I request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at till, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
In. addition to many, other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUI-1, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. . l request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Marma 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Marioa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that -cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

• Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 
k 

(1 /223 ic 
Date 

)// 	e)-C 
Name 

-2kakiiivA h  
Name, 

a Acirk 
Name 

di a Ca VeltnA- 
Date 

0"0  
gnatu 

d / 0 „( / 	 ,  
Signature 	 Pate 

Si nature 	 Date 
Z 53-  

Date, 

Name 
Ct2) 

Name 

Name 
o,y\ V-Qwaio 

Name 
j`. 	Cn 

Name 

Signature 

Signature 

Date 
/ 

Date 

Date 
/ 	?..? 

Date 

cc 

/ 

Si ature 

S ignature 

Name 
	

Signature 
	

Date 
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Sincerely, 

K-1141r.i) f- 
Nam e, 	. 	• 
jinni  
-Name 

Name 
Ktm'ArrOt 

Name 
§ 

Name 	, 
,I0A4  

Nart.e 
rc) Gt la IT tee;  

Name . 
SOrte\ ee  

Name `--) 

Name 

Name 

C 

Si 

Sigiature 

/ 
Date 

2  

Date 
H 	ON5' 

Date 
lit tn.? 

Date 
/ 

Date 
i;  	 

Date 
/  get 	/  e-JC 

Date 

Date 

Name 

las2 

Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUI=1, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include LTH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at U1 -1, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Name 
C 

Name 

Signatury 	 Date 

Signature 	 Date 
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Date 
/ 2 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

ASUH, Sierra Club, 2020 Vision, and I strongly urge you to include UH-Manoa 
in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that traffic 
reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community. I respectfully urge you to include our campus in 
your plans due to lack of parking, lack of dormitories, safety concerns, the 
expensive cost of gasoline, time spent in traffic, and environmental concerns, 
in addition to many other reasons. I request the system be approved sooner 
rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

/VI 7/ (am ekal 
Name 
Cr C,4 

Name 

Name 
kcAllAzi  

Name , 

Name 
L;kAt\ ak 

Name 

NQew\c, wiroPC  
Name 	 S.ignatur 

\f*A1 SY11 VIM% 	\f,,sq A 
Name 	t 	 Signature 

Lat., 
Sioallre Name 

Name 	 Signature 

Date 
/ 	 

Date 
/ 

Date 
/ A t? / óL 

Date 
/Z 	/ 	(.47 

Date 

Date 
/2, 01_ 	t  

Date 
I/ 2A 	10G 
Date 
	t/  • 2/1i  

Date 

n Aq 	-,9496 
Signa re 	 Date 

ift 	trro. 
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Address ,4( 

Telephone number 

Letter to Honolulu Advertiser and rn 
Honolulu City Council 

The City Council is going to collect more taxes in Jativary 
for the rail. 
think this is not fair because they don't even know 

whether the GETax increase is enough to pay for rail. 

What other money are they going to collect for this rail? 
Will they raise taxes higher to make up for the shortage? 
Will we get our tax refund if rail turns out to be a non-
starter? 

I work very hard, 6-7 days a week to support my family. I 
am raising a family and house payments (rents) are so high 
that my wife and I scrape to meet our household, medical and 
schooling expenses. 

Rising costs and taxes are driving people like us into worse 
living conditions to support government waste. 

Dated: 

Signature 
Print Name 

 

6 (4)4-k 	S  

   

2 

semi. 	  
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Letter to Honolulu Advertiser and 
Honolulu City Council 

The City Council is going to collect more taxes in January 
for the rail. 
1 think this is not fair because they don't even know 
whether the GETax increase is enough to pay for rail. 

What other money are they going to collect for this rail? 
Will they raise taxes higher to make up for the shortage? 
Will we get our tax refund if rail turns out to be a non-
starter? 

T work very hard, 6-7 days a week to support my family. 1 
am raising a family and house payments (rents) are so high 
that my wife and I scrape to meet our household, medical and 
schooling expenses. 

Rising costs and taxes are driving people like us into worse 
living conditions to support government waste. 

Dated: 	/* 

--C17r-42 

Address  9,--1-4YAct4 4 14W413  $1,64,;(4:2V7V 

Telephone number 

Signature 
Print Name 
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Signature 
Print Name 6/e 

Letter to Honolulu Advertiser and 
Honolulu City Council 

The City Council is going to collect more taxes in January 
for the rail. 
think this is not fair because they don't even know 

whether the GETax increase is enough to pay for rail. 

What other money are they going to collect for this rail? 
Will they raise taxes higher to make up for the shortage? 
will we get our tax refund if rail turns out to be a non-
starter? 

I work very hard, 6-7 days a week to support my family. 
am raising a family and house payments (rents) are so high 
that my wife and I scrape to meet our household, medical and 
schooling expenses. 

Rising costs and taxes are driving people like us into worse 
living conditions to support government waste. 

Dated: / 2- /6094V  

Address 47 19 	W/ 4144/7   57-" " /A' 
4
//' 4Thg/9 

Telephone number 	0.72w2..2-5-4,4:-A 
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Letter to Honolulu Advertiser and 
Honolulu City Council 

The City Council is going to collect more taxes in January 
for the rail. 
I think this is not fair because they don't even know 
whether the GETax increase is enough to pay for rail. 

What other money are they going to collect for this rail? 
Will they raise taxes higher to make up for the shortage? 
Will we get our tax refund if rail turns out to be a non-
starter? 

work very hard, 6-7 days a week to support my family. I 
am raising a family and house payments (rents) are so high 
that my wife and I scrape to meet our household, medical and 
schooling expenses. 

Rising costs and taxes are driving people like Us into worse 
living conditions to support government waste. 

Dated: e 	CC 

  

Signature 
Print Name  e5  

Address 4:...;o/ 	 /Mt *>144--  /41, 

Telephone number  i4 3 - 9/1 0  
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Signature 
Print Name 

Address 

Telephone number 	  

Letter to Ronolulu Advertiser and 
Honolulu City Council 

The City Council is going to collect more taxes in January 
for the rail. 

think this is not fair because they don't even know 
whether the GETax increase is enough to pay for rail. 

that other money are they going to collect for this rail? 
Will they raise taxes higher to make up for the shortage? 
Will we get our tax refund if rail turns out to be a non-
starter? 

work very hard, 6-7 days a week to support my family. 
am raising a family and house payments (rents) are so high 
that my wife and I scrape to meet our household, medical and 
schooling expenses. 

Rising costs and taxes are driving people like us into worse 
living conditions to support government waste. 

Dated: 

AR00069650 



9P4,7p  
Signature 
Print Name 	(717-rte.e.„  

Address 

Telephone number 	  

ic7a7, /// 71049,- 

Letter to Honolulu Advertiser and 
Honolulu City Council 

The City Council is going to collect more taxes in January 
for the rail. 
I think this 13 not fair because they don't even know 
whether the GETax increase is enough to pay for rail. 

What other money are they going to collect for this rail? 
Will they raise taxes higher to make up for the shortage? 
Will we get OUT tax refund if rail turns Out to be a non-
starter? 

I work very hard, 6-7 days a week to support my family. I 
am raising a family and house payments (rents) are so high 
that my wife and I scrape to meet our household, medical and 
schooling expenses. 

Rising costs and taxes are driving people like us into worse 
living conditions to support government waste. 

nated:  
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Signature 
Print Name , 

Address Of; / a Si-  AAA 416 111-qc. 
Telephone number tofb)z  

Letter to Honolulu Advertiser and 
Honolulu City Council 

The City Council is going to collect more taxes in January 
for the rail. 
think this is not fair because they don't even know 

whether the GETax increase is enough to pay for rail. 

What other money are they going to collect for this rail? 
Will they raise taxes higher to make up for the shortage? 
Will we get our tax refund if rail turns out to be a non-
starter? 

I work very hard, 6-7 days a week to support my family. I 
am raising a family and house payments (rents) are so high 
that my wife and I scrape to meet our household, medical and 
schooling expenses. 

Rising costs and taxes are driving people like us into worse 
living conditions to support government waste. 

Dated: 01V7IALO  
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Letter to Honolulu Advertiser and 
Honolulu City Council 

The City Council is going to collect more taxes in January 
for the rail. 
think this is not fair because they don't even know 

whether the ZTax increase is enough to pay for rail. 

What other money are they going to collect for this rail? 
Will they raise taxes higher to make up for the shortage? 
Will we get our tax refund if rail turns out to be a non-
starter? 

work very hard, 6-7 days a week to support my family. T 
am raising a family and house payments (rents) are so high 
that my wife and I scrape to meet out household, medical and 
schooling expenses. 

Rising costs and taxes are driving people like us into worse 
living conditions to support government waste. 

Dated: 14.4 (lcic 

Signature 
Print Name 

Address 	t3 dl 	/%dh. 	- 	fl 	. H. 1 441: 
Telephone number 	6 IS )  
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Letter to Honolulu Advertiser and 
Honolulu City Council 

The City Council is going to collect more taxes in January 
for the rail. 
I think this is not fair because they don't even know 
whether the GETax increase is enough to pay for rail. 

What other money are they going to collect for this rail? 
Will they raise taxes higher to make up for the shortage? 
Will we get our tax refund if rail turns out to be a non-
starter? 

I work very hard, 6-7 days a week to support my family. I 
am raising a family and house payments (rents) are so high 
that my wife and I scrape to meet our household, medical and 
schooling expenses. 

Rising costs and taxes are driving people like us into worse 
living conditions to support government waste. 

Dated: 	11--\14)04  

Signature 
Print Name 	4NA V.A-0114mq4c  

Address  0-1rai,  fr 

Telephone number 
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Letter to Honolulu Advertiser and 
Honolulu City Council 

The City Council is going to collect more taxes in January 
for the rail. 
I think this is not fair because they don't even know 
whether the GETax increase is enough to pay for rail. 

What other money are they going to collect for this rail? 
Will they raise taxes higher to make up for the shortage? 
Will we get our tax refund if rail turns out to be a non-
starter? 

I work very hard, 6-7 days a week to support my family. 
am raising a family and house payments (rents) are so high 
that my wife and I scrape to meet our household, medical and 
schooling expenses. 

Rising costs and taxes are driving people like us into worse 
living conditions to support government waste. 

Signaturt 
ttili 

Print Name 	01.410071$ galbtbui 	alrer- 

Address b19 sut.r.,:ccot, a. &/Of 

Telephone number 80 
	

3 ? Sq 
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f Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 

CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 	
DEC ZZ 10 19 hti '06 • 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Mano in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not elitetaiT,05 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the runrnber of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Date 

Dear Mayor Harmemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	C-j: tike '/- 	A 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Matoa in your plan for a mass trdiasit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

12- / 	i 26 
Date 	Petition No, 	 

414 -5,'") 

. 4 8 .  
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Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City. Council: 

I,  a rig1 Cf&O V 1C14 ki 0 Vi 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must • 

park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawaf i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerel 

 

 

)cf 181.9e  / 	20-0 
Date 

 

Name (signature) 

Dear Mayor Hannematm and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  2N-/T-N-4 ii 	C°90-1-: 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the System were not extended to 
hano.a. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on OUT campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at IVIRnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

067  
Nirne (sign/attire) 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	C. 0  le Lae atr  	 strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 	ti  

/ 

Date 
I OLP 

 

Dear Mayor Hannematm and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	G-20 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the System were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Name (signature) 

 

es( (D6 
Date 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a rohs transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will  hesitate to use any tra -nsit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa corammity, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

L i/lAc t(A.A  

Sincerely, 

1.11A LAAA  
Name (signature) er---  Date 

Dear Mayor Hanne ann and the Honolulu City Council: 

rri 	 , strongly urge you to include ITH- 
Manol in tu-  plan for a mass transit system. Asa student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in dRily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community-, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

Date 

AR00069659 



Dear Mayor Hann.emann and the Honolulu City Council: 

At 	=i 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
M'anoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue (hiving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely,- 

"4," 

Name (signaling) 
' 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

jVVLC6C'61q1,  strongly urge you to include UH-
Mama in our plan for a mass transit ystem, As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
IVIRnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the nn -mber of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

1 
(signature 

LAdirAdx-1/  / °(0  
Date 
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Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

Pliievl- Ca(_ ,IA 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
M5noa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 

• traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Ma-noa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
•directly  to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai" i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

    

/  
N`gme (signature) 

 

Date 

  

13-ea.t-MaYibr Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

Q. 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH., I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dirk when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than  later. 

Sincerely, 

Caotae 	 ) 	 0  

Name (signature) 	 Date 
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Name (signature) Date 

Dear Mayor Hahnemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	Moak) 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa In your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UI-1, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know  parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily  is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai' i at Mbnoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Dear Mayor Flaimeraa.ma and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  nv 	&L.v  	, strongly urge you to include  UH- 
Mnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this effect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

1q00  
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Sin erely, 

,  IZi LI/ 0.6 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  . irA OA ji-tikIVY1 Qr- 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
MArrOa in your plan for a mastransit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at 1Vranoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

pus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Since7ely, 
IJt 	- 	 \ 

, 	 p  

V / 

	

Nainv  er(signature) 	 Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

•I,  —)1(4101ern 	geolc,1/ 	stronglyurge you to include UT-I, 
Mama in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 

• traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

6Lte 

Name (signature) 	 Date 

AR00069663 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

Ct. 
CI 0-7 	v!,0-1 	 , strongly urge you to include•UH- 

M5noa in your plait for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mama. Students will hesitate to use any trAnsit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from cmpus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of - 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

/71 C",,•••■ 

 

to, 
Name (signatte) 

 

Date 

 

Dear Mayor Hannemarm and the HdnOklu City Council: 

.  12o64-4 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at -UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
MInoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Date 

AR00069664 



Dear Mayor Hannenaann and the Honolulu City Council: 
A 

I, 	 :404 kl/ 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students of -ten must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannernann and the Honolulu City Council: 

	 01 	S 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
IVIdnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mance. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

G iQ  
• Date - 

AR00069665 



Since 

Dear Mayor Hatmemann arid the Honolulu City COuncil: 

I, 	 • 1,.e,v\\x, 	Pe+e-rsoA. 	, strongly urge you to include 
Mdnoa in your lan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
lianoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Mance community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Name (signature) 
rz  

Date 
/ Die 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  —AM_ 	s 	, strongly urge you to include ITH- 
MEnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Mdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any tratisit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only . 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

/  

Date 

AR00069666 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

L.C2LAckfrA, 	. strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manti-a in your plan for a mass i.ansit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will,hesitate to use  any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead tocontinue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know Parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that dome in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

• Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa coramonity, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 'NA, eth\ &VI 7Am Me4ria--0 	strongly urge you to include UH- 
Manod-irt your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
Manoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
:park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of al 0 0 , 6 
Hawai'i at Manoa commnnity, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 	

• 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. v\rs /tu, 

\J 

azt -fli 	\Pc* 	vvo(A 1 6  

Sincerely„  

tvi 

Sranie7(signaLaTer- 	 Date 

AR00069667 



Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

I, 	ulic-e- 	 , strongly urge you to include UH- 
MAnoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
MEnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly, to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in finny is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai‘i at Mama community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

Sincerely, 

 

(Ze, 

Date Name (signature) 

Dear Mayor Hamiernania and the Honolulu City Council: 

I,  42,1\-)nlac- 1:2 ,-4‘c'tcrYv_S_ 	, strongly urge you to include UH- 
M-anoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
MEnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this  affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number, of ears that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 
is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai'i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than  later, 

Sincerely, 

46Mirj ,VIA2../tV 

 

16? 	rid 

  

  

Name (s . . ture) 

 

Date 

AR00069668 



To: City Council Member and Mayor Hanneman 

From: 	ZIAA S E  
Print name 

RE: Mass Transit 

Dear Mayor Hanneroann and the Honolulu City Council: 

., k.A, I/ CAek 
,  I e,___.4,4740(1 	77 	 -• 	

, strongly urge you to include UH- 

oa in your plan. for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 

traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 

MEnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 

directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 

will this affect traffic, but as you know parking on our campus is also lacking, and 

reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 

park a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

is not always safe. 

Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 

Hawai`i at Manoa community, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 

campus in your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 

 

Date 

AR000696654 



Sincerely, 

delLP  
e-(signature) 

AR00069670 

j2 i 6 	2_07)6 
Date 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and the Honolulu City Council: 

-07771 !Ac NRA'_ I 	
, strongly urge you to include UH- 

Manoa in your plan for a mass transit system. As a student at UH, I believe that 
traffic reduction would be greatly compromised if the system were not extended to 
IVIdnoa. Students will hesitate to use any transit option that cannot take them 
directly to school, and will choose instead to continue driving to class. Not only 
will this affect traffic, but as you know  parking on our campus is also lacking, and 
reducing the number of cars that come in daily is imperative. Students often must 
park ,a distance from campus, forcing them to return to their cars after dark when it 

• is not always safe. 

• Presenting commuter alternatives is very important to the entire University of 
Hawai7i, at Mama comiannity, and so I respectfully urge you to include our 
campus.in  your plans, and request the system be approved sooner rather than later. 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 

Name: 
	 o ‘r-v1  

Address: 

Prif\vi) 11/-L, 	1 1 	g 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 

Name:  -/Xel /fu!Mfr  
Address:  3a1 7 A7t  
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Me. Ethel Milner 
3007 Ala Opeha Pl. 
Honolulu, HI 96818-1668 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 
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Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

  

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. ),( 

 

  

  

Comments: 

   

      

      

 

Name: 	1),41/-)t., 	it/Lor-e,“  

Address:  /1-/ 7 	AI' d\ietz.r pa ka  

ict I  /1J_ 	‘  

kr, 1- c2L,cti  

/2,4 	(a (\l a o pot ka  7c 

Af- t) fci L )/77  / itS 

nONOLULU HI 968 

nEr' 2006 PM 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, CONNITTEE ON EDUCATION - 

MAJORITY WHF 
STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHoNE: (808)686-8585 
FAX: (808) 688-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnolo@capitolhawalLgov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whb-ther you are for, or agairet, -the rail treat proposal and Th-O- fundrng system, tat k yOu To support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.* The Salt Lake . 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

A/WI-aim 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 

	
Phone 547-7010 fax 523-4220 
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Senator Norman Sakamoto 
State Capitol Room 230 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 

/- 
Name: 	  

/ 	
Di 	/ Address: 3:)--- 1 (1S—  C.A_. c------ 

,-----) 
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Lawrence Cieyrozagn 
32J 5 Ala Firm Street, 441104 
Honolulu, 111 96E15 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
	Mfb 

Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	  

Lawrence Geyrozaga 
3215 Ala Ilima St Apt A1I04 
Honolulu, HI 96818-6018 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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Attachment F Public Written Communications 

Summary of City Council Hearings Testimony 	 Page F-1 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
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Page F-2 	 Summary of City Council Hearings Testimony 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
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Attachment G 	Ordinance 07-001 Certificate 

Summary of City Council Hearings Testimony 	 Page G-1 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
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PLEASE DISTRIBUTE TO ALL COUNCIL 

To City Councilmonibers: Todd Apo, Donovan Dela Cruz, Barbara M—arsTlaF c" 
Charles Djou, Ann ifoboyashi, Gary Okine, Rod Tam, Romy Cachola, Nestor Garcia 
Re: Decline the Rapid Transit Line 

Dear Councilmembers: 

I fervently appeal to you to turn down this proposal for a rail rapid transit system'. 
There are many reasons that this rail should not be built. The main reasons for me 
and my family are: 

1. It is historicatly proven in cities across the globe that rail systems are a money 
pit and do not increase mass transit rider ship. 

2. The service area for the planned rail system is inadequate for an expenditure 
of this magnitude, greater amplifying the inadequacy of its proposed traffic 
impact. I come from a typically large local family, and NONE of my ohana will 
benefit from the transit routes; and none will use the rail system — not because 
of principal, but because it is inconvenient (we would still have a commute to 
the transit stops) and inadequate in service area. 

3. The rail system will make a visual scar on the city, and is environmentally 
degradating to our aina. 

4. W1IF the billions in federal funds go to a huge local workforce? Or mainland 
contractors? 

5. $3 billion, $4 billion, $5 billion, $10 billion when its done? Who knows? At 
$5B, that more than $5000/person for development only, whether we use it or 
not. How much will it cost each person annually for maintenance? 

6. There is no fiduciary responsibility to the citizens in continuing with this 
proposal. Thankfully, the void of economic and financial knowledge is evident 
now. There is an opportunity to back out before The Rail System becomes the 
next Sewer System debacle that will cost tax payers and their children millions 
and billions of dollars over the next decades. 

7. The City should spend the money where it is most needed by the citizens. 
would rather my $5000 go to caring for the citizens that need help. 

8. if $1 billion were spent on the homeless problem, we wouldn't have a problem. 
9, If $1 billion were spent on our education system, maybe our kids could pass 

aptitude tests upon graduation and be part of an educated workforce. 

Please REJECT this proposal. it is your duty to protect the people, our children, the 
tax dollars, and the 'eine. The rail system will grievously harm all of the above. 

Mahalo and aloha, 

Heidi Ho Conjugaci Misc. Corn. No. 1436 

0, il 7g ids_Je-16-) 

November 3, 2006 

FAX: 527-6910, 527-5733 
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NEIL ABERCROMBIE 
ST DISTRICT, HAWAII 

WHIP-AT-LARGE 

COMMITTEE ON 
ARMED SERVICES 

COMMITTEE ON 
RESOURCES 

 

Tungreso of tilt Unita ftitES 
House of Erpresentatiuto 

asliingtort, EI.T. 28515 
Statement of 

Congressman Neil Abercrombie 
First District of Hawaii 

November 2, 2006 
To The 

City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Committee on Transportation 

Chairman Cachola and Transportation Committee Members, thank 
you for the opportunity to present my testimony. 

I am here to encourage the Council to move forward as 
expeditiously as possible on a rail transit legislative package. 

Council Resolution 05-377, CD1 passed unanimously last year, 
guides Council proceedings on this matter. That resolution 
required the completion of the alternatives analysis by November 
1, 2006 so the Council could select the Locally Preferred 
Alternative (LPA) by December 31. I believe the resolution's 
unanimous intention to "Keep Rail on Track" is wise, prudent, and 
in the context of federal funding absolutely necessary. 

Our ability to obtain federal funding is completely dependent on 
decisive City Council action. The sooner the City and County of 
Honolulu submits the locally preferred alternative to the Federal . 
Transit Administration (FTA), the greater the possibilities for our 
drawing down desired federal funding. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1462 
ORtGINATED FROM: 
	 TP 
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Hornepage: http://www.house.goviattererombie/ 	 E-mail: neil.abercrombiegmail.housa.gov  

300% eecycled 

AR00069732 



Why is prompt action so important to federal funding? For the 
current fiscal year, funds have been already been designated in the 
House and Senate for Honolulu's mass transit project. Of the 366 
mass transit project New Starts authorized by Congress in 2005, 
only ten  were funded by the House this year. Honolulu is one of 
them. 

Congress will reconvene on November 13 to address the balance of 
the 2007 appropriations measures. The Department of 
Transportation appropriation, which includes the Honolulu 
funding, has yet to be approved by the full Senate and then 
reconciled in a joint House and Senate conference committee. 
That funding is predicated on the successful completion of the first 
phase of federal mass transit project funding — the Alternatives 
Analysis, which is before you. This means that before any of the 
pending 2007 funding can be released to the City and County of 
Honolulu, the locally preferred alternative (LPA) must be 
submitted and approved by the FTA. 

As we know, the LPA must satisfy three criteria: it must fully 
evaluate the impact, costs, and benefits associated with the mode 
and alignment selected. The alignment submitted to the FTA 
includes transit stops so that their costs, impacts, and benefits can 
be fully documented. 

All funding measures originate in the House of Representatives. 
Even before the new Members of Congress are sworn in, the sprint 
for FY2008 funding will have begun. If our project does not have 
an approved LPA, and the Preliminary Engineering phase has not 
begun, the Members of Hawaii's Congressional Delegation will be 
at a competitive disadvantage. We run the risk of missing out on 
an entire year of federal funding in FY2008 if we are not able to 
obligate the funds that are designated for FY 2007. You can 
understand the difficulty in conveying to Members of the 
Appropriations Committee how serious and committed we are to 
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our mass transit project if the previous year's federal funding has 
not been utilized. 

We simply cannot afford to jeopardize our frontrunner status as 
one of the very few projects funded out of the 366 projects 
authorized. We risk falling behind many or all of the 365 other 
projects for future funding. And, we could be left out of New 
Starts funding completely for the remaining three years of the 
current transportation authorization. 

The competition for these dollars is fierce.  We are already up 
against priority projects like New York City's $6 billion East Side 
Access and the Los Angeles Gold Line Expansion. We have 
momentum. We should not risk losing it. We need to seize the 
opportunity before us today. 

Decisive action will solidify federal support, encourage private 
partners and inspire the public that Honolulu will become the first 
modem, people friendly city of the 21 st  century. 

Rail transit can be a catalyst for transit-oriented developments that 
include workforce housing, promote successful, locally-owned 
small businesses, integrate local commuters more smoothly with 
visitors, and encourage walkable communities. 

Honolulu's rail transit will be the greatest public/private works 
project in Hawaii's history, generating lasting good jobs and 
improving our quality of life for decades to come. 

I support a vision of our future in which we choose the kind of 
community we bequeath to our children. That future begins today. 
Let Congress and the FTA know that Honolulu is Keeping Rail on 
Track. Judgment day is here. 

Mahal° for the opportunity to testify before you today. 
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DANIEL K. AKAKA 
HAWAII 

WASHINGTON OFFICE' 

141 HART SENATE OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 
TLEpHoNE: {202) 224-6361 

HONOLULU OFFICE. 

3106 PRINCE JONAH KUNIO 
KALANIANAOLE FEDERAL BUILDING 

P.D. Box 50144 
HONOLULU, HI 95855 

TELEPHONE: 1808) 522-43970 

UMW ,*tatts triatt 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-1103 

November 2, 2006 

commrTTEEs.. 

ARMED SERVICES 

ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

INDIAN AFFAIRS 

VETERANS' AFFAIRS 

, ,,. 
..c 	2-.. 

c,c) 

Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair rr4 	
......e 

1.--  
Transportation and Planning Committee r- 

=arrt City Council 	 4...; 	op 	23 rn. 	—I, 	1E7c City and County of Honolulu  
c:74 	— 
a, 

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Transportation and Planning Committee, good afternoon and 
aloha. My name is Mike Kitamura, State Director, Office of U.S. Senator Daniel K. Akaka. 

My primary purpose for attending today's public forum is actually twofold: to gather 
information for Senator Akaka and his legislative staff in Washington, D.C. on today's 
presentations and to provide members of this committee an update on legislation in the U.S. 
Senate in regard to the City's transit project, the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor 
Project. 

In July 2006, Senator Daniel Inouye and Senator Akaka won committee approval for 
including $4 million under H.R. 5576, the FY 2007 Transportation, Treasury, Housing and 
Urban Development, the Judiciary and Related Agencies Appropriations Bill for the Honolulu 
High Capacity Transit Corridor Project. The Senate committee report accompanying H.R. 5576 
is Senate Report 109-293. H.R. 5576 is pending a final vote in the Senate. 

I have been advised by the Senator's legislative staff that provisions in this bill and the 
accompanying committee report specifically designate the $4 million for the City's transit 
project, and that the expectation is that these funds would be available when the City begins the 
preliminary engineering phase for its project. 

The Senate and House are currently in recess. The Senate is expected to reconvene 
during the week of November 13, in order resume work primarily on several remaining 
appropriations bills, including the transportation appropriations bill, HR. 5576. The House is 
also expected to reconvene during the same period. 

In speaking on behalf of Senator Akaka, the Senator assures this committee and the 
Council of his commitment to work with the City in securing the federal share of funding 
necessary for this project. Senator Akaka generally supports the Fixed Guideway Alternative 
though he realizes that that decision is one to be made by our local government. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1 ' 163  
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Senator Akaka also believes that the Council should make a decision on the transit mode 
alternative and route by the end of this year. This will give the Senator and his staff time to 
initiate discussions with his fellow colleagues and committee staff for project funding for the 
next fiscal year 2008. Generally, Senate Members will submit their formal requests for funding 
to the respective Senate appropriations subcommittees in February. Therefore, a decision by the 
Council by the end of this year will be helpful as Senator Akaka and his legislative staff plan for 
this project when the Senate convenes in January 2007. 

Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, I hope that this information is of help to you. 
Thank you for this opportunity to participate in this hearing. 
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Testimony form Carol Anzai, President Kukui Gardens 

In the last year I have been one of the people leading the effort to save Kukui Gardens. During 
that time I've learned a lot about the problems that our policy makers are facing. I also learned 
that rising land value along the potential rail line is probably part of the reason my home is being 
sold out from under me. So I have been thinking about rail a lot lately. 

It might surprise you to hear that I support the concept of the rail line — and that I would like it to 
go through Chinatown and along Kukui Gardens. Saving Kukui Gardens is probably going to 
mean re-developing, and we are actually a good place to build a transit village — as long as we 
ensure that everyone can remain in the new development! I think that our island is going to need 
a train if we are going to improve or hold onto our quality of life — and I think that if we don't do 
it now we might never get the chance again. 

I also think that we all have to put making it happen in front of all the political maneuvering that 
is going on. My resident association is ready to do its part to make this work for our island. On 
Wednesday of this week our representatives met to discuss the development plans for the 
property, and I told them to make a plan that assumes that Kukui Gardens will be giving up land 
adjacent to the King and Liliha corner in order to make room for the rail station that the city 
engineers have talked about putting there. I also told them to see if they couldn't find a way to 
save those big beautiful trees that are there — maybe giving our land helps save them too. 

I have a lot to worry about right now — just like everyone else here, but I know that I am also 
partly responsible for Hawaii's future, and I feel obligated to help this happen. We all need to 
see ourselves a little more as in this together for Oahu, and little less as separate silos. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1464 

TP 

AR00069737 



KAMEHAMEHA SCHOOLS 

November 2, 2006 

Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Transportation and and Planning Committee 
City Council 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813  

Testimony re: Bill 79 (2006), Bill 80 (2006), Bill 81 (2006) 
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Aloha Chair Cachola and members of the committee on Transportation and Planning. 

am Kirk Belsby, Vice President of Endowment for Kamehameha Schools. We support the 
development of an improved mass transit system for the people of 0`ahu. 

We recognize that improving Honolulu's mass transit system will be expensive. We understand 
that concurrent action on the measures before you today is needed to receive federal funding for 
a mass transit project. We encourage the council to either merge the measures or approve them 
concurrently. 

We also urge the Mayor and the council to first identify the criteria that will be used to select the 
appropriate technology for the mass transit system, so that we can consider the widest possible 
range of alternatives 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this very important matter. 

Misc. Corn. No.  1_465  
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Honolulu High-Capacity Transit CorridorHtaWtiF.,."  R K 
nAWAll 

Transit Alternatives Comparison  

Nov 3 4 31 FR '06 
Elevated Managed Lanes and Elevated Rail Along a Similar Route 

Benefits 
Transit, Carpools, Emergency 

Vehicles, Income, etc. 

Two Elevated Lanes 
Inbound in the Morning — 
Outbound in the Afternoon 

RECEIVED 
Elevated Rail 

Stops at Every Stop 

Ability to handle all mass transit 
needs through the corridor now 
and in the future. 

Yes - City Buses Yes 

Ability to design Express routes 
through the corridor. 

Yes - City Express Buses No 

Which alternative travels faster 
from start to finish? 

Buses average 50- 60 miles per 
hour 

Rail Cars average 22-25 
miles per hour 

Which alternative can handle 
more • eo • le ter hour? 

This one 

Can the alternative handle 
C . • • ol and Van • • • 1 vehicles? 

Yes No 

Can the alternative take cars off 
the Freeway on day one? 

Yes - High Occupancy Cars, 
Van Pools, and Cars willing to 
pay a toll 

No one can say for sure 
until the route and 
timetable is published 

Can the alternative provide an 
alternative route for cars when 
the freewa is closed? 

Yes No 

Can the alternative assist our 
first responders in an 
emergency? 

Yes No 

Can the alternative be totally 
shut down because of a weak 
link? 

No - Except for occasional 
accidents 

Yes - Electric Failure or 
Disabled Train 

Can the alternative create 
revenue? 

Yes - Lane capacity available 
after Buses and High 
Occupancy Vehicles can be 
purchased by cars willing to 
pay a toll 

No 

Will the alternative benefit the 
over 80% of West Oahu 
commuters who will never take 
Mass Transit? 

Yes - Take Buses and High- 
Occupancy Cars off the 
Freeway, provide an incentive 
to Carpool above the traffic, 
and offer a choice to ride the 
elevated lanes for a toll 

No 

Which alternative is less 
expensive? 

This one. 

John Brizdle 
Honolulu - 732-0071 
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Chapter 3 	Transportation Benefits and Impacts 
This chapter discusses, for each of the alternatives, the 2030 transportation system 
conditions; the service characteristics; performance; and transportation impacts. The 
chapter first presents the projected future travel demand patterns in comparison with 
existing conditions. The performance of the future alternatives is then compared in terms 
of transit performance, traffic impacts, non-motorized traffic impacts, and construction 
impacts. Finally, a summary is presented highlighting key differences among the 
alternatives. 

Transportation Demand and Travel Patterns 
This section compares year 2030 projected transportation demand for each alternative to 
existing travel patterns. To characterize travel patterns within the corridor and 
islandwide, current and future daily total and peak-period home-based work trips are 
assessed, along with the projected modes that travelers will use in the fixture. 

Table 3-1 and Table 3-2 show the breakdown of where resident trips originate from and 
are destined to by the 25 Transportation Analysis Areas that are depicted in Figure 1-3 
and Figure 1-4. Table 3-1 compares daily trips for all trip purposes for the year 2030 
against those for the year 2005, while Table 3-2 makes a similar comparison for peak-
period home-based work trips. Note that these tables represent Oahu resident trips and 
do not include visitor trips. The year 2030 trip distribution patterns and average trip 
lengths are the same for all of the future year alternatives being studied. The mode 
choice projections vary by alternative and can indicate how effective the transit system is 
relative to the other alternatives. 

Based on Table 3-1 and Table 3-2, an islandwide increase in daily all-purpose trips of 27 
percent and an increase of 21 percent for peak period borne-based work trips are expected 
between 2005 and 2030. 

A comparison of daily all-purpose trips between 2005 and 2030 indicates that travel 
patterns will shift in response to the areas of expected growth, both islandwide and within 
the corridor. Trips to and from the Primary Urban Center areas of Downtown, Kakeako, 
and Punchbowl-Sheridan-Date will show significant increases. The areas of Horiouliuli-
'Ewa Beach and Kapolei-Ko `Olina-Kalaeloa are projected to also have large increases in 
trips both generated and attracted. Kapolei-Ko Olina-Kalaeloa shows the greatest 
increase by far of any area. Other areas 'Ewa of the Primary Urban Core are also 
projected to have large increases in trips, including `Aiea-Pearl City, Waipahu-Waikele-
Kunia, and Waiawa-Koa Ridge. These projections indicate that more trips will be made 
to and from the Leeward side of the island and suggest that not only will there be more 
travel demand in the study corridor, but also that travel directionality in the corridor will 
change as more jobs are created in Leeward areas. The Wai'anae, Wahiawa, North 
Shore, Windward, Waimftalo, and East Honolulu areas show little to no increase in 
peak-period trips. 
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Alternative 1: No Build 
As shown in Table 3-6, auto travel times for the No Build Alternative are either the same 
or longer than existing conditions between all origins and destinations selected, despite 
the fact that the "No Build" Alternative includes $3 billion of roadway improvements that 
are included in the ORTP. However, the No Build Alternative also results in longer 
travel times for transit trips for many of the selected pairs. Some transit travel times, 
such as from Wai‘anae to Downtown and from Mililani Mauka to Downtown, are 
projected to improve in the 2030 No Build Alternative. This is because these trips are 
able to take advantage of the extended BOY lanes on H-1; the improved operations of the 
zipper lane, which is assumed to be limited to three or more occupant vehicles by the 
year 2030; and/or the proposed Nimitz Flyover facility, which will give priority to HOVs 
and transit vehicles. Additionally, the transit -travel time from Mililani Mauka to 
Downtown improves because it is assumed that bus service will be extended farther into 
the neighborhood, hence shortening walk access time. 

Alternative 2: Transportation System Management (TSM) 
Transit travel times for the year 2030 TSM Alternative are expected to generally improve 
over the No Build Alternative (Table 3-6). In most cases, the savings are due to the 
higher frequency of service and the shorter wait times for riders. Some locations 
experience larger travel time benefits due to new express routes added for this alternative. 
The TSM Alternative also has a number of additional park-and-ride lots, and travel times 
would improve for those riders using these lots. 

In general, travel time benefits are moderate at best for the TSM Alternative as compared 
to the No Build. Table 3-6 shows that even by optimizing the bus system, only a 
marginal benefit in travel time would be gained because more buses on the road would 
not improve travel times in a majority of cases. 

Alternative 3: Managed Lane 
Table 3-6 shows that the Managed Lane Alternative options provide some transit travel 
time benefit for selected trips in comparison with the No Build and TSM Alternatives, 
but the majority of travel times either stays the same or gets worse. The Managed Lane 
Alternative 'options are projected to improve transit travel times for some origins and 
destination pairs that are particularly well served by the managed lane (e.g., Waipaini 
Transit Center to Downtown and Mililani to Downtown). In general however, the two 
Managed Lane options would increase traffic on the overall roadway system and create 
more delay for buses. While bus speeds  on  the managed lanes are projected to be 
relatively high, the H-1 freeway leading up to the managed lanes is projected to become  
more  congested when compared  to the other alternatives, because cars accessing  the  , 
managed lanes  would increase  traffic volumes in those areas. Additionally, significant  
congestion is anticipated to occur where the managed lanes connect to Nimitz Highway 
at fracific Street near Downtown. isfinlitz Highway is already projected to be over 
capacity at this point, and the addition  of  high volumes oftraftic exiting and entering the 
managed lanes would create increased congestion and high levels of delay for all VilEres 
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pronounced with the Reversible Option as compared to the Two-direction Option because  
it  accommodates a higher volume of traffic  in the peak direction and thus experiences 
greater congestion. Additionally, areas that are not directly served by the manage ane, 
suc as rom e rpo o "al. • wo no experience muc 	 
Build or  TSM  Alternative projections. Hence, although the Managed Lane Alternative 
would provide some travel-time improvement for certain areas, it has significant 
limitations with regard to improving travel times or transit service for a broader customer 
base. 

Alternative 4: Fixed Guideway 
in general, the four Fixed Guideway options provide the fastest transit travel times of all 
the alternatives and are often either as fast as, or faster than, projected auto travel time for 
the No Build Alternative (Table 3-6). In particular, "drive-to-transit" trips (i.e., park-and- 
ride transit trips) provide significant savings from several locations (e.g., Wai`anae, 
'Ewa, and Mililani). 

Among the Fixed Guideway Alternative options, the Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King - 
Hotel combination would result in slightly faster travel times from the Leeward side to 
Downtown because of a shorter alignment through the Salt Lake community - as opposed 
to traveling past the Airport - and a more central location Downtown (i.e., Hotel Street 
rather than Halekauwila Street). However, trips from the Airport would be significantly 
longer for this option as compared to the others. 

The Karnokila - Airport - Dillingham - King with a Waikiki Branch combination, in 
general, shows similar benefits for transit as the Kalaeloa - Salt Lake - North King 
Hotel combination, although it is a few minutes slower for many trips because of the 
longer alignment that serves the Airport. However, since this alignment provides direct 
service to 	transit travel times to and from Waikiki are expected to be much 
faster than all other alternatives and options. 

The Kalaeloa - Airport - Dillingham - Halekauwila combination also has similar patterns 
to the other combinations. However, because of the longer alignment makai into 
Kalaeloa along Saratoga Avenue, as well as the location of stations on the edge of 
Downtown (e.g., Nimitz Highway/Fort Street and South Street/Halekauwila Street) rather 
than in the center of Downtown, walk-to-transit travel times from Wai‘anae would be 
longer than transit travel times for the No Build Alternative; however, drive-to-transit 
travel times are shorter. 

Other than the Kapolei to Downtown walk-to-transit travel time, which is 10 to 14 
minutes longer, the Fixed Guideway 20-mile Alignment generally shows the same pattern 
as the other Fixed Guideway Alternative combinations. Even with a shorter overall 
service length and some longer travel times as compared to the Full-corridor Alignments, 
the 20-mile Alignment provides transit travel times that compare favorably to the other 
alternatives, and are competitive with the 2030 auto travel times in most cases. 
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The Honorable Romy Cachoia, Chair, and Members 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
City Council, City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

=ZZ c=; 

crs 

VIA FACSIMILE 527-5733 

•••••••■■ 

RE: 	RELATING TO TRANSIT - BILL 79 1 BILL 80/ BILL 81 

Good afternoon Chairman Cachola and members of the committee, 

My name is Bob Bruhl, and I am the Vice President, Oahu Development, for DR Horton-Schuler Homes LLC. 
schuier has a long history of being recognized as a kamaaina company and we are proud of our 
accomplishments as one of Havvaiirs leading residential developers over the past four decades. I hope that you 
accept that it is from that perspective from which this letter is written, and I respectfully offer a few thoughts on the 
transit matters before you today. Generally, we are strongly in favor of transportation improvements for 
Oahu that will improve the quality of life for .11 of OW residents. 

Mass transit is an  Important element to an overall package of soli/OMB that should be pursued to 
improve that quality of life, and it happens to be the piece of that package that is before you today. Importantly, 
we think of rail as perhaps the major contributor to a comprehensive transportation solution that will continue to be 
determined and take shape over time This includes continued roadway improvements, freeway enhancements, 
transportation demand management strategies, other transit irnprovernents to supportive bus lines, and perhaps 
additional major public infrastructure improvements and more. 

The principal challenge confronting the City ultimately is one of population growth, growth that goes beyond the 
tirnefrarnes from which the ridership projections are culled, and how to properly plan for it. Hawaii will always be 
one of the most attractive places to live in the world; people, as they always have, will come here and we, as we 
always have, should be ready to accept them with aloha. While planning is essential, then, to preserving what we 
love most about living here and our aloha, so are taking the necessary steps and making the right decisions to 
commence that effort early on. 

Also, consider the City's principal growth policy, the Ewa Development Plan, has long contemplated that sorne 
form of rail transit woukl he instal/ad to Honolulu, and recognizes it as critical 10 ensuring the commitment to the 
development of a secondary urban center. The rewards for quality of life here on Oahu stand to be great, as 
these improvements are integral to the continued development of the "Second city" and to the provision of ample 
opportunities for atrordable housing and locations for new employment therein. 

We strongly encourage the Council and Administration to collaborate with the objective of improving the quality of 
life for Oahu's residents, so that less time is spent on the roads and more time with families and 'in great places 

that makes our island world-class. 

Thank you for Wowing me to share my viewS with you this afternoon, Aloha 

Misc. Corn. No. 1467''' r  
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To: 	Romy Cachola 	REC EV',  ED  
Chairman, Transportation Committee 

From: Maureen Fagan, Concerned Resident of Vahu, 808/234-1925 
Date: November 2, 2006 

Re: 	Traffic Solutions 

Instead of spending billions of dollars (on plans that may or may not work) 
and mortgaging the future of our children, why not employ more people to 
set up contra-flow lanes (emphasis on plural) coming into town in the 
mornings and going out of town in the afternoon? 

People don't want to give up their freedom for the mass transit alternative. 
Remember the ferry from Pearl Harbor to town and other plans that didn't 
work? 

Mahal° for your consideration of my mana'o, 

Page one of one 
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From: Frank Genadio tgenadiof001@hawail.mcom] 

Sent: 	Wednesday, November 01, 2006 9:55 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Testimony 

Please accept the following for entry into the next meeting of the Committee on Thursday, 2 November, and sign 
me up for also testifying in person. Mahalo: 

Chair Cachola, members of the committee, I am a member of the Committee for Balanced 
Transportation (CBT). CBT chair Darrlyn Bunda is recovering from eye surgery and is unable to submit 
written testimony. This statement was coordinated with her and represents both our views. 

We urge this committee to insert the statement, "rail fixed guideway with integrated bus system" into 
the first sentence of Section Two of Bill 79. We also feel that CD1, or bringing up the issue of transit 
oriented development, is premature and should be addressed later. What is needed is an amendment that 
addresses the routing; for example, "The rail system route is considered to be from Kapolei into 
Honolulu along the primary east-west travel corridor." This general statement should meet federal 
needs while allowing later refinement or expansion dependent upon additional means of funding the 
system—such as development support and technology selection through a public-private partnership. 

An amended—as recommended—Bill 79 approving rail and routing is needed by the end of the year to 
display Council resolve to O'ahu's residents and to expedite receipt of federal funds approved by the 
Federal Transit Administration. Mahal°. 

Frank Genadio 
92-1370 Kikaha Street 
Kapolei, HI 96707 
672-9170 
genadiof001@hawaii.n-.com  
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Aloha Chairman CACHOLA & Members of the Transportion 
and Planning Committee. 	 rn 
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For the record my name is Buzz Hong and I am withIlhe 
Hawaii Building and Construction Trades Council AG-CIO. 

Our Council would like to be on record in Support of  
cr) 

Bill #79 Selecting Fixed Rail as the Preferred Alternative; 
and also in support of Bill #81 selecting the Alignment 
and Route for the approved system. 

We Thank you for this opportunity to testify and urge 
your immediate adoption of these measures... 
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TESTIMONY ON BILLS #79 & 81 
BY CAL KAWAMOTO 

GOOD MORINING CHAIR DELA CRUZ, AND HONORABLE MEMBERS OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL, MY NAME IS CAL KAWAMOTO, RESIDENT OF WAIPAHU , 
CONSULTANT TO THE PLUMBERS AND PIPEFITTERS, LOCAL 675, AND A 
MEMBER OF THE BUILDING TRADES COUNCIL LEGS COMMITTEE. 

ON BEHALF ALL THREE POSITIONS, I'M IN STRONG SUPPORT OF THE MASS 
TRANSIT AS DEPICTED IN BILLS 79 AND 81. 

ITS BEEN ALONG TIME COMING FOR THE RESIDENCE ON THE LEEWARD 
SIDE, WE HAVE ADDRESS THE CONCERNS OF TRAFFIC FOR THE 
WINDWARD AND EAST SIDE OF OAHU WITH H-3 AND KALANIANOLE 
RESPECTIVELY, NOW ITS OUR TURN ON THE LEEWARD SIDE. 

FOR CONSTRUCTION WITH THE ANTICIPATED DOWN TURN OF THE 
HOUSING MARKED, TRANSIT PROJECTS WOULD GOD SENT TO THE 
INDUSTRY AND THE STATE ECONOMY. WE'RE TALKING JOB'S FOR OUR 
LOCAL PEOPLE. 

THEREFORE, I HUMBLY ASK FOR YOUR KOKUA TO FAST TRACK BILL 79 & 
81 THE MOST EXPEDIOUSLY WAY POSSIBLE TO GIVE OUR 
CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION THE TOOLS THEY NEED TO GET THE 
MATCHING FEDERAL DOLLARS. WE HAVE STUDIED THIS SYSTEM ENOUGH 
TIME TO MOVE ON. 

A a  LO F ALLOWING ME THIS OPPORTUNITY TO TESTFY. 
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November 2, 2006 

City and County of Honolulu 
City Council 
Transportation and Planning Committee 

Honorable Committee Members: 

would like to voice my support for the rail transit proposal. Vehicular traffic in and out of Honolulu has increased 
in volume to the point where the current infrastructure is at or beyond capacity. I believe that the answer is nc4 
"more roads and highways" but rather alternative modes of transportation. A clean and convenient mass 
transportation system would offer an efficient alternative to cars and busses. I also believe that ridership woule 
eventually be at the level to where the system would be cost effective and self-supporting. Models of efficient rail 
transit programs are successful in other major metropolitan areas and I believe it would also be successful here. 

Please vote in support of the proposal. 

Sincerely, 
DORM D. LEIS CO., INC. 

C72 
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Testimony FACE, Rev. Alan Mark 

FACE supports the construction of a rail on Oahu. We would like it done once, and done right, 
and done all the way from the second City to Waikiki. We want the whole manaupua. 

For us the debate about rail is really a debate about the future of Oahu. The biggest issue is not 
how much this will cost - it is what will Oahu will look like for our children. The construction 
of a rail line is the largest urban re-development opportunity of our time - we will not get 
another chance for this generation to make such a major contribution to the livability of our 
island. FACE thinks Oahu needs to sieze this chance. 

FACE also thinks we on Oahu need to dream harder about what this effort will mean. So far this 
debate in Public has been about money, about engineering and about traffic. Those are big 
things - but the debate is also about the kind of affordable housing we will have on the rail line, 
whether or not we develop more sprawl or more density, what the environmental vision is and 
how livable Honolulu is as a City. 
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AARP Hawaii 
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TO THE TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMIt 1 k,E 
CITY COUNCIL, CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

REGULAR MEETING 
Thursday, November 2, 2006 

TESTIMONY ON BILL 79, PROPOSED CD!; 
BuT  80, PROPOSED CD I AND 

BILL 81, PROPOSED CD! 
TO THE HONORABLE ROMY M. CACHIOLA, CHAIR 

AND COMMITTEE MEMBERS 

My name is Harry Mattson, Associate State Director, Advocacy for AARP Hawaii. We are a 
membership organization for people 50 and older with 150,000 members in Hawaii. AARP 
provides access to services and information, meaningful volunteer opportunities and the 
opportunity for our members to create positive change in their lives. We welcome the 
opportunity to come before you today to share our thoughts on the proposed amendments to 
these Bills. 

I suppose we are best known for our advocacy efforts designed to protect and enhance social 
security, medicare and medicaid. However, AARP has a very broad social impact agenda that 
includes Economic Security Goals, Health Security and Supportive Services Goals, Information 
and Resource Goals, International Leadership Goals and, most relevant to the Bills under 
consideration today, Livable Community Goals. 

Here are the sobering facts about our "community". 

V.  Between 1970 and 2000 the 60 phis population in Hawaii increased 207% from 67,490 
individuals to 207,001 individuals while Hawaii's total population increased by 57%. 

• Between 1970 and 2000 individuals over 75 increased by 415% and individuals over 85 
increased by 482%. 

■( In 2000 individuals 60 plus represented 17% of the total population and by 2020 it is 
estimated that individuals 60 and over will comprise 25% of Hawaii's total population. 

• An individual who turns 65 in 2006 has a 40% chance of living into their 90's. 
• AARP has 36.7 million members nationwide including 36,000 who have celebrated their 

1004  birthday. 
• Over the last 12 months AARP Hawaii membership grew from 146,000 to 150,000. 

Older adults living independently in their community need transportation to the places and 
services that support their independence. These residents are best served by a multimodal 

TP 
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transportation system that is highly interconnected. Such a network gives individuals mobility 
choices in addition to the automobile: pedestrian facilities, as well as bikes, buses, trains, and 
whim suitable, waterborne transportation. As you strive to make effective transportation 
investments, you need to incorporate the mobility requirements of our burgeoning older adult 
population. 

AARP believes that 

All individuals should have access to a range of safe, accessible, 
dependable and affordable transportation options that enhance mobility, 
enable independent living and foster social engagement. 

In addition we believe, residents 50 and older must have appropriate transportation options and 
be able to sustain their mobility as they age. Remaining mobile is the key ingredient for 
remaining independent and there must be adequate mobility options when driving is no longer 
feasible_ 

AAR.? also knows that transportation decisions impact land use and housing. It is this  
intersection of a significant transportation project with housing, the second major component of a 
livable community, which is of particular interest to us today and the subject of the proposed 
amendments. 

The manner in which older people interact with their home and community can have important 
consequences on their ability to age in place safely and to remain actively involved in 
community life. Barriers between the individual and environment can result in a sense of 
isolation and can make it difficult for an older person to have the social interaction and 
independence that contribute to a healthy lifestyle. 

A livable community is one that has affordable and appropriate housing, supportive community 
features and services and adequate mobility options, Together these facilitate personal 
independence and the engagement of residents in civic and social life. Either directly or 
indirectly community planning decisions can affect housing mix, availability, quality and 
affordability. Among the many issues are: 

V Smart growth and redevelopment of existing communities, 
State and local housing and community planning programs, 

./ State and local use of federal housing assistance, 
1 Zoning and residential land use, 

Universal design and visitability, 
1 Supportive services in the community, and 
1 Environmental protection. 

Other issues include providing assistance for home improvement, maximizing options for 
housing with supportive services and the intergenerational use of public facilities which can 

eriARfl Nenvrii 
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provide residents with lifelong learning opportunities that contribute to personal growth and 
economic productivity. 

AARP Hawaii believes that the true benefit of the proposed rail system is enhanced by the 
successful design and implementation of an appropriate Transit-Oriented Development Plan. 
And, while we too, have concerns about the cost of the rail alternative, any cost-benefit analysis 
should include the benefits of TOD. 

We believe that TOD's are a necessary part of this project's planning process and should address 
the needs of communities with various income levels, provide for multi-generational living and 
provide accessibility and pedestrian friendly options. Specifically we suggest that any TOD 

Promote integrated residential, commercial, office, institutional uses while protecting and 
enhancing existing development, 

I Ensure that new development takes advantage of compatible, higher density, transit 
friendly design opportunities, and 
Encourage an environment which provides settings for social interaction and active 
community life. 

The current schedule calls for the designation of the "locally preferred alternative" by the end of 
2006. At the moment, our major concern is the inclusion of the TOE) Overlay, or some 
reasonable TOD Plan, with the selected preferred alternative. We understand the time pressures, 
however, we also feel that any expedited review of the rail proposal can and should include the 
TOD Plan. 

Thank you for the opportunity to appear before you today on behalf of the 150,000 AARP 
Hawaii members. 

44ARP Hawaii 
Testimony on Bill 79, 80 and 81, COI 

Page 3 
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November 1, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

4-6 

Re: Bill 79 (2006) Relating to Transit and 
	 cr, 

Bill 81 (2006) Relating to the Locally Preferred Alternative 

The West Oahu Economic Development Association (WOEDA) is a group of more than 70 
business people dedicated to supporting the economic growth of West Oahu. Together we strive to be 
a voice for job creation in West Oahu. WOEDA supports mass transit, supports building the transit 
system to its full Kapolei-Manoa route and supports the selection of a locally preferred alternative by 
the end of the year to ensure the availability of funding for this system. 

For WOEDA, transit plays an important role in the economic development of the region. 
Businesses cannot run efficiently when employees who are commuters spend many unproductive 
hours on the road. It is also important for businesses to be able to move products and materials 
efficiently in order to be competitive in the marketplace. 

Our businesses operate in the State's fastest-growing region—an area designated for future 
commercial growth and job growth. We believe that supporting transit's full route from West Kapolei to 
Manoa is necessary to promote such growth. Transit will promote connectivity and stimulate economic 
development in West Oahu which in turn will reduce congestion by redirecting traffic patterns. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

Misc. Corn. No. 1475 
TP 

P.O. Box 700972 • Kapolei, H 96709 • Phone (808) 842-1600 • Fax (808) 847-6575 • www.westoahu.org  
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To: Councilmember Romy Cachola, Chair 

Councilmember Ann Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
C> () 

Transportation and Planning Committee ril C.C1 r- 	• 

From: J. Roger Morton, President and General Manager 
rn 
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Oahu Transit Services 

Subject: Support of Bill 79 Relating to Transit 

Aloha, Chair Cachola and Members of the Transportation and Planning Committee. My 
name is Roger Morton, and I am President and General Manager of Oahu Transit 
Services. We operate TheBus and TheHandi-Van for the Department of Transportation 
Services. 

In Honolulu, we are noted for having one of the best all-bus systems in the country. Our 
per-capita transit ridership ranks us fifth or sixth in the country which is remarkable 
given that we do not already have rail. But in the 32 years that I have been associated 
with TheBus, I have seen first hand the decline in our service quality through increased 
trip times and decreases in bus reliability due to ever increasing traffic congestion. This 
makes TheBus more costly to the taxpayers and less appealing to customers. 
Something has got to be done. 

That's why I support passage of Bill 79. The best way to improve TheBus is through the 
development of an integrated bus-rail system. And I can't see how you can separate 
the mode from the route. I urge you to amend Bill 79 to include a locally-preferred 
mode and route. 

It would be a mistake to wait until a comprehensive Transit Oriented Development 
(TOO) ordinance passes this Council before you express your support of a LPA. TOD 
should complement transit. Most of the notable TOD projects that I have seen on the 
mainland are opportunistic and involve private-public partnership between a developer 
and a transit system. There is no need to pass a TOD ordinance before the LPA is 
chosen. 

Thank you the opportunity to present this testimony. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1476  
TP. 
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November 2, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola. Chair 
and Members of the Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Chair Cachola and Councilmembers of the Committee: 

Re: Bill 79 (2006) Relating to Transit and 
Bill 81 (2006) Relating to the Alignment, 

Bast Yard and Stations Sites of  the Locally Preferred Alternative 

On behalf of the James Campbell Company, I wish to express our support for a mass transit alternative 
that will not only relieve congestion on the H-1 corridor but also promote economic development and 
job growth by connecting the job centers of Honolulu and Kapolei. To this end, we believe it is critical 
that the proposed transit system be built for the full route—from the western end of Kapolei to the 
University of Hawaii—Manoa. Anything short of the full route diminishes to value of the system in 
effecting the change necessary to promote economic growth. 

Within the City of Kapolei alone, there are 20 projects planned or under construction this year—
including six office buildings and six retail projects. Studies also indicate that, in the next 20 years, 
there will be 40,000 new jobs in ICapolci. So Kapolei is truly well on its way to becoming a major job 
center similar in size to Honolulu. Your support for the full route would support the development of 
this job center and alleviate congestion, not only through transit rider ship, but also by changing the 
entire pattern of commuter and commercial traffic. 

The James Campbell Company continues to support our commitment to transit by making 
accommodations in our land plans for a terminal at Kapolei West and for a possible route through 
various easements and rights-of-way. And we continue our commitment to building Kapolei as a major 
job center. We respectfully ask for your support of this effort by supporting the full Kapolci

-Manoa 
route. 

Sincerely, 

David W. Rae 
Vice President, Public Affairs 

ga:00001300%100$0 
	

Misc. Corn. No.  1477  
TP 
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Testimony to the Honolulu City Council 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
Thursday, November 2, 2006; 2:30 p.m. 

Committee Meeting Room 

BILL 80 RELATING TO TRANSIT TECHNOLOGY. 

SITES OF THE LOCALLY PREPERIET) ALTRNATTVR. 

Chair Cachola, Vice Chair Kobayashi, and Members of the Committee: 

My name is Harry Saunders, and I am the President of Castle & Cooke Homes Hawaii, 
Inc., and would like to offer the following comments. 

Castle & Cooke Homes Hawaii believes that finding an effective solution to Honolulu's 
traffic problem will require our elected officials to make difficult choices for the good of our 
entire county. As such, we urge you to: 

(1) TAKE ACTION and commit to our future — to make Honolulu a more livable city; 
and 

(2) Take appropriate steps such that will preserve the 0.5% General Excise Tax 
Increase, and secure Federal funding.  In most business models, securing 
financing is a critical first step. At this stage, it is our belief that the Federal 
funding commitment is in the critical path. 

A commitment must be made to an Initial Primary Corridor/alignment running from 
Kapolei to the University of Hawaii. This will serve the greatest number of our citizens and 
promote economic growth. As observed in other transit systems on the mainland, these 
corridors can be developed in phases if the availability of funding is limited. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1478' 
Cos** Cooke CCH Bills 79-1111o2 

TP 
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TestiMony to the Transportation and Planning Committee 
November 2, 2006 
Page 2 

we also believe that other components such as transit oriented development, transit 
station design and locations, and the creation of a transit authority, while important, can still 
be planned and accomplished. However, securing the Federal Funding commitment should be 
priority as without it, actions to implement are moot. 

111,411 
	

{1 14 ' I 
	 Should you 

have any questions or would like further clarification, please do not hesitate to contact me at 
548-4863, or Carleton Ching, Director of Community & Government Relations at 548-3793, 

Culla & Cooks CCH 	71■411v2 
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November 2, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006) Relating to Transit and 
Bill 81(2006) Relating to the Locally Preferred Alternative 

Dear Chair Cachola and Members of the Committee: 

On behalf of Haseko, I'd like to express our strong support for selecting a Locally Preferred Alternative 
before the end of 2006 to give our congressional delegation ample time to secure support for and obtain 
the maximum amount of federal dollars possible to help Honolulu provide residents with much-needed 
traffic relief. 

We urge you to make a timely decision before the end of 2006, and hope you will avoid unnecessary 
delays that could jeopardize Honolulu's opportunity to obtain federal funds for this much-needed 
project. 

Mahal°, 

SofdAmtacrocibr-1 
Sharene Saito Tam 
Director of Community Relations & Public Affairs 
Haseko (Ewa), Inc. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1479' 

91-1001 Kaimalie Street, Suite 205 • Ewa Beach, Hawaii 96706-5005 
	 TP 

Telephone (808) 689-7772 • Fax (808) 689-5757 
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Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair 	 c., 	—.0 
Transportation and Planning Committee  
Honolulu City Council 	 CT) 	-- 
530 So. King St. 
Honolulu, Hi. 96813 

Re: Bill 79 Relating to Transit 
Bill 81 (2006) Relating to Locally )referred Alternatives 

Chair Ca.chola and Committee Member 

As an active member of numerous Kap. .lei organizations, 1 am here to ask that you support the 
rail alternative with its 28 mile version loan Kapolei to Manoa as this is the overwhelming 
choice of the Kapolei corm:amity, 

We know how important a rail system ; and why we should not be dependent on a highway 
system that would become dysfunction J as demonstrated by Black Tuesday on September 5, 
2006. Thousands of Leeward families vete paralyzed and like them I was separated from my 
family and stayed over night in a hotel it my personal expense while 1 passed hundreds clears 
on the freeway filled with families with scared, tired and hungry children. 

We also oppose any toll charges as it c early would demonstrate the discrimination against the 
Leeward families who would be unfair y taxed while Windward residents received H-3 
Freeway tax free and East Honolulu's tee traffic improvements. 

Fourteen years ago Council made a ml take, please do not let history repeat itself. 
,ncerely, 

Agar f% 401 

Ma da Timson 
92-684 Nohow St., Kapolei, Hi. 9670 (808) 672-9414; President, Seagull Schools; Chair, 
Makakilcaspolei; Honokai Hale Neil hborhood Board; Commissioner, Hawaii Community 
Development Authority; President, U Ao 0 Kapolti 

Misc. Corn. No. 
TP 
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c:; 	>- 
The Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair, and Members 	 Cr2 	

= 

Transportation and Planning Committee 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 	 BY FACSIMILE: s27-5733 

RE: BILL 79 RELATING TO TRANSIT (SELECTING THE 
TRANSPORTATION MODE FOR THE CITY'S LOCALLY PREFERRED 
ALTERNATIVE); 
BILL 8o RELATING TO TRANSIT TECHNOLOGY (SELECTING THE 
TECHNOLOGY OF THE LOCALLY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE); 
BILL 81 RELATING TO THE ALIGNMENT, BASE YARD, AND 
STATION SITES OF THE LOCALLY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE; 

Dear Chair Cachola and Committee Members: 

I am Dean Uchida Executive Director of the Land Use Research Foundation of Hawaii 
(LURF), offering some thoughts on transit related bills being heard today. 

LURF and its members have been on record since 1992 as supporting development of a 
Honolulu rapid transit project as a needed element of the City's overall transportation 
system, in order to help alleviate traffic congestion, increase mobility, and decrease 
dependence on the automobile. Most vibrant metropolitan areas throughout the world 
have some type of mass transit system to alleviate traffic and congestion. The City and 
County of Honolulu needs to offer transportation options beyond the private automobile. 
In addition, vehicular mobility within the primary and secondary urban centers needs to 
be improved in order to avoid traffic gridlock. 

Not improving the transportation infrastructure in Oahu's rapidly growing Ewa and 
Central Oahu regions is simply not an option, if public policy directs continued 
development of the "second city" to provide affordable housing and locations for new 
employment opportunities. 

This community vision of the future provides areas in the city, not serviced by rail, with 
quality of life benefits such as open space, agricultural use, and other low-density uses. 
This would be similar to Honolulu's "Keep the Country, Country" ideals by having the 
areas around the urban areas less dense, and more green and open, while growth is 

Misc. Corn. No.  1481:  

TP 
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Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair, and Members 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
November 2, 2006 
Page 2 

accommodated in areas around the transit line by increasing density. Thus, in theory, 
everyone benefits from the enhanced quality of life. 

As we understand it, the focus of the discussion so far has been on the following: 

1. Analysis of the different modes of transportations alternatives which are 
available to address a projected traffic congestion problem; 

2. Analysis of alignments for the different transportation alternatives (e.g. route 
for rail, buses or high occupancy lanes); 

3. Analysis and comparison of costs and rider -ship projections for each of the 
alternatives; and 

4. If rail is selected, the type of rail technology that will be used in Honolulu. 

At this time, we strongly encourage the Council and Administration work out a decision-
making time frame or "critical path" with decision-making milestones that does not 
jeopardize federal funding for this project. 

We also believe that the planning for the project should be as "inclusive" as possible by 
setting the parameters of the system (i.e. West Kapolei to University of Hawaii, Manoa). 
We have one opportunity to Plan for the system, and we should do it now. Funding will 
dictate which increments or stages are constructed. 

It is time to stand up and be counted in support of rail transit. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views. 

AR00069761 
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MAGLEV RAIL  

Thank you to the Council Chair and Council members for allowing me to testify on this 
important matter for our wonderful city of Honolulu. I feel that the consultant has done a 
first class job in obtaining data, infonning the public and presenting their findings. I feel 
that the council should act as expeditious as possible as everyday costs the taxpayer more 
and more money, is Our economy at the present time is too hot, we have an 
unemployment rate of 2.6% which is under fall employment and many companies have 
trouble finding good employees. An example of this is construction costs for the Arizona 
Memorial visitors center was S19M two years ago it has now ballooned to $37M at the 
present finis!!! We have studied this rail issue for more than 30 years already. The time 
is to act NOW! 

The MAGLEV system while upfront cost may be a little more up front, we want a 1' 
class system that the Japanese contractors are known for. Their high quality, efficient 
and on time rail service is emulated the world over and two Hot lanes will not carry 
24,000 people per hour. Maglev can be built in 3 years versus 6 years for a monorail 
system so overall construction cost are lower and overall maintenance is also lower. 
Noise is an important factor, as the rail will travel through the urban corridor. The noise 
level is approximately 15 Db less which means that it is twice as quiet as a car passing 
you on the roadway. Speed of the Maglev is 62 mph and is very important, as the goal 
should be a 34 minute rail ride from Kapolei to Manoa. Presently Ewa residents have a 
daily minimum 4 hour commute to work everyday. 

Finally I feel that the council should take a serious look at reducing the number of stops 
from 28 to 14 essential stops which would make the system with a faster commute time. 
Construction costs would be reduced as an added benefit. The inclusions of additional 
rail stations can be provided for at a later date. More emphasis should be on bigger free 
park/kiss and rides with the bus shuttle service, These bigger parking areas could hold 
swap meets or farmers from the neighbor islands could sell their products when they ship 
their produce on the SuperFerry. 

We don't want another M•Sr,M episode in this rail vote. Please remember that if YOU 
MAKE IT SLOW, THEY WON'T GO. Mahalo for your time. 	

CD 
we 	CD 

QC)  
1--.) 	c--  --4 

Richard Mori  rn 	 T- 
94-742 Kaaka Street  
Waipahu, Hawaii 96797  
Morir003@hawaii.IT.COM  rrl_ 
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From: 
	

C. Acharya [chetanawa@yahoo.corni 
Sent: 
	

Monday. November 13, 2006 9:55 AM 
To: 
Subject: 
	

Transportation & Planning Testimony 

Dear Honolulu City Council members, 

Children and developing fetuses are not 'little adults' when it comes to their 
interactions with the environment. In fact, they may be more sensitive to 
pollution than adults because their body systems are still developing and are 
not able to detoxify the chemicals as easily. 

The unique biology of children makes them more easily harmed by air pollution. 
Children sick from asthma or diabetes, often result in adults taking time off 
work for care giving or for visits to the clinic/emergency room. These result 
in higher societal costs. Do we feel good about exposing our children to air 
pollution and making them vulnerable to chronic diseases? 

In a place like Hawaii, where ohana is number one, how can we leave our 
children a congested, overdeveloped, polluted island? Every thing we do now, 
every policy we vote for, influences what our children and their children 
inherit. We have a chance to establish an infrastructure that will improve air 
quality and positively affect our children's health, now and in the future. We 
must support a rail system for the sake of our ohana, otherwise the costs are 
too great. 

Sincerely, 
C. Acharya, MS 
Public Health Scientist 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Everyone is raving about the all-new Yahoo! Mail beta. 
http://new.mail.yahoo.com  
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1-1EDI I-10 CONJUGAC1ON  
57s, Old Pali Road, Honolulu, 0817 lit 8o8-284-3777, Fax 808-395-8003 

• NaveMber 3, 2000 

FAX: 527-6910, 527-5733PLEASE TRB LITE TO ALL 	MEMBERS 

To City Councibmenthers: Todd Apo, Donovan Dela Cruz, Barbara MarShall, 
Charles Diou, Ann Kobayashi, Gary Okino, Rod Tam, Romy Cachola, Nestor Garcia 
Re: Decline the Rapid Transit Line 

Dear Councilmembers: 

I fervently appeal to you to turn down this proposal for a rail rapid transit system. 
There are many reasons that this rail shoukl not be built. The main reasons for me 
and my family are: 

1. It is historically proven in cities across the globe that rail systems are a money 
pit and do not increase mass transit rider ship. 

2. The service area for the planned mil system is inadequate for an expenditure 
of this magnitude, greater amplifying the inadequacy of its proposed traffic 
impact. I come from a typically large local family, and NONE of my ohana will 
benefit from the transit routes; and none will use the rail system — not because 

. of principal, but because it is inconvenient (we would still have a commute to 
the transit stops) and inadequate in service area. 

3. The rail system will make a visual scar on the city, and is environmentally 
degraciating to our aina. 

4. Will the billions in federal funds go to a huge local workforce? Or mainland 
contractors? 

5. $3 billion, $4 billion, $5 billion, $10 billion when it's done? Who knows? At 
$58, that more than $5000/person for development only, whether we use it or 
not. How much will it cost each person annually for maintenance? 

6. There is no fiduciary responsibility to the citizens in continuing with this 
proposal. Thankfully, the void of economic and financial knowledge is evident 
now. There is an opportunity to back out before The Rail System becomes the 
next Sewer System debacle that will cost tax payers and their children millions 
and biMons of dollars over the next decades. 

7. The City should spend the money where it is most needed by the citizens. I 
would rather my $5000 go to caring for the citizens that need help. 

8. If $1 billion were spent on the homeless problem, we wouldn't have a problem. 
9. If $1 billion were spent on our education system, maybe our kids could pass 

aptitude tests upon graduation and be part of an educated workforce. 

Please REJECT this proposal. It is your duty to protect the people, our children, the 
tax dollars, and the 'sine. The rail system will grievously harm all of the abwe. c> 

rn 

Mahal° and aloha, 

Heidi Ho Conjuga 	 cni 
	 =re =I= 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

garry p smith {garrypsmith@juno.coml 
Tuesday. November 14, 2006 8:01 AM 

Speaker Registration 

I ask the council to oppose the proposed rail system and support the 
elevated roadway. 

a. The people in Honolulu county cannot support any additional tax 
increases. Within the last two years taxes/fees have been raised for: 
property taxes (25%), sewer fees over ten years (100%), bottle fee (avg. 
$150 per year), vehicle weight fees (75%), electric/shipping fees have 
all gone up. WE CANNOT AFFORD ANOTHER $450 PER YEAR FOR RAILL! 

b. In the past year, how many council members have ridden the bus even 
once? Why do you expect me to ride a rail system when the council 
members do not ride the highly subsidized ($120 Million per year) bus 
system? Good enough for me, good enough for you. 

Aloha 

Garry P. Smith 
91-321 Pupu Place 
Ewa Beach, Hi 96706 
689-5559 

1 Misc. Corn. No,  1495  
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From: Rafael Torres, M.D. traftor1@yahoo.comj 
= = 

Sent: 	Tuesday, November 14, 2006 10:38 AM  -c 
x 

To: 	 c)0 .r.- 
.--, 

Cc:  
r- t=-.) 	c:c1 Subject: A healthier community by way of public transportation 	 rri 	 - r- =- 

MAP 
Dear Committee Members, 	 c:, 	= 	*7c• 

icr) 

As the conversations continue between pro and anti mass transit advocates, I am struck by the relative 
silence from the public health community. It is time to weigh in! The public health code of ethics 
mandates that we do no harm, and that we work towards a healthy society. 

It is well-known that cars produce pollution, and that pollution has a negative effect on human health. 
Research studies show that exposure to car exhaust negatively impacts lung and cardiovascular health. 
Additionally, time spent in a car, while in traffic, is stress-inducing and promotes a sedentary lifestyle, 
both of which are harmful to our health. 

Cars will always be part of an American way of life, but we must plan with foresight for a healthier 
future. If we do not take this opportunity to create alternative ways to get to school or work, we do a 
disservice to the health of our community. Honolulu needs rail transit and the time is now. 

Sincerely, 

Rafael E. Torres, M.D 

1177 queen street, apt 2003 
honolulu, hi 96814 

phone: 917-859-3168 
email: raftorl@yahoo.com  

Everyone is raving about the  all-new  Yahoo! Mail beta.  
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To: The Honolulu City Council via fax 527-6910 
From: Jay McWilliams, Waiahie property owner, Manoa resident, 551-2686 

In the Next Few Weeks, Council Members Have Opportunity to Be Hors 
— 47r1 

The City Council has 6 weeks to decide what to do for the people of 151;117(31m rn 
when it comes to transportation solutions. It will take just five out of tl --rtinea-) Tri)  
members to determine whether the citizens of Honolulu will be saddleillWithiti 
multi-billion dollar rail system or something else – five people who cat ake a 
tremendous difference, for the good or for the bad. 	 * 

So far, rail is the choice being touted as the best solution by most lawmakerrOn 
Nov. 14, a poll was released that said 45 percent of people favored rail. But 
questions remain: who was polled and what was their interest in the biggest 
public works project in Hawaii's history? One of the other alternatives to rail that 
is being considered is a high occupancy toll system, which would go over the 
existing freeway and be assembled off-site. Lets look at rail vs. HOT lanes and 
see how they compare: 

*Currently, 8 percent of commuters use public transportation while 92 percent 
drive, meaning the majority of people would pay for a rail system very few people 
would use; 

*Land will have to be taken from private citizens in order to create a route for rail; 
HOT lanes go over existing roads so no one will lose their property; 

*Rail will do nothing to solve traffic congestion, according to rail proponents 
themselves, while HOT lanes, which will be open for free to buses and people 
who carpool, will give all drivers an option that does reduce congestion; 

*The rail systems being considered will never be paid for with the current tax 
increase, so more tax increases will be necessary; HOT lanes are constructed 
and operated by private owners with users paying to use the lanes. The revenue 
collected actually will give the city and state government earnings back; 

*If there is an emergency where people have to evacuate due to some kind of 
disaster, rail will not help in a situation when the electricity is down; HOT lanes 
will offer a quick evacuation option for everyone who needs to use it. 

Elected officials who support rail should have to show their constituents how they 
reached their decision and explain why they support an option that will result in 
taxes being raised again and again, land being taken from people, not helping 
congestion and being useless in times of emergencies. Again, questions remain: 
Who are elected officials really looking out for and what do those people have to 
gain? It's time the Council put the best interest of the people ahead of their 
personal agendas. It's time for the City Council to be made up of heroes. 

,8 JP 79 

Misc. Corn. No. 151.8  - 
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I know that you must have heard from many qualified people who have serious reservations about 036  
Mayor's proposal for rapid transit and his lack of giving thought to alternative solutionst 

HOHOUJLt1,14 hw A  

I have been a practicing architect here in Honolulu since 1968 and find it incredible that these billion dollar 
figures are being thrown at us almost weekly, with prices increasing and the extent of the rail line being 
reduced to match the latest guesstimates. There are several very relevant issues that seem to have been 
overlooked or completely ignored. 

I. We are not a large metropolis similar to most of the cities that have been visited in the study. Rail transit 
requires a highly dense population reaching out many miles on either side of its route whereas Oahu has 
mountains on one side and ocean on the other side. 

2. Unfortunately we live in a society in which you will not get people to give up their cars in which they 
have privacy, security, radio, phone service, air-conditioning and the ability to go directly from their home 
to place of work with the added option of dropping off children at school or stopping to shop for groceries. 
With the rail line they would be forced to drive to the station, look for a parking stall in a huge parking 
structure if the proposed ridership numbers are to be believed. They then would board the train and after 
many stops along the route they would disembark, and unless they are lucky they are then forced to take 
additional transportation to their final destination. 

3. I do not think that anyone has taken a realistic look at what a total mess it will be during the years of 
construction. Many of us have suffered enough from having red cones spread out for miles just to protect a 
minor weeding project on the Pali Highway. 

4. Hawaii has a long history of wild overruns in cost and time extensions on major projects such as the 1-13 
Freeway. A good example is the ever ongoing Kalaheo sewer project in Kailua where the original contract 
was awarded on a FINAL set of construction plans and still skyrocketed in costs and is years beyond its 
original schedule. 

5. Aesthetics should also come into the picture. Does Oahu really need an elevated rail system that 
dominates the skyline with the further prolification of mammoth parking structures at the various stations? 
We must not forget that several years ago a prototype free ferry service was introduced that ran from the 
Ewa area to down town and did not attract the people who would supposedly take the train and the ferries 
went elsewhere. At least they could be sold to other interested parties. 

6. The fairness of the project should be a major fact in guiding your final vote. Why should all the people 
in Hawaii be forced through the increase in the General Excise Tax to pay for a project that supposedly 
benefits only a small percentage of the population 

7. Those are the arguments, what is the solution? The sensible solution is to convert lanes of our existing 
system to bus use only and to place computer monitored toll booths on designated lanes so that people 
declining to use the public transport can pay a little more towards the cost of commuting. 

8. The promise of Federal fmancing that is so absolutely necessary in the funding of the rail project could 
be in serious jeopardy with the newly elected Democratic Congress who are committed to cutting costs 
which would result in a serious shortage of funds needed to complete the project. Since we have almost 
weekly breakages in our outdated sewer and water systems the money we save by abandoning the ill 
conceived rail transit system could be put to use to repair these systems resulting in a benefit for ALL the ° 
people of Oahu. 

Sincerely Yours Geoffrey Paterson AIA 130A Mookua Street Kailua Hi. 96734 ggp@hawaii.rr.com  

621/ 7? 
c. Corn. 

To Councilman Donovan M. Dela Cruz 
City and County of Honolulu NovemberlO th  2006 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Don Kopf, Ph.D. [DrKopf@hawaii.rr.com ] 
Wednesday, November 15, 2006 6:57 AM 
Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Strongly Opposed to Rail 

Aloha Mr. Delacruz, 

As a business owner and citizen I'm writing to STRONGLY OPPOSE RAIL. 

Not only will it NOT solve the traffic problems, it will saddle the 

island with an expensive project taking monies from more effective programs. 

Do you realize that at $4.6 billion it will cost each citizen $4,600 to 

simply install the thine 9191  That's crazy! 

We are too small a city to take on this project- especially when there 

are other more effective less expensive options. 

Other larger cities have tried this and it does not work. Look at 

Seattle's rail system that has been down for months, but still costing 

money. 
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Donald Kopf 

Waiomao Rd. 

Honolulu, HI 96816 

Misc. Corn. No. 
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November 1, 2006 

CHAIR AND MEMBERS OF TIRE CITY COUNC 
HONOLULU HALE 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3077 

Bill 82 (2006) RELATING TO REQUIREMENTS FOR TRANSIT S, 

c, 
Are you really going to build a heavy rail system? I cannot believe that you, as our 
elected officials are going to subject the people of City and County of Honolulu to 
such a COSTLY project that will NOT ease traffic congestion. Proponents have said 
as much. And besides it is now a shortened version. Why are we hell bent on a train? 
How about trying other recommended means of public transportation first. We need 
something NOW and not 15- 20 years for a train to be completed. The planners have 
to get their creative juices going and not stuck on train! 

It appears that all facets of the train have not been explored as far as the cost is 
concerned. Acquisition of right-of--way, the persons and businesses who will be 
displaced, train stations, the disability and handicap requirements, operating and 
maintenance costs and the cost of riding the train and there must be other 
requirements with more costs. People will not ride the train and bus to train, 
because it is going to be costly and therefore the City has to subsidize the lack of 
rider ship. 

You know that the people will be taxed again and again for this train project with 
supporting bus system. Please no more taxes. Are we sure about getting Federal 
funds? Remember, Federal funds are our tax monies too. 

We NEED to spend our tax dollars on fixing our aging sewer and water lines. Now, 
THAT is a quality of life scue. I understand that will run into the billions too. And 
what about the potholes? What is the City doing about all this? At the last rainfall, 
some sewer treatment plants overflowed. 

What happened to the Mayor's mantra? 
Do we need it? Can we afford it? Can we maintain it? The train does not fit the 
bill! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

Ruth Nakasone 
2216 Apoepoe Street 
Pearl City,l-ri 9672 

Asc. Corn. No 
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November 16, 2006 

Chair Donovan M. Dela Cruz 
Presiding Officer, C & C of Honolulu Council 
The Right Honorable Members of the Council 
Special Meeting on Dec. 7, 2006 at 10 IS 

Aloha, I am submitting this written testimony well in advance of your 
scheduled public hearing on Dec. 7th, '06. 

Please register a strong support for CR-469 Bill 79, CD1 Relating to transit 
(Selecting the transportation mode for the City's locally preferred alternative). 
Recommend that item pass second reading, as amended, fast tracked during 
Dec. 2006 for committee(s) deliberations, and a Council regular/special 
meeting during the month of Dec. 2006. Meeting the Dec. 31, 2006 deadline is 
a self-imposed date, which the Council has elected. 

By the time this public hearing on 12/7/06 takes place, all the public hearing 
should have been completed and additional conclusions drawn by the 
committee of the whole. Your deliberation and due diligence in both the 

inor s wel s the irtajor is commendable. Mahal°. 

C-41/Ca.  adao 
P 0 BOX 3754 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96837 
(808) 540-1910 voice mail/caller ID/unlisted # 

p.s. Two items for remembrances are.. Year! Harbor Day and the inauguration 
of the Laborers' Union Local 3. 

rri 

Misc. Corn. No 1564  
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JamesCampbell 
COMPANY L 

November 16, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M_ Cachola, Chair 
and Members of the Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Chair Cachola and Councilmembers of the Committee: 

Review the Alternative Analysis (AA) Report 
on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Project 

My name is Dave Rat and I am the Vice President, Public Affairs for the James Campbell Company. 
Thank you for this opportunity to testify and especially for coming to Kapolei and giving the 
community an opportunity to express their views. 

Much has been said about private public partnership. As far as I know, Campbell Estate is the only 
private entity to step up to the plate and make a firm commitment and that commitment has been stated 
for almost 20 years. It was restated to the Council two years ago and commits land in the City of 
Kapolei for a transit station as well as land for the right-of-way. We and this Council recognized at that 
time that it was essential to connect the secondary growth center at the City of Kapoiel to the Primary 
Urban Center. 

We urge you to approve rail transit along with the full route from University of Hawaii-Manoa to west 
Kapolei. We recognize that costs are always an issue, but not only are you making decisions about 
cost, more fundamentally and of longer consequence, you are making decisions about VISION, about 
how our island will look in 20, 50, and 100 years, 

Many of us have been looking at other communities and attended seminars on transit. The main lesson 
stressed over and over again is build the right system to support your land use policy. For decades, the 
Council has set land use policy that says concentrate growth in the Primary Urban Center and in the 
City of Kapolei as set forth is both the General Plan and the Ewa Development Plan, 

Again, thank you for this opportunity to testify. 

Sincerely, 

David W. Rae 
Vice President, Public Affairs 

ga ;00001 300NK 10058 

1001 Kamokila Boulevard, Kapok', f-lawail 96707 Mona: (808) 674-6674 Far: (808) 674-3111 Website: www.larnescaMpteli.401n 

Misc. Corn. No. 1-566 
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NOVEMBER 16, 2006 

Glenn J. Oamilda 
91-1179 ftamae'ole Street, 24V 
'Ewa Beach Hawai'i 96706 

u) 

c=; 
C7) 

The Honorable Councilman Romy Cachola 
Kapolei Hale 
Kapok', H2Waili 96707 

Reference: Transportation,Alternatives, Mass Transit 

Aloha! Councilman Cachola & members of the city council 

Welcome to 'Ewa! My name is Glenn Oatnilda, a lifetime resident 
of the area, born and raised in Waipahu on the sugar plantation, now 
living in 'Ewa Beach. First of all, I want to go on record in opposition 
to the city's mass transit/rail system proposal. TheBus system, though 
heavily subsidized, has been for all these years the best form of public 
transportation and should continue to be. More so, the public should 
demand the city make TheBus more efficient and more convenient. 

I can recall over fifteen (15) years ago when a group of community 
citizens sat down for hours, for days and even months planning for this 
city of Kapolei. We envisioned a place where we could live, work and 
play, thereby enhancing the quality-of-life and life-styles for every person 
and for every family living on the 'Ewa plain and along the leeward coast. 
Mr. Chair, this was without question a process in -planning - at its very 
best! 

Without engaging all the communities in the 'Ewa region in continual 
discussions, dialogues, debates, suggestions and recommendations, this 
mass transit project will only be added to the already snow-balling impacts 
that we are experiencing on the leeward coast. Mr. Chair we have got to 
Plan and Elan well! Planning should not be left to an elected official with 
mission or a political agenda. We've heard it all before, "Don't worry, 

Misc. Corm No 41561  
TP 
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Page - 2 - Transit Alternatives 

trust me, go about your daily lives, I'll get it done." And all too 
frequently the same outcry by government official and politicians that, 
"the federal monies are there, let's not waste the funding." The only 
good politicans and elected official can do is to facilitate open public 
discussions and to empower andJor encourage public participation. 

Furthermore, community leaders on the 'Ewa plains should begin 
thinking, planning and discussing seriously the possibility of putting in 
place in the Second City of Kaploei political and economic structures, 
a process for self-rule and self-governance. 

In closing Mr. Chair, I've been to about ten (10) of these public 
presentation by the City, and I've always referred back to the very 
first one when I aked the mayor, "Is it prudent of you to push your 
rail agenda when impacts are occurring daily, that are constantly affecting 
our quality-of-life and life-style, and without much mitigation, then why 
you would want to move people back to Town?" 

AR00069774 
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November 16, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Committee Chair Cachola and Members of the Committee: 

C:3 
,rtg. 

•••••••na 
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C3 

CY3 

Re: Community Outreach Meetings to Review the 
Alternative Analysis Report on the Honolulu Hiqh Capacity Transit Proiect 

The West Oahu Economic Development Association (WOEDA) is a group of more than 
70 businesses dedicated to the economic growth of West Oahu. WOEDA supports mass 
transit and, most importantly, supports building the transit system to its full route from West 
Kapolei to U.H. Manoa. 

Our businesses operate in the State's fastest-growing region—an area designated for 
future commercial growth and job growth. We believe that supporting transit's full route from 
West Kapolei to Manoa is necessary to promote and support such growth. 

To put the transit cost in perspective, please consider that in the next 20 years the 
Kapolei region alone will produce: 

$3.8 billion in annual sales by new businesses in the Kapolei region; and 
nearly $3 billion in net State and City government revenue. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

Misc. Com . No. 1568  

TP 
P.O. Box 700972 • Kapolei, HI 96709 • Phone (808) 842-1600 • Fax (808) 847-6575 • www.westoahu.org  
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We should be Worried! 
	

toi 11 1 is Di '06 

I think the Mayor protests too much. 

cus- "ig In today's Star-Bulletin he points with pride to the results of Ai., ti 	“ed poll by 
QMark Research of 905 Oahu residents, of which 45% chose rail. 

Well, the only thing wrong with that is that there are 905,266* residents on Oahu, 
not 905 — and it is becoming more and more obvious that the City is afraid to "ask 
the people" — and I mean all of the people because 55% may want something 
else. 

The City should have a referendum on rail and it can be done by mail to settle 
the whole question, once and for all. 

If the referendum approves rail, we should build it without further delay — if not, 
the city goes back to the drawing board and we do not become burdened with an 
unnecessary tax increase. 

* State of Hawaii 2006 Data Book, as of July 1, 2005 

Dave Reed 
Honolulu 

Misc. Corn. No 	15(9 
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CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Barbara Lohr [blohr145@yahoo.com) 	 Nov U 1 19 PH '06 
Sent: 	Thursday, November 16, 2006 8:48 AM 

To: 	Tam, Rod; Apo, Todd K; Garcia, Nestor; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Kobayashi, Ann H.; 
Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Dear Honorable City Council Member: 

I am a resident of Hawaii and a registered voter who actually voted in the most recent election. 

There aren't words strong enough to tell you how very opposed to rail I am! It is too expensive and the 
costs are likely to balloon. I am sick and tired of all the tax increases -- you are making this state 
unlivable! Use some common sense. A rail system is NOT THE BEST SOLUTION! Look into a high-
occupancy toll road. Does the Mayor want to leave a legacy of bringing "rail to Oahu" at the expense of 
all us taxpayers? YOU are responsible for stopping him and this misguided idea. Haven't you ever heard 
of a cost-benefit analysis? You have an obligation to the people of this state to do better than to 
implement such a bad solution to our traffic problems. 

Barbara Lohr 

Sponsored Link 

Mortgage rates near 39yr lows. S310,000 Mortgage for $999/mo - Calculate new house payment 

RECEIVED 
Subject: NO RAIL! 

Misc. Corn. No. 	1570 

11/16/2006 
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CITY COUNCIL TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
PUBLIC HEARING 

RAIL TRANSIT ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS 

NOVEMBER 17, 2006 

The Alternatives Analysis is rigged for rail, It is fatally flawed and biased towards rail 
while grossly inflating the cost of managed lanes and thereby ignoring their benefits. 

The rail proposal will be Honolulu's Big Dig with escalating costs beyond what is 
estimated, taking us for not a $5 Billion or $6 Billion ride, but a $10 Billion to $12 
Billion ride. Honolulu's construction history tells us this. There will be cost overruns, 
delays, and conflicts over the taking of private property under eminent domain. 

This railroading of the taxpayers will carry forth the greatest city capital debt and city 
taxpayer burden ever, which continue to be as undefined as 
1) the system to be purchased, maintained and operated, 2) the private property to be 
taken, and 3) the property taxes to escalate based on rampant mass development and 
redevelopment, 

"What's another billion dollars?" say the $10 Billion consultants. This is proposed to be 
the biggest public works project in the history of Honolulu, and it will bleed Honolulu's 
taxpayers dry at a presently estimated amount of over $4,000 per citizen. It will take at 
least 15 years to build, with over 15 years of layered tax burden, while a full-alignment 
tollway would pay for itself and take less than 4 years to complete. 

Further, as a strategy to force public support for a tax-burdensome and subsidy-riddled 
rail system, the City has done nothing to reduce present congestion by simply 
implementing common traffic control measures, such as a fully-synchronized signal 
system, bus stop bays, and other proven means. There has been no earnest effort by large 
employers, the school system or the city to provide incentives for car pooling and other 
high-occupancy vehicle transit. As an example, one need only compare freeway traffic 
when schools are in session and when they are not 

The obscenity about elevated rail is the overpowering impact to our aina the 
destruction of our established landscape and si gnificant view planes. The monolithic rail 
structure will not be the microscopic perspective shown in Liliba, as in today's paper, and 
it will 'tot be the specks behind the monkenod trees at Irwin Park, as illustrated in the 
consultant's drawings, It will be a visual blight along our shoreline, waterfront and 
valley viewplanes, and will overpower and darken our community corridors. Just go and 
stand under the freeway viaduct at King and Kapahulu to soak in the full effect of this 
impact. 

The Kuliouou/Kalani Iki Neighborhood Board has taken a position requesting the City 
Council and Mayor to abandon the rail transit proposal and the associated tax increases. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1573  
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PHONE NO. : 	 Nov. 17 2006 07:01PM P2 

The Waikiki Area Residents Association and the Waikiki Neighborhood Board have both 
opposed an elevated rail spur in Waikiki. The McCully/Moili'ili Neighborhood Board 
voted their Clear support of managed HOT lanes. 

The City's half-truths have come to hold no water, and this is becoming increasingly 
transparent to the responsible citizens of Honolulu. A prime example is the poll taken by 
the Star Bulletin compared to a $15,000 poll taken by the City and paid for by the 
taxpayers, which respondents complained had misleading questions. The City gleefully 
announced that that 46% supported rail, but their results also showed that 46% supported 
solutions other than rail, with 10% undecided. The Star Bulletin poll shows that 43% 
support rail, and 56% do not want rail at all. Moreover, the Star Bulletin poll 

weeded out all the padded votes by unions and other special interests. This decision 
needs to come before the people, not the politicians. 

Politicians pushed by special interests press the Council TO build it BIG, build it NOW, 
and be the first in line at the federal trough Or lose it. We heard the same thing in 1992. 
Union testimonies stuffing the hearings urge construction of the whole manapua to 
ensure union jobs for 15 years or longer. But not all Honolulu taxpayers are construction 
workers and they too will be paying the price for this $10 Billion LOS F to LOS F 
mistake, which is one we cannot afford. 

There are alternatives to rail that cost less, can be implemented sooner 
and will actually help the traffic problem. 

Michelle S. Matson 
Honolulu 

AR00069779 



Ridini That Train... 

Of the main rail transit proposals, which do you prefer? 

$3.6B line from Kapolei to Ala Moana oft 98 10.52% 
$4.6B line from Kalaeloa to University sidissom 308 33.05% 
None 526 56.44% 

Total votes: 932 

$lor 13ulletin 

This vote reflects only the opinion 
of those who participated. 

One vote per person, please. 
Multiple votes will be deleted. 

Note: Vote tallies may change during the week, 
as attempts to manipulate the voting are 

discovered and deleted. 
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City & Country Transportation Committee 
Chair Romy Cachola 
& Committee Members 

RE: Alternative Analysis for the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor Project for the 
island of Oahu, State of Hawaii testimony — NOT IN FAVOR OF FIXED GUIDWAY 
Alternative No, 4 

Good Evening Chair Cachola & Committee members: 

I'm Daisy Murai, a daily commuter on the City's mass transit service or better known as TheBus, as I do not drive. I travel 
from Kapahulu to my work site in Kalihi Kai Monday through Friday. The bus stop is located 3 blocks from my home and I 
am fortunately that I do not need to transfer to another bus route and very affordable. I have heard many visitors to our island 
mention how lucky Oahu is, as there is no Sunday bus service in their area and it is very affordable to go completely around 
the Island for $ 2.00. 

I have seen several of the City's consultant's presentation on the Alternative Analysis for Oahu. There are 4 alternatives to 
east traffic congestion from the Leeward area, but am very surprised that the Fixed Guideway or better know as RAIL transit 
has very extensive data and cost analysis, while the other 3 alternatives has very little data for the residents and visitors to 
compare all 4 alternatives. 

I have had the opportunity to ride the Metro System in Washington, D.C. as a visitor to that City to get to the popular tourist 
attractions, such as Arlington National Cemetery, National Zoo and the Smithsonian Museums from my hotel. It is a truly 
great and fast system, which travel mostly underground, but you do need to walk a few blocks to reach these destinations 
from the Metro station. The station that ends at Pentagon City is great for the workers and visitors, as they may also enter the 
Shopping Center if they wish. The trams do come to the stations at a very fast paced interval. 

The Fixed Guideway Transit planned for Oahu will be mostly an elevated system with elevators to move people up from the 
street level to the platforms and down to street level. Even though it would comply with the ADA standards, the handicapped, 
senior citizens, parents with strollers and small children and others carrying huge bags will find that they will need to wait for 
the elevator service, thus adding minutes to their travel time. The is also the danger of passengers needing more time to board 
and unload from these trams, may rush and injury themselves. They are not capable of being flexible and moving as fast as 
passengers with no physical ailment. What happens when there are wheelchair bound passengers, who will need additional 
boarding time and in the meantime, the next tram will be in the back — as trams are slated to run between 3 — 10 minutes 
apart. 

There is also the question of how many traffic lanes will be taken by the columns needed to support the Fixed Guideway 
tracks. How many homes and properties will the City need to buy?? 

The question is how will the State of Hawaii work with the City, when State Highways such as Farrington, Kamehameha 
and perhaps Nirnitz Highway are used as the route for the Fixed Guideway. Will the State also contribute to the RAIL System 
with funding and use of the Highways? There is also the question of operational cost as well as how much the City is willing 
to purchase properties that are needed for the Fixed Guideway? The yearly operation cost of the Fixed Guideway is listed, 
but the land acquisition cost is not in the Alternative Analysis. 

Therefore, I am NOT in favor of the Fixed Guideway. I would rather see a managed lane alternative such as an elevated High 
Occupancy Vehicle roadway, so the motorists would be able to commute to Honolulu as well as an enhanced bus system, 
As the present bus routes does not go into these areas of residents that require bus services — such as the current Salt Lake 
route. I have heard from people that the former route served more riders. 

I thank you for the opportunity to speak. 

Daisy Mural, 3039 Kaunaoa Street, Honolulu, Hi 96815 
November 17, 2006 

Misc. Com. N 
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A/4RP Hawaii 

Transportation and Planning Committee 
City Council, City and County of Honolulu 

Friday, November 17, 2006 

Testimony on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Project 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair, and Committee Members: 

My name is Sue Sakai, and I sit on the Executive Council of AARP Hawaii. We are part 
of a national organization for people 50 and older, with 150,000 members in Hawaii. 

Although most known for our stands on Social Security and health care issues, AARP is 
committed to building livable communities. AARP believes that "all individuals should 
have access to a range of safe, accessible, dependent, and affordable transportation 
options that enhance mobility, enable independent living, and foster social engagement." 

After housing, transportation is the second largest household expense. In auto-dependent 
areas, as much as 25 percent of income is spent on transportation; whereas in places 
where folks have transportation options, only about 9 percent of income is spent on 
transportation.' Therefore, having more transportation choices such as rail transit will 
benefit seniors and other residents struggling with our high cost of living. 

We have learned from successful examples elsewhere that a rail system is enhanced by 
appropriately planned and designed transit oriented development (TOD). TODs should 
address the needs of communities with various income levels, provide for multi-
generational living, and offer accessibility and pedestrian-friendly options. 

In closing, we suggest that any expedited review of the rail proposal include a TOD 
overlay or reasonable TOD plan that promotes integrated mixed uses, high-quality urban 
design, and settings for social interaction and active community life. 

Thank you. 

'Reconnecting America: Center for Transit-Oriented Development 
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Date: Friday Nov. 176, 6:30 pm 
Location: Kalakaua Middle School, 821 Kalihi St., Honolulu HI 
Regarding: Oahu rapid transit 
Author: Josef Wolfgruber aka. Joe Wolf 

Honorable officials, fellow residents of Hawaii: 

My full name is Josef Wolfgruber better known as Joe Wolf. I am an officially retired tile 
contractor and proud citizen of this great country and state of ours. Traffic is not my 
personal problem any more, but I'm concerned for my fellow residence as well as my 
immediate family of 4 with 2 sons, one 27 years the other 3 months old. 

I have lived and worked in four continents, Europe, Australia, Africa, and since 1964 in 
the good old U.S. of A., including 5 years in N.Y.C., moved to Honolulu in 1970, part 
time in the 90's in Oregon and Texas. Traffic problems are similar, but solutions are 
different. 

Somebody did a good job making most of us believe a fixed system is fixing the problem. 
I want to go on record to make it clear, it's not so, but I don't need to be a rocket scientist 
to point out a solution: 

1.) You put about 200 buses, and if need more, on the roads, and highways where 
people live, and want to go, and you can save approximately 10,000 cars, and a lot of fuel 
with less pollution. 
This can be done statewide tomorrow, not in 5 to 10 years. You also have flexibility, 
depending on needs. It will be a fraction of the cost, even if you give free bus fares or 
only charge a token fee. You — the city and county — doubled our rents in our homes in 
form of taxes, and raised the GET by 20%. Now it's time to serve the public to do the 
right thing. 

2.) For the heavy industry, and more federal funds, build a road from Makaldlo to 
Ewa, across or below Pearl Harbor entrance to connect to the airport H-1 with a double 
decker over Nimitz to Ala Moana We may need other overpasses too. My question is, 
when you give permits to thousands of apartments and houses, why is the road 
infrastructure not included? 

3.) Of course the usual road improvements need to be continued if there'll be so 
many thousands of more cars coming to Hawaii every year. All of Hawaii needs to 
benefit, not only about 2% with that fixed illusion, which is too little, too late, too 
ineffective, too expensive, if not utterly incane. Maybe it'll be appropriate to ask for a 
refund of those costly studies, and 	donate it all to charities, because I am a Rotarian. 

I could go on and on but I thank you very much for the opportunity to share my views. 

Aloha., Joe 

Co 
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November 9, 2006 

Rail transit: Mufi Hannernan's "Field of Dreams" 

"We will build it, they will ride it" seems to be the theme of the multi billion dollar rail 
system mayor Hanneman is pushing. Our mayor is determined to build an outrageously 
expensive rail system yet there is no hard evidence that a larger % of the population 
would use any sort of public transportation than is using it now. I-las Mr. Hanneman 
forgotten the questions he promised to ask during his 2004 campaign of fiscal 
responsibility? "Do we need it?", "can we afford it?", and "can we maintain it?". 

Do we need it? There are better options that would be cheaper to build and maintain, 
serve far more people, and be less intrusive that have not been given a fair analysis. Rail 
is fixed, not flexible, and not practical for much of our population. Perhaps it falls in to 
the nice to have category. The real reasons he is pushing so hard for this have nothing to 
do with solving our traffic problems. 

Can we afford it? The billions keep going up and will continue to escalate factoring in 
more realistic costs of building, subsidies, maintenance, servicing the debt, cost overruns, 
and more. We are a small city and do not have the tax base of other metropolitan areas 
we are being compared to such as Tokyo, San Francisco Bay Area, and Washington DC. 
The money we get from the federal government is very small relative to the whole 
project. Isn't it odd that the price tag has gone up so much in just 18 months, and to 
appear "fiscally responsible" the mayor is now proposing a shorter route that will serve 
even fewer people? How can something that serves so few cost so much? The money 
will have to come from somewhere. Don't fool yourself in to believing that the 'A% 
additional excise tax plus the federal money will cover it. Look to property taxes going 
up considerably in a few years. 

Can we maintain it? Does anyone recall maintenance ever being a problem in Honolulu? 
Potholes? The sewer system? What if future administrations cannot come up with the 
money to pay for the maintenance and it falls in to disrepair? 

The answer to all three of these questions is clear. Save our city from becoming a tax 
nightmare. Traffic is a problem but there are better solutions that we CAN afford. 
Contact your city council member and tell them not to let the mayor railroad them in to 
his field of dreams. Ask them to look more seriously at some of the other options. 
Mayor Hanneman, it's time to remember your campaign promises, The people of 
Honolulu have not forgotten. 

re' --I 
-.4 

r---  „– Nancy Nagarnine 	 r, 	-- 	-- 
42 Narnala Place 	 rn  —  
Kailua 96734 	 ,,e: 	illp- 

r-r.  
263-7853  , _ 

on 

C. Co No 
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Nov. 16, 2006 

OM CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Suzanne Teller 
Nov ZLI 8 17 AN '06 	1541 Kalakaus Ave. 81510 

Honolulu, Hawaii 95828 
Tei.(808) 941-8978 	< suzantell@earlitliftlun•i 

RECEIVED 

Mayor Mufi Hannemann 
Honolulu Hale - City Hall 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

RE: Rail Transportation 

Dear Mayor Hannemann: 

You will be the cause of my demise over this rail transportation project that you are 
foisting on us taxpayers (most ofwhorn will never use it). You will also lose my vote 
in the next election - if I last that long. 

Having lived and worked here for 47 years, my fixed income is now not sufficient 
to withstand the cost-of-living leap due in '07. I already have cut out all luxuries 
and live in low-income housing. Only with good management have I been able to 
survive here in excellent health and do not have the money to leave the Island. I am 
80 (on Dec.11th) and cannot easily start over. 

With respect, I must say your monster project is too extravagant for this Island to 
bear, I can't understand why you don't see that It is just not good management for 
the City and County of Honolulu, or for the Hawaiian people who will suffer. The 
only thing I can see is that it is not about people --- it is about $$$ and POWER! 

There are alternatives and Tampa, Florida, has been successful with their plan and 
much less of a burden to the taxpayer. I am not alone and must speak for other 
voters in my category. PLEASE LISTEN TO US! YOUR PROJECT PLAN IS 
DEADLY TO THE PEOPLE OF THIS ISLAND. There will be much more 
homelessness, and crime (because people will not be eating right, orw ill turn more to 
drugs and the selling of them to get money to live) and it will become a 3rd world 
type of existence...a hell instead of a "paradise." How will that affect tourism? 

Do you really want this for Hawaii? 

V cc: Council Chin. D. Dela Cruz, 
and Councilmembers 

iviisc. Corn. No. 1579' 
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TO. 

f6f- t;f 1. 

?-16-2006 02:07 PM HARRYUTFNN 

3878 Poke St. 
,.21.1ono1u1u, HI 96816 

--"-Nov. 15, 06 

The Rail Transit is totally unacceptable being expenstve, 
time consuming, unsolvable traffic problems, under fund for comple-
tion to this project, with no ideas where the future finances will 

come from. 

The retired seniors of the state of Hawaii with a set income 
with their hearts and souls think this is the most damaging 

project ever attempted on our lives and also into the future 
generatign 

There are other alternatives for trafffc which can be 
supplemented with out waiting for 10 or 15 years, perhaps longer 
for a ralltransit project to be completed. 

We the people in Hawaii will not tolerate another increase in 
our real property tax or any other bills be introduce by the 

oemocrate politicians ih the legislature. 

Sincerely 

Misc. Com . No.  5-581:  
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L.T., CHUN PHONE NO. : +01 808 261 6518 Nov. 03 2006 03:41PM P01 

Re: Leeward Traffic 

To all Councilmembers: 

We are facing a critical point in decision making on the traffic problem to the leeward area and 
all we hear is Rail as a solution .I was hoping our mayor and councilmembers would Consider 
other options very carefully instead of jumping on a bandWagon. Rail works very well in large 
tight metropolitan areas like New York City, Tokyo, Barcelona, London, But Honolulu is not in 
that category and does not have the natural resources to ever become that. 

Tampa, Florida is similar to Honolulu in population and is building an elevated tollw$ to solve 
its traffic problem, Another highway to the Leeward area toll or free, would solve the problem in 
less time and reduced cost to taxpayers in this highly taxed state. Rail is fixed in placie and very 
limited in scope- how will handicapped persons get on? Each station to have elevators? Can 
you imagine the vandalism? If the rail system has a breakdown , then what? 

Another highway has more flexibility for both cars and buses. An example is H3 frorn Kaneohe 
to Honolulu whic,h has reduced traffic time and is one of the best planned highways ih the state. 

Honolulu Star Bulletin had 2 articles in their INSIGHT section on October 1, by David Rolf and 
October 15 by Panes D Prevedouros of the University of Hawaii citing highway construction 
rather than rail as a solution and it really makes a lot of sense. Rail will never solve the 
transportation problem and will be a financial boondogle for the next generation as i4e11 as us 
now. 

Please give this some more consideration. 

Thank you 

Anneliese Chun 

  

Misc. Corn. No. 1583  
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November 5, 2006 

Dear Council Member 

Please consider the consequences of this financial,..decision yott-aii4  
about to make, deciding upon a rail system for dir city. - 

Everything that I have read indicates that going ahead will bring dire 
financial consequences on us for generations to come. -  

Many of you have taken trips to look at rail systems in other cities. 
Our city is unique and unlike those that you have looked at, both in 
that we have a lesser population, and that our starting points and our 
destination points are not concentrated. 

Please don't be influenced by the unions that have come forward to 
support this gigantic "workproject" that will be ongoing for the next 
15 to 20 years, 

It is true that we all suffer with traffic problems, but there are oth ,?.r 
ways to solve some of those issues. Try having both the city and the 
state staggering their work schedules, try completing the Universr:y on 
the Leeward side, try having toll roads or hot lanes, try having mc , re 
contra flow lanes, try widening some roads. All of those are more 
flexible and affordable. 

Don't make this mistake placing the City in debt for years to COME 
without considering what the real expense will be. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

iJ 

Marian Grey 

243 Ainahou Street 
Honolulu, HI 96825 

395-3940 	fax: 396-1615 

Email: 	marian243@hawaiiantel.net  

Misc. Corn. No  1594  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Victor Meyers [meyersv001@hawaii.mcom] 

Sent: 	Thursday, November 16, 2006 10:21 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Cachola, Romy; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Djou, Charles; Garcia, Nestor; Marshall, 
Barbara; Okino, Gary; Tam, Rod; Mayor Mufi liannemann; Advertiser letter; Star-Bulletin 

Subject: Transit poll 

A Qmark poll found 45% in favor of rail. The mayor is quoted as saying, "So it is clear that the majority of people 
on Oahu are for a fixed guideway system." [Star-Bulletin, 11/15/061 

Fuzzy math, fuzzy wishful thinking. 

Thank you, Councilman Djou, for your opinion piece in today's Advertiser. 

Victor Meyers 
263-0258 

1585' Misc. Corn. No 	 

11/16/2006 
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CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

JIONOLLJLU GH-CAPACITY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT: ALTERNATIVES 
NOY el 	J 224ff ' fl  

ANALYSIS REPORT - Initial Comments and Requests for Clarifications 

Panos D. Prevedouros, Ph.D., 1  Member, Honolulu Transit Task Force - Nov. 16, 2006 

RECLiNtED 

1. The City has posted on its site the process that it was to follow. However, it appears 
that it's picking and choosing which steps to follow and to which extent. It is now 
certain that this undertaking is the most expensive public project in the history of the 
State, yet we are embarking on a choice on a highly accelerated pace based on the 
Council's self-imposed deadline. We are preparing to choose in haste (1) without an 
environmental impact analysis of the alternatives, or at least of the superior ones by 
mode, and (2) based on a brief, repetitive, and detail-poor and data-poor 98-page (tiny) 
report. What is the rationale for choosing a system in haste, with very limited 
information and with no draft environmental impact statement? Perhaps we can "get 
by the feds" by doing this, but is it the right thing to do? 

2. The City's scope is fundamentally flawed. Time and again the public has asked for 
congestion relief and none of the consultant's "solutions" offer congestion relief after 
spending $2.5 billion to $7 billion. This is extraordinary. Is Oahu doomed? The answer 
is clearly "no", but one must look for and design solutions to congestion. Did the 
consultant attempt to solve Oahu's congestion or did they attempt to justify the Mayor's 
transportation choice? 

3. The AA repeatedly refers to ORTP 2030. A copy for all committee members and 
Council members is required, but does it exist? OMPO only provides a May 15, 2006 
"draft" (http:/ /www.oahumpo.org/ortp/index.html) .  It is 13 pages long plus covers. 
Is this a joke? 

4. It's not possible for this reviewer to understand what was done with the Managed 
Lane alternative. It is impossible to tell exactly where is starts and how (design of 
feeder/ exit ramps), and where it terminates and how. In Figure 2-2, there is a 
discontinuity at the Iwilei end of it. What is it? What do the local and express buses 
do? How many stops are they subjected to? Which ones exit at Aloha Stadium? If the 
Managed Lane alternative with two reversible lanes comes at a cost of one billion 
dollars lower than the cheapest rail option, then why not try a 3-lane option like 
Tampa? Why not try several on and off ramps like Tampa? Why is there only one 
sensible alternative for the Managed Lanes option, but four for the rail transit option? 

1  Professor of Transportation Engineering, Department of Civil Engineering, University of Hawaii at Manoa. 

Misc. Corn. No.  4  L 589  
TATF 
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5. HOT lanes are primarily an express high-occupancy-vehicle and public transit 
carrieageway with the ability to zip buses along (i.e., buses can travel 10 miles in 
roughly 10 minutes). Why does this efficient carriageway alternative require more 
buses than the TSM alternative? It also needs to be made clear and repeated in every 
description of the HOT lanes that, at a minimum, buses and vanpools do not pay tolls. 

6. The emphasis of HOT is not on T=toll. However, the toll enables the government or 
other project owner to sell unused space to low occupancy vehicles. Tolls can generate 
a substantial cash flow to pay for the facility. How was ability and willingness of Oahu 
motorists to pay analyzed? What were the findings? 

7. The mode choice model, a nested Logit model, I expect, must be provided for full 
inspection. To state the obvious, Oahu has no rail service, so the existing OMPO model 
(done with survey data which are over one decade old) naturally has no local 
parameters for any type of rail service. What parameters were introduced for rail? 

Why is the model representative of today's conditions? Since the OMPO model 
was developed, TheBus share has declined in the last 10+ years, fuel costs went up in the 
last 10+ years, Kapolei employment was non-existent 10+ years ago, the "bust" real 
estate market of the early 1990s is "booming" now, the H-3 freeway did not exist 10+ 
years ago, safety and security issues in metro rail systems (Tokyo, London, Madrid) did 
not exist, and last but not least, a huge portion of Oahu's population, the baby boomers, 
will be retiring entirely throughout the project's planning horizon, 2005-2030, and there 
are strong indications of significantly different travel behavior by them. 

All these trends have tremendous implications in the setting of the alternative-
specific constants in the model, and a tiny "adjustment" like 0.2 of a constant can cause 
sizable shifts to the share of trips estimated for an alternative. Given all these concerns, 
how can a fundamentally old mode choice model with "imported" parameters give any 
reasonable predictions for year 2030? The model should be provided and its 
parameters should be justified. 

8. A rail system exclusively depends on foreign technology and over one billion of the 
installation budget will be spent abroad. What is the public's acceptance of this? Why 
is it assumed that it is a non-issue? (There's no mention of it in the AA.) 

9. I am on record in the minutes of the OMPO Technical Advisory Committee in 2004 
expressing strong disagreement with the forecasts shown on Table 3-1, page 3-2. At 
that meeting, the City DTS's Toru Hamayasu was acting chair. He waived my concerns 
and approved the forecasts. Basically analysis areas 11 and 12 "dictate the whole 
game", and if conditions change a little bit, all the extra riders potentially provided by 
Rail over the all-bus alternative (ISM) simply vanish, and so does the Rail alternative. 
Here is one sample reason which will bring substantial (negative) changes in the future: 
The retirement of Senator Inouye and the huge implications of this to the economy and 
growth patterns on Oahu. 

AR00069791 
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Seeking cost-effective ways to improve traffic congestion in Honolulu 

November 16, 2006. 
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The Alternatives Analysis ridership forecasts are flawed. 

The ridership projection model used for the Alternatives Analysis (AA) is fimdamentally 
flawed in that it assumes ridership will grow with population' whereas it clearly does not. 

Since the No-Build forecast uses the same ridership model and the same demographic 
assumptions as that for rail transit ridership it is crucial that the No-Build model be as 
accurate as possible. 

Parsons Brinckerhoff(PB) made the assumption in the 1992 rail transit FE1S that ridership 
would grow with population. At the time, the state's outside academic transportation 
consultants questioned that assumption. Among others, Dr. G. Scott Rutherford, Professor of 

Civil and Environmental 
Engineering at the University 

'Meads ridership 1977 -20135 
	

of Washington and Director of 

120     1,000 	 its Transportation Engineering 
Graduate Studies Program, 
commented: 

"I question the factoring of the 
leo 	 transit trip table on the basis 

of population and 
employment growth, mainly 
because over the last decade 

80 	 Honolulu has shown rapid 
growth in everything but 
transit ridership...This same 
pattern has been observed in 
many other U.S. cities."" 

As can be seen from the chart, 
if ridership had kept pace with 
population, the rides per 

40 	 capita (light blue line) would 
— 309 show a generally flat line and 

the ridership line (dark blue) 
would be growing in parallel 
with the population line 
(yellow). 

	

100 
	

It is obviously doing no such 
thing; rides per capita of 
population have declined from 
96 in 1984 to 77 today — a 20 
percent decline (light blue 
line, left scale). 
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PS's Forecasts vs. Actual or the 'No-Build option 
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PB's No-Build forecasts can be seen in the chart below where their projections made in 1992 
and 2003 are contrasted with actual City bus ridership. The dotted lines start at the year in 
which PB made the forecast and point to the forecast ridership for the target year. 

The AA shows total 
ridership projections for 
rail transit from Kapolei 
to the University of 
Hawaii of 294,100 

average daily trips, an increase of 65 percent from current levels of 178,400 (AA, table 3-3) 
against a projected population increase of 26.5 percent.' That is a 30 percent increase in 
tansies market share over 25 years. 

Compare that with the past 20 years of Census data, 980-2000, showing that the only metro 
area with rail to show any increase at all in this percentage was San Diego where commuters 
using public transportation increased from 3.3 percent to 3.4 percent.' 

All other metro areas with rail saw their percentage of commuters using public transit 
decline. 

Another concern was raised by Professor Moshe Ben-Akiva of MIT. He said of PB's 1991 
forecasts, "The major weakness that reoccurs at several phases of the ridership forecasting 
methodology is the absence of validation against local data.'" 

To remedy this problem, and the others discussed earlier, PB should produce a model that 
can backeast the No-Build ridership from 1991, using actual demographic outcomes, to 
produce a reasonably accurate 'forecast' of what has actually occurred with the No-Build 
ridership over the past 15 years. 

Note that every forecast 
has shown a large 
increase while the actual 
ridership has continued to 
decline. 

Despite the obvious fact 
that No-Build ridership 
did not grow with 
population in Honolulu, 
or elsewhere, in the 
ensuing years PB 
continued to use the same 
assumption in the 2003 
BRT FEIS and, most 
recently, the AA.'" 

Another way to check on 
the projected ridership is 
to compare changes in 
Honolulu's projected 
transit market share with 
the actual market share 
changes that have 
occurred in other metro 
areas. 

AR00069793 
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A backcast would be a suitable "validation against local data" that Ben-Akiva wanted. 
Armed with a model of this nature, our decision makers would have a ridership forecast they 
could trust. As it is right now, the forecast ridership in the AA for the various alternatives are 
obviously worthless. 

Prepared by Cliff Slater 

End notes 

[File: AAriderscomments2.doc — Rev. 11/17/2006 7:02 AM] 

"As compared to year 2005, total systemwide daily person trips are projected to 
increase by about 27 percent for the No Build Alternative in 2030, keeping pace with the 
projected growth in population between 2005 and 2030. 
II 	"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. Excerpts available at: www.honolulutraffic.c m/os so ste df 

AA, p. 3-6. "As compared to year 2005, total systemwide daily person trips are 
projected to increase by about 27 percent for the No Build Alternative in 2030, keeping pace 
with the projected growth in population between 2005 and 2030. Transit mode share for total 
daily trips as well as home-based work trips (Table 3-4) is expected to increase slightly over 
the current mode share." 
iv 	2005 State Data Book, Table 1.06 for 2005 population of 905,000 and Draft MI P 
for population increase 240,000. 

FHWA spreadsheet: msacomparison.xls 

FHWA spreadsheet: rrisacomparisonAls 
VII 	 Dr. Moshe Ben-Akiva, Turner Professor of Civil Engineering at MIT. He works closely with 
Nobel Prize winner, Professor Daniel L. McFadden on forecasting issues. 
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YES San Diego 
Seattle 

Miami 
YES  Pittsburgh 
YES 	Buffalo 

5  Portland 
• Sacramento 

YES 

Exhibit 4,13 Transit Commutes: 1980-2000 

..1990 iFetOilt of all 
•.orkers 

YES YES Boston 	 2,471,832 	9.4 
YES YES New York 	 8,133,936 	26.2 
YES 	Chicago 	 3,575,803 	16.2 
YES :: YES Philadelphia 	 2,347,072 	12.4 
YES YES Cleveland 	 1,242,438 	7.6 

	

YES Y S 	Los Angeles 
S St. Louis 	

• 	

Denver 

	

YES 	Dallas 
YES Salt Lake Ci 

	

5,184,393 	5.1 

	

1,026,288 	5.6 

	

859,989 	5.8 

	

1,494,568 	3.4 

	

383,938 	4.9 

	

854,600 	3.3 

	

1,113,261 	7.5 

	

1,150,471 	4.9 

	

1,021,047 	10.4 

	

500,364 	6.6 

	

704,392 	7.2 

	

472,640 	3.4 

2000 (Percent of all 	Peroo 
workers 	 change 

200  

	

2,898,680 	9.0 	-4,3 

	

9,319,218 	24.9 	-5.0 

	

4,218,108 	11.5 	-29.0 

	

2,815,405 	8.7 	-29.8 

	

1,375,774 	3.4 	-55.3 

	

9.5 	2 	1974 

	

.4 	 1976 

	

3.7 	-47.1 	1979 

	

1,299,503 	3.4 	3.0 	1981 

	

1,776,224 	6.8 	-9.3 	1982 

	

1,642,866 	3.9 	-20.4 	1984 

	

1,057,354 	6.2 	4 	1985 

	

520,350 	3. 	 1985 

	

1,105,133 	5.7 	20.8 	1986 

	

799,989 	2.7 	-20.6 	1987  

	

6,767,619 	4 7 	-7.8 	1990 

	

1,238,964 	2.4 	-57 1 	1993 

	

1,346,025 	4,3 	-25.9 	1994 

	

2,527,648 	1.8 	-47,1 	1996 

	

642,688 	3.0 	-38.8 	1999 

	

2,081,607 	3.3 	13.8 	2003 

	

1,595,550 	4.5 	-46.4 	2004 

	

702,535 	4 	105.0 	2004 

	

2,482,457 	1,8 	-47,1 

	

570,423 	5.6 	-44,5 

	

1,466,434 	2.0 	5,3 

	

1,063,957 	1.4 	-17.6 

	

951,709 	2.9 	-48.2 

	

881,258 	1.3 	-65.8 

	

816,880 	4.0 	-43.7 

	

795,755 	1.3 	-56.7 

	

786,243 	1,7 	6:3 

	

777,922 	2.3 	-45.2 

	

760,401 	1.9 	-57.8 

	

751,629 	1,4 	-46.2 

	

698,685 	2.9 	-35.6 

	

649,645 	2.6 	-10.3 

	

621,221 	1.0 	71,4 

	

618,921 	0.9 	3.8 

	

617,475 	1.7 	-37,0 

	

573,114 	2.8 	-47.2 

	

555,540 	2.5 	-44.4 

	

531,924 	0.8 	7 

	

527,718 	1.5 	-66.7 

	

516,814 	2.0 	9.2 

	

511,111 	1.7 	3.0 

	

509,262 	0.6 	-45.5 

	

492,821 	2.2 	1.1 

	

475,572 	1.4 	-26.3 

Houston 	 1,512,080 
	

2.9 
inneapolis 	 1,081,772 

	
8.4 

Las Vegas 	 251,501 
	

2.0 
Detroit 	 2,085,116 

	
3,4 

New Orleans 	 528,868 
	

10.1 
Phoenix 	 688,912 

	
1.9 

Tampa 	 619,119 
	

1.7 
Cincinnati 	 716,583 

	
5.6 

Kansas City 	 666,940 
	

3.8 
Milwaukee 	 719,555 

	
7.1 

Indianapolis 	 575,905 
	

3.0 
Orlando 	 360,312 

	
1.6 

Columbus 	 537,727 
	

4.2 
Norfolk 	 547,803 

	
4.5 

Charlotte 	 470,708 
	

2.6 
San Antonio 	 456,656 

	
4.5 

Austin 	 278,251 
	

2.9 
Nashville 	 387,660 

	
3.5 

Greensboro 	 455,515 
	

1.6 
Raleigh 	 323,005 

	
2.7 

Hartford 	 510,174 
	

5.3 
Providence 	 381,643 

	
4.5 

Grand Rapids 	 357,673 
	

1.5 
Jacksonville 	 311,207 

	
4.5 

Rochester 	 453,387 
	

4.9 
Memphis 	 384,793 

	
4.6 

Oklahoma City 	 397,394 
	

1.1 
Louisville 	 398,355 

	
4.5 

West Palm Beach 	233,303 
	

1.9 

1889 
1890 

1890 

1905 

1920 
YES YES San Francisco 	2,563,329 	11.2 	3,432,157 
YES YES  Washington, DC 	2,760,794 	12.5 	3,839,052 
YES 	Atlanta 	 1,033,088 	7.0 	2,060,632 

Sources: http://vvww,fhwadot.govictop/jtwicontents.htm Chapter 4, page 4-9 
http:iiwww.apta.comilinksitransit by mode/heavvraii.cfm 
h 	www.a a. orniiinksitransit b rhodeili htrail.cfrn 
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COUNCIL ON REVENUES 

F CE 

2 43 PAUL H. BREWBAKER 
CHAIRMAN 

JACK P. SUYDERHOUD 
vics.cHARNIAN 

MEMBERS: 
Carl S. Bonham 
Vito Galati 
Michael K. Hirai 
Pearl Imada lboshi 
Eric K Yeaman 

LINDA LINGLE 
GOVERNOR 

JAMES R. NONA, JR. 
LT. GOVERNOR CITY CLERt 

NOLULU, " 

STATE OF HAWAII 
P.O. BOX 259 

HONOLULU. HAWAII 96809 

November 8, 2006 

The Honorable Linda Lingle 
Governor, State of Hawaii 
Executive Chambers 
State Capitol, Fifth Floor 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Governor Lingle: 

At its meeting of November 2, 2006, the Council on Revenues reconfirmed that the forecasted growth rates 
of total personal income are 6.5% for calendar year 2006 and 6.0% for calendar year 2007, 

The Council notes that the inflation rate for Hawaii, as measured by changes in the Honolulu Consumer 
Price index, was 5.8% for the six-month period from January to June 2006. The latest data provided by the 
U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis indicate that total personal income grew 6.4% during the first half of 
2006. 

The total personal income data for calendar years 2002 through 2005, as well as the estimates for 2006 and 
2007, are listed below: 

Calendar Year Millions of Dollars 
% Growth From 

Previous Year 

2002 $36,370 3.54% 
2003 $37,804 3.94% 
2004 $41,178 8.92% 
2005 $43,953 6.74% 

2006 (estimated) $46,810 6.50% 
2007 (estimated) $49,619 6.00% 

Please advise us if we can be of further assistance or if we can answer any questions you may have. 

Sincerely, 

PAUL H. BREWBAKER, Ph.D. 
Chairman 

Misc. Com , No. 
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LINDA LINGLE 
GOVERNOR 

PATRICIA HAMAMOTo 
SUPERINTENDENT 

ALVIN NAGASAKO 
PRINCIPAL 

STATE OF HAWAI'l 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

KAPOLEI HIGH SCHOOL 
91-5007 KAPOLEI PARKWAY 

KAPOLEI, HAWAII 96707 

November 27, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

Re: Bill 79 (2006) CDI Relating to Transit 

I am writing in strong support of the full transit route from West Ka.polei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to 

the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 

As principal of Kapolei High School, I am acutely aware of Kapolei's growth as evidenced by the 

escalating enrollment at our high school alone. Other area schools are also experiencing similar 

increases in enrollment. While our student population has grown, their access to higher education 

has not improved. For many, distance makes education at U.H. Manoa unattainable. So my 

concern is related to equity for a large portion of our population. A full rail system from West 

Kapolei to UH Manoa will ensure that our high school graduates will have more choices for higher 

education and greater access to a broader range of opportunities. 

Rail is important to the future of our youth and I encourage you to select the full transit route that 

goes all the way to West Kapolei. 

Thank you, 

Al Nagasako 

Principal 	

Misc. Corn. No, 
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ASSOCIATED STUDENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII AT M NOA 
2465 Campus Road, Campus Center 211A 

Honolulu, HI 96822 cz3 

co  
SENATE RESOLUTION 10-07 	 rn 

rri 	co 
^eZ  

IN SUPPORT OF MASS TRANSIT SERVICE TO 1VIANOA 	
r- 

a=ia 	.31.• 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE UNDERGRADUATE SENATE 	 c=3 
cr-J 

WHEREAS, the Associated Students of the University of Hawaii at Manoa Senate is 
the elected body representing approximately 11,000 full-time classified 
undergraduate students; and, 

WHEREAS, the City & County of Honolulu is proceeding with plans to develop a mass 
transit system to ease the city's widely acknowledged traffic problems; 
and, 

WHEREAS, nearly 17,000 students, undergraduate and graduate, commute to the 
Mdrioa campus for their classes; and, 

WHEREAS, the ASUH Senate strongly supports the idea of a mass transit system for 
the City of Honolulu as a means of curtailing traffic congestion, 
greenhouse gas emissions, and the general reliance on fossil fuels and their 
consumption; and, 

WHEREAS, many students cannot find parking on campus and are forced to park in the 
surrounding neighborhood to the irritation of the surrounding community; 
and, 

WHEREAS, due to the lack of parking, students have been assaulted while returning to 
their vehicles parked far from campus, which has been documented in 
campus security logs and major newspaper outlets; and, 

WHEREAS, the lack of parking presents a clear and present danger to the public health 
and safety of students at the University of Hawaii at Manoa; and, 

WHEREAS, a mass transit solution would alleviate demand for parking and therefore 
enhance the safety of University of Hawai`i commuter and on-campus 
resident students alike; and, 

WHEREAS, traffic in and around the City of Honolulu is noticeably eased on days on 
which Manoa classes are not scheduled; and, 

Misc. Corn. No. 
TP 
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WHEREAS, city officials, including Mayor Mufl Hannemann and the City Council, are 
considering truncating the proposed transit route to not include service to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa campus; and, 

WHEREAS, the ASUH Senate has since organized an open forum meeting with the 
Mayor, during which students made it clear that they support mass transit 
to Manoa; and, 

WHEREAS, the Mayor reported at that meeting that he had yet to receive feedback on 
the truncated route from a member of the UH-Manoa community; 
therefore, 

BE IT RESOLVED, the Associated Students of the University of Hawai`i at Manoa insists 
that the City & County of Honolulu include service to the UH-Manoa 
campus as part of its mass transit system; and, 

BE IT RESOLVED, the Associated Students of the University of Hawaii at Manoa fully 
supports any system of mass transit the City & County ultimately chooses 
to deploy, whether light rail, HOV lanes, or other such system, but would 
prefer the rail alternative; and, 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, ASUH calls upon the UH-Manoa community, including 
students, faculty, and administrators, to contact the office of the Mayor of 
Honolulu and City Councilmernber Ann Kobayashi and report their 
opposition to a transit system that does not include service to the campus; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that copies of this resolution shall be 
sent to: Mayor of the City and County of Honolulu Mufi Hannemann, 
Honolulu City Councilmember Ann Kobayashi, the Honolulu City 
Council, Governor Linda Lingle, State Senator Brian Taniguchi, 
Chairperson of the Senate Committee on Transportation and Government 
Operations, State Representative Kirk Caldwell, Chairperson of the House 
Committee on Transportation, Department of Transportation Director 
Rodney Hiraga, University of Hawai`i at Manoa Interim Chancellor 
Denise Konan, University of Hawai‘i President David McClain, the Board 
of Regents, The Honolulu Advertiser, The Honolulu Star-Bulletin, Ka Leo 
0 Hawai‘i, Ka Lamakua, and KTUH-FM. 
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Shige Ushiro 
President, Pearl City Community Ass'n. 

P. O. Box 284 
Pearl City, 11196782 
November 21, 2006 

TO: Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Chairperson, Transportation and Planning Committee 

SUBJECT: Bill 79 CDI 

Thank you council chairperson Cachola for allowing me to present this testimony in 
support of Bill 79 CDI for a fixed guideway rail system starting from Kapolei and 
ending at the University of Hawaii Manoa. 

We are in full support of this bill and encourage you to support one of the 
alignments that is specified in this bill. We have been apprised of the various 
alternatives prior to the final recommendation made by Parsons Brinkerhoff Quade 
and Douglas and the City and County Department of Transportation Service. 

We believe that their thorough analysis based on ridership, costs, economic and 
social impact warrant your most serious consideration and approval We as a 
community association received the opportunity to give input and ask questions 
regarding the proposed alternatives and the alignments. We understand that our 
input has been carefully studied and considered and incorporated in the final 
Alternative Analysis by Parsons Brinkerhoff Quade and Douglas and the City's 
Department of Transportation Service. 

We were informed that this effort represents the first stage of the total process 
leading to the final Environmental Impact Statement. We will be looking forward 
to the EIS as it is being formulated. 

Again, we ask for your support of Bill 79 CDI and encourage its timely passage. 

Thank you very much for allowing me to express our support for this measure. 

Misc. Corn. No. 
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• liov 22 8 35 Ali '06 
Sent: 	Tuesday, November 21, 2006 8:24 PM 

To: 

Cc: 	 RECEIVED 
Subject: Transportation and Planning Testimony 

TESTIMONY OF DOUGLAS THOMAS 
95-138 KAHELA STREET, MILILANI, HAWAII 96789 

FOR THE NOVEMBER 22, 2006 
TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMITTEE TRANSIT HEARING 

THANK YOU FOR COMING TO OUR COMMUNITY AND LISTENING TO US. AS SOMEONE 

WHO LIVES IN MILILANI AND MAKES A DAILY COMMUTE TO WAIKIKI FOR WORK, 

SPENDING A MINIMUM OF AN HOUR AND A HALF ON THE ROAD DAILY UNDER THE 

BEST OF CONDITIONS, I SHOULD BE A POSTER CHILD FOR SUPPORT OF RAIL TRANSIT, 

HOWEVER BASED ON ALL THE INFORMATION AVAILABLE AT THIS TIME, I AM 

VEHEMENTLY OPPOSED TO RAIL. 

TO PARAPHRASE THE MAYOR: 

1. DO WE NEED IT? 

WE NEED SOMETHING TO ALLEVIATE TRAFFIC CONGESTION, BUT NO CREDIBLE 

EVIDENCE HAS YET BEEN PRESENTED TO INDICATE RAIL IS THE BEST OR MOST COST 

EFFECTIVE SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEM. 

2. CAN WE AFFORD IT? 

IF WE SEE OUR TAXPAYING CITIZENS AS AN ENDLESS SOURCE OF REVENUE -- AND WE 

WILL NEED TO BE BASED ON THE EVER-INCREASING COST OF THE PROJECT — SURE WE 

CAN AFFORD IT. IF WE DON'T SEE OUR CITIZENS AS CASH COWS, WE CAN'T AFFORD IT. 

3. CAN WE MAINTAIN IT? 

OUR RECORD ON MAINTENANCE OF INFRASTRUCTURE IN THE PAST DOES NOT INSPIRE 

CONFIDENCE IN OUR ABILITY TO MAINTAIN A SOPHISTICATED TRANSPORTATION 

SYSTEM SUCH AS THE PROPOSED RAIL IN THE FUTURE. 

AGAIN THANK YOU FOR COMING AND LISTENING TO US. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1-623  

11/22/2006 
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Testimony to the Honolulu City Council 
Special Meeting/Public Hearing 

Thursday, December 7, 2006; 1000 a.m. 
City Council Chamber 

ALTERNATIVE 

Chair Dela Cniz, Vice Chair Kobayashi, and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

My name is Harty Saunders, and I am the President of Castle & Cooke Homes Hawaii, Inc. 
(Castle & Cooke). Cost] 	ii 	 _the_intent of Bill 79. Committee Draft 1.  

Castle 8r Cooke commends the Council for their diligence and analyses in seeking 
alternatives and bringing the debate to the fore to address Oahu's transportation needs. 
Because of the magnitude of the mass transit project, it is prudent and essential to carefully 
review the feasibility and costs surrounding the various alternatives on mode, alignment, and 
technology_ Simultaneously, it is also important to secure financial commitments to move this 
effort forward. 

We continue to support a fixed rail system as a viable transit alternative for the future of 
Honolulu, and we support you in your efforts to secure the commitment of federal funding to 
make it a reality. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this bill- Should you have any questions 
or would like further clarification, please do not hesitate to contact me at 548-4863, or Carleton 
Ching, Director of Community & Government Relations at 548-3793. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1624 
Cootie 86 Cooke CCH flflJ 79 CD1v3 

Castle & Cooke 'Hawaii cnsi.L uf thc Hawaii subsidiaries of Castle & Cooke, Inc. which include 
castle& Cookc Huntcs Hawaii. inc., Castle & Cooke Properties, Inc., Castle & Cooke Resorts, LLC, and other subsidiaries 	
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Ribellia, Kimberly 

From: Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Sent: 	Friday, November 24, 2006 4:19 PM 

To: 	Ribellia, Kimberly 

Subject: FW: We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei 

From: Nakamura, Roy [mailto:RoyN@jamescampbell.comj  
Sent: Wednesday, November 22, 2006 2:58 PM 
To: Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and City Council Chair Dela Cruz, 

will not be able to make the City Council meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 a.m. Therefore, I am 
humbly asking you to please support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the 
University of Hawaii at Manna. 

Sincerely yours, 

Roy Nakamura 
Senior Financial Analyst 
James Campbell Company, LLC 
1001 Kamokila Boulevard 
Kapolei, HI 96707 
E-mail royn@jamescampbell.com  
Direct (808) 674-3169 
Fax (808) 674-3131 

CONFIDENTIALITY: This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged, and/or attorney 
work product for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review, reliance or distribution by others or 
forwarding without express pelinission is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please 
contact the sender and delete all copies. 

i=t 

c;10 

Misc. Corn. No. al 1125'  
PH 

11/30/2006 

AR00069803 



Page I of 2 

Ribellia, Kimberly 

From: Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Sent: 	Friday, November 24, 2006 4:21 PM 

To: 	Ribellia, Kimberly 

Subject: FW: RAIL: Please Base Decision on Facts, not Lies 

 

From: Panos D. Prevedouros [mailto:pdp@hawaiLedu]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 22, 2006 11:08 AM 
To: Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.A'am, 
Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	 Cr) 

CC: sens@Capitol.hawaii.gov ; reps@Capitol.hawaii.gov  
Subject: RAIL: Please Base Decision on Facts, not Lies 

Dear Honolulu Council Members, 

There is no better proof that a major infrastructure project like rail transit is unwanted, unnecessary and 
unaffordable than the fact that all that's going for it is "emotions", lies, and manipulations. Below I list 
examples of major lies and major manipulations. 

In a recent opinion column in the Honolulu Advertiser, every paragraph was a lie. Please see my 
response, which, given past experience, won't be printed. 

Here is an example of a major manipulation. I am a member of your Council's Transit Task Force and I 
have completed my review of the City's Alternatives Analysis (AA) report. The only major alternative 
to Rail is Managed Lanes. In the AA, two managed lanes schemes were examined: 
(a) A two lane facility roughly from Waikele to Iwilei, with one lane per direction. The net benefit 
during peak hour is: One  new lane. 
(b) A two lane reversible facility from Waikele to Iwilei, but simultaneously the existing morning Zipper 
lane was deleted. The net benefit during peak hour is: One  new lane. 

Note that all high occupancy/toll (HOT) expressways in the nation are two to three lanes wide, and 
Tampa's reversible expressway is three lanes wide. 

Well, despite this severe manipulation, a single new lane of expressway performed just slightly worse 
than a $4-7 billion dollar rail system.(*) Imagine what a two or three lane facility would do! 

I do hope that you'll spend a few minutes to read my response to Mr. Hamayasu's lies. In it I also 
propose to you that my students and I take a good look at estimating the true benefits and impacts of a 
HOT expressway by conducting a detailed traffic simulation of it. I have done several similar analyses 
in Honolulu and abroad and I currently Chair the Freeway Simulation Subcommittee of the 
Transportation Research Board, which is a unit of the National Academy of Engineering. 

Thank you and Happy Thanksgiving. 
Panos 

(*) I have written several pages of shortcomings of the AA, some of which are fatal. I will present those 

1 I /30/2006 Misc. Corn . No.  1-626  PH 
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at the upcoming meeting of the Transit Task Force, on Monday, November 27. 

-- 
Panos D. Prevedouros, PhD 
Professor of Transportation Engineering 
Department of Civil Engineering 
University of Hawaii at Manoa 
TEL: (808)-956-9698, FAX: -5014 
http://www.eng.hawaii.edu/-_panos/  

11/30/2006 
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HONOLULU CITY LIES 1  

Honolulu Department of Transportation Services Chief Planner Hamayasu's article is titled "The 
truth about rail, traffic and HOT lanes" but there is little truth in it. (Please see: 
http://www.honoluluadvertiser.con1apps/pbes.d111article?AID=/20061  1 17/OPINIONO3/6111703 
25/1110/OPINION) 

Mr. Hamayasu asserts that building the HOT expressway for about one billion dollars is a guess 
by non-engineers and that this estimate is totally inaccurate and unrealistic. He is flatly wrong 
because this estimate is supported by civil engineer Linda Figg, president of Figg Bridge 
Engineering and the company's chief bridge engineer Denney Pate, P.E. after both took a field 
tour of the proposed HOT expressway alignment on Oahu in mid-October 2006. The additional 
significance of these experts is that they designed Tampa's reversible expressway. 

Then Mr. Hamayasu uses some Tampa numbers in attempting to show that the facility cannot 
pay for itself. However, his numbers are all wrong. The facility is beating forecasts. The people 
responsible for Tampa's expressway have already informed Honolulu's City Council that their 
expressway serves "approximately 75,000 trips a day and almost 80% of that traffic (over 50,000 
trips) falls within the morning and afternoon peak hours." 

The point of HOT facilities is not "to take the public for a ride" and become a cash cow for 
government or a private operator. But HOT lanes can defmitely pay for a good part of their 
construction cost and all of their operational costs. Any rail system in the U.S. pays only a small 
fraction of the operational cost and none of the construction cost. In other words, all taxpayers 
are taken for a ride. 

Two points about HOT lanes should be made clear: 
• HOT lanes are primarily an express high-occupancy-vehicle and public transit can-ieageway 

with the ability to zip buses along (i.e., buses can travel 10 miles in roughly 10 minutes). 
Buses and vanpools use the facility free of charge at all times. 

• The emphasis of HOT is not on Ttoll. However, the toll enables the government or other 
project owner to sell unused space to low occupancy vehicles. Tolls can generate a 
substantial cash flow to pay for the facility. Also variable tolls enable the management of the 
facility to control the number of low occupancy vehicles on it to prevent traffic congestion. 

For a three lane facility like Tampa's, over 4,000 low occupancy vehicles per hour can use the 
facility along with city buses, tour buses and vanpools. Over 5,000 vehicles per hour will vacate 
the H-1 freeway prior to its merge with the H-2 freeway. Mr. Hamayasu claims that this won't 
provide significant congestion relief. He is simply wrong. 

One must be careful to design proper ramps for the HOT facility. In the City's Alternatives 
Analysis report the managed lanes HOT expressway has been "engineered to fail by design." It 
has too few ramps and it is abruptly terminated onto a surface street near a traffic light. In a 
proper design, the following ramps should be provided: 
• A ramp near Pearl Harbor to serve the strong employment in the area. 

Panos D. Prevedouros, PhD, Professor of Transportation Engineering. University of Hawaii at Manoa 
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• A ramp into Aloha Stadium to serve events and use the mostly empty parking lot as a park-
and-ride facility for express buses. 

• A ramp onto Lagoon Drive to serve the airport and Mapunapuna. 
• A ramp onto Waiakamilo Street to serve Kalihi. 
• A ramp onto Nimitz Highway, at the point where it widens to four lanes, to serve Honolulu's 

center and points beyond. In addition a flyover to King St. or to Hotel St. (for TheBus only) 
could be considered. 

A properly designed HOT expressway for about one billion dollars will serve the same people 
who work in these areas, will allow them to use their preferred means of transportation, will 
allow them to park at their same spot (if they drive) and they will accomplish this in 15 to 30 
minutes instead of 50 to 75 minutes in the morning. 

If needed, for evacuations and emergencies, the expressway would provide fast access. Also 
connections can be engineered onto and from the H-3 freeway to aid connectivity and 
evacuations. The system can be a simple reversible operation: In-bound in the morning, and out-
bound in the afternoon. However, it can also be managed flexibly by having the Aloha Stadium 
and nearby H-3 freeway as the focal point in midday or weekend operations, so one side of the 
facility could go from Waikele to Aloha Stadium and H-3 freeway, and the other side from Iwilei 
to Aloha Stadium and H-3 freeway. This would provide a lot of flexibility to accommodate 
different needs and provides vital connectivity for emergencies. Contrast that to a slow train (24 
mph) coming by every five minutes, What a waste of infrastructure! 

Mr. Hamayasu's exaggerations about necessary street widening projects are entirely 
unnecessary. All we need is (1) for the city to provide enough resources including expert 
manpower to optimize traffic flow operations with the proper timing of traffic lights, (2) for the 
police to clear accidents efficiently and manage special events properly, and (3) to build a 
handful of grade separations similar to those in Singapore, Taiwan and Washington. D.C. to 
accommodate heavy traffic flows that, even today cannot be accommodated by traffic lights 
during peak periods. 

The following picture contains an approximate simulation of the town-bound H-1 freeway and 
the proposed HOT lanes for the section between Aiea and Iwilei. It would be of great benefit to 
them and the community at large if the City Council would grant us a couple of months and 
some funds (to the Civil Engineering Department at UHM) to provide specific answers as to the 
benefit of this facility using current traffic loads along with traffic load expectations from the 
City's Alternative Analxsis, 
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Figure 1. Sample corridor from Aiea to Iwilei, with Managed  Lanes. 

Yellow is H-1 Fwy., red is 
the morning zipper lane 
which the City has deleted 
for the Managed Lane 
alternative, and 	is the 
Managed Lanes (HOT 
reversible expressway. 

Figure 2. Sample off-ramp detail at Waiakamilo Street. In the afternoon, the same ramp 
in the median becomes the on-ramp. 

Yellow is town-bound 
Nimitz Hwy., r;:?.d is the 
morning zipper lane which 
the City has deleted for the 
Managed Lane alternative, 
and " 	is the Managed 
Lanes (HOT reversible 
expressway, with off-ramp 
to the existing median of 
Waiakamilo St. 
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Rep. Marilyn B. Lee 
38th  District 
Ph: 586-9460 Fax: 586-9466 

repleegcapitoi.hawaii.gov  

SUPPORT TESTIMONY FOR BILL 79 (20061 

HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL MEETING 
DECEMBER 7, 2006 

10:00 AM 

Council Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council, 

My name is Marilyn B. Lee, State Representative for the 38 th  House District which 
includes Mililani/Mililani Mauka/Waipio Acres. 

I am in support of Bill 79. One of the most pressing concerns of constituents in my 
district is traffic. Population growth and increased development have resulted in a substantial 
increase in the number of vehicles using our roadways. This will result in greater traffic 
congestion over the next decade. With this increase in traffic congestion comes an expected 
increase in lost revenues, lost productivity, and lost time spent with families. 

I believe that the most visited and practical approach to resolving Oahu's current traffic 
problems appears to be to establish a fixed rail line. Over the past year, Mayor Hannemann, city 
transportation engineers and consultants, along with members of the Honolulu High-Capacity 
Transit Corridor Project have studied the issue and have recommended going forward with a rail-
transit alternative as a way to help ease Honolulu's growing gridlock. 

We are now at the point where it is vital that a selection of the mode and alignment of 
the locally preferred alternative be made in order to comply with federal regulations and 
guidelines for the planning of new start fixed guideway projects. Our Congressional 
representative has stressed the need for a decision on the locally preferred alternative by the end 
of December with a delayed decision possibly endangering federal funding in both the federal 
fiscal year 2007 and fiscal year 2008 budgets for the preliminary engineering of the Honolulu 
project. 

The need for traffic solutions is growing daily. The time to move forward is now. I urge 
you to pass this bill on second reading. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony. 

Misc. Corn. No 
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1  Report to Council Transportation Committee by Panos D. Prevedouros, PhUaransit Task 
Force Member - November 30, 2006 rri 

< 
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The Alternatives Analysis (AA) report is not acceptable in its present form as acf)asis for = 
choosing the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) because: 

(1) The study has at least two fatal flaws. 
(2) The recommended LPA is inconsistent with the AA results and national experience. 

to 

rr-s 

The AA contains fatal flaws that need to be corrected. 

Fatal flaw No. 1: The Managed Lane Alternative was manipulated in such a way so that the net 
effect is to add a single freeway lane during the morning peak hour. (Two expressway lanes 
were added and then the existing zipper lane was subtracted!) The modeling of this alternative 
is defective in other ways, such as inadequate and poorly designed on and off ramps. Simply 
put, this alternative has been engineered to fail in comparison to rail. 

Fatal flaw No. 2: The alternatives are based on unrealistic forecasts for public transit ridership. 
The error in past and current forecasts is at least 21%. In other words, transit trips are forecast 
to be 21% too many. The AA forecasts about 294,000 total transit trips per day in 2030. The AA 
credits rail for an increase of transit trips in the amount of 62,000. However, 21% of 294,000 is 
62,000! Therefore, all rail trips are equal to the forecasting error. 

The current LPA recommendation in the AA is not supportable because: 

• The AA estimates 62,000 rail trips out of over 3 million daily vehicle trips on Oahu, and out 
of over 4 million person trips. So rail will serve between 1% and 2% of daily trips in 2030. 
This is an extremely poor payoff for the cost of rail. 

• Despite being engineered to fail in the AA, the 14-mile Managed Lane works almost as good 
as the 20-mile Rail. This means that the expensive rail LPA produces the same benefits as 
a short, single freeway lane. Again, in comparison, rail's payoff is tiny. 

• Ewa Beach, Kapolei, Ko'Olina and Kalaeloa are estimated to change from 298,000 trips in 
2005 to 704,000 trips, e.g., 136% growth in 25 years. Such a growth rate is improbable. If only 
half as much growth occurs, which is still optimistic, then these areas will produce 352,000 
fewer trips. All Rail options predict a total of about 294,000 combined bus and rail trips. 
This means that without inflated forecasts, the Rail option is unsupportable. 

• According to the AA, for the entire area between Aka and Waikiki or Manoa, all Rail 
alternatives are predicted to provide the same or longer trip times than auto. Rail will 
provide no relief to traffic congestion. Rail will worsen congestion. By my calculations, only 
a carefully designed Managed Lanes has the potential to relieve some congestion. 

• Honolulu's proposal has no sense of proportion: For example, Phoenix, Arizona with a 
population that is four times larger than Honolulu's is developing a light rail system with a 
cost that is less than one quarter the cost of Honolulu's proposed 28 mile heavy rail system. 
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•CAT1 GLERK 
HONOLULU, HAVitkli 

From: Marijane [marijane@mac.corn] 

Sent: 	Tuesday, November 28, 2006 1229 AM 

To: 

Cc: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; KoLlfAili0l9n H.; Tam, 
Rod; Romy.M.Cachola@mac,com; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony 

Chair and members of the City Council: 

I have attended many of the City's Public Meetings, listened to Pat Lee at our Neighborhood Board (8) 
meeting tell us that there would be no loss of traffic lanes with the installation of rail, and listened to a 
very informative presentation by the HHUA. All of these things only further my opinion that we are 
being lied to, and Rail is not the answer to Honolulu's transportation problems. 

The cost cannot even be calculated, considering acquisition of land, change orders, constantly rising 
costs; 
the estimated rider-ship is a pipe-dream. The speakers at the HHUA Mission came up with several 
solutions to our traffic problems that will be far better for our limited space AND resources. 

The fact that our Mayor is pushing so hard for rail has clouded the fair selection process, and I am 
hopeful that there will be enough Council members who will realize that the polls are very slanted, and 
not showing the true feeling of the WHOLE County of Honolulu. 

As a Condo Board Director as well as a Neighborhood Board member, I have not had one person tell 
me they think the rail is going to do anything but increase taxes and take money from other areas that 
need attention. 

Hawaii, unlike some areas of the Mainland, will not give up their cars in favor of driving to a parking 
area, boarding a train moving at 24 mph, and transfer to a bus, in order to get where they want to go. 

Like the monorail in Vegas, this train will go bankrupt, and our county budget with it 

Marijane Holmes Carlos 

Mariano R. Carlos 

620 McCully 5t #901 

Honolulu, HI 96826 

(808) 941-1853 

marijane@mac.com   
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From: Nakahayakawa@aol.com  

Sent: 	Monday, November 27, 2006 1:11 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony 

Dear Sir/Madam: 
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C, 

This is a written testimony related to Agenda 10 of Discussion Session in Transportation 
& Planning Committee Meeting on November 30 (113006 Agenda). 

Ridership of Fixed Guideway Mass Transit operated by most local governments is 
concentrated in rush-hours and ridership in off-rush-hours are sparse. Therefore, the 
number of average passengers per one hour is small. Because of the highly skewed 
distribution of ridership, Fixed Guideway Mass Transits operated by most local 
governments are not self-sustaining, requiring financial support by local or federal 
governments in each year of operations. Since Honolulu is a relatively small city, the city 
has no financial resources of supporting Fixed Guideway Mass Transit in each year of 
operation without a further increase in taxes. 

There are three variants in each of two Fixed Guideway routes originating Kapolei 
(Kapolei to University of Hawaii and Kapolei to Ala Moana Center). All variant routs pass 
a street next to or close to the complex of five condominium high-rises in Ala Moana. 
Since each high-rise has 200 or more residential units, there are total of 1,000 or more 
residential units in the complex. Therefore, a nice residential atmosphere currently enjoyed 
by occupants of these units will be affected negatively if the fixed guideway truck is 
installed. There will be cracking sharp noises by passing trains day and night, that prevent 
our concentrating on deskwork in daytime and relaxing in the evening. Additionally, upon 
the truck installation, views around here will be deteriorated and there will be increased 
congestion on local streets around here. 

Because of expected financial problems in the future and of the negative impact to our 
residential environment, I would like to recommend respectfully that the committe 
rejects installing the Fixed Guideway Mass Transit System. 

Yours Truly, 

Kan-ichi Hayakawa 
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TESTIMONY PRESEN1ED AT THE CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARING ON 
NOVEMBER 30, 2006, AT THE CITY HALL RELATING TO THE MASS 

TRANSIT ALTERNATIVES 

My name is William Ling. I am a retired Licensed Professional Engineer. In evaluating the 
various mass transit alternatives, I offer the following comments. 

It is important to view the traffic problem from the people's viewpoint whether a plan would be 
convenient, save time and be less costly to the people. Any solution must meet these criteria. 

In evaluating the various plans, the comparison should be based on total cost: including cost of 
engineering, cost of additional infrastructure, cost of financing, cost of land acquisition, cost of 
operation and cost of maintenance. 

The design of the structures should be such that it would lend themselves to modifications if 
conditions are such that they are advisable. Since the alternative plans have some estimations 
regarding ridership and cost of construction, maintenance and operations, the actual conditions 
may not be as anticipated. 

Since the date when any plan is opertional is indefinite, I suggest that a "park and ride" proposal 
be adopted during the interim period. The present parking lot of the Aloha Stadium can be used 
for the parking site. This site is already paved with marked parking stalls. Busses could be 
scheduled to take the people to the city proper. Express bus lanes could be designated to 
facilitate the trip to the city. 

The Aloha Stadium Authority is under State jurisdiction while the busses are under the City 
jurisdiction. Any problems which may arise could be resolved by the governmental agencies. If 
this proposal is inplemented, the people on the Leeward side of Oahu would have an alternative 
to get to the City. In turn, it would relieve the traffic and help alleviate the traffic congestion. 
Every effort should be made to implement the "park and ride" proposal. This plan does not 
require any funding to prepare for any infrastructure. 

William Y. H. Ling 
4389 Milia Street, Apt. 105 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96821 

Phone: (808) 218-7206 
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Josef Wolfgruber 
4959-4 Matinalani Circle 
Honolulu, HI 96816 

ror C3-7 Ce-e-c4-tiA:1 mee //-30-0,6. 

Subject: Oahu rapid transit 

Honorable officials and fellow residents: 

I am known as Joe Wolf, living in Honolulu since 1970 with prior residence in three 
other continents. 

In addition to my written statement 11/17/06 at Kalakaua Middle School, I want to point 
out that these rail propaganda meetings are held in those places where a few may benefit 
but pay little for it. There seem to be no reliable figures. 

A housewife with a family of two or more can not carry her groceries and sodas to the 
rail stop. Let's face it - we are a society of cars. Thousands of cars yearly are coming and 
thousands of houses and apartments are being built without the road infrastructure. 

We are about to give birth to a monster that will haunt us the rest of our lives. The costly 
fixed illusion is not solving the problem. Those who may ride the train instead of more 
buses with priority lanes would need to work three jobs to pay a fair share with all their 
salary. The rest of us are being taken for a ride. Those cities around the country with 
relatively new systems at much lower cost have a low score of worthiness. 

Instead of forcing evermore taxes down our throats, like the communists, and therefore 
lowering the standard of living, you should raise the registration fee for gas guzzlers 
which gives an incentive for less pollution, and use those funds for road improvements 
for buses which go where people live instead of any fixed limitation. 

Besides that, a road from Kapolei/Ewa to Ala Moana with a bridge or tunnel at Pearl 
Harbor entrance, and a double-decker over Ninaitz instead of plowing through town 
would get better results. e=) 

c-2 

Mahal° for your consideration, 	 c) 
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Date: Friday Nov. 17 th, 6:30 pm 
Location: Kalakaua Middle School, 821 Kalihi St., Honolulu HI 
Regarding: Oahu rapid transit 
Author: Josef Wolfgruber aka. Joe Wolf 

Honorable officials, fellow residents of Hawaii: 

My full name is Josef Wolfgruber better known as Joe Wolf. I am an officially retired tile 
contractor and proud citizen of this great country and state of ours. Traffic is not my 
personal problem any more, but I'm concerned for my fellow residence as well as my 
immediate family of 4 with 2 sons, one 27 years the other 3 months old. 

I have lived and worked in four continents, Europe, Australia, Africa, and since 1964 in 
the good old U.S. of A., including 5 years in N.Y.C., moved to Honolulu in 1970, part 
time in the 90's in Oregon and Texas. Traffic problems are similar, but solutions are 
different. 

Somebody did a good job making most of us believe a fixed system is fixing the problem. 
I want to go on record to make it clear, it's not so, but I don't need to be a rocket scientist 
to point out a solution: 

1.) You put about 200 buses, and if need more, on the roads, and highways where 
people live, and want to go, and you can save approximately 10,000 cars, and a lot of fuel 
with less pollution. 
This can be done statewide tomorrow, not in 5 to 10 years. You also have flexibility, 
depending on needs. It will be a fraction of the cost, even if you give free bus fares or 
only charge a token fee. You — the city and county — doubled our rents in our homes in 
form of taxes, and raised the GET by 20%. Now it's time to serve the public to do the 
right thing. 

2.) For the heavy industry, and more federal funds, build a road from Makakilo to 
Ewa, across or below Pearl Harbor entrance to connect to the airport H-1 with a double 
decker over Nimitz to Ala Moana. We may need other overpasses too. My question is, 
when you give permits to thousands of apartments and houses, why is the road 
infrastructure not included? 

3.) Of course the usual road improvements need to be continued if there'll be so 
many thousands of more cars coming to Hawaii every year. All of Hawaii needs to 
benefit, not only about 2% with that fixed illusion, which is too little, too late, too 
ineffective, too expensive, if not utterly insane. Maybe it'll be appropriate to ask for a 
refund of those costly studies, and I'll donate it all to charities, because I am a Rotarian. 

I could go on and on but I thank you very much for the opportunity to share my views. 

Aloha, Joe 
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Sincerely, 

. Radcliffe 
iate Executive Director 

DEC-04-2006 11:02 FROM:UHPA 
	

808 593 2160 	 TO:95276910 	 P.1 

HONOLULL, CITY COUNCIL, SPECIAL MEETING 
DECEMBER 7, 2006 

10:00 A.NI. 

BILL 79, (2006) C.D. i 	Relating to Transit. 

Council Chair Del Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council, 

T WILL RIDE. 

My name is John Radcliffe, Associate Executive Director of the University of Hawaii 
Professional Assembly (UHPA), the union that represents the 3,400 faculty of the 
University of Hawaii System. 

UHPA supports rail transit as the best means to tie the west side of Oahu with the central 
core. 

The academic future of Oahu, and thus the whole state, is tied to freeing access to and 
from the University of Hawaii at Manoa. For thirty years this union has had a vision that, 
using rail, we can put student and faculty housing, athletic facilities, and undergraduate 
campus buildings, on the Ewa Plain and using rail, travel back and forth. 

Please build the rail system now. 

UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII 
PROFESSIONAL ASSEMBLY 

1017 Palm Drive • flonolutti, Hawaii 96814-1928 	JVhsc. Corn No 
Telephone; (808) 593-2157 facsimile: (808) 59?1-2160 

Web Page; litti)://www,uhpa.org  

PH 
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Dec-04-06 12:27 	"From—GENERAL GROWTH MGMT HAWAII 

December 4, 2006  

+8060462216 	 T-662 	P.02/02 	F-015 

To: 	The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
Members of The Honolulu City Council 

From: 	Dwight L. Yoshimura, Senior Vice President 
GOP Limited Partnership 

Date: 	Thursday, December 7, 2006 

Subject: 	Bill 79, CD1 Relating to Transit  

1585 Kapiolani Boulevard, Suite 800 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814 

Phone (808) 946-2811 
Fax (808) 946-2216 

Aloha. My name is Dwight Yoshimura; I am a senior Vice president with General 

Growth Properties, which owns and manages the Ala Moana Shopping Center, adjacent office 

buildings, and The Ward Centers on Oahu. I am here today to testify in support of a rail transit 

system for West Oahu and Honolulu, 

Our growing Island population, and the corresponding increase in the volume of traffic 

on Oahu has overwhelmed the Honolulu corridor's existing road and public Transit systems in the 

area immediately surrounding the Ala Moana and Ward properties. Access to and from the 

shopping center is compromised by traffic congestion despite ongoing road and traffic pattern 

improvements in Kakaako and elsewhere. 

The management and merchants of Ala Moana Center and Ward would therefore be in 

support of a fixed-rail guideway system as a locally preferred alternative that would facilitate 

customer access to our properties, Additionally, Ala Moana and Ward retailers employ thousands 

of individuals, many of whom would benefit by having a reliable, safe and afforable public transit 

alternative for their daytime and evening commutes to and from their jobs. 

We therefore urge the Council not to delay any further, and approve this sill 79 so that 

we can move forward on the fixed-rail alternative for our growing community. Thank you, 
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DEC - 04 - 2006 MON 11:24 AM 	HI BUILDING TRADES 
	

FAX No. 838 524 6893 	 P. 332 

HAWAII BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION TRADES COUNCIL, AFL-C10 
GENTRY PAGFIC DESJGN CENTER, STE. 215A • 560 NI NAIITZ HIGHWAY, #58 • HONOLULU, HAWAII 96817 

(808) 524-2249 • FAX (808) 524-6893 

December 4, 2006 

Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
Honorable Ann Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Members of the Honolulu City Council 

RE: In SUPPORT of BILL 79 CDI  	 
Hearing; Thursday, December 7, 2006 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Council Members: 

For the Record my name is Buzz Hong the Executive Director for 
the Hawaii Building & Construction Trades Council, AFL-CIO. Our 
Council is comprised of 17-construction unions and a membership of 
26,000 statewide. 

The Council SUPPORTS Bill 79 CD I for the selection of a Fixed 
Rail System as the locally preferred alternative. 

We thank you for the consideration of our request. 

Sincerely, 

William "Buzz" Hong 
Executive Director 
WM; sf 

TViisc Come No. 	•  
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Overview 

Review of Alternatives Analysis 
Ridership Forecasts 

Karl Kim, Ph.D., Transit Advisory Task Force Member 
Professor and Chair, Urban & Regional Planning 

University of Hawaii at Manoa 
2424 Maile Way, #107 
Honolulu, HI. 96822 

Tel: 956-7381; FAX 956-6870 
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Documents related to ridership estimates were reviewed, including the Honolulu 
High-Capacity Transit Corridor Alternatives Analysis Report, the draft Transit 
Forecasting Methodology Report, and Travel Forecasting Model Development 
Project of the Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization, Final Documentation. 
In addition telephone interviews were conducted with Mr. Toru Hamayasu 
(DTS), Mr. Gordon Lum (OMPO), and Mr. Mark Schiebe (PBQD). 

The review was focused on three interrelated questions: 1) are the models and 
methods used sound? 2) do they produce useful information? and, 3) are the 
results accurate, reliable, valid? The review concludes with some summary 
comments. 

Background 

The Alternatives Analysis provides estimates for 2005 and 2030 for existing 
conditions, no-build,TSM, Managed Lane, and a number of Fixed Guideway 
alternatives. The ridership estimates are based on the OMPO regional travel 
demand model which was updated to estimate the effects of both existing 
conditions and the various alternatives. OMPO uses a "best practice" modeling 
approach whereby the components of the traditional four-step (trip generation, 
trip distribution, mode choice, network assignment) estimation procedure have 
tested and validated in other jurisdictions and then used in Honolulu. While 
there have been some new approaches to demand forecasting proposed in the 
literature, the emphasis with OMPO is to use industry-standard and FTA 
approved methods and approaches along with updated information. The number 
of trip assignment zones has been increased from 284 to 762. A new on-board 
bus survey was completed in 2005 which was used to validate the results of the 
ridership estimates. Some other enhancements to the OMPO model include the 
use of 11 different resident trip purpose (including 6 work-related trips) and a 
two stage trip distribution process to link trip productions to attractions and 
produce trip tables. The trip distribution procedure uses a Fratar, iterative fitting 
technique for balancing rows to equal productions and columns to equal 
attractions. The mode choice model utilizes a nested structure in which auto, 
transit, and non-motorized travel (walk/bike) are considered; as are options such 
as single vehicle occupant, 1- and 2- occupant auto, local and premium bus 
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services as well as kiss-n-ride and park-n-ride facilities. In addition to the 
estimation of ridership, travel times by mode and class and type of service are 
also provided. The PTA SUMMIT package also generates zone-to-zone estimates 
of ridership and travel benefits and impacts. 

Soundness of Methods 

After reviewing the various documents and speaking to many of the principals 
involved, I am convinced that the general approach — that is, using a version of 
the traditional four-step process, using the same model that was developed for 
the metropolitan planning organization (OMPO), and following FTA's guidelines 
and recommended procedures is not only sound, it provides opportunity to take 
advantage of work done over the years for Oahu as well as to incorporate ideas 
and knowledge from other jurisdictions. The "best practice" approach may not 
necessarily lead to the most innovative, or advanced or latest theoretical 
developments in ridership forecasting, but it does enable the City to build on 
widely accepted, tested, and used approaches to ridership forecasting. The other 
advantage is that it enables a degree of peer-review to occur, not just because the 
OMPO models have been developed and tested and reviewed and vetted over a 
io year period, but also because PTA has reviewed and accepted both the model 
form and the use of various parameters and functions used in the modeling 
process. 

There has been discussion as to whether or not the traditional four-step, 
"comprehensive" approach should have been used. It is the industry standard. It 
is what is currently taught as the approach to take in urban transportation 
planning courses. The advantage is that the pieces of the model can be 
disentangled — from the land use and population projections, to auto ownership, 
to the generation of trip (work, school, recreational, etc.), to the distribution of 
trips in terms of origins and destinations and in terms of production and 
attraction zones, to the modal split (between transit and private automobile) 
including various nested combinations (park-n-ride, kiss-n-ride, bus-to-rail, 
etc.), as well as non-motorized modes (walk and bike). While the approach is 
complicated and multi-faceted, the value of it is that it lets us review, 
systematically, the various assumptions, data, forecasts, and inputs into the 
model and it allows us to understand both the overall ridership estimates as well 
as the regional, neighborhood, and eventually station location effects. While 
there have been some general criticisms of the large-scale comprehensive 
modeling it is, fundamentally, a sound approach to ridership estimation. 

There have been some notable improvements made to the forecasting procedures 
used in Honolulu. The number of trip assignment zones (TAZs) has been greatly 
increased. The kinds of different trip purposes has also been augmented. There 
have been continued developments in the trip distribution procedures. The 
model uses a Fratar approach which provides a form of internal consistency and 
validation, as the trip tables must balance. It is the recommended approach for 
the trip distribution component of the model. It should also be noted that there 
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have been improvements in the mode choice part of the estimation procedure. A 
nested logit multinomial model is generally acknowledged as the preferred 
approach. While we are somewhat constrained by the choice of nests and the 
particular ordering, it does provide a superior approach to considering different 
travel modes in a more sequential fashion than a more "flattened" polynomial 
mode choice. 

While one could nit-pick or quibble over the functional forms, model coefficients, 
and utilities contained in the model, from my perspective, the general approach 
taken is sound. While there are always opportunities to improve travel demand 
forecasting, it is also critical that reviewers understand and accept the 
fundamental differences between an approach which uses industry standard best 
practices for estimating overall travel demand by alternative versus a more 
limited partial picture of one or more aspects of transit ridership. 

Does the Travel Demand Model Provide Useful Information? 

While one can also ask for more detailed information about a particular travel 
mode or class of service, or the impacts on an individual neighborhood, the 
advantage of the large scale modeling approach is that it enables us to review 
system-wide effects and to compare the choices of no-build, TSM, managed lanes, 
and fixed rail alternatives. The disadvantage of this approach, however, is the 
problem of information overload or sorting out the most useful and important 
elements for evaluation and decision-making. It should be noted, however, that 
the Alternative Analysis provides useful information on: 1) the total number of 
transit trips for each of the different alternatives including fixed rail estimates; 2) 
the estimated fixed rail boardings for proposed stations; 3) total VIVIT (vehicle 
miles traveled), VHT (vehicle hours traveled), and hours of delay for each of the 
alternatives; and 4) peak hour volumes and LOS (level of service) estimates for 
screenlines by alternative. 

These systemwide measures are useful in a number of ways. They provide an 
estimate of automobile use versus other modes of travel. The VMT and VHT 
measures show auto use both in terms of miles and in terms of hours spent on the 
road. The vehicle hours of delay is a measure of congestion as are the estimates 
of LOS. There are two kinds of information provided in the Alternatives Analysis 
report: 1) information about future travel patterns and demand; and 2) 
information which allows for the comparison of alternatives. 

Looking into the future is a difficult, challenging activity. Such is the business of 
planning. Part of the difficulty arises from the diversity of factors that can affect 
the forecasts of population, employment, and other activities of travel demand. 
The model predicts growth in travel demand and in transit trips even under the 
"no-build" assumption. The Alternatives Analysis compares the increase in 
transit trips over the number of transit trips forecast under the "no-build" 
alternative. While different alignments and configurations for the fixed guideway 
alternative are presented, it is also important to note the Alternatives Analysis 
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enables comparison amongst the alternatives. This is the essence of an 
alternatives analysis. 

Were the alternatives correctly specified? The framework of comparison — 
existing conditions, "no-build," TSM (Transportation Systems Management), 
Managed Lane, and Fixed Guideway (four different alignments) is appropriate 
and reasonable. It should be noted that the bus fleet size used in the analysis 
grows from 525 (existing) to 614 (no-build) to 765 (TSM) to 846/906 (two 
direction/reversible managed lane) options. The bus fleet is held closer to 
existing levels under the guideway alternatives. 

It is also important to note that under the Managed Lane alternatives, various 
estimates of the effects of tolls were determined. Using a modeling approach 
developed for Houston and constraining the LOS to "C" (1,400 vehicles per hour) 
or "D" service (1,760 vehicles per hour) which would require a toll of $6.40 on all 
single and double occupant vehicles (all 3+ occupant vehicles would be free), the 
effects of tolls were also considered. It is important to note that this alternative is 
also studied in the OMPO model. 

Accuracy, Reliability, and Validity 

With travel demand estimation, the accuracy (or correctness) of the results can 
only ultimately be demonstrated after the system has been built and data 
collected in 2030. The issue of reliability refers to the reproducibility of the 
results. In part, this has been addressed in that the OMPO model was run in 
2002 (albeit for different alternatives) and then re-run more recently for the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Project. An initial inspection of the results indicates 
that there is a degree of consistency and reliability in terms of the model results. 
Certainly more information on the reliability of the estimates will become 
available as parts of the model are re-run as the project advances. Also, because 
the model is reviewed not just by OMPO and by the ETA, there are opportunities 
to investigate the reproducibility of the various estimates. 

One of the advantages of using the large-scale travel demand forecasting 
procedure is that there are different ways of validating the results. More 
extensive documentation of the validation of the OMPO model is available. The 
validation consists of comparing the estimated to observed travel times for 
different classes or types of travel for a base year. Typically, an on-board bus 
survey is done to get ridership and travel time estimates as well data on origins 
and destinations. These data are compared to modeled or estimated results. A 
regression model comparing estimated to observed values is calculated, with the 
R-squared value used as measure of the explanatory or predictive power of the 
model. While there is need for more documentation of the validation effort for 
the High Capacity Corridor project, if the estimated travel times and boardings 
are within a reasonable range of the observed 2005 on-board survey results, then 
the confidence in the estimates will be increased. 
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More effort could go towards the documentation of the modeling procedure. At 
issue are concerns regarding the aggregation of effects — from the 762 zones to 
the corridor and the other reporting districts contained in the Alternatives 
Analysis. There was not sufficient time to do a full audit of the model, nor was 
there adequate opportunity to examine how the different components from 
resident based trips to visitor trips and other details were integrated. It is 
assumed that because these are elements common to the OMPO model and 
because FrA reviews these details, these aspects of the model can be verified and 
documented as some later point. 

Summary Comments 

The methods used in the ridership estimates appear to be sound. The basic 
structure and approach to ridership modeling, meet industry standards 
consistent with the "best practice" approach employed by OMPO. It is also 
somewhat reassuring that the same model which is used by OMPO is also used in 
the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor Project. The use of the traditional 
four-step demand estimation procedure with a Fratar trip distribution procedure 
and a nested logit model is comparable to what is done in other jurisdictions. 
While there is need for more evaluation of some of the input data — that is 
information regarding the population estimates, employment growth, and 
patterns of development to 2030, and while there are always opportunities to 
improve the specific sub-model components regarding auto ownership, mode 
choice, induced travel demand, visitor and other special purpose trips, as well as 
estimates regarding travel preferences as well as the willingness to pay for 
different types of transportation services, the general approach and set of 
procedures utilized in estimating ridership are sound. 

The Alternatives Analysis provides useful information regarding travel demand, 
transit use (both presently and into the future), and a basis for comparison of 
alternatives in terms of key indicators related to transportation such as VMT, 
VHT, hours of delay, and LOS associated with the baseline, no-build, TSM, 
managed lane, and fixed guideway alternatives. While additional information 
could have been provided in terms of other benefits associated with increased 
choice of travel modes, increased reliability of travel from one point to another, 
and the differential impact of increased mobility and accessibility for various 
groups, allowing for more closer inspection of transportation equity and 
environmental justice requirements of each of the alternatives, these are 
concerns that might also be addressed in the environmental impact assessment 
procedure. 

The Alternatives Analysis is a fairly digestable document. Unlike others which 
take hundreds of pages of text, this one seems fairly concise and focused on key 
issues, concerns, and impacts. As such it provides an adequate base of 
information on which to make a policy decision as to whether or not to proceed to 
the next stage of planning and preliminary engineering 
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A final comment is that the travel demand estimation procedures and the 
ridership estimates appear to be somewhat conservative. First, it is important to 
note that the "best practice" approach employed in this study will yield more 
reliable results since the techniques are used and tested and evaluated in many 
other jurisdictions. Second, because the model is reviewed by the FTA, the 
parameters, utilities, and estimates are constrained by federal guidelines. Third, 
modest assumptions regarding the cost of gasoline or automobile travel are 
utilized. They are predicted to grow no faster than the general rate of inflation. 
Fourth, assumptions regarding future development around stations and the 
increased ridership associated with transit oriented development or transit 
adjacent development were quite modest. For purposes of comparison across the 
various alternatives, the same pattern of land use and population growth and 
development was used. There has been much research to the contrary, that a 
fixed guideway system will in fact result in increased densities, resulting in lower 
automobile use and greater transit ridership. Finally, the utility functions used to 
specify the willingness to travel by various transportation modes are assumed to 
remain constant over the period. This is to suggest that people in 2030 will 
behave much as they do today. The willingness to take a fixed rail guideway 
system is ultimately based on the willingness of people today to use bus service. 
This is a conservative approach. The modest growth in transit ridership results 
from the improvements in transportation services vis-a-vis the various 
alternatives and alignment choices with constant preferences and utility 
functions. 

While there is always room for improvement in the difficult task of travel demand 
forecasting, and while we must remain vigilant over the application of various 
forecasting techniques and the data used as inputs to the model, the ridership 
forecasts were done using sound methods, providing useful information that is 
reasonably accurate, reliable, and valid. 
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and Councilmembers 
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RE: Bill 79 CD1 - relating to selecting Transit routes and stations for the Locallr4refenal s  
r-  —1 
r- 

Good Morning Chair Dela Cruz and Councilmembers: 
	

C: = •T1 1-0 

70. 

I'm Daisy Mural, a daily commuter from Kapahulu using the City's bus service, which could be enranced livntS 
is a superb network of transportation for those that don't drive or do not have access to a motor vehicle. The ty 
Council has a task of choosing the right Locally Preferred Alternative (TPA) to alleviate traffic congestion to the 
areas most directly affected by the mass migration from development areas of West Oahu. Bill 79 CDI is very 
interesting in which suddenly, "RAIL" has been attached in the text as the LPA, even though not all the City 
Councilmembers have voted for the Fixed Guideway RAIL yet, The 5 routes also reflect the pathway of the KM] ) 
GUIDEWAY proposal. 

The December 3'4  issue of the Honolulu Advertiser shows the possible transit stations and park & ride stations for 
the Fixed Guideway RAIL. The transit stations are located at the possible West Oahu College, Leeward, Honolulu 
Community and UH-Manoa, but there are no stops at other schools along the transit route in the Urban Honolulu 
Center - such as the Dillingham Blvd./Mokauea Street station is 1 block from the elementary school and major 
transfer stop and the Ward AvenuelHalekauvvila station is several blocks away from McKinley High School. I 
understand from the Outreach coordinator, that the City Bus system will become circulators, but most passengers 
prefer a direct connection to their destination rather than making several transfers. The cost of each ride and mast r 
will also determine if riders would select the elevated RAIL as the LPA. Sometimes the Bus System maybe the racist 
direct connection to their destination. I -find walking 3 blocks to my bus stop, then boarding 1 bus and walking 1 
block from the bus stop to work is much more time efficient then using the elevated transit RAIL to Kalihi Kai. 
The ADA transit stops/centers may not be able to accommodate all passengers needing to use elevators at the saws 
time to reach the elevated platforms. I understand not ail the stations will have elevator services, some will have 
an escalator, making mobility difficult for passengers on wheelchair or walkers. Note: bicycle riders will not be 
able to use the RAIL system during Peak Rush (6 - 9 sin & 3- 6 pm) hours. 

I understand that the Fixed Guideway trams, according to Keith Rollman's Letters to the Editor in the Week of 
November 30th  to December 5 th  in the Honolulu Weekly will use hio-disel fuel to save on fossil fuel, but run on 
tracks fueled by electricity. RECO, the rnujor power plant that produces electricity for Oahu uses OIL to produt e 
electricity -which will further depleting the fossil fuel supply. 

I do not feel that the Fixed Guideway RAIL is the right LPA and other alternatives should be given equal 
consideration - such as bus enhancement to make some of the buses into express routes and create bus routes 
that go farther into the development areas. The building of a managed lane such as elevated HOV or HOT lane 
would help traffic move, and the addition of bicycle pathways maybe created below. I OPPOSE BILL 79 CD1 
and the FIXED GUIDEWAY RAIL as the LPA. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak. 

Daisy Mural 
3039 Kaunaoa Street 
Honolulu, HI 96815 
December 4, 2006 

Alternative (LPA) for Oahu 
-73 
rn 
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Vic President, O'ahu Development 
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SCHULER DIVISION 
licrowo Q. RUHLB 

MC-61 President, Oahu Development 

December 5, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chairman 
City Council, City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: RELATING TO TRANSIT — BILL 79 

Good afternoon Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the Council, 

VIA FACSIMILE: 527-6910 

My name is Bob I3ruhl. and I am the Vice President, O'ahu Development for D.R. Horton-Schuler 
Homes LLC. Schuler has a long history of being recognized as a karna'aina company and we are 
proud of our accomplishments as one of Hawaii's leading residential developers over the past four 
decades. I hope that you accept that it is from that perspective from which this letter is written, and 
I respectfully offer a few thoughts on the transit matters before you today. Generally, we are 
strongly in favor of transportation improvements for Oahu that will improve the quality of life for 
all of our residents. 

Our company views mass transit as an important element to an overall package of solutions that 
should be pursued to improve that quality of life. Importantly, we think of rail as perhaps the 
major contributor to a comprehensive transportation solution that will continue to be determined 
and take shape over time This includes continued roadway improvements, freeway enhancements, 
transportation demand management strategies, other transit improvements to the City's award 

winning bus service, and additional major public infrastructure improvements. 

We strongly encourage the Council and Administration to collaborate with the objective of 
improving the quality of life for Oahu's residents, so that less time is spent on the roads and more 
time with families and in great places that makes our island world-class. To this end, we also 
respectfully reiterate our previous submittals before the Transportation Subcommittee that the 
Council proceeds with the adoption of proposed Bill 79, CD1 to approve the transit mode and 
alignment. 

Thank you for allowi 	i share our views with you this afternoon. Aloha. 
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December 5, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chairman 
City Council, City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 VIA FACSIMILE: 527-6910 

Re: RELATING TO TRANSIT - RILL 79 

Good afternoon Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the Council, 

My name is Mike Jones, and I am the Division President of D.R. Horton-Schuler Homes 
LLC. Schuler has a long history of being recognized as a kama'aina company and we are 
proud of our accomplishments as one of Hawaii's leading residential developers over the 
past four decades. I hope that you accept that it is from that perspective from which this 
letter is written, and I respectfully offer a few thoughts on the transit matters before you 
today. Generally, we are strongly in favor of transportation improvements for Oahu 
that will improve the quality of life for all of our residents. 

Respectfully, we believe it is critical for rail to start as soon as possible. This decision 
needs to be made not so much for the people that are living on the island now, but 
more for the people that WILL be living on the island of O'ahu 30-40 years from now. 

On one of the transit trips, the one comment that resonated with me the most was made 
by the Vancouver planners. They mentioned that the city planners 30 years ago made 
the decision to stop building freeways into the city and started planning rail, connected 
bus links and other methods of commuting. They saw then the need to plan for what 
they thought was best for the city over the very long term. 

The island population is going to continue to grow and we need to make sure we are 
planning for the future and not become short-sighted in our decision-making. We 
certainly understand that it is a very different decision with a lot of moving parts, but 
let's keep moving and say yes to rail and the proposed route. Then we can work hard 
together to bring down the cost of this project and proper TOD zoning over the next 
few years. 

Misc. Corn No, 1647 
Oahu • Maui • Hawaii • Kauai 

828 Fort Street Mall • 4th Floor • Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 • (808) 521-5661 • Fax: (808) 538-1476 
www.drhortonhawaii.corn 
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Thank you for allowing us to share our views with you this afternoon. Aloha. 

Sincerely, 

Michael T. Jane 
Division President 

c- D. itHJO 
	

No, 7497 	P. 2 

Our company views mass transit as an important element to an overall package of 
solutions that should be pursued to improve that quality of life. Importantly, we think 
of rail as perhaps the major contributor to a comprehensive transportation solution that 
will continue to be determined and take shape over time. This includes continued 
roadway improvements, freeway enhancements, transportation demand management 
strategies, other transit improvements to the City's award-winning bus service, and 
additional major public infrastructure improvements. 

We strongly encourage the Council and Administration to collaborate with the objective 
of improving the quality of life for Oahu's residents, so that less time is spent on the 
roads and more time with families and in great places that makes our island world-class. 
To this end, we also respectfully reiterate our previous submittals before the 
Transportation Subcommittee that the Council proceeds with the adoption of proposed 
Bill 79, CD1 to approve the transit mode and alignment. 
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Hawaiian Teicom • 

Joel Matsunega 
Vice President-External Affairs 

December 5, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
and Members of the Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

Honolulu City Council 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, HI 96813 
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RE: Bill 79, CD1—Relatine to Transit  

Dear Chair Cachola and Committee Members: 

I am Joel Matsunaga, Vice President-External Affairs, testifying on behalf of Hawaiian 
Telcom in support of Bill 79, CD1, Relating to Transit. 

Hawaiian Telcom believes that a fixed guideway system will help to alleviate the 
growing traffic problem on Oahu and serve as an economic stimulus for our 
construction industry. 

Employees of Hawaiian Telcom, like other downtown employees, are faced with daily 
transportation challenges, primarily related to traffic congestion and the lack of 
available downtown parking. Providing a transit alternative that is efficient, accessible, 
and will decrease commute time will improve the quality of life for our employees and 
their families. 

Among the economic benefits derived by the establishment of a fixed guideway transit 
system are: increased development activity along the transit corridor, job creation, 
and transit-related transactions. New construction projects help to stimulate and 
revitalize Hawaii's economy while providing additional tax revenues to help offset the 
initial cost of construction. 

In conclusion, Hawaiian Telcom supports passage of Bill 79, CD1. Thank you for the 
opportunity to provide testimony. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Misc. Corn. No. 164S  
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Atkin, David rAtkin@pbworld.corn] 
Tuesday, December 05, 2006 12:24 PM 

Council Meeting Testimony: Bill 79 for Rail Transit 
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I am very much in support of Rail Transit for Honolulu. The project is 	. ;71 
long overdue. 	I know it is expensive, but the cost of inaction, when -1- '--- 
all externalities have been included, is far greater. As our population  
ages, more people will be forced to give up driving, and a quality  c5— 
transit system, including rail, is necessary for the non-driving part of — 	S:79 
the public, including senior citizens, to have mobility. 
I urge the City Council to show courage and leadership, and vote for the 
full-length rail alternative, that extends from Kapolei to UH Manoa. 

David Atkin 
2169 Ahaku Place 
Honolulu, HI 96821 

I am a constituent of Charles Djou, and I am pro-rail transit. 

NOTICE: This communication and any attachments ("this message") may contain confidential 
information for 
the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized use, disclosure, viewing, 
copying, alteration, 
dissemination or distribution of, or reliance on this message is strictly prohibited. If 
you have received this 
message in error, or you are not an authorized recipient, please notify the sender 
immediately by replying to 
this message, delete this message and all copies from your e-mail system and destroy any 
printed copies. 
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From: William Harris [harrismdw001@hawaii.mcom] 	 m 
C) 	 ca 

Sent: 	Monday, December 04, 2006 9:05 PM 	 = 
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To: 	 rn  
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Cc: 	 rr --  

Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony-oppose rail 	 m 	 -t-7'  
7.),- = 	-7` . 	> 

Dear Committee Members, 	 c 	— _..... 
icr) 

I strongly oppose the fixed heavy rail system planned for Oahu for the following reasons: 

1. The proposed excise tax surcharge from 4% to 4-1/2% is in actuality a 12.5% increase in taxes (4,5/4 = 1.125). 

2. Imposed on everyone in Oahu County it comes close to the "taxation without representation" that set off the 
American Revolution since only a fraction of the taxpayers will ever use the rail facilities, if built. 

3. The tax will extend as a surcharge for individuals doing business on Oahu even though they live on the outer 
islands (See attached Surcharge.pdf from Kurt Kawafuchi, Director Hawaii Dept of Taxation. 

4. If built the rail system would make life more, not less, complicated for commuters. First they have to take some 
sort of vehicle to the nearest rail station in the morning, then they ride the train, then they get off and have to take 
a third vehicle to their destination. Who could possibly see this as a simplification? Why would anyone think that 
this expensive and complicated rail system would reduce the number of cars on the road, when the increase in 
gas prices from $1.70/gal in 2003 to $3.19/gal in 2006 hasn't done it? 
(http://wAw.honolulugasprices.com/retail_price  chart.aspx) 

5. The company charged with the planning of the rail system, Parsons-Brinkerhoff, also planned Boston's Big 
Dig. The project was originally to cost $2.5 billion. As it turned out, the State of Massachusetts paid $14.6 billion 
over 20 years. In November 2006 Bechtel/Parsons Brinkerhoff was continuing to be paid millions of dollars for 
overseeing the construction repairs of a giant slab of concrete which fell on and killed a motorist in 
July. Bechtel/Parsons Brinkerhoff is now the target of a criminal investigation stemming from their design and 
construction oversight leading to the ceiling collapse. Why should the Oahu government be considering a 
business deal with such an outfit? 

6. A Star Bulletin poll from 11/15/06 showed that a majority of respondents (56.44% ) are opposed to the rail 
project. 

7. So far this escapade has been profoundly undemocratic. Taxpayers were informed of the surcharge before any 
firm plans for the rail route had been established. There was no referendum or opportunity for citizens to reject the 
surcharge, or for that matter the entire rail scheme. Hype for the project has been intense, coming mostly from 
labor groups and the same goverment officials intent on pushing it on us. No doubt it's quite easy for labor to turn 
up with signs reading "Pro Rail-I Will Ride" but much more difficult to determine which of the sign bearers will 
actually do it. However, a surcharge on the taxpayers to pay salaries for union members is a union leader's dream 
come true, regardless of the worth of the project for the community at large. 

8. A UH Transit survey was limited to UHers. Nice. A preselected sample of people accustomed to having others 
pay their way. What a really neat idea! Run a survey on rail but exclude all the people who have to pay for it. 
Naturally the students favored rail. 

9. Our congressional delegation is fond of the notion that if we put up enough local money they can get us 
"Federal Funds". But federal funds are not a gift from fairies on the moon, they're simply a fraction of our IRS 
taxes returning to us after being filtered through Washington politics, so the notion that we're getting a bargain 
here is an illusion. 

10. Abercrombie and Hanneman have been strident in their attempts to force this issue before the end of the year 

12/5/2006 
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so that we will be eligible for the federal funds. But Ben Cayetano in the 11/26 Advertiser said "Somehow, the 
mayor has conned everyone into thinking that the GET should be collected in advance of federal approval of the 
proposed rail system. The feds do not require collecting the taxes in advance. I spent half my 12 years in the 
Legislature chairing the transportation committees in the House and Senate. I know there is no requirement to 
collect monies in advance." 

11. Martin Stone Director of Planning, Tampa Hillsborough County Expressway Authority in a letter to the 
advertiser on 12/4/06 states that Oahu C&C planners overestimated the cost of the Tampa High Occupancy 
ToMay (HOT) by a factor of roughly 3 in order to discredit HOT as an option for Oahu. 

12. Lastly I must say that my chief objection here is to the use of taxpayers money to build a monstrous system 
that nearly everyone agrees will not solve the traffic congestion problem nor reduce the number of cars on the 
road, that cannot be used by the emergency vehicles that will still have to pick their way through the traffic, that 
has already experienced an escalation in cost estimates and will undoubtedly develop further overruns as it 
progresses, that will require ongoing transfusions of tax monies for operation and repair, and that will be at the 
mercy of strikes, should salaries be deemed inadequate. 

If a rail transit system could be developed and operated by the private sector and financed by user fees, my 
objections would abate considerably, leaving only the comment that it still would not work. However, it seems to 
me that the HOT concept would solve all these problems so I urge this committee to bid Parsons-Brinkerhoff a 
fond farewell and bring in the HOT system in its place. 

Sincerely, 

William Harris, M.D. 
1765 Ala Moana Blvd. #1880 
Honolulu, HI 96815 
(808) 941-8151 

12/5/2666 
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From: Georgie fgeorg iana 8@hawaii. rr, corn] 

Sent: 	Monday, December 04, 2006 9:12 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony - oppose rail 

1 oppose the proposed fixed rail project for reasons too numerous to mention. 

Georgiana Yap 
1765 Ala Moana Blvd. #1880 
Honolulu, HI 96815 

t:=:1  rri 
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THE ESTATE OF JAMES CAMPBELL 

December 5, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 rf 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

Bill 79 (2006) CD1 Relating to Transit 

The Estate of James Campbell supports the full mass transit route from West Kapolei to U.H. 
Manoa. We believe that this route will not only relieve congestion on the H-1 corridor but 
also promote economic development and job growth by connecting the job centers of Honolulu 
and Kapolei. 

Your support of the full route would be consistent with the City's long-held policy of focusing 
growth in Oahu's secondary urban center, The public purpose of this policy is as a strategy to 
protect the environment by avoiding urban sprawl and to relieve congestion by changing the 
pattern of traffic. There is every indication that Kapolei is indeed on its way to becoming a 
major job center. Studies show that, in the next 20 years, there will be 40,000 new jobs in 
Kapolei. 

The Estate of James Campbell continues to support our commitment to transit by making 
accommodations in our land plans for a terminal at Kapolei West and for a possible route 
through various easements and rights-of-way. And we continue our commitment to building 
Kapolei as a major job center. We respectfully ask for your support of this effort by 
supporting the full Kapolei-Manoa route. 

Sincerely, 

hen H. MacMillan 
Executive Officer 

mga:01001900\(12440 

1001 kri1 	ivird Kpki ftm 967TI 	Pliont- 0.408) 074-6074 	Fac,6rnil.: (108) 674-3111 	Websitc: www.kapolci.com  
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Rodolfo Ramos 
91-1401 Karnahoi St. 
Ewa, Hawaii 96706 
Phone: 681-3573 

December 5, 2006 

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz & Members of the City Council 
Honolulu City Council, ri  Floor 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79, CD 1 

I am in support of Bill 79, CD 1. Please do not delay the passage of this bill. The need 
for a rail transit system in Honolulu has been long overdue. It will not solve our traffic 
problems, but it will alleviate the cause and it will give the people a choice  in what mode 
of transportation to use. 

Right now, our bus system sits on the highways, just like any other vehicles. An 
alternative mode of transportation is needed, 14 years ago we missed that chance. If we 
had the mass transit system than, today you would be voting to expand the system to 
other communities. 

Critic says it's too costly to build, since when we can measure the cost of progress. 
America is what it is today because the leaders had a vision and was not afraid of the risk 
beyond. Lets not cower and make the same mistakes again. Thank you for considering 
my testimony. 

Sincerely, 

4a,( 
Rodol.f Ramos 
Ewa Villages Resident 
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WRITTEN TESTIMONY TO THE CITY COUNCIL, 
CITY & COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS, HONOLULU HALE 
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2006; 10:00 A.M. 

Re: Bill 79 CD 1 Relating to Transit 

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council: 

rn 

My name k Ronald Ushijima, Chairman of the Government Affairs Cornmittest:; . (- ,  
Honolulu Japanese Chamber of Commerce. Since I am not able to appear in pen, 
providing written testimony in support of Rail Transit. 

The Honolulu Japanese Chamber of Commerce shares the concerns of the general ptaic 
and businesses that something must be done to alleviate the traffic concern in Honolulu. 
This congestion is expected to increase in future years as the population increases. 

We urge that the Honolulu City Council take expeditious action to decide on the mode 
and aliEntnent (route) of the transit system by year end so as not to delay this most 
important project. 

We humbly ask that you select Guideway Fixed Rail System with an Improved Bus 
System as the mode of transportation. We further ask that you consider an alignment that 
goes from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Ma -noa with an eventual spur to 
Waikiki. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

AR00069838 
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TESTIMONY OF THE HAWAII BUSINESS ROUNDTABLC 
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Bill 79 (2006), CD1 "Relating to Transit" 
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BUSINESS 
ROUNDTABLE 

Oneamroiagaz 

David Carey 
Chairman 

Dec Jay Mailer 
Vice Chairman 
Nunie Toled() 
Treasurer 

Steven C. Al 

Clint Ameldus 
David A. Barn-Miler 
Scott Bradley 

Robin C. Campanian° 
David C. Cole 

Nick S. Cutter 
John H. DeLong 
W. Allen Doane 

Mitehell 
Thomas M Drialdil , Jr. 
Mark 8. Dunkerley 
Thomas B. Fargo 
Mike Fisch 
Mark F. Fultanaga 
Janice L. ilead. 
Robert P. iliern 
Donald G. Horner 

Ed Rubennette 

Chad W. Karasaki 

Robert M, Kritzman 
Faye Watanabe Kemp 
Allan lanclorl 
Consr,ance Lau 

Daniel P. Leaf 
Julian Levy 

Paul C. T. Lon 
Warren K. Luke 

Stephen H. lvfacMillati 

Duncan MasNaughton 
T. Michael May 
David McClain 
Robert It mictkin` 
Alan Plineger 
Kevin A. Roberts 
Michael S, Raley 
Bar y Saunders 
Oerhard Seibert 

Dustin M. Shirtdo 
Nate Smith 

Charles A. Sted 
Marc C. Tilker 
Arthur A. dishijimit 

Allen B. UyEcia 
Ke-ith Vietra 

Roger J. Wall 
Jeffrey N. Watanabe 

William J. Wilson 
Robert W. We. Jr. 
Chart Q. Wright 
Jim R. Yams 

I am Carl Takamura, Executive Director of the Hawaii Business Roundtable, 
testifying in support of Bill 79 (2006), CDI on behalf of the members of the 
Hawaii Business Roundtable. 

Traffic has become a major impediment to the quality-of-life in our communities 
and to economic growth in our state, It is vital to support governmental action to 
address the traffic problems that are increasingly plaguing Hawaii, particularly for 
the City and County of Honolulu which is home to over 85% of our state's people. 

The Hawaii Business Roundtable believes that now is the time for the city 
government to pursue a more comprehensive set of solutions to Oahu's road 
transportation problems. It is clear to us that given the increasingly rapid 
development of West Oahu, we must begin now to develop a more efficient and 
reliable method of enabling two-way travel between West Oahu and key 
employment, educational, and recreational destinations on the rest of Oahu. 

While we remain concerned about the high costs of this project and the fact that 
an EIS has not yet been completed, we believe that it is vital for the City Council 
to select a locally preferred alternative, in a timely manner, in order to secure 
local and federal funding for this project and to allow preliminary design and 
engineering work to proceed. In this regard, we understand that the Alternative 
Analysis Report supports the choice of a fixed guideway system as the preferred 
alternative of the four options discussed in that Report. Clearly, however, further 
work must be done subsequently: (1) to ensure the cost-effectiveness of this 
alternative, and (2) to formulate a prudent and fair transit-oriented development 
policy that appropriately addresses the issues of parking, the location of 
workforce housing, and public-private partnerships. We also urge the Council 
and the City Administration to continue to work on near-term interim solutions to 
alleviate Oahu's growing traffic problems. 

Finally, while the members of the Hawaii Business Roundtable agree that a 
timely decision must be made on a locally preferred alternative, we do not have a 
specific route to recommend, 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views on this matter. 

Inisine,s.s working toward a better .future for the people of Hawaii. 

AR00069839 
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December 5, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

 

    

Re: Bill 79 (2006) CD1 Relating to Transit 

Kapolei Property Development supports the full mass transit route from the west side of the City of 
Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two major job centers 
(the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (UH West Oahu 
and Utt /Vlanoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's workers and 
university students. 

Kapolei is well on its way to becoming the new city. Within the City of Kapolei alone, there are 20 
projects planned or under construction this year—including six office buildings, six retail projects, three 
restaurants, a bank, a school, two residential projects, and a court complex. Projections further show 
that the IC.apolei region will grow to 7.1 million square feet by 2025. This is approaching the size of 
downtown Honolulu's business district today. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider Kapolei's potential contributions to 
Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: 

about $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales and new construction 
expenditures; 
nearly $3 billion in new net State and City government revenue, of which the City's 
share would be $837 million; 

• 40,000 new jobs bringing the total workers in the region to 65,000; 
• 13,600 direct and indirect construction jobs; and, 
• $620 million in annual payroll 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing Hawaii's 
economy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. We respectfully ask for your 
support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

Sincerely, 

Donna B. Goth 
President 

15033200\1(11154 

AR00069840 



1:75 

C-) 

C°70= 

=,==, 

C"X 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair, 
and Members of the City Council 

City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
530 S. King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

RE: Support of Bill 79 

Chairman Dela Cruz, members of the Council, please accept this written testimony for 
the second reading of Bill 79 as I am unable to attend the Council meeting on December 
7th due to a (12-hour) work commitment. I continue to support this bill with the fixed 
guideway as the locally preferred alternative. The Kapolei – airport – University of 
Hawaii-Manoa is my recommended alignment--and I would include a spur to Waikiki as 
an essential addition. 

Listening to testimony at the four public meetings of the Transportation and Planning 
Committee that I was able to attend strengthened the case for the full alignment. It will 
provide the best service and realize the highest ridership for three primary commuting 
groups: residents who live west of Aloha Stadium and work in downtown Honolulu or 
Waikiki; UH students and staff at the Manoa and West O'ahu campuses and other 
schools along the rail route; and tourists arriving by air. At Radford High School I 
listened to representatives of the 50,000 residents of the area east of the stadium urging a 
route down Salt Lake Boulevard rather than by the airport. Ideally, these people as well 
as visitors should be accommodated 	-and probably will be in a future expansion of the 
guideway—but I believe it is essential for the city to serve the "drivers of the state's 
economic engine." 

Virtually all of the money spent by tourists here is subject to the general excise tax 
(GET). Since visitors to O'ahu will spend about $5.4 billion this year, they will 
"contribute" about $27 million to the special fund for transit in the first year of the GET 
increase 	or somewhere between $400-500 million over the 15-year period. 

The airport alignment also will provide close-in service to two major employers, the 
military bases of Pearl Harbor and Hiekam, perhaps with base shuttle bus service to the 
rail stations. Along with spending on military construction and by uniformed and Civil 
Service personnel, an added benefit may be an agreement for guideway routing through 
military property that allows rail service to the bases, airport, and Salt Lake. 

West O'aliu residents do not want an elevated toll road; instead, they want a transit 
system that provides reliably timed rail service that can reduce commute times and 
enhance their quality of life. Potential students from the most economically deprived 
area of the island will be able to take classes at both UH campuses. UH-Manoa 
professors could teach classes at West O'ahu, knowing their departure and arrival times 
based on an exact schedule. Even sports and concert fans, currently deterred by traffic 
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and parking problems, will increase turnstile counts at Aloha Stadium and UH campus 
events. 

When Bill 79 passes, all nine members of the Council, regardless of their positions on the 
bill, should use their influence on their districts' legislators to redirect the House Bill 
1309 ten percent general fund "rake-off' of the GET increase to the transit fund—where 
it belongs. 

Aloha, and Mahalo for your service to the community. 

Frank Genadio 
92-1370 Kikaha Street 
Kapolei, HI 96707 
672-9170 

AR00069842 
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The Chamber of 
Commerce of Hawaii 

Since 1850 

Testimony to the City Council of Honolulu 
City Council Chambers 

Honolulu Hale 
December 7, 2006 @ 10:00AM 

SUBJECT; Bill 791  (2006) CD1 — Relating to Transit 

Dear Council Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council: 

My name is Jim Tollefson and I am the President of the Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii. 
appreciate the opportunity to submit testimony regarding Bill 79, (2006) CD1 relating to Transit. 

The Chamber believes traffic congestion has a negative impact on both our economy and 
quality of life we enjoy. Therefore, finding an option to alleviate some of our traffic challenges is 
essential in order to improve the health of our businesses and Hawaii's future growth. 

In turn, the Chamber continues to support the previously enacted legislation as reflected in Bill 
40 (2005), FD1, CD 2, which established a General Excise and Use Tax surcharge for the City and 
County of Honolulu, provided that the City and County of Honolulu continue to follow the foinial 
process that details the transportation project plan before its implementation, and that the project 
continues to involve business and commilnity input prior to the use of the tax surcharge monies. 

Furthermore, The Chamber requests that an EIS is produced prior to the expenditure of the 
monies. Finally, the Chamber believes that whatever option is selected, it is important to provide a 
route that goes from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii Mama campus, along with access to Waikiki, 
in order to be most beneficial for our businesses and community. 

In light of this, The Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii will continue to support the foil 	ial 
process of selecting the locally preferred alternative. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views on this matter. 

Misc. Corn. No. ,'IGGV  
1132 Bishop Street, Suite 402 • Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 • Phone: (308) 545-4300 • Facsimile: (808) 545-4369 
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Zbe enate 
.6tate of 

December 6, 2006 

STATE CAPITOL 

HONOLULU, HAWAH 96813 

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 
And Members of the City Council 
City & County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hawaii 96813 

Aloha Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am here today to ask for your support for a 28 mile rail transit system from West Kapolei to UH Manoa. This 
system is necessary to build the backbone of what will become the major land transportation infrastructure for the 
next 100 years. It will not be inexpensive, however, it will be a significant investment which will be utilized by 
future Hawaii generations and millions of visitors in years to come. The rail transit system is the largest public 
works project being considered by the County and may very well be the most important vote this decade. If 
approved, the rail transit system will become a legacy which will prove to be beneficial for our residents and 
visitors as it enhances our quality of life and addresses one of the most important issues our society, transportation. 

The biggest argument I hear against the proposed transit rail system is we cannot afford it. I respectfully disagree 
with the opposition and ask how can we afford not to build an efficient people mover knowing our population in the 
next 50 years could increase by 500,000 or more. In 1950 the population of Oahu was 353,000. In 1980 it was 
762,000; Today there are over 900,000 residents living on Oahu. The trend is apparent. If we do not build a rail 
system; a better bus system, new roads, a toll road, a ferry system, contra-flows, zipper lanes, and more jobs in 
West Oahu will still equate to high traffic congestion on our roadways. Shall our future just rely on automobiles 
and busses to transport our residents? Or shall we have another option for residents to consider? 

Choosing the longer rail option will establish the plan for future growth and development within the urban areas of 
Oahu and help address issues which impact our whole island. It will help keep the country, country. The rail option 
will also allow higher density housing near the transit stations, thus addressing another priority issue, affordable 
homes. 

I believe that once built, residents will utilize the rail system. Commuters need to experience the efficiency and 
comfort of modern transportation systems. You now have a chance to be progressive and enhance and improve the 
quality of life for Oahu residents, present and future, and to leave a legacy of smart growth and development which 
will affect our island for generations to come. The time is here to be courageous and make a bold decision. Please 
make the proper decision and invest in the transportation infrastructure for our future. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Respectfully, 

 

Will Espero Misc. Corn, No, 	AZ °  
ISICIONSMINOSEMM. 1 1.19M1.. 
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IRON WORKERS STABILIZATION FUND 

TESTEVIONY 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

DATE: 	 December 7, 2006 
TIME: 	 10:00 A. M. 
PLACE: 	 COUNCIL HEARING ROOM 

TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT TO Bill 79. Cal, 
RELATING TO TRANSIT 

Aloha my name is T. George Paris, representing the Ironworkers Union, Local 625 
speaking for the working men and women who support a. rail system for our island. 

A reliable public transportation system will make it easier for my members to get to and 
from work. Many of them live on the west side of the island. While it may be more 
economical for them to take the bus, the reality is that the bus schedules are unreliable. 
They need a way to work that will get them to work as scheduled. We need you to 
endorse the selection of rail as the best way to reduce the growth in traffic congestion. 

We also need you to select as the Locally Preferred Alternative the full 28 mile 
alignment. This will be good for the economy as the design and planning, followed by 
the construction will create good-paying jobs for our residents. It will also allow the 
residents to travel to and from major employment, entertainment, and residential centers 
such as the airport, downtown, our community colleges, and the University of Hawaii. 

I urge you to return this bill to the Transportation and Planning Committee so that it may 
be amended to select the Locally Preferred Alternative in a manner that will allow the 
City Administration to move this project forward. Thank you for your time to testify on 
this important matter, 

Misc. Corn. No. 1-63a.  

PH 
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Testimony on on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Project  3 .: .;  

Bill 79, CD 1 	 3r, 

The Honorable Donovan M. Dela Cruz, Chair, and City Councilmembers: 

My name is Sue Sakai, and I sit on the Executive Council of AARP Hawaii. We are part 
of a national organization for people 50 and older, with 150,000 members in Hawaii. 

Although most known for our stands on Social Security and health care issues, AARP is 
committed to building livable communities. AARP believes that "all individuals should 
have access to a range of safe, accessible, dependent, and affordable transportation 
options that enhance mobility, enable independent living, and foster social engagement." 

After housing, transportation is the second largest household expense. In auto-dependent 
areas, as much as 25 percent of income is spent on transportation; whereas in places 
where folks have transportation options, only about 9 percent of income is spent OP 
transportation.' Therefore, having more transportation choices such as rail transit will 
benefit seniors and other residents struggling with our high cost of living_ 

We have learned from successful examples elsewhere that a rail system is enhanced by 
appropriately planned and well designed transit oriented development (TOD). TODs 
should address the needs of communities with various income levels, provide for multi-
generational living, and offer accessibility and pedestrian-friendly options. Therefore, 
TOD options should be included as part of the City's evaluation of the Locally Preferred 
Alternative to assure that whatever alignment is selected offers the best TOD potential, 

Urban sprawl, traffic congestion, and unfriendly pedestrian environments degrade our 
quality of life. These issues are important to as and also critical to those who don't 
presently qualify for AARP membership 	our children and grandchildren. We speak on 
behalf of keiki and kapunp alike. 

Thank you. 

'Reconnecting America: Center for Transit-Oriented Development 

Misc. Corn. No 
	1664 1  
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December 7, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Council Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council: 

SUBJECT: 	BILL 79 (2006), C.D. 1 

My name is Debbie Luring, testifying on behalf of Gentry Homes, Ltd. in support of Bill 
79, C.D. 1, which sets forth a fixed rail system as the city's locally preferred alternative. 
We are also in support of a longer route that would connect the City of Kapolei with the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa. 

We believe that a fixed rail system, integrated with other modes of transportation, would 
vastly improve the quality of life for Oahu's residents_ It will help to increase mobility by 
providing another transportation option, will help to alleviate Honolulu's ever-worsening 
traffic congestion, and will decrease our dependence on the automobile. As a growth 
management tool, it will not only impact the lives of those who live in Central and 
Leeward Oahu as purported by some, but will also affect those who live in outlying areas 
of the island who want to "keep the country 'country'. We cannot continue to be short-
sighted, but must continue to move forward on this important public works project 
without delay. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. 

Sincerely, 

GENTRY HOMES, LTD. 

  

  

Debra M. k Luning 
Director of Governmental Affairs and 
Community Relations 

Misc. Corn. No. 1.665i* 
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December 6, 2006 

Donovan Dela Cruz, Council Chair 
Honolulu City Council 
Honolulu Hale 
530 So. King Street 
Honolulu HI 96813 

71:7 

Ti 
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Re: Rill 79, CD1 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz & City Council Members: 

On behalf of the Sand Island Business Association (SIBA) and its 110 small businesses, we 
strongly support passage of Bill 79, CD1, 

We believe that the city must address the growing traffic congestion now. We understand that it 
will take years to break ground and begin construction. For that reason, approval and funding 
must begin now. If not, the delay will only prolong the project and increase the cost. 

We also are aware there are still other issues to be resolved. Such issues like improving bus 
service; staggering work hours; limiting parking in central areas (Downtown, Waikiki, University 
of Hawaii - Manoa); generating ridership. These issues and others can be addressed and resolved 
in the time it will take to being construction. 

But to delay the project now will only increase cost and prolong the traffic congestion. 

Let's be pro-active. 

Aloha, 

Rodney Kim 
Executive Director/Secretary 

Misc. Corn. No. 1666i  
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SAND ISLAND BUSINESS ASSOCIATION 
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From: Hanalei Aipoalani [haipoalani@yahoo.com ] 

Sent: Wednesday, December 06, 2006 12:37 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony - Bill 79, CD1 

Dear Honorable Honorable Council Chair Dela Cruz, Vice Chair Kobayashi, and distinguished Co cilmerAbers: 
crx 

Aloha no! 

My name is Hanalei Y. Aipoalani a resident of Nanakuli, Hawaii. 

As a consumer of the Bay Area Rapid Transit ("BART"; San Francisco, CA), Metrorail Subway• 
("Metro"; Greater Washington D.C. area), and Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority ("MBTA 
Commuter Rail", Boston, MA) systems, I know first-hand of the benefits that rail affords frequent 
business travelers, University students, and daily riders. Conversely, being a former resident of the San 
Francisco Bay Area, I am well aware of tax-payer financial burdens, i.e. gas tax, fare increase, bond 
fees, etc. 

In general, the City & County of Honolulu's mass rail transit system ("Honolulu Rail") will 1) provide 
an alternative mode of commuter transportation; thereby reducing number of vehicle-in-transit, 2) entice 
business/commercial development or expansion along rail lines outside of Honolulu; thereby easing 
congestion, and 3) contribute to Hawaii's concerted efforts to reverse its dependence of fossil fuel for 
gas and energy; thereby decreasing the State's $3 billion yearly average of imported oil. 

It is my opinion, that the Council's exercise of monetary policy, to its full extent, to fund Honolulu Rail 
is just and reasonable by virtue of numerous independent long-term cost-benefit analyses. Without a 
doubt, the post-construction costs, to include operating and maintenance expenses will not be assumed 
by the $4.6 billion projection, at tops. That said; however, the responsibility of financing Honolulu Rail 
beyond the construction phase should be shared by the City & County of Honolulu, State of Hawaii, 
Federal Government, and income generated by rider-fees. 

If Honolulu and its developing second City, Kapolei, intend to compete with larger metropolitan cities in 
the U.S. Continent. Then it is recommended that transit infrastructure be in place to support such 
vision. The estimated $4.6 billion mass rail transit project, from central Kapolei to UH Manoa, is long 
over-due. 

I wholeheartedly support Bill 79 and urge your support and passage of its second reading, and in the 
near fitture, third reading. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Season's best, 

Hanalei 

Misc. Come No.  1667 '  

12/6/2006 

AR00069849 



Page 2 of 3 

Hanalei Y. Aipoalani, Ph.D., MBA 
89-308 Mokiawe Street 
Waianae, Hawaii 96792 
808-351-3989 
haipoalani@yahoo.COTII 

12/6/2006 
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Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc. • PO Box 2750 • Honolulu, HI 96840 -0001 

Robert A. Alm 
Senior Vice President 
Public Affairs 
	

December 6, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

Re: 	Testimony on Bill 79 
December 7, 2006 

The Hawaiian Electric Company supports the development of mass transit for Oahu. 

We believe traffic is a major issue on Oahu, for both our employees in their personal 
capacities and as they perform their jobs. Action needs to be taken and we appreciate 
the leadership of the Mayor and the City Council and endorse your collective efforts to 
solve this problem. 

We do know that this system will need power and we have been in consultation with the 
City about the power this system will need. It is our responsibility to serve load that is 
presented to us, that is in fact a core part of our "obligation to serve" under our 
governing laws. We appreciate the early and continuing consultation so that we can 
meet this load as it occurs, and we will meet it. 

Again, we appreciate the city's leadership in the mass transit arena. We urge favorable 
consideration of this measure. 

Mahal° a nui loa. 
Respectfully submitted, 

&A-941/4-1614,. 

Robert A. Alm 
Senior Vice President 

Misc. Corn. No  1668 3  

WINNER OF THE  EDISON AWARD 
----- 

FOR DISTINGUISHED INDUSTRY LEADERSHIP 
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ALEXANDER & BALDWIN, INC. 

BILL 79 (2006) CD1 
RELATING TO TRANSIT 

PAUL T. OSHIRO 
MANAGER — GOVERNMENT RELATIONS 

ALEXANDER & BALDWIN, INC. 

DECEMBER 7, 2006  

822 Bishop Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
P.O. Box 3440 
Honolulu, HI 96801-3440 
www.alexanderbaldwin.com  
Tel (808) 525-6611 
Fax (808) 525-6652 

Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I am Paul Oshiro, testifying on behalf of Alexander & Baldwin, Inc. (A&B) on 

BILL 79(2006) CD1, "A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO TRANSIT." 

A&B believes that there is a compelling need to develop a mass transit solution 

for the City and County of Honolulu and that the time to move forward with such a 

solution is now. Traffic congestion negatively affects our economy and our residents' 

quality of life. While we recognize that there are several important issues that still need 

to be addressed, we believe that it is essential to keep this project moving forward by 

selecting the locally preferred alternative and route. As such, we urge timely Council 

action on Bill 79 so that the necessary choices are made to protect the funding sources 

for the project and enable the planning, engineering and preparation of the EIS for the 

project to proceed. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1669 .  
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Sincerely, 

41,!ir7 
DAYTO 4M. NAKANELUA 
State Di ector 

The Honorable Donovan M. Dela Cruz, Chair 
and Members of the City Council 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Councilmembers: 

I am Dayton Nakanelua, State Director, United Public Workers, AFSCME, Local 646, AFL-
C10. I am expressing my strong support of the 20-mile option in Bill 79, (2006) CD1, that runs 
from East Kapolei to the airport, into downtown Honolulu and Ala Moana Shopping Center. The 
passage of this bill will allow the City Administration to proceed on a fixed guideway. 

Many of our members live on the Leeward Coast and in other areas that will be served by 
the fixed guideway system. These employees work throughout the island, but all have in 
common the exhausting and costly problem of being stuck in traffic everyday. I am concerned 
about these members—who are also your employees—who spend so much time in traffic it is like 
a second, 20-hour a week, unpaid job. These individuals, their spouses and children, all deserve 
better. They deserve to spend time with their families and to relax after an often physically 
demanding day spent providing essential public services. The fixed guideway system is a much 
needed, long delayed solution to our congested roadways. 

The time to act is now to ease the commute time burden that takes so much from the 
lives and pocketbooks of our hard working men and women. Accordingly, I urge you to pass 
this bill. 
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Council Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the Honolulu City CouncilF  
cr) 

I am Maureen Andrade, a resident of Waipahu for 55 years, President of the Village 
Park Community Association for 13 years and a member of the Waipahu 
Neighborhood Board No. 22. While I am not representing Village Park Community 
Association today, I wanted you to know that our Waipahu Neighborhood Board 
voted to strongly support Alternative #4 — the fixed Guideway rail project that would 
run from Kapolei to UH Manoa and Waikiki. 

Traffic has gotten worse each year, with no relief in sight. I, and many of my 
neighbors desperately want something done to alleviate the growing traffic 
congestion. All 9 of you have the privilege of avoiding traffic everyday.. .why? 
Because you can! Employees like myself, choose to leave home at a very early time 
as to avoid the traffic and get to work on time and "sane". 

Rail transit is one major step in the right direction to provide choices for people to get 
to town from leeward and central Oahu. 

Please pass Bill 79, CD1 and select the rail alternative and the route by the end of 
this year. 

Thank you for allowing me to testify today. 

Maureen Andrade 
386-5623 
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Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz and Members of the Cougte-, 

J. Roger Morton, President and General Manager 
Oahu Transit Services, Inc. 
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Subject: 	Support for Bill 79 Relating to Transit 

Aloha, Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council. My name is Roger Morton, 
and am President and General Manager of Oahu Transit Services. 

I urge you to pass Bill 79 and select either the 20-mile or the 28-mile alignment with 
stations serving the Stadium, Pearl Harbor and the Airport. If it is not possible to build 
the initial system to Manoa, I am confident that the system will ultimately be extended to 
the UH and a way will be found to connect to Waikiki. Serving both Pearl Harbor and 
the Airport is important. Both are major employers. In Europe and Asia, rail links to 
major airports are the norm. In the US., 12 airports now have rail connections and at 
least six other North American cities are now adding rail access to airports. 

Thirty-five years ago, when Honolulu first started looking at rail transit, no city west of 
the Mississippi had developed a modem rail transit system. San Francisco's BART 
opened in 1972. Since that time, 21 western cities have constructed or are now 
planning some type of higher capacity rail system. Most cities have already expanded 
or are planning to expand their initial starter lines. That leaves only Oklahoma City and 
Fresno, along with Honolulu, as the only major western U.S. cities with no firm 
commitment to rail. Federal officials have consistently rated Honolulu as having one of 
the greatest potentials for rail transit. We can do better. 

Thank you the opportunity to present this testimony. 
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Honolulu City Council 
Testimony by 

HGEAJAESCME Local 152 
Thursday, December 7, 2006 

Bill 79 CD1 - Relating to Transit 

The Hawaii Government Employees Association, AFSCME Local 152, AFL-CIO 
supports this measure. The purpose of the ordinance is to allow the city administration to 
move forward on the development of a fixed rail system as the preferred alternative for 
mass transit. 

Honolulu has long needed a fixed rail system. Oahu's residents continue to endure ever 
increasing traffic congestion and greater environmental concerns as a result of our over-
dependence on cars. Our members and the general public suffer from the loss of time 
and productivity as a result of hours spent in traffic. 

We are confident that the City will use the passage of this ordinance to responsibly plan a 
mass transit system suitable for Oahu. We particularly support the alternative of a fixed 
guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii. On behalf of our 
membership, we support this measure to make mass transit a reality. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Nora A. Nomura 
Legislative Officer 
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Chung, Vicki K. N. 

From: Dexter Suzuki [dsuzuki@bedrockbrands.com ] 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 06, 2006 2:14 PM 

To: 	Takahashi, Karen N. 

Cc: 	Chung, Vicki K. N. 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

December 6, 2006 

RE: WRITTEN TESTIMONY ON BILL 79, CDI 

I am Dexter Suzuki, Director of Bedrock, a brand consulting company that specialires in Nate-
making and strategic planning. Our current development projects are the revitalization of 
Honolulu Chinatown and Maui Lani a fifty-six acre mixed-use development project in central 
Maui. 

Thank you giving me the opportunity to testify in support of Bill 79, CD1 to select a fixed 
guideway route, authorization to proceed with planning, engineering, preparing the 
environmental impact statement, and tax surcharge conditions. 

We are also in favor of the Kapolei to University of Hawaii extended route alternative. 
Thereby insuring greater ridership and accessibility to the greater community. We prefer it 
not utilize Hotel Street as we feel this will be too costly and impact the surrounding aesthetic 
appeal of Chinatown. 

I encourage the City Council to be decisive and support Bill 79, CD1 in its entirety and to take 
a firm position on a selected route before the end of this year. It will give developers and the 
community the time to create compatible strategies that reinforce the transit vision, funding 
and develop each community's potential through TOD initiatives. 

Mahalo, 

Dexter Suzuki 

Bedrock — shaping customer experiences 
Dexter T. Suzuki 

2850 Pa'a Street 
Suite 140 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96819 

Bus 888.722-1852 x85 
Cell 808.779-3035 
Fax 808.838-7901 
dsuzukkabedrockbrands.com  
wwvv.bedrockbrands.com  

Oakland Honolulu Jakarta Mexico City 

The following information contained in this transmission or any attachment may contain trade secrets or proprietary information and 
must be considered confidential and is the property of Bedrock. This information is not to be shared with or distributed to any other 
person or business entity without the expressed written permission of Bedrock. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact 
the sender and delete all copies. Thank you. 
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Testimony on Bill 79CD1, Relates to Selecting the Rail Transit Option 
Jay McWilliams 
2110 Damon St. 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
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Council Meeting Testimony 

Members of the City Council: 

This is the last chance to ask you to do the right thing for Honolulu when 
it comes to picking the best transit alternative. 

You have the power to tax us citizens to death with a "yes" vote on this 
measure before you. Or you can "just say no" to an over-priced rail project 
that will not help with traffic congestion, will hurt all taxpayers, 
especially those on fixed incomes, and will be a burden on our society for 
generations to come. 

By making a wiser choice and selecting an option that could actually help 
congestion today, you have a chance to be the fiscally responsible elected 
officials that we all want you to be. 

We have entrusted you to make choices with our money that will help, not 
hurt us. Do the right thing and get rid of this rail option once and for 
all. You know we will never be able to pay for this thing without more and 
more tax increases. That may not mean much to you, but it means a lot to the 
working class citizens who will be forced to pay this outrageous cost. And 
most of those paying will be stuck in their cars going to work, unable to 
use a system that is not geared toward most commuters' needs. 

Please don't be pressured by outside forces that will profit the most from a 
rail system. Listen carefully to those who want you to pick rail and ask 
them what they personally have to gain from it. Those of us opposed to rail 
will not be making millions of dollars from our position. 

Please do the right thing and say "no" to rail forever. 

Thank you. 
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December 6. 2006 

TESTIMONY REG RDING TRANSIT ALTERNATIVES 

Sincerely, 

Reg 	lIe 
1540 S. King St 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96826-1919 
(808) 222-9794 
Rawco1-11@es.com  

Dear Members of the Honolulu City Council; 

The primary problem that faces us on Oahu is traffic congestion. You are considering spending 
more than 4 billion dollars to install a rail system that will be paid for by all the citizens of this 
island but that will serve less than 10% of the people who live in the leeward "Second City" area 
of Oahu, The principle problem with this approach is that it will not fix traffic congestion on our 
island, yet all of us will have to pay for it. We must take steps to insure the efficient and rapid 
flow of traffic so that emergency services may reach their destinations in a timely manner. It has 
already been shown that a difference of only 30 seconds in the arrival timing of emergency 
services makes up to a 60% difference in the chance to survive a heart attack or a stroke, and time 
is very important in the chance to contain the spread of fire in a building. Each and every one of 
us pays through the nose for the added fuel and driving time consumed by delivery trucks caught 
in jammed up traffic, and we depend on these deliveries for just about everything we consume in 
our daily lives here in the islands. Our visitor industry is very sensitive to the amount of time our 
guests must spend caught in traffic instead of enjoying their "visit of a lifetime to these islands of 
Aloha". Our construction industries and all the rest of us would be better served if we spent the 
same amount of money,  but redirected it to build managed traffic Janes all over our island, not 
just on the leeward quarter. Then build pullouts at each of the bus stops on all major roadways so 
that stopped buses do not impede the traffic flow in lane one and the folks in lane two aren't 
fouled up by people caught behind stopped buses trying to get out and on their way. Finally, 
build the best managed traffic signal control system in the world. Win prizes with it, so that traffic 
will flow at the maximum efficiency for the road load at any hour of the day. These projects 
could be started right now, and not have to wait for years of planning before they can begin like 
the railroad does. This money would all, 100% of it, remain right here on our island, not have 
25% skimmed of the top and sent to some foreign country to build the equipment to make a train 
work. And best °Call, when we make traffic flow more smoothly, The Bus gets there much 
sooner too!! 

Misc. Lo 
im  1676' 
-0 - 

AR00069859 



Relating to Transit 

., City Council Chamber 

 

L111-4: 	 In lit to 002 

Bank of Hawaii 

TO: 	The Honorable Donovan M. Dela Cruz 
Chair - City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 

From: 	Alton T. Kuioka (808-537-8768) 

Topic: 	Testimony in favor of Bill 79, (2006) CD1 

Thursday, December 7, 2006, at 10:00 a.rn 

Good morning. Council Chair Dela Cruz and members of the Council, my name 
is Alton Kuioka. arid I am Vice Chairman of Bank of Hawaii. I am here today to 
testify on Bill 79 and support the fixed rail system for Oahu and to move forward 
on the locally preferred alternative. 

Traffic congestion has become a major concern for residents throughout the island 
of Oahu and there is increasing pressure as a community to find a viable solution 
in a timely manner. While a combination of transportation modes is needed to 
relieve the problem, and after a review of the various alternatives in Bill 79, 
Section 2, the more favorable alignment is between Kapolei and the University of 
Hawaii at Manoa. While I am not knowledgeable with the intricate details of the 
routes, one would think that a route through the airport, downtown and other 
significant locations would be the most logical alternative. The alignment 
described as the "Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila" and the Kamokila-
Airport-Dillingham-King" alignment would allow access to major vicinities. 

Since delays are costly and may jeopardize vital federal funding, it is important to 
begin implementation of the transit system in a timely manner. 

There are still other open issues related to the projected cost including potential 
environmental issues and the process regarding the outcome of the environmental 
impact statement. However, it is imperative that we follow through on our 
commitment to implement a mass transit program and keep it moving forward. 

Thank you for this opportunity to testify. 
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From: Terry Lau [cope@hawaficio.org ] 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 06, 2006 3:21 PM 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

City Council of Honolulu 

Special Meeting / Public Hearing 

Thursday, December 7, 2006 

TESTIMONY OF THE HAWAII STATE AFL-CIO ON BIIi1CD1 . RELATING TO 
TRANSIT  

This bill approves a fixed rail system as the locally preferred alternative for Honolulu's mass transit 
project. The Hawaii State AFL-CIO supports this measure. 

During the past eight years, nearly 50,000 residential units have been approved in Leeward and Central 
Oahu. Over 43,000 additional units are being proposed for construction over the next decade. The area's 
population is expected to increase by 138,000 residents and a huge increase in the number of vehicles 
using our roadways is inevitable. This has resulted in tremendous traffic congestion that will only 
worsen in the coming years. The costs of this traffic clog include an expected increase in lost revenues, 
lost productivity, lost time spent with families, and an overall diminishing of our quality of life. 

This bill provides an option to the above nightmare. Of the five scenarios outlined in the bill, our 
preference is for the Kamokila-Airport-Dillingham-King-(Waikiki branch alignment) alternative, 
stretching between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This alternative provides the 
greatest potential to serve the highest number of users as well as providing long-term, good paying jobs 
for our members. 

As analyzed by the High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project team, this rail system "would cause the least 
pollution, consume the least energy, result in the highest increase in transit riders and have the greatest 
potential to slow the growth rate of traffic congestion." 

For these reasons we urge the passage of this measure. Thank you for the opportunity to submit 
testimony. 
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December 7, 2006 

The Honorable Donavan Dela Cruz, Chair, and Members 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

RE: BILL NO. 79 RELATING TO TRANSIT (SELECTING THE 
TRANSPORTATION MODE FOR THE CITY'S LOCALLY PREFERRED 
ALTERNATIVE) 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Committee Members: 

LOT'MA was incorporated in 1990, in an effort to collaboratively unite all of the major 
Leeward and Central Oahu region's landowners and developers to address mobility 
issues and accommodate the increasing transportation needs of this rapidly growing 
region. LOTMA's mission is to advocate, develop, and implement, in cooperation with 
government and the community, a coherent program aimed at improving mobility in 
Leeward and Central regions of Oahu; and to promote and facilitate the development 
and use of alternative transportation opportunities that would maximize the use of 
existing and proposed transportation systems in the Leeward/Central region. 

LOTMA. and its members have been on record since 1992 as supporting development of a 
Honolulu rapid transit project as a needed element of the City's overall transportation 
system, in order to help alleviate traffic congestion, increase mobility, and decrease 
dependence on the automobile. Most vibrant metropolitan areas throughout the world 
have some type of mass transit system to alleviate traffic and congestion. The City and 
County of Honolulu needs to offer transportation options beyond the private automobile. 
In addition, vehicular mobility within the primary and secondary urban centers needs to 
be improved in order to avoid traffic gridlock. 

Not improving the transportation infrastructure in Oahu's rapidly growing Ewa and 
Central Oahu regions is simply not an option, if public policy directs continued 
development of the "second city" to provide affordable housing and locations for new 
employment opportunities. 

This community vision of the future provides areas in the city, not serviced by rail, with 
quality of life benefits such as open space, agricultural use, and other low-density uses. 
This would be similar to Honolulu's "Keep the Country, Country" ideals by having the 
areas around the urban areas less dense, and more green and open, while growth is 
accommodated in areas around the transit line by increasing density. Thus, in theory, 
everyone benefits from the enhanced quality of life. 

As we understand it, the focus of the discussion so far has been on the following: 

1..teward Oahu Tranyporiation Mann geratnt Association 
7181 Bishop SL Sax. 1928 Honottiln, H1 9081-3 
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1. Analysis of the different modes of transportations alternatives which are 
available to address a projected traffic congestion problem; 

2. Analysis of alignments for the different transportation alternatives (e.g. route _ 
for rail, buses or high occupancy lanes); 

3- 	Analysis and comparison of costs and rider-ship projections for each of the 
alternatives; and 

4. 	If rail is selected, the type of rail technology that will be used in Honolulu. 

At this time, we strongly encourage the Council and Administration work out a decision-
making time frame or 'critical path" with decision-making milestones that does not 
jeopardize federal funding for this project. 

We also believe that the planning for the project should be as Inclusive" as possible by 
setting the parameters of the system (i.e. West Kapolei to University of Hawaii, Manoa). 
We have one opportunity to Plan for the system, and we should do it now. Funding will 
dictate which increments or stages are constructed. 

In summary, LOTMA recommends the Council select an alignment and secure federal funding 
for this important public works project that will help improve the quality of life for our 
residents. 

It is time to stand up and be counted in support of rail transit. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views. 
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The Honorable Donavan Dela Cruz, Chair, and Members 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 BY FACSIMILE: s27-57a 

RE: BILL 79 RELATING TO TRANSIT (SELECTING THE 
TRANSPORTATION MODE FOR THE CITY'S LOCALLY PREFERRED 
ALTERNATIVE) 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Council Members: 

I am Dean Uchida Executive Director of the Land Use Research Foundation of Hawaii 
(LURF), offering some thoughts on transit related Bill 79. 

LURF and its members have been on record since 1992 as supporting development of a 
Honolulu rapid transit project as a needed element of the City's overall transportation 
system, in order to help alleviate traffic congestion, increase mobility, and decrease 
dependence on the automobile. Most vibrant metropolitan areas throughout the world 
have some type of mass transit system to alleviate traffic and congestion. The City and 
County of Honolulu needs to offer transportation options beyond the private automobile. 
In addition, vehicular mobility within the primary and secondary urban centers needs to 
be improved in order to avoid traffic gridlock. 

Not improving the transportation infrastructure in Oahu's rapidly growing Ewa and 
Central Oahu regions is simply not an option, if public policy directs continued 
development of the "second city" to provide affordable housing and locations for new 
employment opportunities. 

This community vision of the future provides areas in the city, not serviced by rail, with 
quality of life benefits such as open space, agricultural use, and other low-density uses. 
This would be similar to Honolulu's 'Keep the Country, Country" ideals by having the 
areas around the urban areas less dense, and more green and open, while growth is 
accommodated in areas around the transit line by increasing density. Thus, in theory, 
everyone benefits from the enhanced quality of life. 

As we understand it, the focus of the discussion so far has been on the following: 
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Honorable Donavan Dela Cruz, Chair, and Members 
City Council 
December 7, 2006 
Page 2 

Analysis of the different modes of transportations alternatives which are 
available to address a projected traffic congestion problem; 

2. Analysis of alignments for the different transportation alternatives (e.g. route 
for rail, buses or high occupancy lanes); 

3. Analysis and comparison of costs and rider-ship projections for each of the 
alternatives; and 

4- 	If rail is selected, the type of rail technology that will be used in Honolulu. 

At this time, we strongly encourage the Council and Administration work out a decision-
making time frame, or 'critical path," with decision-making milestones that does not 
jeopardize federal funding for this project. 

We also believe that the planning for the project should be as "inclusive" as possible by 
setting the parameters of the system (i.e. West Kapolei to University of Hawaii, Manoa). 
We have one opportunity to Plan for the system, and we should do it now. Funding will 
dictate which increments or stages are constructed. 

In summary, LURF recommends the Council select an alignment and secure federal 
funding for this important public works project that will help improve the quality of life 
for our residents. 

It is time to stand up and be counted in support of rail transit. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views. 
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UNIVERSITY OF NAWAVI-WIEST O‘ANU 

OFF)OE OP THE CHANCEL:J:3P 

December 6, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chairman 
Honolulu City Council 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chairman Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

As chancellor of University of Hawar - West O'ahu, I am here today to encourage your 
approval for a fixed transit system for 0"ahu. Let me first qualify here at the outset that 
UN-West 0‘ahu has a vested interest in a fixed rail system that runs between Kapolei 
and Mama and which helps to provide linkage among the University's various 
campuses along the proposed route. We hope our testimony today helps to provide just 
one more reason for this council to support a rail system for Osahu. 

Thirty years after the enabling legislation for UH-West O'ahu, we are now quickly 
moving forward with a master plan for a brand new campus at Kapolei. Our plan is to 
break ground for the construction of the new campus in the late Fall of 2007 with the 
first phase of construction slated for completion in 2009. The master plan for the new 
campus will also include student and faculty housing which potentially may serve both 
the West 0`ahu and Mance campuses of the University. Additionally, the University of 
Hawar i's Board of Regents recently approved a new four-year degree program for UH-
West O'ahu which means that not only will we be better poised to serve the residents of 
the area but we anticipate enrollment growth in the years ahead. We are planning to 
launch this new degree program next Fall with the first incoming class of 100 new 
students from rented space at Kapolei. 

The new UH-West 0`ahu campus, together with adjacent developments by the 
Department of Hawaiian Homelands and D. R. Horton, ensures that this area of Kapolei 
will become a bustling and thriving community center where people will choose to live, 
work and play. Consider that if traffic in this area is a challenge now, imagine what it 
will be like when all of these developments are completed. The availability of a rail 
system that serves Kapolei to downtown and parts beyond will help to ensure that all 
residents have transportation options that help to alleviate roadway congestion. 
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The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chairman 
December 6, 2006 
Page 2 

As a final thought on this issue, consider that students are usually the first "adopters of 
public transit systems like rail with cost and convenience as major contributing factors. 
For Oahu, it makes practical sense to include both campuses of the UH System as an 
integral part of the proposed rail alignment if an immediate success of the system is 
desired. 

Thank you for the opportunity to share our perspective with you. Please do not hesitate 
to contact me if additional information is needed. 

Sincerely, 

ene L Awakuni 
Chancellor 
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City Council meeting and Public Hearing on Bill 79, Thursday December 7, 10 am 

Testimony in support of rail transit 

Sierra Club, 0' ahu Group position on C & C transit project 

The Sierra Club, O- ahu Group supports the Fixed Guideway (rail) alternative. The V5ical 	rn 

Guideway alternative provides Oahu a viable alternative to the automobile. 0' ahu tiaicaentc---  rn 

have become overly dependent on private automobiles, and this dependence has devtatin 
effects: reliance on fossil -ftiels, pollution and global warming, traffic congestion and'9,&, 
resulting loss of productivity, consumption of more land for roadways and parking, airditegiltive 
impacts on public health and community life. The 0`ahu Group believes these are ur&nt 
problems that require a major shift in our transportation habits, and therefore supports the 
development of a rail system on O'ahu. 

The O'ahu Group believes that any transit plan will succeed only if it is coordinated with other 
policies that vigorously promote transit ridership and transform land use patterns. The O'ahu 
Group urges the City & County of Honolulu to incorporate the following as it develops the new 
rail system: 

• Provide service to major destinations such as the airport, University of Hawai -  i at Manoa, 
and Waikiki 

• Design stations that feature excellent pedestrian and bicycle amenities 
• Provide seamless connections to bus service, bikeways, and other modes of transportation 
• Ensure accessibility and affordability (e.g., assistance devices for the elderly and 

handicapped; subsidizing fares) 
• Design a system that enhances, rather than detracts from, the scenic beauty along the 

route 
• Create economic incentives to promote transit ridership (e.g., subsidizing transit passes 

for government employees and encouraging private companies to do the same for their 
employees; requiring businesses that provide free parking to employees to offer an 
equivalent monetary amount to those who choose not to drive) 

• Create disincentives to single-occupant automobile travel (e.g., limiting the amount of 
land dedicated to parking in the primary urban core; expanding High Occupancy Vehicle 
lanes) 

• Promote mixed-use, transit-oriented development that revitalizes established urbanized 
areas to focus new growth where infrastructure and access to jobs, shopping, services and 
recreation already exist 

• Promote communities where walking and hiking are the preferred modes of transport 
• Establish strictly-enforced urban growth boundaries to protect the remaining agricultural 

and conservation lands on O'ahu 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. 
"2 

Randy Chin ' Sierra Club, O. Group chair) 
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December 4, 2006 

To: Hon. Donovan M. Dela Cruz 
Chairman & Presiding Officer 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 

From: Jeff Arce 

Re: 	Bill 79, CD I 
Testimony in Support of Fixed Rail and the Kalealoa-Airport-Dillingham-
Halekauwila Route 

Good morning Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the Council. 

My name is Jeff Arce. I am a partner in The MacNaughten Group and have been a 
resident of East Honolulu for 25 years. I support fixed rail for Oahu and I am here to 
encourage you to pass Bill 79 for its second reading today. Over the years, I have 
witnessed first hand the ongoing effort to alleviate traffic through road widenings and 
the addition of new lanes along our highways and freeways. I witnessed the failure of 
the prior effort to raise taxes to support the last attempt to initiate a fixed rail solution. 
During this time, I have also seen all those new highway and freeway lanes filled with 
more cars, ultimately leading us back to the same situation: too many cars headed to 
the same general destination at the same time. The addition of new lanes is a never 
ending battle and an unsustainable solution, as the temporary reduction in congestion 
and temporarily improved driving conditions ultimately encourage more drivers onto 
the road until the point that the roads are just as congested as before, And, to make 
matters worse, our urban core areas do not have roadway infrastructure to handle the 
ever increasing vehicle capacity created by the additional traffic lanes. So, to me, the 
problem is fairly simple, while as we are witness to this process here today, the 
solution is more difficult. The problem is that we have too many cars on the road at 
the same time and with an increasing population of drivers, the need for roads will 
never be satiated. The solution must be multifaceted. We need to offer as many 
transportation alternatives to driving a car, as possible, so that people do not have to 
drive a car. The true cost of maintaining roads and highways and parking garages and 
the rest of the infrastructure necessary to keep our cars moving efficiently is 
prohibitive. We should be focusing on incentives to not drive and disincentives to 
continue to drive. But before we initiate disincentives, we need clean, efficient and 
viable alternatives. Rail, bus, taxi, whatever it takes to make it easy for someone who 
can not afford to drive a car. Our island, with an ever increasing population, 
restricted land area, and limited traffic corridors, is naturally suited to having a fixed 
rail as a key part of our traffic solution. Bill 79 is critical to providing a future 

AR00069869 
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sustainable solution, through a fixed rail system, for alleviating our transportation 
problems on Oahu. 

The Bill further identifies Eve potential routes, four of which were evaluated and 
identified in the Alternative Analysis report dated November 1, 2006. The route and 
the development and uses around the stations is critical to the ultimate success of 
fixed rail. The route should extend from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii for the 
rail system to be a viable option for the residents of Oahu. The rail must run to and 
from the major residential and employment areas. To add extensions later will be 
ever more costly and to not add the complete destination route now will ultimately 
result in an inferior solution. While it may still work, it will not be as successful. 
Having rail from Leeward Oahu to the TIFI through the proposed Alternative 3 (third 
on the list within Bill 79), referred to as Kalealoa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila 
alignment, we will have the best route for what I believe could achieve the long-term 
maximum ridership. 

I can understand why many who live in East or Windward Honolulu oppose the rail 
since it is not routed there. I live in East Honolulu. I support the fixed rail because it 
will help reduce congestion in downtown Honolulu and our urban core. I support rail 
because it is the right thing to do for our community in the big picture. I clearly 
understand that not all of my taxes directly benefit me and I would hope that most of 
us understand that as well. 

My final point, however is that when we do move forward with the fixed rail, that the 
implementation and execution of the rail system be done in a manner that ensures it 
runs on time, is always clean, is always safe, and is generally a system that we can all 
be proud of and would all be willing to ride. I think that far too often, our 
government means well by implanting some plan or some improvement, but then 
does a poor job of maintaining and operating. There are a number of examples 
around town. We need to make sure that this is operated as a first class rail system. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this very important issue. The time is now 
and I ask you to make this most important decision. Your approval of Bill 79 is 
needed. 
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Testimony of 
Lance Yoshimura 

Hawaii Carpenters Union, Local 745 
to the 

City Council 
City & County of Honolulu 

Relating to Second Reading of Big 79, (2006) COI 
Thursday, December 6, 2006 

Mr, Chairman and members of the Honolulu City Council, it is my honor and privilege to come 
before you on behalf of the 7,500 members and families of the Hawaii Carpenters Union on 
Oahu, as well as our members and families on the neighbor islands. 

We wish to express our wholehearted support for Bill 79CD1  as before you today for Second 
Reading. 

I specifically include our neighbor island friends in this message for the passage of Bill 79, 
because our union looks upon a successful mass transit system for Honolulu as crucial to the 
quality of life, economic growth and prosperity not just for Honolulu, but of the entire state. 	- 

We all acknoviledge that Honolulu is the economic locomotive that pulls the rest of the state along 
in visitor arrivals, banking and investment, healthcare and medical technology, shipping, 
construction and industrial manufacturing, education and research, retail sales, and most of the 
islands' governmental and social services network. 

Unfortunately, too many of our highly prized residents and families employed in all of these fields 
suffer the costs, burdens and frustrations of battling traffic to and from worio filling our gas tanks, 
and meeting mortgage bills for homes and condos further and further from where our jobs are. 

Can we afford to let gridlock in our streets obstruct economic opportunity, more affordable 
housing, and the development of communities to be built that are better suited to the boundaries 
of our land and population on Oahu'? 

Can we afford to let Honolulu'a predicament weigh heavy on the rest of the state when our 
graduates, our jobs, our money and our futures continue to slip away because we literally miss 
the train to a modern, efficient mass transit system as that before you in Bill 79? 

We believe the selection of a fixed claidawaY aytem  as the Locally Preferred Alternative, and the 
28-mile Kalaeloa-Airdort2Dillingtatn-t-lalekauwila alignment  as the preferred alternative for the 
Transit Corridor, would best alleviate Leeward Oahu's staggering traffic problems. 

Moreover, this would support expected job growth at Pearl Harbor *  Kataeloa and Kakaako, as 
well as provide badly-needed vertical housing opportunities, access to our university, and 
developmental rights along the route to help fund the project. 

Needless to say, the construction jobs generated by Oahu's proposed mass transit system would 
be a huge benefit to the members of the Hawaii Carpenters Union and other trade unions in the 
state for years to come. It could mean thousands of new construction jobs for us. 

We believe, however, that so many, many other workers and segments of our economy will also 
reap the rewards of a modern mass transit transportation system that will take the entire state to 
new horizons. 

Thank you for this opportunity to testify before you today on Bill 79, 01)1. 

Misc. Come No. 1-684  
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Don't Waste Commuter's Time on the Train 

   

Let's look at the proposed 20 mile rail transit project from the point of 'viewof a Bus 
commuter from West Oahu. How will the project affect their morning commute? In this 
example the Bus rider wants to take the train the entire 20 miles to the end (for example 
Ala Moana Shopping Center). If the Bus rider from West Oahu rides the bus to the 
beginning of the proposed rail line and then transfers to the train, and then travels the 
entire 20 miles to the end, their rail trip will take them 48 minutes. They will travel the 
same 48 minutes going home (for a total of 96 minutes). The rail proposals travel at an 
average speed of 25 miles per hour. 

However, if the Bus rider has the option to ride on an Express Bus on elevated managed 
lanes (the same 20 miles), the trip will take 20 minutes. The travel time home will also 
take 20 minutes (for a total of 40 minutes). The Express buses on managed lanes travel at 
60 miles per hour. 

The 20 miles round trip on the managed lanes is over twice as fast as the round trip on the 
train (40 minutes vs. 96 minutes). 

The difference between rail and managed lanes in round trip travel time over the same 20 
miles is 56 minutes per day. This is 56 minutes of time that could be spent at home. In 
four weeks, the difference amounts to 18.5 total hours. 

If we choose the rail proposals over the managed lanes proposals, we are adding over 18 
hours per month to the West Oahu Bus riders commute. We still have the option of 
building elevated managed lanes and giving the 18 hours per month back to the West 
Oahu commuters. 

Let's ask the West Oahu commuters if they are willing to give up 18 hours per month just 
to travel on a train. Let's ask the West Oahu commuters if they would rather travel on an 
Express Bus on the managed lanes and keep thel 8 hours per month for themselves and 
their families. 

ContN 
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December 7, 2006 

Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

My name is Micah Kane, Chairman of the Hawaiian Homes Commission and Director of the 
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL). Thank you for this opportunity to testify in 
support of Bill 79, C131, with a speotk recommendation for the preferred alternative 3, between 
Kapolei and the University of Hawaii, identified in Section 2 of Bill 79. CD1 as the "Kalaelott — 
Airport - Billingham/Nimitz Highway — Halekauwila - Kapiolani Boulevard - University of 
Hawaii Alignment '. 

Over the past several years DHHL has worked diligently and cooperatively with other Kapolei 
landowners to assure that issues are addressed which impact the quality of life of the families 
who reside in this region. On March 14, 2006 DHHL co-signed a letter, along with the 
University of Hawaii at West Oahu Chancellor Gene Awakuni, D.R. Horton — Schuler Division's 
Mike Jones, and the Hawaii Community Development Authority's Stanton Enomoto, to Mr. Toro 
Harnayasu of the Department of Transportation Services, City and County of Honolulu, 
recommending a preferred alignment through the Kapolei Region. The preferred alignment 
mirrors that which is outlined in the Kalaelea-Airport-DillingharniNimilz-Downtown-University 
Alignment As a coalition, we remain united in this recommendation. 

The DHHL is one of the largest landowners and developers of affordable housing in the region 
of Kapolei. The majority of the families we serve would not be able to afford a home in the open 
market and in many cases are competing for housing in a highly competitive rental market. 
Consequently, when serving these families, there are severe transportation challenges and 
limitations. 

While DHHL is working to complement our housing developments with job opportunities within 
the Kapolei region through commercial and retail projects, there remains a strong need and 
demand for an alternative transportation option. A fixed rail system extending into Kapolei is a 
critical component to the long -term success of development in the region. While we believe the 
proposed fixed rail system will relieve traffic from the Leeward, we also believe It will serve as a 
critical mode of transportation for many of the low and moderate income families living in the 
region who will need to commute to employment, school health, and other services located in 
the downtown and University areas. 

We look forward to working with the members of the Honolulu County Council arid the 
Administration in moving this much needed project forward, and urge your favorable action on 
Bill No. 79, CD1. Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this important measure. 

Misc. Co ;No.  168G 5  
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Testimony to City Council of Honolulu 
City Council Chambers 
Honolulu Hale 
December 7, 2006 10:00am 

Subject: Bill 79, CD1 — Relating to Transit 

IN SUPPORT OF: 
OPTION #3 (28m Kalacloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila Alignment) 
OPTION #4 (20rn East Kapolei-Ala Ivioana Center Alignment) 

Aloha City Council Members, 

My name is Luke Kirch, / am the manager of subcontracts for a large, multi-national aerospace company 
with a Honolulu-based research & development center, and have been a Hawaii resident for about 8 years. 
Thank you for this opportunity to testify on Bill 79. 

Over the past 30 years, I have been a resident of several cities that have established excellent rail transit 
systems, including Palo Alto (CA), San Diego (CA), Cleveland (OH) and Atlanta (GA). All of these 
systems were designed to serve geographic areas with the high business/shopping cores, urban density, 
traffic congestion, as well as critical transportation nodes/hubs (ie. airports, ferry ports, Amtrak stations), 
Alt of these cities used rail systems to significantly boost economic activity and improve quality of life 

strongly support Bill 79 as a critical rail transportation option since this will significantly strengthen 
Honolulu's transportation infrastructure, relieve traffic congestion, promote economic development, and 
improve the quality of life. In particular, I strongly support two of the alignment options: 

• _Option #3 (28-mile Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila Alignment) 

• Option #4 (20-mile East Kapolei-Ala Moana Center Alignment) 

Both of these options will serve the areas with high business cores, urban density, traffic congestion, and 
transportation network linkages to secondary geographical areas. 

Option 3 provides a rail transit option for the major emerging new population and business core of 
Kapolei, the Pearl Harbor Naval Base and the high density/high congestion area at the University of 
Hawaii at Manoa. The military base, international airport and university represent three of Honolulu's 
critical economic sectors (military, tourism, education) which should be served by the rail transit system. 

Option 4, a shorter and less expensive alternative, provides a rail transit linkage into Ala Moana Center, 
Oahu's major shopping and transit hub adjacent to Waikiki serving primarily the tourism industry. 

Thank you for this opportunity to testi 

Luke Kirch 
PO Box 61186 
Honolulu, HI 96839 
Tel: 808-392-0968 
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From: 	Arvid Youngquist [thirr33@gmail.corn] 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 06, 2006 4:57 PM 

Subject: Testimony for Dec. 7th,. 2006 10 AM Special Meeting of Council (Bill 86(2006) 

Donovan M. Dela Cruz, Chair and Presiding Officer 
Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Honorable Members of the C & C of Honolulu Council 
Dec. 7th, 2006 Special Session at 10:00 AM 

Aloha. 
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I write in written testimony in support of Bill 86 (2006). I gather that this Bill 86 is similar in intent as 
Bill 83 which is a precautionary measure to be held when the need arises if other fixed rail system 
ordinances encounter unforeseen delays. 

There is a portion of this ordinance that might conflict with the administration's understanding," of 
general police and home rule powers to be in the best interest of the community and its health, safety, 
morals, and general welfare." 

My concern is that this ordinance might be considered for a veto, and I hope that the seven council 
members who propose it is willing to over-ride the mayor's veto if it happens. It is commendable that 
Bill 86 has seven proponents while Bill 79 (CD1) has six. The Bill in general is a prudent measure and 
emphasis should be placed on the " morals"  reference made on page 1.. .last line. Any speculating on 
real estate should be diligently curved in the interest of the people of Honolulu. 

Sincerely, 

Arvid T. Youngquist 
P 0 Box 37542 
Honolulu, HI 96837 
540-1910 
#14,662nd 

Misc. Corn. No. 1-68a 
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HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 
City Hall 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Testimony of Charles Taxi 
By Dale Evans, CEO, President & General Manager 

Re BILL 79 (2006) CD1 
TRANSIT - TO SELECT THE TRANSPORTATION MODE FOR TI 1E CITY'S LOCALLY 
PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE. (CHAIR DONOVAN DELA CRUZ) 

Honorable City Council members: 

Parsons tirinckerhoff's $10 million "Alternatives Analysis" is full of I tten apples. instead 
of solving our transportation problems, the recommendations will a ily make things 
worse for people and businesses. 

Expedite Emerqency Services to Help savellves 

Ambulance, police, fire need faster ways to beat traffic congestion. HOT lanes can 
expedite emergency services and add extra capacity for Mass Eva :uations in case of 
natural disasters, and Mobilization for National Security and Civil sfense. 

aeipAtto_impitAgpolfta4 

The over-60 population will grow 189% to 284,359 by 2030 to be 25% of Oahu's 
population. This Alternatives Analysis simply dismisses trensportat on for the elderly who 
typically suffer multiple disabilities. Think about how they are uncle! -served by public 
transit even today. Riders who are physically fittest wait at bus site )8 up to 10-15 
minutes, sometimes longer. But, the elderly and severely disabled have to sign up and 
wait 24 hours — 1,440 minutes — to go anyplace_ They typically 11 aye to ride one to 1.5 
hours to go only a few miles. In reality, most elderly and disabled re therefore auto-
dependent and need traffic relief — especially for their caregivers. 

Rail's huge O&M costs will inflate transit fares, and worsen transit: ervices by cutting 
back coverage and frequency and routes – cannibalizing TheBus a id Nandi Van — 
ignoring public transit's core market: the transit-dependents who a e most severely 
transportation disadvantaged, who have the fewest mobility choice;. 

Free the n on 

 

•• * t : 	* 

 

All commercial and industrial users will be stuck in worse traffic cor gestion as existing 
traffic lanes are displaced by rail running for miles and miles all ovs r town. Retail stores, 
restaurants, hotels, all types of businesses will be adversely impeded as congestion 
adds to costs and inhibits effidencies and opportunities. 
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All during construction of rail, traffic disruption will go on for many In tars, How many 
businesses are expendable, ruined, driven out of business due to rt IN construction? 

Ail of the Rail "alternatives* result in worse traffic congestion: 1.064 ver-capacity today 
to 1.31 by 2030, from LOS F to LOS F-minus, 

Alt rn  Anal 

 

a'nst Mem tiv a - a ;a 

• No fair comparison of costs and benefits between the alterni fives. None of the 
alternatives to rail are presented to their fullest advantage. 1he Alternatives 
analysis is rigged to favor rail over all the other alternatives. 

• Managed Lane Alternative is handicapped by overestimated :..ost and restricted 
access, purposely designed to fail. The huge cost disparity I etween the ML 
alternatives with the Tampa project is Incredible. We must in sist that you direct 
the consultants to redesign the Managed Lane Alternatives a ong the lines that 
Professor Preveclouros suggests. 

Questions about "what to do with traffic" when the ML comes to town are 
applicable to Rail since more people will drive instead of ridin ; rail. Professor 
Prevedouros suggests peel-offs for Pearl Harbor, Airport (La! oon Drive), Kallhi 
(Waiakamilo Rd.) in addition to Aloha Stadium and the Nimitz Flyover. And we 
need to add access for Aloe/ Pearl City and Windward Oahu ( -I-3). 

The $10 million spent for this Alternatives Analysis is an abysmal wa le of money. The 
public involvement process has been corrupted. The recommendatk ns are 
unacceptable. 

• People and Businesses need traffic relief 
• People and Businesses need tax relief 
• We need full accountability and vigilance to conserve the publ c treasury 

HOT lanes for the West and Central Oahu corridor can deliver tremer dous higher usage 
than rail. We urge against passage of Bill 79, 

Dale Evans 
CEO, President, General Manager 
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Testimony to the Honolulu City Council 
Thursday, December 7,2006 

10:00am 
City Council Chamber 

Re: Bill 79 CDI Relating to Transit 
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Chairman DelaCnrz and members of the Honolulu City Council: 

My name is Kyle Chock, Executive Director of The Pacific Resource Partnership (PRP), a 
joint management-labor relations organization comprised of the Hawaii Carpenters Union 
and union builders. 

I would like to testify in strong support of the fixed rail option. In order to solve our 
transportation woes and become a world-class city, Honolulu needs world-class 
transportation solutions. Traffic delays and commute times are intolerable and only getting 
worse-a problem that diminishes our quality of life. 

The cost of living for the average local family is based on many factors with the most 
significant being housing and transportation costs. Ultimately, Honolulu's fixed rail system 
and resulting transit oriented development (TOD) would provide the keys to reducing the 
price of paradise for local residents-especially for those most needy of the support In 
effect, we're building the new and desired infrastructure for the city of Honolulu. 

While our state and city faces numerous challenges, one of the biggest issues at the 
forefront today is developing affordable workforce housing opportunities for local people. 
Despite the recent housing boom, Hawaii still ranks 49th in homeownership and has the 
highest percentage of intergenerational families living under the same roof. Unless the 
public and private sector address this issue, the number of working homeless throughout 
our community will continue to grow creating greater strains on governmental resources. 

PRP strongly encourages a route that connects Kapolei and the University of Hawaii 
at Manoa and best maximizes transit oriented development opportunities. This aspect 
of the alignment consideration is critical for several reasons. The city would enjoy greater 
ridership as a result of TOD's and increased densities along the transit corridor, These 
TOT) sites should be carefully studied to maximize development opportunities for public-
private partnerships that help underwrite the costs of the system. Increased real property 
tax revenue to the city would also provide additional funding mechanisms to build, 
operate, and maintain the transit system. 

Misc. Corn No  690 
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Testimony of Kyle Chock 
Page 2 

In closing, PRP appreciates the hard work and diligent efforts of the city council during 
your deliberations on rail transit and strongly recommends the fixed rail guideway. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Kyle Chock, Executive Director 
The Pacific Resource Partnership 
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IlAWAII OPERATING ENGINEERS 
INDUSTRY STABILIZATION FUN4 

December 7, 2006 

Honolulu Hale 

OEC 1 	7 AM '06 

Uniting our otrengthe and working together 
for a better tomorrow 

 

Honorable Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 
Honorable Vice Chair Ann Kobayashi 
Members of the City Council 

RE: Support of Bill 79 CDI, Mode and Alternative Alignment 

My name is John Monis, with the Hawaii Operating Engineers Industry Stabilization 
Fund., a Labor and management Organization representing approximately 3500 men and 
women and 300 General Contractors in the Heavy Equipment and Site Engineering work. 

We believe that this Council has shown the courage to enter difficult decisions when 7-2 
vote was cast in support of increasing the General Excise Tax by half percent to ilind a 
transportation alternative for the City and County of Honolulu. 

Again this Council Ims heard a lot of testimony for and against alternative mode and 
route. 

After 7 public outreach meetings were held throughout the communities by the 
committee on Transportation and Planning, the public perception were in favor of the 
alternative mode as Rail. The majority of the public were in favor of the Kapolei to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa as the Route. 

We applaud this council and the Transportation Chair by allowing the public input into 
the biggest Cl? project in the history of the State and City and County of Honolulu 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit a written testimony in support of Bill 79 CDI, 
and I humbly ask for your support. 

Thank you, 

elm R. Moths 

AT- 
1432 Middle Street • Honolulu, Hawaii 98818 
Phone: (808) 845-8221 • Fax: (808) 847.8048 
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Testimony opposed to Bill 79 
Submitted by the Hawaii Automobile Dealers Association 

For the City Council Hearing December 7, 2006 
Council Chambers 

Submitted by David H. Rol , executive director 
of HADA– Hawaii's french! ed new car dealers 

Chair Dela Cruz and members of the Coun I 

Nevermind the fact that F level traffic today; becomes F- level traffic in 2030 if 
more lanes are NOT built. 

Nevermind that the 600,000 additional vehi4le trips are projected for 2030 – 
added to the current congested 3 million vehicle trips..., and that's WITH the 
selection of the railroad option. In other words: even WITH the railroad, there 
will still be 600,000 additional vehicle trips With NO place for these vehicles to 
travel but on congested roadways (if additional lanes are not also built along with 
the train). 

Nevermind that informed public officials likelormer governor Ben Cayetano say 
that collecting a tax before the federal funds are secured is ill-advised. 

Nevermind that the Honolulu railroad alternative is TWENTY times the per capita 
expense of other rail systems. This should give everyone pause before proceeding. 
The RUSH to approve a rail system is perhaps the most alarming aspect of this bill. 

Nevermind that the City's consultants incorrectly used a TWO lane Managed 
Lino altownAtiva THRFF lanes like the Tampa system, would have provided a 
FAIR picture of the rail and lanes comparison. 

Nevermind that the EITHER/OR aspects of this Alternatives process rules out 
favorable congestion-reducing aspects of each (rail and lanes)... in favor of one 
alternative or the other. A 'BOTH" solution rias never even been considered. 

Nevermind that the 17-mile, truly "light rail" system in Salt Lake City is used in 
comparison to Honolulu's elevated "heavy rail" proposal to show the viability of rail in 
a similar-sized city, but the Utah city's light rail system was built on existing rights of 
way, at grade, and cost taxpayers only $272 million to build—that's less than three 
years of our City's annual bus subsidy. 

Nevermind that the tax that will increase home rents, car leases, food purchases, 
medicine purchases, furniture purchases, virtually every purchase—is confusing, 
complicated, and impossible to fairly enforce and administrate. On this point, I will 
provide the labyrinth of tax interpretations for the new vehicle sales process. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1692  
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HADA testimony, Dec, 7, 2006, on Bill 79, pitoe 2 of 5  

1) the tax on a 24-month car lease (sold by an Oahu-based dealer) BEFORE 
July 1, 2006, remains at the pass-aloni rate of 4.166% when the new tax 
surcharge starts Jan 1—there may be tlo surcharge, 

2) HOWEVER... if the car lease was signtid AFTER July 1, 2006, the tax 
increases to a pass-along rate of 4.714% on Jan 1. In this case, the 
surcharge starts. 

3) HOWEVER.., if the car lease was sold iy a Maui dealer AFTER July 1, 
2006, and the car is to be garaged some 	on Oahu, the pass along tax 
remains at 4.166% until Jan 1, then clitribs to 4.712% on the payments 
Why? The City surcharge is different frPm the State's 4% gross excise tax, 
which is passed along at the 4.166% rate to recover the tax on the tax passed 
along, The State GET is a business privilege tax-- paid by businesses for 
the privilege of doing business in the state–the City surcharge is a tax 
determined by the location of the seller and the user of the product. 

4) Rents paid to a Maui owner of a home on Oahu will have 4.712% due. 

5) Land rent paid by a Maui owner on thivOahu leasehold home will be 
4.712% and likely passed along to the Oahu renter, depending on when the 
rent agreement was signed (AFTER or BEFORE July 1, 2006). 

Starting January 1, 2007, for businesses, the City tax surcharge rules will read: 

Tax pass along allowed: 4.712% ..... 

HOWEVER... HOWEVER... HOWEVER,.. 

HOWEVER._ 

HOWEVER.. 

Such calculation is obviously going to be very, very, very difficult for business 
owners on Oahu and the Neighbor Islands. Complex tax laws put business 
owners at great risk. 

So far, the response to these constituents is 

NEVERMIND THIS. 
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HADA testimorIL Dec. 7, 2006, on Bill 79, pOoe 3 of 5 

The Rush to Rail is ill-advised at this point. 

The rail is best placed on a 50-year timeline. The highway (lane) solution best 
fits a 25-year timeline. 

The Council will find you have common groubd with auto dealers and other 
business affected on many of the issues. Ad we feel a common ground solution 
is the best one. 

1%• 

Finally.., some clarity is emerging on the iss4es. 

HADA respectfully requests that you follow the sound advice of former governor 
Cayetano and secure the federal funding first. We know of no fair way to return 
the local tax once you've collected it, IF you don't get the federal funds. 

During the time you seek the funding... work out real solutions to the traffic 
congestion problem. Right now the approach seems to be Rush to Rail... and 
NEVERIVIIND the traffic... .this Marie Antoinette approach will not work. 

A NO vote on Bill 79, with a later version to a;:commodate real solutions, is 
needed. 

Respectfully submitted, 

p 
David H. Rolf 
Executive director 
Hawaii Automobile Dealers Association 
1100 Ala kea St. Suite 2601 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
Tel: 808 593-0031 Cell: 808 223-6015 Fax: 808 593-0569 
Email: drolf@hawaiidealer.com  

Attachment: State of Hawaii, City Tax Surcharge, Flow Chart (2 pages) 
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P. 04/05 
County Surcharge 
	 Page 3 of 4 

The maximum rate that can be passed on to custornerOfor transactions subject to the county 
surcharge is 4.712%. More .„ Tax Announcement  2006. 7 15. 

Taxpayers and Businesses =When Does It Apply? 

Oahu Taxpayer (Business) 

Neighbor Island (Non-Oahu) Taxpayer (Business) 

http://www.hawal .gov/tax/a2b27csurchg.htm 
	 12/7/2006 
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More information: 

Tax Announcement 2006-15 

Tax Announcement 2006-15 General 
Passed on to Customers. 

Tax Announcement 2005 -11 

Announccrnent 2Q05-11 Act 247, 
on State Tax, 

At 247, SLH 2005 

Ai 247, 61H 2305 

Excise Tax (GET) and County Surcharge Tax (CST) Visibly 

Session Laws of Hawaii 2005, Relating to County Surcharge 

T .fms..of . Use 	Pglisa AA 
State of Hawaii Department of Taxation P.O..sox 256 Honolulu, Hawaii 95809-0259 (508) 587-4242 

http://www.hawaii.govttaxia2_b2jesurchg.htm 12/7/2006 
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art CLERK 
HONOLULU. HAWAII 

BEc  I 11 all 	'06 
I am a member of the Hawaii Bicycling League. 
We supported the pedestrian and bicycle friendly city charter amendment 
passed by 75% of voters. 

I ride my bicycle from Kailua to downtown every morning, and ride the 
bus to Kailua every evening. I support rail transit and am willing to 
pay for it even if it will not directly affect my commute. Rail 
transit is necessary for the island as a whole and is an integral part of 
making Honolulu pedestrian and bike friendly and more livable. 

RECEIVED 

I expect that convenient, safe routes for pedestrians and cyclists to get to transit 
stops will be developed, Making it safe for people to bicycle to transit stops 
would effectively take cars off the road. Many people are too scared to bicycle 
on our streets now. 

Transit cars should carry bicycles during all operating hours and bicycle parking must 
be available at transit stops. I support council bill 79 to move forward on rail 
transit now! I support the full 28-mile route that would include the airport 
and the university, two key stops. 

Honolulu can start the process of becoming pedestrian and bicycle friendly 
by applying for "Bicycle Friendly Community" status with the League of 
American Bicyclists http://www.bicyclefriendlycommunity.orgi. This  process doesn't 
cost anything except the willingness to try. The city states how its engineering, 
enforcement, education, encouragement, and evaluation programs support a bicycle 
friendly city. The same "5 E"s can apply to pedestrian efforts. League of American 
Bicyclist experts from around the country evaluate our efforts and award Platinum, 
Gold, Silver, Bronze, Honorable Mention, or "Try Again" status. 

Pedestrian and bicycle friendly programs can be put into effect starting 
now, so when rail is built by 2012 we will have the best of all worlds -- rail 
transit, safe and effective pedestrian and bicycle transit, and as a result, 
safer car transit. Let's work together with multiple transportation modes to make 
Honolulu the greatest city in the world in which children, elderly, and everyone in 
between can live healthy! 

Chad Taniguchi 
Kailua 

Misc. Corn. No. 1693 
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Rail Transit helps Pedestrian and Bike Friendly Honolulu 
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December 7, 2006 

Re: Support for Bill 79, CD 1 

Aloha Chair Dela Cruz and members of the Council: 

My name is Blenn Fujimoto, Vice Chairman of Central Pacific Bank. I am writing this 
letter in support for Bill 79 that identifies that a fixed rail system is the best selection for 
the long-term needs and demands of our growing population. 

We currently have over 1,000 employees at Central Pacific Bank. I support the Bill 
because this will not only improve traffic congestion and quality of life, which are a 
concern for our employees, but will also help reduce some of the parking issues in the 
downtown area. Everyday thousands commute to work and as a result, parking is limited 
and expensive. Downtown is the largest business district in Hawaii and this will 
stimulate business development opportunities to strengthen our economy. 

Further, the Alternatives Analyses Report indicated several locally preferred alternatives. 
It is my belief that all efforts should be made to extend the line from Kapolei at Kalaeloa 
Blvd. to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Based on the alternative routes as described 
in Bill 79, the third route described as Kalealoa-Airport-Dillimanham-Halekauwila 
alignment should be selected. 

Although the route selected may require more than the Mayor's initial budget, I request 
your consideration to ensure that the entire route is built at one time. 

Our commitment to the employees and community reinforces our belief that Bill 79 will 
benefit all of Hawaii and future generations. 

Thank you very much for allowing me to comment. 

Yours truly, 

Blenn A. Fujimoto 

Misc. Corn. N 1LG94 
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December 4, 2006 

Hon. Donovan M. Dela Cruz 
Chairman & Presiding Officer 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
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Subject: 	Bill 79, CD l 
Support of Kalealoa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila Route 

My name is Christine Camp and I am president of Avalon Group. I am here to encourage you to 
pass Bill 79 for its second reading today. 

Section One of Bill 79 accepts a fixed rail system as the alternative for alleviating our 
transportation problems on Oahu. 

Section Two identifies five locally preferred alternatives. I believe that the route selected should 
be extended from Kalaeloa Blvd. In Kapolei and extend fully up to U.H. and I encourage you to 
find all available source of funds to complete the full line. 

I have traveled to many cities where rail provides a viable alternative to the residents. I believe a 
multi-modal system, where the rail lines are supported by efficiently run buses and other 
commuter systems, will most likely encourage the residents of Honolulu to reduce our reliance 
on our automobiles in favor of rail. Rail is clean and energy efficient and will add quality of life 
for all of us. 

Is is my believe that this is by far the greatest single action that we can make in our generation 
that will benefit the next generation ahead. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1695  
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Our Transit Tragedy: submitted to the Honolulu City Council in opposition to Bill 79. 
December 8, 2006 

By Dennis Callan 
	 CD 

(Da 

better solution is to greatly expand our bus system and build a new busway wexclusiv ceixpresp. 
lanes for buses. I will conclude with a call to action for those watching, so yopnight waZ to get wril 

Here is is my written testimony against the rail proposal, along with some new taughts. I think a 

pen and paper ready to write down an email address if you want to get involved? 

I would outline the basic issues as follows: 
	 C7D 

-This is a critical, complicated issue,/fflat We all agree there is a serious traffic problem and 
something major needs to be done. Minor improvements are not enough. 

-The decision comes down to the basic question: shall we bad a busway or railway? 	u 5 
c 	VAli f"'  

t
- 

-There is a real split of opinion in our community l among experts. . 5 ., D 
	

P n  
N)Q 

-Closely related to the transit question is the issue of land development. Unfortunately this broad 
topic of future land development has not been adequately discussed by our society, and as a result, 
we have no consensus on what kind of future land development is desired for Oahu. 

-Because of these uncertainties, we should keep this discussion open and not reach any binding 
decision in the near future. Yes, we have kicked this topic around for 30 years, but still have not 
reached a community consensus. 

-One way to expand the discussion is over the internet, so we have set up a google group that 
people can send e-mail messages to, and get on the list to be informed. Those interested can make 
a note now, the email address to send a message to is railorbus@googlegroups.com  I will mention 
the address again in a minute. 

-A community consensus has not yet emerged, but this is no excuse to say "we've discussed this 
enough and now we must move ahead with a specific rail plan, because of various funding 
deadlines." 

-Considering the ambivalence of our community on the one hand, and the importance of the issue 
on the other hand, the best way to resolve the issue is by putting it to a vote by the public. If a fair 
vote is conducted, we can all live with the results, no matter what the outcome. 

-There is only one way for the public to vote on this topic, and that is through the initiative 
process: circulating a petition and having an official vote, either at the next general election if 
25,000 signatures are turned in, or at a special election if 40,000 signatures are collected. 

-Therefore I propose we form an organization to gather signatures on an official initiative petition 
that will enable the public to make a choice. The proposed ordinance can state "the preferred local 
alternative policy for Oahu rapid transit is a busway, not a railway." 

-Those who are interested in stopping rail and building an expanded bus system can join this ° 
organization by signing up on a list being circulated at this meeting, or for those of you at home, 
by sending an email to the new group list that has been set up: send it to 
railorbus@googlegroups.com 	

Ilse. Corn. No. 	-1696 
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Stop the train, I want to get off, and so do a majority of Honolulu residents! The simple truth is 
that a rail transit system requires a dense residential pattern to make it work, which we do not have 
on Oahu. This crucial relationship between transportation and land use has not yet been properly 
addressed in the so-called alternatives analysis rammed through by the city, or in most discussions 
in the media. And yet the tragedy is that our politicians are blindly pushing us along this dead-end 
path, over the fiscal cliff. r 	The often-cited description of Honolulu conjured up by rail proponents as a dense, linear city ideal 
for rail is a myth. Oahu's settlement pattern of single-family homes in suburban subdivisions is 
too dispersed for rail to be effective. How many people right now live within walking distance of 
any likely stations? Not nearly enough to support rail rapid transit. 

Consider how someone living in a single-family suburban home would have to get to work on rail: 
walk to a bus stop, wait for the bus, ride to the rail, walk to the platform, wait, board, ride, walk 
from the rail to another bus stop, wait, board, ride, walk to work; then do the same thing in reverse 
going home. Who is going to put up with this? Most who are supporting rail probably would not 

_ride it -- but hope in vain that others will, to make more room on the roads for the rest of us. 

During my travels around the world leading tour groups from Hawaii I have used rail transit 
systems in 41 different cities, all of which are larger or more densely populated than Honolulu. 
When you look at successful rail transit systems you see they are in cities with medium and high 
density housing where most users walk to the station and then walk to their work place at the other 
end. While I am not a traffic engineer, like 99 percent of those of us with an opinion on this 
complicated topic, I've been involved with the issue for 30 years and still see no evidence to 
change my mind. 

Huge amounts of money are involved in this scam, some of might will flow into the pockets of 
our politicians, which is perhaps why they are so rabidly pushing rail right now, before term limits 
force them out. The lure of concentrated development around train stations, which astronomically 
increases selected land values, is a huge fund-raising magnet for salivating politicians. Notice how 
silent the politicians are about future development rights, while no doubt negotiating like crazy 
with powerful interests behind the scenes. 

About the money: why are we being forced to pay 5 billion dollars for this long-term capital 
project out of our pockets during the next 15 years with an increased excise tax, rather than 
funding it through long-term bonds, the way most huge government projects are paid for? Such a 
system should be expected to function at least 50 years, so why should future riders not pay their 
share, which is what bonds are for? The silence on this topic is probably because the bond market 
is keenly aware that this is a fiscally risky proposal, forcing them to charge higher rates for "junk 
bonds" and thereby lowering Honolulu's credit rating, which would increase all government costs. 

BETTER OPTIONS: 

There are better transportation alternatives which could provide faster, more effective relief. One 
obvious strategy is to vastly expand our bus system. We need more buses, exclusive lanes, 
frequent service, additional routes, express lines, better connections and lower fares. Our present 
bus system is often claimed to be one of the nation's best, which is another myth that stands in the 
way of true solutions. It can be drastically improved. 

Extensive road construction will be needed, including some elevated busways, bus stations, 

AR00069890 



underpasses at busy intersections, more use of contraflow and other improvements, including 
managed toll lanes for cars and construction of more parking lots downtown, with short shuttle 
services to end destinations. There is more than enough work here to keep the construction 
industry happy, and the results would actually be useful rather than a big waste of resources. 

A well-planned bus service could pick you up near home, bring you to a bus station where one 
transfer would put you on a bus that is going close to the final destination, riding on exclusive 
lanes that will be free from traffic. Commuters could also drive to transit stations at regional 
shopping malls, park for the day and catch an express bus direct to their destination. The whole 
island can benefit from this approach rather than one narrow leeward corridor. 

In addition, we should seriously change the way we build new housing so that it is more dense, 
with emphasis on the urban core, increasing transit utilization and preventing continued sprawl. 
This will help minimize future increases in automobile congestion by creating transit-friendly 
communities, with most new housing in medium and high-density apartments, which can be 
affordable, energy-efficient and beautiful when done right. Such increased housing density could 
enhance quality of life with nearby shops, restaurants, entertainment, jobs, schools, mass transit, 
and other enjoyable urban amenities in walking distance, creating a village atmosphere and 
supporting our need for close-knit communities where people interact, unlike today's isolated 
neighborhoods. 

- 
Unfortunately, our misguided state legislature passed a biased bill last session that prohibits 
expenditures of new transit revenues on road improvements. How can the city now tell us with a 
straight face that all transportation alternatives were given fair consideration? This state legislation 
could be changed, but given past performance of our spineless politicians, the outlook is bleak. 
Today, the city has the gall to tell us the transit debate is over and the only public input to be 
considered henceforth is where should the train go. Yet a majority of the public are still opposed 
to rail. What kind of democracy are we running here? 

Let's not be railroaded into paying for an expensive, ineffective rail system that will take forever to 
build, at great inconvenience. At this time and for the foreseeable future, rail is a luxury that we 
are not ready for and cannot afford. Imagine ten years of disruptive construction for a massive 
elevated train that hardly anyone in our lifetimes is going to use, leaving the rest of us stuck in 
gridlock and our children permanently unable to find affordable housing. We can do better. 

Dennis Callan is speaking as an individual. He is president of the Hawaii Geographic Society 
and has been involved with various community organizations for many years dealing with 
transportation issues. During his travels around the world leading tour groups from Hawaii he 
has used rail transit systems in 41 different cities, all of which are larger or more densely 
populated than Honolulu: Montreal, Toronto, Vancouver, Chicago, New York, Boston, 
Philadelphia, Washington, Las Vegas, San Francisco, San Diego, London, Amsterdam, 
Heidelberg, Munich, Berlin, Paris, Lyon, Marseilles, Rome, Milan, Geneva, Lausanne, Bern, 
Vienna, Prague, Budapest, Istanbul, St. Petersburg, Oslo, Stockholm, Copenhagen, Madrid, 
Barcelona, Lisbon, Buenos Aires, Sydney, Tokyo, Kyoto, Hong Kong and Singapore. 

-end- 
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h 	lulutraffic.corn 
Seeking costeffective ways to improve Honolulu's traffic congestion 

December 7, 2006. 

Testimony of Cliff Slater, Chair of Honolulutraffic.com  in opposition to Bill 79 CD!  

We finally received on Monday a Funding Options Analysis and a Financial Feasibility Report. 
What we do not yet have is a solid financial plan for what the Administration is recommending, 
the full corridor alignment from Kapolei to UH. 

Putting the pieces together from these reports, we learn the following; 

I. They will not begin operations until 2020. 

2. They have a cost of $4.6 billion for this alignment whereas our estimate from updating 
the 1992 Final Environmental Impact Statement is that, after allowing for differences 
miles of track and inflation, they should be forecasting $6.4 billion as the cost. 

3. To build the full alignment they need to raise another $700 million to $1.2 billion in new 
taxes, or raid the General Fund, depending on the rate of growth in the new GE tax 
revenues. 

4. They are planning on $1.2 billion from the federal government when they were told by 
FTA 18 months ago how unlikely that would be. If they only get the $450 million 
forecast by the Draft Oahu Regional Transportation Plan, the remaining $750 million will 
also have to come from the General Fund. 

This whole exercise is being rushed in a way that makes a mockery of deliberative process. 
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41:7, 

Message 	 Page 1 of 2 

From: Brent Buckley [buckley@hawaii,edu] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 07, 2006 10:20 AM 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Good Afternoon Chair and members of the council.. 

I am Dr. Brent Buckley. I am a professor at the University of Hawaii, a resident of Kapolei since 1994, 
state resident since 1985 and a member of the Makakilo, Kapolei, Honokai Hale Neighborhood Board. 

I would like today to testify in favor of adoption of bill 79. 

My primary reasons for this — to quote Benjamin Franklin — "Time is Money". 

Undoubtedly, you will hear from critics for any type of transit system, that it costs too much. These 
criticisms all focus on the cost to build and maintain a system. I agree that these are staggering amounts 
of money and I, like everyone I know, do not want to spend money on anything that is unnecessary. 

However, the critics fail to account for the value of time. The time that is lost due to traffic congestion. 
This time is lost primarily to families, but some goes to businesses and the economy. What is this time 
worth? According to the critics, my time spent in traffic is worth nothing, since they are unwilling to 
account for its value. 

As a researcher I think I have above average curiosity. So several years ago I started recording the time 
I left home, the route and the time it took me to reach UH. I did this primarily to determine the shortest 
time and best times to leave home to arrive at work. However, like everyone else I noted that when the 
students were not at school, traffic seemed to flow better. My data indicate that it takes me an additional 
10 minutes to drive to work when school is in session than when it is not and I observe similar savings 
on the return trip. 

So by removing the traffic from the highways from UH students I save approximately 18%. The critics 
again will say, so what, that time has no value and the costs to build a system which will allow me and 
others to potentially save that time will cost billions. 

I would argue that personal time has a much higher value than work time. This is time spent with family 
and friends. Particularly parents with children, this is time to share values and create memories that can 
not be purchased by any amount of money. We also know that our youth today face challenges of 
significant cost to their futures and society. Drugs, alcohol, teenage pregnancy, illiteracy, truancy, etc. 
all have significant costs for society if left untreated. One treatment is more time with family. , 

Since I do not know what personal time is really worth, I used median family household for Oahu as a 
guide. According to my sources, Oahu's median family income was approximately $60,000 per year. If 
we put that on a 40 hour work week, that equates to an hourly wage of $28 per household. But we know 

1698 Misc. Com . No. 	 
12/7/2006 

PH 

AR00069893 



Message 
	

Page 2 of 2 

that leeward residents aren't as wealthy as their Honolulu living neighbors, so let's assume that the 
median income for leeward is only $40,000 per year. Using my time savings of 20 minutes per trip, and 
if only 25% of the households on Oahu benefit from the rail in reduced travel time, by either directly 
using the rail or by benefiting from reduced traffic, this results in a savings over 15 years of 1.2 bill ion 
dollars. If we use the real median income, this number is nearly 1.9 billion dollars. 

So to those who say we can't afford transit, my answer is, how can we afford not to build it since we are 
losing so much time that is so valuable to so many people and this situation will only get worse as we 
see more and more development on this island. 

Thank you for your time. 

12/7/2006 
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wilESTCOAHU 
Economic Development Association 

December 7, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

Re; 

 

c-, 
r"--• 	rs.) 

rn 
777,  

The West Oahu Economic Development Association (WOEDA) is a group of more than 70 
businesses dedicated to the economic growth of West Oahu. WOEDA supports building the 
transit system to its full route from West Kapolei to U.N. lvtanoa. 

From our perspective, the issue of transit is not simply a matter of cost or rider ship. While 

certainly important, these are more near-term concerns which have to be balanced with a long-
term view of what we want for our island community in the next 50 years. We submit that the 
larger picture of how transit can drive economic development, particularly in West Oahu, 
should carry significant weight. Our businesses operate in the State's fastest-growing region—
an area designated for future commercial growth and job growth. We believe that supporting 
transit's full route from West Kapolei to Mama is necessary to promote and support such 
growth. 

To put the transit cost in perspective, please consider that in the next 20 years the Kapolei 
region alone will produce: 

▪ $3.8 billion in annual sales by new businesses in the Kapolei region; and 

- nearly $3 billion in new net State and City government revenue (this includes net 

City revenue of $837 million). 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

Theresia C. McMurdo 
President 

p00001 500a10059 Misc. Coma No  1699  PH  

P.O. Box 700972 • Kapolei, Hi 96709 • Phone (808) 842-1600 • Fax (BOB) 847-6676 • www_weetoahu.org 
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Panos D. Prevedourosipdp@hawaii.edul 
Wednesday, November 29, 2006 9:28 AM 
governorlingle@hawaii.gov ; Mufi Hannemann; Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; 
Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, 
Gary; Garcia, Nestor; sens@Capitol.hawaii.gov ; reps@Capitol.hawali.gov ; Rodney Haraga; 
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Commuting in America Ill 

rrorn: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Commuting in 
ekmerica IIIpanos... 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and Honolulu Council Members, 
Dear Governor Lingle and Hawaii Legislators, 

Dear Transportation Administrators, 

While the City of Honolulu is contemplating the largest transportation 

infrastructure investment is the history of Hawaii, there has been a 
remarkable lack of discussing pertinent information and background for 
making this decision. Local, national and international experts have 
been minimally engaged. 

Commuting in America III was released in October 2006, and I have 
attached for you a 7-page summary of it that relates to Hawaii. 
"Commuting in America" is a fundamental transportation policy document 
that is produced every decade. 

With best regards and always available to inform you without a bias or 
agenda, 
Panos 

Panos D. Prevedouros, PhD 
Professor of Transportation Engineering 

Department of Civil Engineering 

University of Hawaii at Manoa 
TEL: (808)-956-9696, FAX: -5014 
hap://www.eng.hawali.edu/-panos/  
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Chairperson Dela Cruz and 
Members of the Council: 

I am Anna Marie Springer, a Senior Vice President at American Savings Bank. 

Overburdened roadways and heavy traffic affect all of us, including businesses like ours. 
For example, to help our employees who work at locations in well traveled areas of 
Honolulu like Downtown Honolulu, Waikiki and UH, American Savings Bank has had 
recently to offer subsidized employee parking in those areas. 

American Savings Bank appreciates the current public dialogue regarding solutions to 
Honolulu's transit issues and urges that the dialogue continue. As a member of the Hawaii 
Business Roundtable, American Savings Bank echoes in large part today's Roundtable 
testimony and supports a public process that allows for diverse community input so that the 
decisions are well grounded. 

Thank you for this opportunity to testify. 
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United t*tat ts e$enate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-1103 

December 7, 2006 

Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Council Chair 
and Members of the City Council 

City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 

COMM 

ARMED SERVICES 
DANIEL IC AKAICA 

HAWAII 

WASHINGTON OPHCE. 

111 14,..,RT SENATE OFFNIZ BLOWING 
VVAEIHNGT01 4 , pc 20510 

Te4e/41:NE712021224-650 

W.INOLLILI) OFFICE,- 

5100 PRINGZ 0Nl1 1(0.110 
KALANIA.N.NOLE FEDERAL OWL:M.44 

P.O. Bo v 50144 
HONOLULU, HI £06b50 

TELEPN0N6: (00£11522-600 

ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAMS 

INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Vt 	I EFIANS AFFAIRS 

Mr. Chairman, Members of the City Council, good morning and aloha. My name is Mike 
Kitarnura, of the office of U.S. Senator Da-niel K. Akaka. 

My primary purpose for attending today's hearing is twofold: to gather information on 
today's presentations on Bill 79,CD1 for Senator Akaka and his legislative staff in Washington, 
I) .C. and to assure members of the Council of the Senator's support for the City's Honolulu High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Project. 

Senator Akaka wishes the Council to know of his commitment to work with the City in 
securing the federal share of funding necessary for this project. As I have presented in earlier 
testimony before Chairman Romy Cachola and members of his Transportation Committee, the 
Senator supports the Fixed Guideway Alternative recognizing that it offers an additional 
transportation mode for Oahu commuters as well as the best alternative in relieving traffic 
congestion for the long term future of Oahu. Senator Akaka understands, however, that that 
decision is one to be made by our local government. 

Senator Akaka, also believes that the Council should make a decision on the transit mode 
alternative and route by the end of this year. This will give the Senator and his staff time to 
initiate discussions with his fellow colleagues and committee staff for project funding. 
Generally, Senate Members will submit their formal requests for funding to the respective Senate 
appropriations subcommittees in February. Therefore, a decision by the Council by the end of 
this year will be helpful as Senator Akalca and his legislative staff plan for this project when the 
Senate convenes in January 2007. 

Mr. Chairman, members of the Council, thank you for this opportunity to participate in 
this hearing. 
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LABORERS' INTERNATIONAL UNION OF NORTH AMERICA 
LOCAL 368 

BENJAMIN SAGLABO 
Business ManageriSecrekirprreasiorer 

MELVIN A. CREMER 
President 

CLAYTON SAGUIBO 
Vic g Prgrident 

JAMES I. KUROPWA, JR. 
Recording Secretory 

HERBERT LOO 
Execiaive Bawd 

Testimony by Wayne IL Kishida 
Hawaii Laborers' Union Local 368 

December 7, 2006 

in Support of Bill 79 (2006) CD1 
RELATING TO TRANSIT 

Chair Cachola & Members of the City Council, City and County of Honolulu: 

My name is Wayne Kishida, Organizer/Business Agent for the Hawaii Laborers' Union 
Local 368. I am speaking in strong support of Bill 79! 

Timely action on this Bill will allow our Congressional Delegation to move forward and 
secure much needed funding. 

We urge the City Council Members to support Bill 79 (2006) and pursue vigorously, the 
decision for the Mode (Rail Transit System) and the Route (Alignment) and leave 
Technology to a later date. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this testimony. 

RICK PAGATPATAN 
Ex.:wive 11narri 

PETE UNDSEY 
tr.:wive Hoard 

NOEL MORIKAWA 
4sidnor 

BRIAN CREMER 
4achror 

3EORGE AIKALA 
kuditar 

'...RNEST SANTIAGO 
iergegig.APArnis 
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CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

TESTIMONY 
IN SUPPORT OF BILL 79 

By 
ROPETI ALE 

December 06,2006 

DEC 7 12 18 PH '06 

RECEIVED 
INTRODUCTION 

I would like to testify in support of the proposed mass transit rail project. My support is 
based on my own personal experience as a resident of Nanakuli tbr many years. 

used to leave home at about 4:30 AM to avoid traffic congestion while my young family 
was still asleep. I would be pau work at about 4:30 PM. And by the time I get home, my 
young family would be again asleep. This schedule had a severe negative social impact 
on my family; so I decide to move to Kalihi. Many working individuals and families are 
in the same predicament today. The existing bus system could not accommodate that 
type of work schedule. And that is something only the proposed mass transit rail can 
provide. 

VISION OF THE FUTURE 
A). The solution 
Our population is continuing to gow and the rail in my opinion is a reasonable remedy to 
our persistent and never-ending traffic problems. 

CONCERNS 
B). Private property owners. 
I trust the City Council and City Administration will be able to find a reasonable 
compromise to address the concerns of private property owners. 

C). Routes and Terminals 
I support the route that extends to the University of Hawaii at Manoa with a terminal at 
the Airport section of the Nimitz Highway. 

D). Costs 
I am mindful of the enormous costs of this project to tax payers like myself This is not 
the first time the rail is explored as an alternative. Former Mayor Frank Fasi introduced it 
first in the 1980's. In retrospect it was cheaper back then. If the proposed rail transit is 
too costly as some opponents have claimed, I strongly suggest that we try waiting for 
another ten years. 
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OPPOSE FIXED RAIL. SUPPORT MANAGED LANES. c-' 

Honorable Councilmembers: 

This rightfully should be a decision by Honolulu's people. 

Three polls by the Honolulu Advertiser, the Honolulu Star Bulletin and Pacific Business 
News have all proved the majority of the people of Honolulu do not favor the fixed rail 
alternative. Both the Waikiki Area Residents Association and the Waikiki Neighborhood 
Board have voted against the elevated rail spur proposed for Waikiki. Other neighbor-
hood boards have strongly supported the Managed Lane Alternative and have called for 
repeal of the General Excise Tax Increase. 

The Alternatives Analysis is rigged for rail and fatally flawed. 

Thsfarsthigagyrisill4212012sLthiji'emertrilss_blyal  elev_atedfixed rail will 
create on this islands  For Honolulu, renderings reveal this as a monolithic boa constrictor 
winding along our shoreline and overshadowing our established communities — an 
enormous blight on our skyline, waterfront and green valley gateways. The 
administration's favored alignment brazenly slams through our soon-to-be enhanced 
Honolulu Waterfront and assaults the registered historic places that grace its portals, 
Aloha Tower, Irwin Park and the Dillingham Transportation building will be horribly 
impacted by the presence of this elevated fixed-rail intrusion, and the vital visual 
character and integrity of the centerpiece of Downtown will be lost. 

The second atal aw is the obscent o the astronomical cos o this eculiar ro os 
The Alternatives Analysis does not begin to paint this picture. A full alignment from 
Kapolei to Manoa will cost Six Billion Dollars ($6,000,000), an amount the present 
General Excise tax increase cannot meet. The bond interest requirement will be Five 
Billion Three Hundred Million Dollars ($5,300,000), and the subsidy and operating 
losses will be Four Billion Four Hundred Million Dollars ($4,400,000), That is a total of 
Fifteen Billion Seven Hundred Million Dollars ($15,700,000) and this does not even 
begin to consider Hawaii's traditional cost overruns, and the forced taking of private 
property and consequent legal entanglements for the right-of-way, about which the 

Alternatives Analysis is intentionally vague, 
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Sound planning and fiscal responsibility are sorely lacking. 

The City Council MUST get off this unwieldy locomotive. You must consider both 
sound planning principles and cost benefits by taking one section at a time. The 
Managed Lane alignment from Waikele to lwilei makes the greatest sense from a sound 
planning and sound fiscal standpoint. This will only take a few years to construct at 
under only One Billion Dollars (S1,000,000). This will resolve congestion and will be a 
positive-cash-flow revenue generating source from those who wish to remain in their 
cars, and a great incentive for high-occupancy transportation from Kapolei to Downtown 
for those who wish to ride free — without any stops. A highly desirable addition to this 
preferred segment will be a flexible, convenient, and comfortable public/private 
Downtown circulator system, which will greatly benefit Downtown Honolulu at far less 
cost than the tunnels and elevated monolith presently being proposed for the much less 
convenient fixed rail concept. 

Please think long and hard about the step you are about to take, 
and the legacy you will leave behind. 

Your legacy can be the beginning of the Right Solution 
for Honolulu's People and Sense of Place, 

or you can remain trapped in past mistakes with the 
Railroad to Tax Hell. 

Most sincerely, 
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Monorail trains collide near Westlake 

By Cheryl Phillips And Mike Carter 
Seattle Times staff reporters 

A sideswipe accident between the two trains on Seattle's monorail Saturday night will likely put the system 
out of service until next year. 

The crash at about 7:10 p.m. sent glass flying to the street. it took nearly an hour to evacuate the 84 
passengers on board the two trains. Firefighters escorted them individually down fire-truck ladders extended 
to the trains about 25 feet above the sidewalk, 

There were no serious injuries, but two people were taken to the hospital to be checked out, said Helen 
Fitzpatrick, spokeswoman for Seattle Fire Department. 

The two trains scraped against each another, ripping a door off in the process, on the elevated tracks near 
Fifth Avenue and Olive Way. 

In that area, the tracks start to converge as they approach the station at Westlake Center, leaving insufficient 
space for two trains at once. 

The monorail's general manager, Glenn Barney, said the risk of a collision was clear to anybody who looked 
at the converging tracks there. 

One train was apparently just pulling into the Westlake Center station and the other departing toward Seattle 
Center when the sides of the trains hit. At least one of the drivers waved at the other and a horn was honked 
just as the accident occurred, witnesses said. 

"We saw sparks as they were hitting, and the glass came down right over us, and we jumped out of the way," 
said Amy Hutteball, who was walking with two friends beneath the elevated tracks. 

"We did a little kind of tap dance to the side," she said. 

The amount of damage to the two trains — called the "Red" and "Blue" trains — was not immediately 
known. 

"It happened very fast," said passenger Mon-is Rosenberg, 46, of Woodinville, who was out for a night on the 
town with four friends visiting from St, Louis, "You wouldn't see it coming or anything — just, 'Boom!' it 
happened." 

It is the second serious incident involving the monorail, which was built in 1962 for the World's Fair, in less 
than two years. In May 2004, a fire aboard the Blue Train injured eight passengers out of more than 100 

http://seattletimes ,nwsource.comiegi-bin/PiintStory,p1?docurnent id=200264907 I &zsection_id=2... 12/7/2006 

AR00069903 



Dec. 07 2006 11 : 0ERM P4 FROM : 	 PHONE NO. : 

The Seattle Times: Monorail trains collide near Westlake Page 2 of 2 

onboard and shut the line down for more than six months, 

Barney anticipated the line will close at least until New Year's for an investigation into the cause of the 
accident and to make repairs. The monorail has no spare trains. 

"It's going to be a while before any service," he said. 

The original system was built for full service from Seattle Center to a large station just north of Pine Street 
But the route was shortened slightly in the late I 980s to end on the upper level of the Westlake Center !nail, 
which was just opening. That redesign led to the tracks converging. 

The outer track is close enough to allow automatic ramps to extend from the mall onto the outer train, but it's 
too close for a pair of trains to be there at the same time. 

Saturday night's collision apparently happened at low speed. Trains coming from Seattle Center peak at just 
over 40 miles per hour, sometimes reaching 50 mph, along Fifth Avenue, then decelerate rounding a curve to 
the mall. 

Usually, only one train plies the route, making 52 round-trips in a typical eight-hour shift. Both trains operate 
during certain busy times. 

Barney said there is a safety protocol to avoid collisions near Westlake Center, but he would not go into 
detail, pending the investigation. 

The most serious monorail accident occurred in 1971, when the braking system on the Red Train failed and it 
crashed into a girder at the Seattle Center station, Twenty-six people were hurt. 

In September, a city official said the one-mile line needed millions of dollars in renovations, while insisting it 
was safe to ride. 

The line is especially popular during the Christmas holidays, carrying several thousand riders a day. 

The city had deferred some long-term renovations on the system — which carries up to 2 million people a 
year — pending proposed construction of a longer replacement line. 

Voters this month aborted efforts to build a longer line, rejecting a I 0-mile, $1_84 billion route from Interbay 
to West Seattle. 

CPpYright 4Z.200.05.1x..a.qAttir,:Umw ,csuppATI 
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Las Vegas SUN 

March 31, 2005 

Monorail firm's rating lowered 
By Stephen Curran <stephen.eurran(Oasvegassun,e0m> 
LAS VEGAS SUN 

The Las Vegas Monorail's lower-than-expected ridership caught up with the system 
Wednesday, after a Wall Street bond analyst further downgraded the state-issued bonds 
that helped lay the tracks. 

Moody's Investor Service, one of three organizations that analyze bonds and rate them 
based on the likelihood the issuer will default, on Wednesday downgraded more than 
$455 million in the company's revenue bonds to the higher-risk junk category. 

Fitch Inc., another bond analyst, placed the monorail's bonds on "Rating Watch 
Negative" in September, meaning the bonds were on the verge of being downgraded by 
that agency. A downgrade increases the cost of future bond issues and also bars some 
investors from holding the riskier bonds. 

Anne Van Praagh, an analyst for Moody's, said the downgrade is unlikely to have an 
immediate impact on the monorail's daily operations. 

"At this point, because the monorail doesn't have any immediate borrowing plans, it 
doesn't impact their operations," she said. "The downgrade was based on the view that the 
project was behind schedule and the ramp-up (in ridership) wasn't there." 

According to Moody's, the privately financed monorail company's $81 million in cash 
and reserves helped prevent it from being downgraded further, although without a 
"significant" increase in ridership the bonds could be. 

The current rating will likely stay in effect for 12 to 18 months while analysts study 
ridership trends, Van Praagh said. 

The bonds, though issued in 2000 by the state Department of Business and Industry, were 
also insured by Arnbac Assurance Corp., as required before the state Finance Committee 
would sign off on the bonds, State Treasurer Brian Krolicki said. They were used to 
finance much of the $650 million system. 

That insurance policy, coupled with the company's deep pockets, will preclude the 
downgrade from becoming a factor in future reviews of the state's fiscal health, he said. 

AR00069905 
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Moody's has assigned Nevada a AA rating, one of the agency's highest, and has recently 
moved the bonds from a stable to a positive outlook, Krolicki said The monorail 
company's outlook is negative. 

"It is not a liability of the state," Krolicki said. "It is not on the state's balance sheet. 
That's why the insurance was secured." 

Estimates based on numbers so far this year show the monorail have fallen $2,8 million 
below the $36.8 million in revenue the company budgeted for 2005, 

Despite "positive growth" in ridership, bondholders can expect the system to continue 
falling short of its posted ridership goals, analysts said. 

Monorail executives, who met privately with bondholders Wednesday afternoon, stayed 
optimistic despite the downgrade, Todd Walker, a spokesman for the system, said, 

This is not perceived as a setback for the project," Walker said. "It has more to do with 
the events of last year We seem to be past those events." 

Jim Gibson, the CEO of Transit Systems Management, the for-profit operations arm of 
the nonprofit Las Vegas Monorail Company, could not be reached for comment. Gibson 
is also running for re-election as Henderson's mayor_ 

The monorail reopened Dec. 24 after a 107-day closure that started after a two-pound 
washer fell from a moving train Sept, 8. That event occurred a day after the system 
reopened after a six-day closure prompted by a 60-pound wheel assembly falling from 
another train. 

No one was injured in either event, Officials estimated the system lost about $85,000 a 
day, roughly $9 million total, in potential revenue during the closure. 

Given those setbacks, Krolicki said he would have expected the downgrade to have 
happened sooner, 

"With all due respect to Moody's and the ratings agencies, I'm somewhat surprised it 
didn't happen earlier," he said. 

Since its reopening, the monorail has run mostly trouble -free but has continually fallen 
short of initial ridership estimates. Walker said ridership numbers for this month were not 
yet availab/e, but that officials were expecting this month to exceed projections_ 

It would be the first time. The system last month carried almost 622,000 people -- about 
22,000 a day -- and earned roughly $1.8 million, according to the monorail. In January, it 
carried 691,000 people, pulling a little more than $2 million in farebox revenue, 
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Both months fell short of the estimated 837,000 people who boarded the system in 
August, the only other full month it was opened. Officials in February estimated the 
monorail would carry 36,000 riders on average each day this year. 

The system carried 220,000 passengers during the four-day ConExpo-Con/Agg 
convention earlier this month. Its busiest day came March 16, when it carried a little 
more than 48,000 riders, well over the average 22,000 people who boarded the system 
daily last month, according to the monorail. 

"The system is now a reliable transportation alternati -ve and we're starting to see a 
dramatic increase in the March ridership because it's reliable," Walker said. "We've 
crossed that bridge on reliability and it's now our focus to increase the marketing of the 
System." 

The Federal Transportation Administration, citing lower-than-expected ridership numbers 
and previous mechanical failures, in January denied the Regional Transportation 
Commission's request for more than $320 million in public money for a two-mile 
extension to the existing route from the MGM Grand to the Sahara hotel. 

Unlike the current stretch, which is run by the for-profit Transit Systems Management, 
the extension would have been managed by the RTC. 

Moody's in November downgraded the monorail's Canadian builder and operator, 
Bombardier Inc., to junk status after the high-profile bankruptcy filing of US Airways 
early that month. Analysts said the airline, a key Bombardier client, had started a domino 
effect that deepened cuts in Bombardier's train and aircraft businesses. 

Bombardier last March closed seven of its European railroad factories and laid off 
roughly 6,600 employees. The company has not cut any jobs at the monorail. 

The filth remains under a $10 million annual contract to maintain the existing 4-mile 
route from the MGM Grand to the Sahara hotel. 
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posted by caphill citizen at 4/22/05 5:33 a.m. 

Although you'll see attempts to spin it otherwise (nice try, Profit), ifs important to take a 
sober look at the ridership numbers coming in from the Las Vegas monorail and compare 
them with the ridership study that the system was based on. 

The Vegas monorail agency expected 19,000,000 riders a year 
(http://wwwfv.monorail.com/about_)4  Jastfacts,htm1). This number was estimated by the 
consulting firm URS Company based on a detailed ridership study they conducted. 

Simple math converts this to an average of a little over 52,000 riders per day. (19mi1/365 
days) 

So now that the monorail has been running for a few months without major breakdowns, 
it's fair to ask how many people are really riding it. 

The answer: 22,000 to 32,000 people per month. In other words ridership is running 42% 
to 62% of what is still being projected. 

Bottom line is they're getting about half of the ridership forecasted by URS's ridership 
studies. 

Consider that even during the Consumer Electronics Show - Las Vegas' equivalent of the 
Christmas Rush - daily ridership averaged only 37,500 people, 

On their BUSIEST days, the monorail only gets about about three-quarters of the 
ridership URS projected for their AVERAGE days. 

In addition to dramatically lower fare box revenue, the financial consequences of the 
flawed ridership estimates are dire. 

Just last month, Moody's downgraded the Las Vegas monorail bonds to junk status 
primarily citing the dramatically lower ridership numbers. 

The missed ridership projections were one of the two reasons cited by the Federal Transit 
Administration in denying the request for public money to build a two mile extension of 
the monorail, 

With URS's monorail ridership estimates so far off the mark in Las Vegas it makes one 
ask the dreaded question. 

Who did the Joel Horn and the Elevated Transit Corporation hire to do the monorail 
ridership study in 2002 that Seattle's entire monorail plan and route is based on? 

AR00069908 



° FRO1 
	

PHONE NO. : 	 Dee. 1:17 2006 1108M P9 

You guessed it, URS Corporation. 

(http://arehives.elevated ,org/docs/RIDERSHIP_FOCA ST_DOCUMENT.pd 

So what do we do? 

Once the ETC releases their bid documents and the route and number of' stations is clear, 
it will be appropriate for the responsible adults in Seattle to require a clean and sober 
ridership study. 

Once a solid ridership study is in hand, a clean and sober farebox revenue estimate can be 
made. 

Only once a solid farebox revenue estimate is in hand, can a clean and sober finance plan 
be created for the Seattle monorail. 

Then, and only then, we will have a decent shot at predicting whether the monorail will 
pencil out as its supporters insist. 

Anything else and we simply are begging to repeat Las Vegas's monorail junk bond 
nightmare. 

You can read the story about the monorail's junk bond downgrade here: 

http://wws,v.lasvegassurt.comisenbinistoriosigami n g/2005./mar/3 1 /5 1 S532776.html 
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The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz 
and 1'v/embers of the Honolulu City Council 
5309. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

RE: Transit Bill 79 CDI 

Aloha Chair Dela Cruz, 

On behalf of Haseko, I'd like to exprt our strong support for rail and the full 28-mile route linking 
West Kapolei to UH Manoa. Hase o asks that you and the other members of the Honolulu City 
Council meet the December 31, 2006 deadline for selecting a Locally Preferred Alternative to ensure 
ow congressional delegation has as much time as possible to secure the maximum amount of federal 
dollars available, 

Rail win not only provide a transportation alternative for people, it will also help drive economic 
development and the creation of jobs on the Ewa Plain. Increasing job opportuili ties for West Oahu 
residents dose to home in and of itself will reduce the number of cars heading into Honolulu each 
morning - which will benefit commuters from ALL parts of Oahu by lessening the load on coo igested 
roadways in town- And I'm sure we all can find much more enjoyable ways to spend time than 
sitting in daily traffic tieupsl 

The ripple effects on swface streets and neighborhoods as cars and bimes overflow from Honolulu's 
severely congested freeways are proof that additional transportation alternatives are needed. Rail is 
the option that can keep people moving no matter whafs happening on the freetvay. 

Thank you for this opportunity to express our continued support, 

Sharene Saito Tam 
Director of Cornmunit Relations 

	
gibe Affairs 

Haseko (Hawaii), inc. 

91.1C01 tCalmdlie Steel 	t 	• Iwo 	fluovall 96705,5005 
772 + Fax (808) 689-5757 
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Council Chair Dela Cruz and Councilmembers, 

CITY CLEF 
My name is Mark Taylor and I'm a seven-teiing4q14 "Wiklii • ai d pas c r of the 
Aliamanu/Salt Lake/Foster Village Neighborhood Board. I grew up in the Salt Lake 
area, graduated from Moanalua High School and have owned a home in Salt Lake for the 
past twelve years. 

As you've already heard in prior testimony, our Neighborhood Board has voted 
unanimously in favor of building a Honolulu rail transit system with an alignment that 
includes Salt Lake Boulevard. I'm here today to help explain why. 

The purpose of rail transit is to move people. According to the City and County of 
Honolulu's online GIS system, there are about 50,000 people residing within a mile and a 
half of the Salt Lake transit station location proposed in the City Administration's 
Alternatives Analysis. In the Board's view, it would make no sense to construct a rail 
transit system that bypasses such a large concentration of potential riders (and Council 
constituents). 

The major perceived drawback of a Salt Lake Boulevard alignment is that it would 
bypass Honolulu International Airport. However, this is less of a problem than it may 
appear, for a simple reason: air travelers carry luggage, and therefore are unlikely to use 
rail transit to go to and from the airport. 

Other cities have realized this. In selecting a transit alignment, the Council should be 
aware that most transit systems built in the U.S. in the past 35 years DO NOT service the 
local airport. Of the 21 major mass transit and light rail systems launched in U.S. cities 
since 1970, only 7 connect directly to the airport (see attached table). And for the 7 that 
do have airport connections, in all cases the airport was not served when the system 
opened. On average, the airport connection was established 7 years after the system 
began operation. 

In a couple of instances, Los Angeles and San Jose, the transit line runs fairly close to the 
airport, and there's a shuttle bus service between the closest transit station and the airport 
terminal. Such a solution could be adopted in Honolulu if the Council were to opt for a 
Salt Lake Boulevard transit alignment. 

In conclusion, I urge the Council to make rail transit available to local taxpayers living in 
Salt Lake who have to commute back and forth to work every day, rather than to tourists 
exiting the airport who will wonder "what's that monorail thing?" as they peer out the 
window of their taxi or rental car. 

This concludes my testimony. Mahal° for your attention. 

Misc. Corn. No. "07 ' 

PH 
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AIRPORT SERVICE PROVIDED BY U.S. RAPID TRANSIT AND LIGHT RAIL SYSTEMS OPENED SINCE 1970* 

City Name 
Sen, ice 

Date 
1979 

Length 
(miles) 

46 

Series 
1)" ort`.? 

Yes 
Comments 
Connected to airport in 1988 Atlanta MARTA 

Baltimore Metro 	 1983 15 No 
Baltimore MTA 	 1992 30 Yes Connected to airport in 1997 
Buffalo Metro 	 1985 8 No 
Charlotte CATS 	 2007 21 by 2025  

45 
No  
No 

Ai sort will be served b 	separate BRT  
Se arate commuter rail line to ai sort Dallas DART 	 1996 

Denver RTD 	 1994 35 No 
Houston Metro 	 2004 8 No 
Las Vegas Las Ve as Monorail 	2004 4 No 
Los An cies Metro 	 1993  MEM 

.1111=11 

MUM 
=11111111111MIE 

No 
No 

No 

Shuttle bus from Metro station to ai sort 
IMIIIIIIIIIII=NIIIIIIMIII 
Connected to ai sort in late 2004 

Miami Metro 	 1984 
Minneapolis Hiawatha Line 	2004  
Pittsburgh IZEINIIIIII. 	1987  
Portland MAX 	 1986 44 Connected to ai sort in 2001 
Sacramento RT 	 1987 37 No 
Salt Lake Cit TRAX 	 1999 18 No 
San Die o MTS Trolle 	 1981 46 No 
San Francisco BART 	 1972 104 Connected to ai sort in 2003 
San Jose VTA 	 1987 42 No Shuttle bus from VIA station to air sort  
St. Louis MetroLink 	 1993 46 Yes Connected to ai sort in 1994 
Washington D.C. Metro 	 1976 106 Yes Connected to airport in 1977 

*Excludes short (typically less than 3 miles) "heritage streetcar lines", e.g, in Little Rock, Memphis, Tampa 
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From: 
	

William Harris [harrismdw001@hawalisr.com ] 
Sent: 
	

Wednesday, December 06, 2006 8:06 PM 

Subject: 
	

Council Meeting Testimony for 12/7/06-I oppose rail 

Attachments: 
	

Surcharge.pdf 

Surcharge.pdf (137 
KB) 

Dear Committee Members, 

I strongly oppose the fixed heavy rail system planned for Oahu for the 

following reasons: 

1. The proposed excise tax surcharge from 4% to 4-1/2% is in actuality a 

12.5% increase in taxes (4.5/4 1.125). 

2. Imposed on everyone in Oahu County it comes close to the "taxation 

without representation" that set off the American Revolution since only a 

fraction of the taxpayers will ever use the rail facilities, if built. 

3. The tax will extend as a surcharge for individuals doing business on Oahu 

even though they live on the outer islands (See attached Surcharge.pdf 

from Kurt Kawafuchi, Director Hawaii Dept of Taxation. 

4. If built, the rail system would make life more, not less, complicated for 

commuters. First they have to take some sort of vehicle to the nearest rail 

station in the morning, then they ride the train, then they get off and have 

to take a third vehicle to their destination. Then everything happens in 

reverse pau hana. Who could possibly see this as a simplification? Why would 

anyone think that this expensive and complicated rail system would reduce 

the number of cars on the road, when the increase in gas prices from 

$1.70/gal in 2003 to $3.19/gal in 2006 hasn't done it? 

(http://www.honolulugasprices.com/retail _price_chartaspx)  

5. The company charged with the planning of the rail system, Parsons-

Brinkerhoff, also planned Boston's Big Dig. The project was . originally to cost 

$2.5 billion. As it turned out, the State of Massachusetts paid $14.6 billion 

over 20 years. In November 2006 Bechtel/Parsons Brinkerhoff was 

continuing to be paid millions of dollars for overseeing the construction 

1  Misc. Corn. No. 1708°  pi  
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repairs of a giant slab of concrete which fell on and killed a motorist in July. 

Bechtel/Parsons Brinkerhoff is now the target of a criminal investigation 

stemming from their design and construction oversight leading to the ceiling 

collapse. Why should the Oahu government be considering a business deal 

with such an outfit? 

6. A Star Bulletin poll from 11/15/06 showed that a majority of respondents 

(56.44% ) are opposed to the rail project. 

7. So far this escapade has been profoundly undemocratic. Taxpayers were 

informed of the surcharge before any firm plans for the rail route had been 

established. There was no referendum or opportunity for citizens to reject 

the surcharge, or for that matter the entire rail scheme. Hype for the 

project has been intense, coming mostly from labor groups, the goverment 

officials intent on pushing it on us, and with slick computer animations from 

Parsons-Brinkerhoff that have all the reality of "The Matrix". No doubt it's 

quite easy for labor to turn up with signs reading "Pro Rail-I Will Ride" but 

much more difficult to determine which of the sign bearers will actually do 

it. However, a surcharge on the taxpayers to pay salaries for union members 

is a union leader's dream come true, regardless of the worth of the project 

for the community at large. 

8. A UH Transit survey was limited to UHers. Nice. A preselected sample of 

people accustomed to having others pay their way. What a really neat idea! 

Run a survey on rail but exclude all the people who have to pay for it. 

Naturally the students favored rail. 

9. Our congressional delegation is fond of the notion that if we put up 

enough local money they can get us "Federal Funds". But federal funds are 

not a gift from fairies on the moon, they're simply a fraction of our IRS 

taxes returning to us after being filtered through Washington politics, so 

the notion that we're getting a bargain here is an illusion. 

10. Abercrombie and Hanneman have been strident in their attempts to 

force this issue before the end of the year so that we will be eligible for 

the federal funds. But Ben Cayetano in the 11/26 Advertiser said "Somehow, 

the mayor has conned everyone into thinking that the GET should be 

collected in advance of federal approval of the proposed rail system. The 

feds do not require collecting the taxes in advance. I spent half my 12 years 

in the Legislature chairing the transportation committees in the House and 

Senate. 

I know there is no requirement to collect monies in advance." 
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11. Martin Stone, Director of Planning, Tampa Hillsborough County 

Expressway Authority in a letter to the advertiser on 12/4/06 states that 

Oahu C&C planners overestimated the cost of the Tampa High Occupancy 

Tollway (HOT) by a factor of roughly 3 in order to discredit HOT as an 

option for Oahu. 

12. Lastly I must say that my chief objection here is to the use of taxpayers 

money to build a monstrous system that nearly everyone agrees will not solve 

the traffic cogestion problem nor reduce the number of cars on the road, 

that cannot be used by the emergency vehicles that will still have to pick 

their way through the traffic, that has already experienced an escalation in 

cost estimates and will undoubtedly develop further overruns as it 

progresses, that will require ongoing transfusions of tax monies for 

operation and repair, and that will be at the mercy of strikes, should salaries 

be deemed inadequate. 

If a rail transit system could be developed and operated by the private 

sector and financed by user fees, my objections would abate considerably, 

leaving only the comment that it still would not work. However, it seems to 

me that the HOT concept would solve all these problems so I urge this 

committee to bid Parsons-Brinkerhoff a fond farewell and bring in the HOT 

system in its place. 

Sincerely, 

William Harris, M.D. 

1765 Ala Moana Blvd. #1880 

Honolulu, HI 96815 

(808) 941-8151 
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LINDA LINGLE 
GOVERNOR 

JAMES R. AIONA, JR. 
LT GOVERNOR 

KURT KAWAFUCHI 
DIRECTOR oF FAXAT1ON 

SANDRA YAHI RD 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION 

P.O. Box 259 
HONOLULU. HAWAN %We 

November 8, 2006 

Dear General Excise Taxpayer: 

Starting January 1, 2007, the new 1/2% County Surcharge tax must be paid on income earned 
from business conducted on Oahu. Details about who must pay the new tax, how to pay it, and 
other information are on the back of this letter. 

Neighbor island businesses who sell goods or services to customers on Oahu and who have an 
office or an einvioyee on Oahu or an employee/agent traveling to Oahu to condUct business may 
also be subject to the County , Surcharge Tax. 

Additionally, beginning January 1, 2007, all taxpayers completing the General Excise tax forms 
must report their taxes by taxation district. 

Further information can be obtained by attending one of the County Surcharge Tax Informational 
Briefings listed below. 

Oahu Sessions 
November 28,2006 November 30, 2006 December 1, 2006 December 13, 2006 
6:30 - 7:30 p.m. 6:00 - 7:00 p.m. 12:00 - 1:00 p.m. 6:00 - 7:00 p.m. 
Kapolei High School Windward Community Hawaii State Capitol McKinley High School 
Auditorium College, Hale Akoakoa Auditorium Auditorium 
91-5007 Kapolei Pkwy 45-720 Keaahala Rd. 415 S. Beretania St. 1039 S. King St. 

Neighbor island Sessions 
November 29. 2006 November 29. 2006 December 5, 2006 December 6. 2006 
10:00 - 11:00 a.m. 2:00- 3:00 p.m. 2:00 - 3:00 p.m. 10:00- 11:00 a.m_ 
J.W. Cameron Center LahaMa Civic Center Natural Energy Laboratory of Molokai Education Center 
95 Mahalani Street 1840 Honoapiilarti Hwy. Hawaii Authority (INELHA) 375 Kamehameha V Hwy. 
Wailuku, Maui Lahaina, Maui Conference Room Kaunakakai, Molokai 

734460 Queen Ka'ahumanu 
Hwy. Kailua, Kona 

December 7, 2006 December 8, 2006 December 12, 2006 
10:00- 11:00 a.m. & 10:30- 11:30 a.m. 10:00 - 11:00 a.m. & 
2:00 - 3:00 p.m. Lanai Community Center 2:00 - 3:00 p.m. 
State Office Building 8th Street State Office Building 
Conference Room A, 8, C Lanai City, Lanai 2nd Floor Conference Room 
75 Aupuni Street 3060 Eiwa Street 
Hilo Lihue. Kauai 

You may also visit our website at www.hawaii.govitaxisurcharge. 

Kurt Kaw. chi 
Director 
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An Introduction to the County Surcharge Tax 

01. Ilihat is the County Surcharge tax. when does it start, and how much is the tax? 

• The County Surcharge tax is a new tax added to the General Excise (GE) tax to pay for Oahu's mass transit system. 

• It begins on January 1, 2007. 
• The tax rate is '4%. When added to the 4% GE tax, the total tax rate is 4.5% (for transactions subject to the County 

Surcharge tax). 

0 7. Who must pay flu? County Surcharge tax and what transactions are subject to the new tax? 

• All businesses located on Oahu are required to pay the Y2% County 'Surcharge tax on all Oahu transactions for which 
they pay the 4% GE tax. 

• Neighbor island businesses (and out-of-state businesses) that do not deliver any goods or services to Oahu are not 
subject to the new 'A% County Surcharge tax. 

• Neighbor island businesses (and out-of-state businesses) that deliver goods or services to Oahu, and have a 'physical 
presence' on Oahu must pay the new 1/2% County Surcharge tax on their Oahu transactions. ('Physical presence' 
means, for example having an office on Oahu, an employee or agent on Oahu. or sales reps. traveling to Oahu to do 
business.) 
In general. any income earned from any transaction related to an Oahu customer is subject to the County Surcharge 
tax. 
o Business activities that are subject to the 4% GE tax rate, such as retailing of goods S.: services, contracting, 

renting real property or tangible personal property. commissions, and interest income are also subject to the 'A% 
County Surcharge tax. 

Q3- What is the maximum tax rate! can collect from my customer to cover MY General Excise and County 
Surcharge tax liabilitp? 

The maximum you can collect from your customer is 4.712%. However, you are not required by law to pass on these 
taxes to your customer. 

4. Limy will I pay the tax? IVhat forms will I use? When will I receive the forms? 

The County Surcharge tax is included and paid on the same forms as the GE tax forms. The forms 0-45 (GE/Use Tax 
Return) and 0-49 (Annual Return & Reconciliation Return) will have 2 new sections. Part IV City & County of 
Honolulu Surcharge and Part V Schedule of Assignment of Taxes by District. The due dates to turn in your forms and 
payments remain unchanged and you will still only have to write one check to the State Tax Collector (pr, if required or 
desired, electronically to the Department of Taxation). 

The revised 045 and 0-49 forms will be available in the 2007 GE tax booklets. The booklets for Monthly filers will be 
=tied out in late December 2006; Quarterly filers in late February 2007, and Semiannual filers in late May 2007. For 
fiscal year filers. replacement booklets containing the revised forms from the January 2007 period will be mailed in 
December 2006. These forms are also available on our website at .www.hawaii.gov/tax. Please do not use the old 0-45 
or 0-49 forms when filing 2007 monthly, quarterly, or semi-annual returns, and annual returns. 

5. Beginning January 1. 2007 should I keep track of my transactions by the different taxing districts that I'm 
conducting business in? 

Yes. Beginning January I, 2007, if you do business on more than one island, you will need the ability to separate your 
transactions by taxing districts (Oahu, Maui, Kauai, Hawaii -) so that the amounts can be properly reported in Part IV (For 
any Oahu sales) and Part V (for assignment of taxes by District) of the newly revised GE Tax fonns G-45 and annual 0. 
49. A new worksheet (0-75) in the GE booklet instructions will aid you in segregating your sales by district and 
completing Part V. 

O. How can I get additional information about the County Surcharge tax? 

Visit the Department's welasite ai www.hawaii,goaltaxisureharge. Or, you may call our Call Center customer service 
representatives at 808-5874242 or toll-free from the neighbor islands and continental U.S. at 1-800-222-3229, Monday 
dim Friday. 7:45 am. to 4:30 p.m. (excluding State holidays) or during our temporary expanded Call Center hours/days 
startine November 9, 2006 and ending June 29, 2007, Monday thru Friday 7:00 a.m. thni 5:00 p.m. (excluding State 
holidays), The Call Center will also be open on Saturdays, from November 18, 2006 through 1)eeember 2, 2006, 8:00 
a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 

You may also attend one of our informational briefings listed on the other side of these Questions & Answers. 

Of you need this document in an alternate format, such as large print, or if you need a sign language interpreter 
to attend a briefing session call the phone number above in Question #0 at least 2 weeks ahead of time.) 
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Sincerely, 

Wendy A. Abe 
President 

December 4, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz 
Honolulu City Council 
Honolulu Hale 
530 S. King St . 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Council Member Dela Cruz: 

The Honolulu Japanese Chamber of Commerce shares the concerns of the general public 
and businesses that something must be done to alleviate the traffic concern in Honolulu. 
This congestion is expected to increase in future years as the population increases. 

We urge that the Honolulu City Council take expeditious action to decide on the mode 
and alignment (route) of the transit system by year end so as not to delay this most 
important proj ect. 

We humbly ask that you select Guideway Fixed Rail System with an Improved Bus 
System as the mode of transportation. We further ask that you consider an alignment that 
goes from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa with an eventual spur to 
Waikiki. 

We realize that the decision that you are about to make is perhaps the most significant 
one during your council term, but it will be the most critical in improving the lifestyle of 
the people of Honolulu. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

c: 	Mayor Mull Hannemann 
Pat Lee, Pat Lee & Associates 

2 ,454 South Beretania Street, Suite 201 
Honolulu, Hawaii 95825 

	

CD Tel: 	meg 9 419-5531 

	

Fax: 	[808] 9119-3020 
Web: www.honolulujapanesechamber.org  

Misc. Corn. No.  1709  
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Testimony of Stephanie Ackerman 
Sr. Vice President Public Relations and Government Affairs 
Aloha Airlines, Inc. 

December 7, 2006 

Bill 79 — CD I 

Stephanie C. Ackerman 
Senior Vice President 
Publtations and 
GoverMent Affairs 

tRID. BQ43002t 
Mnolulu HaAfecii 96820 

r— Eacsi808,1386-0303 
r 	ephone 80a39-5972 
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Chairman DelaCruz, Committee Chair Koyabayashi, and members: 

My name is Stephanie Ackerman and I am Senior Vice President, Public Rleations and 
Government Affairs, for Aloha Airlines. Thank you for this opportunity to testify today 
on Bill 79 CD1. 

Aloha's President and CEO, David Barimiller, could not be here today as he is on the 
Mainland on business, but he has submitted written testimony in support of a rail option 
and a Nimitz Highway route that would include service to Honolulu International 
Airport. I too am here to urge you to choose the rail option and the Nimitz route to serve 
Pearl Harbor and the Honolulu Airport. 

Because I live in East Honolulu, I would not ordinarily commute on the system, but I 
believe that everyone who lives on this Island, no matter where, would benefit from a 
transit solution that serves tens of thousands of people a day. 

I believe that our work force and the passengers we bring in from the Neighbor Islands 
and the Mainland will benefit greatly from a rail transit system that serves the airport. 

This is really a no-brainer. If you build a rail system for the people of Honolulu, and our 
visitors from the Neighbor Islands, the Mainland and around the world, you must provide 
direct service to our international airport. From my perspective as an airline employee, I 
cannot imagine a rail route that does not include the airport, which is a major 
employment center on Oahu. 

The only way to solve Oahu's growing traffic congestion is to act now on a solution for 
tomorrow. Do not choose a route that ignores the importance of air service and airline-
related employment to our economic well-being. 

Thank you for allowing me to testify in favor of rail and the airport route. 

PH 
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From: 	Bob Ackerson [devereux@cchono.corni 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 07, 2006 8:50 AM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H.; Djou, Charles; Jamile, Clinton; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Okino, Gary; Garcia, 
Nestor; Tam, Rod 

Subject: 	" SPAM ** Rail Transit 

Importance: High 

VOTE "NO" ON RAIL TRANSIT. TOO MANY UNANSWERED QUESTIONS! 

"DERAIL" TAX HIKE UNTIL RAIL TRANSIT IS FULLY JUSTIFIED! 

MAHAL°. 

BOB & DIANE ACKERSON 
808 KOKO ISLE CIRCLE 
HNL, HI 967825 
395-7878 

Misc. Corn. No. 1-711'  
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David A. Banmiller 
President and 
Chief Executive Officer 

PO. Box 30028 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96820 
FacWe 808 521-9555 
IVO-wine 808 539-5889 
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Testimony of David A. Banmiller 
President and Chief Executive Officer 
Aloha Airlines, Inc. 

December 7, 2006 

Bill 79 — CD1 

Chairman DelaCruz and members: 

Thank you for this opportunity to submit testimony on Bill 79 CD1. 

Aloha Airlines strongly supports the rail option and a Nimitz Highway route that would 
include service to Honolulu International Airport. 

Honolulu needs rail-based mass transit to reduce traffic congestion and that system 
should include direct service to our international airport. 

Aloha Airlines is one of Hawaii's largest air transportation companies and one of 
Honolulu's largest employers, with most of our 3,500 employees living here on Oahu and 
battling their way to work every day. 

believe that our work force will benefit greatly from a rail transit system that serves the 
airport. Likewise we carry nearly 4 million passengers a year, including people who live 
on the Neighbor Islands and come to Honolulu to do business and visit family members. 
Like our on Honolulu residents, our visitors become mired in traffic between the airport 
and their appointments on Oahu. 

We join our employee-union representatives in supporting a rail solution to Oahu's 
ground transportation woes, and in support of a Nimitz Highway route with a stop at the 
airport. 

We believe that now is the time to begin solving tomorrow's traffic problems and that the 
decision on the mass transit route must include the airport. Inaction will only prove more 
costly for generations to come. 

Sincerely, 

David A. Banmiller 

Misc. Corn. 1\1o.  " 12. 	 PH  
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From: 	 Rick Barnes [rickbarnes2000@yahoo.corn) 
Sent: 	 Sunday, December 03, 2006 6:48 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Opposed to Rail 

Mr. Dela Cruz, 

My name is Rick Barnes and I am a resident of the 
Ahuimanu area and am writing to show my opposition to 

the rail system being proposed by Mayor Hanneman. 1 
feel that the project, being funded by the largest tax 
hike in Honolulu history, is too costly for the 

citizens of Oahu. I agree that traffic is a major 
concern here in Oahu and something has to be done but 

feel that rail is not the correct and best solution. I 

am not an expert in traffic or mass transit but hope 
that the city council will look at a better solution. 
It seems like the council feels that we have no choice 

but to use rail. 

The current bus system is heavily subsidized by the 
City and costs $2 for a trip. I can not see how the 
rail system will be self sufficient at $2 or even $4 a 
trip and would require even more subsidies from the 
city. 

am sure that the rail system will require a lot of 

electricity to run and HECO is already tapped. This 
past summer they warned of brown outs if we did not 
control our electrical consumption. If HECO needs to 

build more power plants to support the needs of a rail 

system, that is just another cost that will be passed 
on to all of the tax payers. 

know that the options are slim but it seems that an 

elevated roadway would be a better option. It would be 
cheaper to construct, much less in cost to maintain 
and busses could use them to bypass traffic on the 
freeway. The busses could travel much faster than rail 
and make the commute from Kapoiei to downtown much 
quicker than rail. We already have the busses. It 
could be made available to carpools which would 

encourage more carpooling. I believe that the zipper 
lane proved that carpools work. Single drivers could 
pay a toll to use it if they wished. The direction 

could be reversed for morning and evening traffic. It 
seems like a better solution. 

PH 
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know that you are very much in favor of the rail 
system but hope that you will take into account the 

thoughts and opinions of your constitutes and please 
do not support this tax hike or the rail system. I 
feel that if the rail proposal is passed the citizens 

of Oahu will be burdened with its cost for generations 
to come. It is already very expensive to live in 

Hawaii, please do not add more of a cost to us. 

Thank you for taking your time to view my concerns. 

Rick Barnes 
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From: 	 Mel Barroga [melhandler©yahoo.com ] 
Sent: 	 Sunday, December 03, 2006 8:25 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Mel Barroga 
Subject: 	 rail transit 

Please support the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei to University at Manoa. 

Mahal° Mel 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Everyone is ravine about the all-new Yahoo! Mail beta. 
http://new.mail.yahoo.com  

Misc. Corn. No. 1714' 
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Date: December 7, 2006 

From: James W. Brady, MBA, ChFC 
1251 Heulu Street, #1107 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
Office: (808) 531-4669 
Home: (808) 523-1300 
Cell: (808) 256-9360 

To: Honorable Honolulu City Council Members 

Subject Testimony Regarding the Proposed Rail System 12/07/2006 

As much as I desire, I am unable to testify personally today about my concerns and 
trepidation over the upcoming decision to incorporate one of the traffic alternatives for 
Honolulu. I am a resident of Oahu for over 29 years and I am a small business owner 
with a Bishop Street office. My profession and joy in life is to assist my clients in 
finding and implementing financial tools that will help them achieve the financial goals 
they have discussed with me. This process requires a tremendous amount of trust and 
confidence by the client that 1 am being completely objective, impartial and fully 
disclosing all of the material information relating to this financial undertaking before he 
commits any money toward my rec,ommendation. After doing this for over 26 years 
without a single complaint, I feel quite confident and competent in what 1 do. 

One cannot pick up a newspaper or turn on the TV without reading or seeing something 
relating to the rail system. The inundation of Pro-Rail stemming from the Mayor's office 
had me believing that no matter what the cost was or what the individual citizen said, this 
whole thing was a done deal. A recent Letter to the Editor from a Mr. Martin Stone, 
Director of Planning for the Tampa-Hillsborough county Expressway Authority, caught 
my eye. I have attached a copy of this letter and also a copy of the letter Mr. Hamayasu 
had written to the Advertiser on 11/17106 entitled, "The Truth about Rail, Traffic and 
HOT Lanes". Honorable members, I am nail spitting mad after reading these voluntary 
offeimss to the public. What is the truth? The Mayor and Mr. Hamayasu lean on the $10 
million study for their facts, figures and arguments for choosing a rail system. Mr. Stone, 
who met with three of the council members in November, literally rebukes Mr. 
Hamayasu's facts and those reported in the study. I have thought all along that we were 
being railroaded by the Mayor into accepting rail whether it made sense or not. Now that 
I have read Mr. Stone's assessment, I'm convinced that my tax dollars purchased a very 
expensive shibai. 

My questions to those who propose rail as a solution to our traffic problems would go 
something like this: 

I. In making the comparison between the benefits of rail versus reversible HOT lanes, 
why were only two lanes used? This seems grossly inadequate to accommodate the 
relief sought in building such a facility. Additionally, the restricted number of 
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vehicles that could safely pass through a two-lane road would certainly make the rail 
system look better. 

2. Did the study HOT model provide for upgrades, as the need for additional lanes 
became necessary? 

3. Like Mr. Stone, I question the use of numerous, very expensive interchanges instead 
of less expensive ramps. 

4. What is the true cost of material and labor for Hawaii for these projects? When Mr. 
Yoshioka answered this question last evening at the Manoa Neighborhood meeting, I 
understood him to say that comparable costs were used for the construction of both 
rail and HOT lanes. My conclusion is that we are comparing apples with oranges. 
The technology that would have to be incorporated into the construction of a railway 
would certainly be more that the simple pouring of concrete over steel pilings. 

5. How can the cost of rail or the building of a rail system be justified when the study 
numbers indicate there will not be a reduction in the number of cars on the road? 
Wouldn't a HOT lane be more effective in accommodating the traffic we know is 
going to be there? 

Based on my educational and professional experience, I am convinced that any report, 
summary or speculation can be produced to a predestined conclusion if you play with the 
numbers long enough. As a concerned citizen, business owner, taxpayer and provider of 
services to the community, I question whether the informational basis on which the rail 
system has been recommended is 0100... .garbage in, garbage out. It does not make 
logical sense to me to pump billions upon billions of dollars into a rail system that will do 
NOTHING to provide actual relief to our traffic problems. Should it be built, by the time 
of its completion, the increase in population in that corridor will make it a non-factor. It 
will certainly increase the property values, however. 

If the vehicle and revenue numbers presented by Mr. Stone are valid for Tampa, isn't this 
project worth a more serious look? The difference in cost between these alternatives is 
enormous and the benefits of HOT lanes seem to truly make an impact in reducing the 
congestion. No system is going to reduce the traffic; however, it makes more sense to 
provide those who will drive their car despite the best mass transit system in the nation a 
choice of how they wish to arrive. 

I know the truth is out there, but I'm not certain we have seen it yet. Postponine any tax 
increase until a later date also makes one heck of a lot of sense to me as well. 

Thank You 

James W. Brady, MBA, ChFC 

Attachment: Stone Letter 
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From: Martin Stone, Ph.D., AlCP 
Director of Planning 
Tampa-Hillsborough County Expressway Authority 

The Honolulu Advertiser and other interested citizens of Honolulu 

Recent comments in thcilonolulu Advertiser by the thief planner of Honolulu call into question the 
objectivity of the City and its consultants in their performanee of a very expensive transportation 
alternatives evaluation being paid for mostly by the federal government. 

As the prolessional staff person responsible for 'alarming Tampa's elevated Reversible Express Lanes 
project, I am astonished that a Hawaiian public official would intentionally misrepresent the facts 
associated with the cost and operation of our project and how a similar managed lane project might 
provide true congestion relief for Honolulu at an affordable price_ 

Two weeks ago, three Honolulu City Council members visited Tampa to see our project and learn the truth. 
Not only did they view the project close up but they also had thc opportunity to meet the people who 
conceived, financed, designed, and constructed the project. Chairman Donovan Del Cmz and Councilmen 
Todcl Apo and Charles ojou alt had a chance to see first-hand the realities of our project_ 

First, it is false to suggest that our project costs "skyrocketed" to $420 million from the original $300 
million estimate. The truth is that a design enor by an engineer resulted in the construction of 155 bridge 
foundations smaller then they should have been, It cost $120 million extra to reinforce those foundations 
properly. Had the professionally licensed engineer who designed the foundations not made that error, the 
additional concrete and steel required during the initial construction would have east only a few million 
more than the original cxxeract price. But, to ensure that we are open and honest about our project, we 
always include the additional $120 million and the reasons for it when we show people our price tag. 

The original cost of the elevated portion of our project (5.5 miles long) was less than $120 million of the 
total project. So, even with the foundation reinforcements, the entire elevated part of our express lanes only 
cost about $240 million loss than $14 million per lane mile for 27.5 lane miles of the elevated segmental 
bridge portion of the express lanes. 

Your city's chief planner knows this. But it seems he does not want you to know. 

It is also wrong to claim that our elevated express lanes are only handling 4,000 trips a day. The project is 
actually handling more than three times that much even though we arc not in full operation because we are 
still finishing the fmal construction punch-list. After only four months of partial operation, the reversible 
express lanes are now handling over 14,000 vehicles per weekday - 1,500 more per day then the original 
estimates of 12,500 average daily users forecast for the end of our first year of operation in our project's 
traffic and revenue studies. And, we made sure to build plenty of additional capacity to accommodate 
future growth (it would have been irresponsible rot us not to plan sufficient capacity for the future too). 

Your city's chief planner knows this too. He just does not want you to know. 

And, by the way, the more than 14,0(X) vehicles a day that are using the express lanes means we are ahead 
of our financial goals for this portion of the expressway _ In simple terms, to say that our project is not 
meeting its financial obligations and we are being "heavily subsidized by revenues from other toll roads" is 
a misrepresentation, 

The Tampa Hilisberough County Expressway Authority owns only one road — and our elevated Reversible 
Express Lanes are part of that road. Our agency is completely self-funded. We operate with no tax dollars. 
All of our fending comes from revenue bonds and loans retired by the tolls we collect from our customers. 
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Last year (our 30th year of operation). the Lee Roy Selmon Crosstown Expressway handled more than 34 
million trips with annual revenues of approximately $32 million. Within the past six years, the Authority 
refinanced all of the expressway debt with two new series of revenue bonds to expand our facilities by 
adding the Reversible Express Lanes project. Wall Street bond underwriters and sellers will not handle a 
$400 million bond issue for an organization that cannot pay its debt. While our express lanes were forecast 
to pay their fair share of that debt, they are already doing even bettor than that because many new 
customers have embraced the congestion-free travel provided by the lanes. 

Anyone taking the time to quay our General Engineering Consultant for a copy of our traffic and revenue 
reports knows this. Under Florida's Sunshine Law, all of this financial information is available to anyone 
who asks. 

Apparently, your (Aid - planner did not do his homework or is intentionally misleading you. 

Actually, it is worst that that The intentional distortion of the financial condition of our toll road is 
indicative of someone who desperately wants to manipulate public opinion in favor of a preordained 
outcome. 

This type or dishonesty is not permitted by the canon of ethics of the American Institute of Certified 
Planners, but, since your chief planner is not a registered AICP member, he is not required to meet any 
professional planning standards of objectivity in the public interest. However, he is a member of the 
American Society of Civil Engineers (ASC'E) and they have a well-defined Code of Ethics for their 
member's akaivities. ASCE Fundamental Principle 02 calls for engineers to uphold the integrity, honor, and 
dignity of the profession by "being honest and impartial and serving with fidelity the public..." Canon 03 
says, "Engineers shall issue public statements only in an objective and truthful manner ... and shall not 
participate in the dissemination of untrue, unfair or cerag,gerated statements regarding engineering.' 

The Statements presented by the chief planner of the City of tionalulti about our project are all virtually 
untrue or grossly exaggerated. 

However, the biggest dishonesty of all is the claim by your chief planner and his hired guns that our 
elevated project was used as the model for the managed lane alternative they are using as a comparison to 
the fixed rail system in your alternatives analysis. It is completely dishonest to say the elevated HOT lane 
in your transit alternatives analysis is Similar to our elevated reversible LIMPS. And, it is this dishonesty that 
results in your HOT lanes costing $2,6 billion instead of the less than $1 billion that a true copy of our 
project would cost 

Remember, anyone wanting to control the outcome of the alternatives analysis to favor the train would 
most certainly want to find a way to boost the cost of the elevated road concept. 

Other than both being elevated, there is virtually nothing the same in the design of the two projeuts. Our 
bridge has three travel lanes_ The Honolulu version is only two lanes wide and carries far less traffic 
(which, of course, makes it far less competitive with the train). Because our project design uses simple, 
low-cost slip ramps for access, it does not require any interchanges. Your managed lane alternative has a 
number or unnecessary and expensive interchanges. And, the cost estimates for design and construction 
management are five times more than the amount required for a concrete segmental bridge project That 
alone adds $400 million dollars to the grossly overestimated cost of the managed lane alternative. 

And, the cost estimate to reproduce our elevated reversible lanes project in Honolulu was not done on the 
back or an envelope. Our most recent project estimate (September, 2006) to determine the insurance 
replacement cost for our bridge was computed by our Authority's Chief Financial Officer, a man with a 
total of 30 years experience financing transportation —22 of which were as thc financial advisor to 
Florida's Governor and (TO for the Florida Department of Transportation Central Office. His estimate to 
build our 5.5 miles of bridge with today's high material and labor costs is $175 million, Extending that to 
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14 miles in length for the Honolulu HOT lanes alternative would bring the cost to $450 million. You can 
add any percentage you wish to compensate for higher construction costs in Hawaii, but it is easy to see 
why this project should not cost you more than SI billion. 

Your city's chief planner knows this too. He just does not want you to know. 

Something else he does not want you to know: All of the cars that would use the HOT lanes to get to 
downtown arc not new additional trips into the City. They represent ti redistribution of the same trips you 
would have coming into downtown based on your population and employment. The HOT lanes will not 
produce new trips. They simply would divert trips away from your existing congested highways thus 
making the entire system work more efficiently. Growth in population, employment, and commercial 
development creates more trips. Nor do the HOT lanes create more parking problems in downtown 
Honolulu because they are the same cars that would be parking no Matta Which roadway they use to get to 
the City. 

But, yes, anyone designing a new HOT lane will have to solve how traffic can best move in and out of the 
City. This would not be accomplished by dumping the traffic into only one loiattion (as stated by your chief 
planner), but likely would involve multiple entrances and solutions that would address other traffic 
problems as already suggested by the University of Hawaii Civil 'Engineering department. These new 
gateway entrances into Honolulu would also provide opportunities for new private investment within your 
downtown as well as improve existing traffic flow. 

Prior to opening our express lanes, the average 10-mile trip in the morning peak-hour took over thirty 
minutes. Since we opened for interim operations, we have achieved a 50% split in the peak-hours between 
our new Reversible Express Lanes and our existing expressway lanes. This has resulted in a complete 
balancing of our traffic between our upper and lower lanes with no congestion for any of our customers and 
an average trip time of 10 minutes for the 10 miles for everyone. The express lanes are already handling 
enough traffic volume in our morning peak hours to equal having an extra lane constructed on our Interstate 
into downtown Tampa (about Z000 per lime per hour). 

In addition, the elevated reversible expressway has been so suceessfid that it is attracting 2,000 additional 
daily trips away from other non-tolled parallel roads. City of Tampa traffic managers report that all three 
paridlel non-tolled roads are operating better in the peak hour because of diversions to our new express 
lanes. We could not be more pleased with the project — it is doing exactly what we thought it would — 
providing a safe, reliable, convenient, stress-free trip for people driving into and out of our city every day 
during what used to be terrible traffic congestion within our corridor. 

And, our local transit agency is reporting a 20% increase in ridership on the express bus routes on our 
facility within less than three months. 

Oh, by the way, the toll is presently 51_00 for the entire trip on the express lanes. However, we will be 
raising tolls next year to $1.50. Now, about the toll increase: Our agency normally raises its tolls about 
once every 8-10 years to keep up with the rising costs associated with inflation. Our last increase raised 
our toils from $.75 to $1.00 for electronic toll customers in 1999. Our finance plan, identified next year's 
toll rate to go to $1.50 as a part of our standard toll rate policy — we did move k forward to help pay for 
the engineering error on our project By the way, we are suing the engineering firm for $120 million and 
expect to recover a substantial amount of the money their error cost us. 

Are we using the tolls to pay the debt service for our expressway, which includes this project, as well as our 
operating cost? Of course we are. That is how toll roads work. We build the road today for our needs today 
and tomorrow with money that we borrow and then pay back over time, just like the mortgage on your 
house. We get an asset with a useful life of 75-100 years, we get to use that asset immediately to address 
our problems today and in the future, and we pay for it as we use it. And, when we reach positive cash flow 
on a project, we typically use that money to finance even more transportation projects. That is a financial 
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approach long ago adopted by the State of Florida. In fact, toll agencies have built every new highway in 
Florida during the past 15 years, because, just like Hawaii, virtually all of our fuel taxes are dedicated to 
maintaining or improving the existing road system. 

Thousands of people vote with their pocketbooks every day to use our road_ If these customers do not want 

to pay for using our tollway, they do not have to. The key is they get to choose, unlike projects that many 
people do not want projects that benefit only a fcw but all pay for through some general tax scheme, Toll 
roads are not forced on anyone. They serve those willing to pay. But, the entire community benefits, 

including those who do not use the road, because we improve traffic congestion by diverting traffic away 
from non-tolled highways and streets. 

If you were to build HOT lanes in Honolulu, your public and private transit providers and high occupancy 
users would have a facility that will allow them to guarantee their arrival schedules. Transit riders would 
receive reliable, efficient service and automobile drivers would be able to take advantage of that capacity 
for a very reasonable prior — at their discretion. Those who decide not to pay to use the HOT lanes would 
also benefit from the reduced congestion in the non-tolled lanes, The elimination from non-tolled highways 
of traffic comprised of buses, taxis, varipools and carpools along with those auto drivers who decide to pay, 
will make things better for everyone. 

We think that is pretty terrific; our customers think so too. And, if anyone on the City staff tells you a 
different story, they are either sadly misinformed or they are intentionally falsifying the facts to achieve a 
specific end. 
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From: Charles Scott [CSCOTT@ALOHA.COM ] 

Sent: 	Friday, December 01, 2006 12:49 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
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When will the City Council and City Administration, who already have robbed taxpayers with tkleir uneerplietrrealm 
property tax and fee increases over the last several years, learn to serve the public instead of their cgrn-selfie 
political agenda? Rail transit is completely unreasonable and stupid! Charles Scott 

1-.7t _ 
Below is typical (comments on the Mililani meeting): 

The audience was given no opportunity to hear about any alternatives or to correct the misinformation being spouted 
by council members and their consultant. 

Because Mililani residents weren't allowed to speak, they were frank with the media about their experiences and how 
they'd like to see changes in the future. They ask council members: 

• 1. Bring accurate, verifiable information from experts that haven't been paid off. 
• 2. For maximum participation, hold meetings after 7 p.m. and not on Thanksgiving, Christmas, or New Year's 

Eve. 

• 3. Give citizens a chance to talk freely. 
• 4. Don't insult taxpayers who are paying for your pet projects and your salaries. 
• 5. Don't pretend to obtain community input when everyone knows the project is already a "done deal." 
• 6. Stop rallying developers and union leaders to testify for projects that benefit them and your political careers 

over the rest of the citizens of Hawaii. 
• 7. Testify at our neighborhood board meetings instead of making the neighborhood board and residents 

testify at yours. 

• 8. Stop lying to us — we're not stupid. 

Laura Brown 

PH 
12/4/2006 
	 Misc. Corn. N 

Subject: Stupid Rail! 
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Council Chairman Donovan Dela Cruz 	 December 6, 2006 
Honolulu City Council 
City Hall 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Testimony in Support of Bill 79, CD! Relating to the Selection of Rail as the Locally Preferred 
Transit Alternative 

Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the City Council: 

My name is John Cheung of CC Engineering, and past President of the Building Industry 
Association of Hawaii. I am speaking today as an individual and my views are my own. 

Now is time to move forward with a rail alternative. We have had this debate for over thirty 
years and it is time to move forward. The traveling public spends too much time stuck in traffic. 
Time lost in traffic congestion is lost productivity, and lost time that can be better spent at work 
or on leisure activities or with our families. These are quality of life issues that are important to 
all of us. 

A publicly funded rail transit system will also infuse new capital into our economy and stimulate 
new development around transit station locations and along the transit route. Rail transit can 
bring in new opportunities for residential housing, including affordable housing, new retail and 
commercial development, and incorporate concepts of "Smart Growth" and "livable 
communities" in our existing urban core. 

It is imperative that the Council select the full 28-mile route, from Kapolei to UH Manoa It is 
important to connect major activity centers like Pearl Ridge Shopping Center, Aloha Stadium 
and Pearl Harbor, Honolulu International Airport, downtown and Ala Moana Center, the 
university as well as future growth areas in Ewa and UH West Oahu. 

Transit works well in Hong Kong where I grew up, and I am confident it will work here. Please 
approve Bill 79. 
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From: Christian, John M CIV USAG HI DPW [john.christian3@us.army,mil] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 07, 2006 7:46 AM 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony (UNCLASSIFIED) 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 

Caveats: NONE 

r

▪  

n 	 r— c) 	Co 
fit 	 ••• 

▪ * 7' 

c=3,  

Please I am begging this committee to not raise my taxes I am still trying to absorb the property taxes and sewer 
fees and registrations fee. To start taxing without an impact statement or knowing what if any federal funding will 
be available is just not being prudent and will only cause people more financially hardship. Please give me this 
help. Thank You Have a happy holiday season, Sorry I could not be at your meeting today had to work. 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 

Caveats: NONE 

Misc. Corn. No. 1t719 
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	December 6,2006 

Aloha, 
CITY CL 

Thank you for th4A*64i41 ):6tait testimony on mass-transit for Honolulu. 
One compelling reason to build a rail transit system that is has been overlooked most 

of the public debate is the cost-savings to Honolulu business owners, Employee parking can 
be a significant line item in a downtown company's P&L statement, At $200 or more a 
month per employee, it rivals health insurance, workers comp, or other costs the business 
community traditionally decries, And Honolulu parking — from Kairriuki to Iwilei— is not 
only soaring in price, it's becoming increasingly scarce. 

As a downtown employer with nearly 100 staff; I would much rather subsidize a 
monthly Rail-Pass for employees than spend thousands more on parking. 

If Honolulu wants to keep growing its business base and to fill our office buildings — 
especially with those premium high-tech and white-collar jobs we always claim to desire — 
we must find an efficient manner to bring people to work while leaving their cars at home. 

We also need a system that is appealing to an upscale workforce. Sorry, but your 
brainy computer programmer, talented designer and savvy financial advisor are not going to 
sit on city bus for an hour or more. 

As for the alternative toll-way being discussed, it must be recognized first and 
foremost as regressive, rewarding those who can afford it and damning those who cannot to 
decades, to generations (frightening, isn't it, to think in such timeframes?) of gridlock. Also, 
consider the traffic snarls yet to be caused by the on- and off-ramps (in particular) where this 
magical toll-way would intersect with the real-world road system. And in the very end, we're 
back to our central corridor with inadequate local streets or parking. A toll-way for cars only 
makes it faster for a select few to reach downtown gridlock. 

Personally, I live in Hawaii Kai, where continued — and ever-higher density — 
development is really starting to make a mess of the average commute. It's a microcosm of 
the situation in West Oahu: more homes, more condos, more cars, maxed-out roadways and, 
in the end, no increase (indeed, a decrease) in the arrival and holding capacity of the 
University, Kapiolani/Ala Moana, Kakaako and Downtown areas. So the backups just keep 
getting longer, and longer, and longer. More highways outside the core (toll or otherwise) 
can't fix what's really broken. 

It's said that the definition of insanity is doing more and more of the same thing, and 
expecting a different outcome ("staying the course" in Iraq is only the most recent example.) 
Well, for traffic and transit, the maxim certainly applies. We need to do something radically 
different from the past to expect a better outcome in the future. 

Yes, rail is more expensive to build. But Wit's the right thing to do, please don't hide 
behind a false veil of "fiscal responsibility." In business, failure to invest properly for 
growth, failure to anticipate the needs and aspirations of tomorrow's marketplace, is a far 
more damnable error as failure to control short-term costs. That's why Apple's stock is up 
40%...and Ford is bleeding cash. Bold investment is the life-blood of business. 

This is the time to act with clarity and, yes, boldness. Even audacity, Leaders lead. 
They make decisions, hard decisions. Delay and dithering and second-guessing are the 
hackneyed tools of bureaucrats and wanna-bes, Our community deserves better than that. 

If Honolulu truly aspires to be a world-class city, we need a world-class transit 
syste 

— Dennis Christianson 
250 Kawaihae Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96825 

Misc. Corn. No. 
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COUNCIL CHAIR DONOVAN DELA CRUZ & MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL, HONOLULU HALE 
530 SOUTH KING STREET 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

SUBJECT: BILL 79, CDI 

MY NAME IS DON CLEGG, I AM A FORMER PLANNING DIRECTOR AND 
DIRECTOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF LAND UTILIZATION FOR THE CITY AND 
COUNTY OF HONOLULU. AS DLU DIRECTOR I WAS A MEMBER OF THE 
TRANSIT SELECTION COMMITTEE IN 1592. AS SUCH , I AM THOROUGHLY 
FAMILIAR WITH ALL THE ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST A RAPID TRANSIT 
SYSTEM FOR OAHU. COST, AND CAN WE AFFORD, IT HAVE ALWAYS BEEN 
MAJOR CONCERNS, BUT THE BOTTOM LINE IS, WE CANNOT AFFORD NOT TO 
HAVE RAPID TRANSIT. THE BUS IS MASS TRANSIT BUT IT IS NOT RAPID 
TRANSIT. 

AS A STRIP CITY WE ARE ONE OF THE MOST TRANSIT PRONE CITIES IN 
THE WORLD. WE SIMPLY CANNOT KEEP SUPPORTING TRANSIT SYSTEMS THAT 
ONLY MOVE CARS FROM ONE PLACE TO ANOTHER. WHEN YOU GET WHERE YOU 
ARE GOING YOU HAVE TO FIND SOME PLACE TO PUT THAT CAR, AND THAT 
WILL BECOME A BIGGER PROBLEM THAN GETTING THE CAR FROM ."A" TO 

B 

URGE YOU TO VOTE YES ON BILL 79 SO WE CAN GET GOING. 
HESITATION AND DELAY IN MOVING FORWARD SENDS A MESSAGE OF 
INDECISION TO CONGRESS AND A MESSAGE OF HOPE TO ALL THE OTHER 
FORWARD LOOKING CITIES THAT WANT THE FEDERAL MONEY FOR THEIR 
RAPID TRANSIT SYSTEMS. PLEASE NOTE THAT THERE IS NOT A CITY IN 
THE WORLD THAT HAS AS RAPID TRANSIT SYSTEM THAT WOULD GET RID OF 
IT 

I URGE YOU TO MOVE BILL 79 FORWARD. 

c61y, 

DONALD CLEGG 

Misc. Corn. No. 1-721:  
PH 
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From: USNGIRLIAM©aol.com  

Sent: Wednesday, December 06, 2006 4:55 PM 

To: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Rail Transit System 

Aloha Mayor Mufi and Council Chair Dela Cruz - 

I do NOT support the rail transit system on our Island. As you already know, so much has been taken afikt 
from this beautiful Island. Adding the rail system is just going to take more away from this Island. 

I do not believe the rail system here will be utilized as the rail systems are in a major city on the mainland. I 
know for me, and many others that I spoke to about this matter, that we would need to take our cars to the 
station just to ride the rail system. We do not have the space for parking at the stations. For many of us, we 
need to have our cars to drop off our children, pick up our children, etc. In addition, it is already very expensive 
to live on this great Island, and the costs involved for developing and maintaining the rail system will costs us - 
the taxpayers. 

Mahal° for your service and time. 

Very respectfully, 

Carol DeMay 
92-1005 Lalahi Street 
#11-206 
Kapolei, HI 96707 
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December 7, 2006 

Members of the Honolulu City Council 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Re: OPPOSE FIXED RAIL: 8111  79 
SUPPORT MANAGED LANES 
SUPPORT OTHER AL.TERNATI YES 

Aloha Members of the Council, 

I STRONGLY urge you DO NOT APPROVE any decision to go forward with the 
massive rail project today. I am not necessarily completely opposed to the rail 
project, however I am completely opposed to the gross size and visual 
degradation of the project currently before you-  And I am deeply concerned 
that significant alternatives have not been sufficiently explored. 

If this project is in the best interest of the public, let us continue to explore how to 
put it in place with the least visual impact. 

I implore you: take the time to study the cities where there is rail transit 
without huge high towers, further destroying already overbuilt areas such  
as the waterfront.  It is important to remember how economically dependent we 
are on the beauty of Honolulu -- tourism depends on maintenance of our 
beautiful landscape. 

Please stokthis rush to judgment  that will make Honolulu an uglier place — 
forever -- for "benefits" that are not yet clear or verified. How many will actually, 

use the system? What significant changes could we make for the same amount 
of money that might have rapr.mr_v_a_siv,ter_LefL? There are many still 
unanswered important questions 

Mahal° for this opportunity to contribute my opinion. 

Laure Dillon 

Misc. Corn. N 
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STATEMENT OF 

DANIEL DINELL, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
HAWAII COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AUTHORI*' 

BEFORE THE 

HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 

TRANSPORTATION & PLANNING COMMITTEE 

ON 

Thursday, December 7, 2006 

10:00 A.M. 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

IN CONSIDERATION OF 

CR-469 - BILL 79, CM. 

The Hawaii Community Development Authority (HCDA) supports Bill 79, 

CD1, relating to transit. 

HCDA is responsible for the redevelopment of the Kakaako and Kalaeloa 

community development districts. Our objective is to create sustainable mixed-use 

communities where residents can live, work, learn, and play within their respective 

districts. A dependable, convenient, and efficient transit system is a key 

component of any sustainable community. That said, transit should not be looked 

upon just as an engineering solution to moving people across the island. Starting 

with the premise that future growth, both rural as well as urban, will happen on 

Oahu, what is imperative is a community dialogue on the underlying philosophical 

principles of how we, the residents of the City and County of Honolulu (City), 

want to live and what we want our city to be. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1724 

PH 

AR00069939 



Transit clearly should play a role in this discussion, but transit should not 

just be a single isolated dimension, rather, it should be a part of an overall strategy 

that the City has developed in encouraging and creating neighborhoods which the 

citizens of Honolulu find desirable and where they can pursue their interests and 

meet their needs. Many cities in North America and around the globe that are 

comparable in population, physical size, and urban growth patterns to Honolulu, 

have done an outstanding job in positioning mobility choices - walking, biking, 

bus, ferry, rail, car sharing, and even privately owned cars as viable, reasonable 

options for residents as well as visitors to utilize. An effective transit system 

should convince a discretionary rider who has the means and ability to not use 

public transit, to do so. The quality of the experience and what best meets the 

community's needs should be the focus in order for public transit to become a 

viable choice, especially for that discretionary rider. 

Land use also should play a key role in this discussion. Where people live, 

work, and recreate is just as important as how they move around_ Planning for 

transit should not be about transit in isolation, but rather about offering a range of 

people-oriented choices that revolve around mobility and lifestyles. Political and 

institutional leadership along with a community-wide commitment, spanning 

administration changes, is necessary to develop livable communities of which 

transit becomes a part. 

Government and the community needs to come together with a shared 

vision and must have open minds to consider various alternative futures, including 

the view that a comprehensive public transit system is one of those alternative 

futures. We should afford opportunities for residents to readily access sites such as 

Honolulu Hale and Kapolei Hale; State and City offices; education institutions - 

West Oahu, Leeward Community College, Honolulu Community College, 

Kapiolani Community College, University of Hawaii at Manoa; cultural centers - 

-2- 
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Neal Blaisdell Center, Academy of Arts, etc., by transit. Any transit plan should 

link Waikiki, Ala Moana, Ward Center, downtown, Honolulu International Airport, 

Pearl Harbor, Pearfridge, the planned Department of Hawaiian Home Lands center 

in East Kapolei, Kalaeloa, Kapolei, and Ko Olina. 

For Kalaeloa, we strongly urge a transit system that includes an alignment 

through the District as this area offers great promise for transit-oriented 

development. 

For Kakaako, we have some concerns with the project's impact on 

properties and infrastructure along the proposed alignments. We urge the City to 

work with the Kakaako community in developing an alignment that is supported by 

the community. The HCDA is currently revising the Kakaako Mauka Area Plan 

and as such, coordination is critical. The primary objective of the Plan amendment 

project is to develop urban design concepts around smart growth objectives. The 

proposed Plan will include a neighborhood framework and provisions for open 

space, parks and views. It will also include a multi-modal street system plan that 

offers a variety of mobility choices. 

The bottom line is that transit should provide an organizing framework of 

principles to do what the City should be doing anyway - create great people-

oriented places with a variety of transportation choices that meet a variety of needs. 

We believe that keeping this in mind will contribute in making Kakaako and 

Kalaeloa better communities for tomorrow. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this matter. 

-3- 
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Testimony Rewinding Bill 79 Dt Relating to Transit.  

Chairman Donovan Dela Cruz and members of the Honolulu City 
Council: 

SHOP° supports 13ill 79 CM. The purpose of this Act is to select 
the mode for the City's locally preferred transportation alternative. We 
support the route that runs through the Airport and Nimitz Highway. We 
are very hopeful that this measure creates better traffic flow and less traffic 
problems throughout Oahu. 

We also feel that an abundance of opportunities will be created 
through the development of a transit system. For example: Allowing our 
working families the ability to spend more time together. We strongly 
believe that mass transit is needed now, 

We believe mass transit is a great alternative to effectively solving 
our traffic problems. 

SHOPO supports Bill 79, CD1 

Truly, 

Scott Dunn 
SHOPO 
Lobbyist 

Misc. Corn. No 725' 
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From: 	 Kepi J2 [kepij2@yahoo.com ] 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 07, 2006 7:42 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Cc: 	 Apo, Todd K; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tarn, Rod; Cachola, 

Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 
Subject 	 Thoughts on rail - please read 

Chairman Dela Cruz, 

Yes, we need a form of rapid transit. But we cannot 
afford Mufi's rail. There are too many unanswered 

questions with price tags attached to them that are 

far too high. 

Park & Ride will offer 9,000 parking spots. Is that 

enough cars to be taken off the road? I assume it 
means a major shuttle bus system will be set up to 
bring passengers to and from the stops. If that is 

the case, then why is this rail cheaper than setting 
up an expanded bus service in its place? Besides 
being more cost effective, an expanded bus service can 
serve far more people (think Central Oahu, Windward 
side, UH, Waianae, Waikiki, and tourists) far sooner. 
Also, it can be adapted to the times. 

Terrorism — mass transit is their target of choice. A 
backup system is not as simple as backup generators in 

case of a blackout. It means the whole system can go 
down from either an accident or a terrorist attack. 

What are the real backup choices if thousands of 
passengers are completely stranded? 

Costs — is the cost of road improvement projects 
included in the no-rail alternative? If so, is that 
same cost included in the rail option? If not, does 
that mean there will\be no road improvements made if 

we pursue rail? Or should that cost really be 

included in the total rail project cost? 

One of the biggest questions out there is "Who will 

use it?" I think the question that needs to be asked 
is, "Who drives now that plans to use the rail when it 
is built?" Most people I have talked to who support 
it either do not have an option to use it because of 
where they live and work, or they simply do not 
understand that it is not to be a New York or Tokyo 

style system where you can get on and off wherever you 

please. Misc. Corn. No. 1726' 
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There will be one line with 30 stops. How much time 
will it save to drive to park and ride in Kap°lei and 

sit through all those stops to get downtown, only to 
have to walk 3-4 blocks to work from Nimitz? This 

system does not sound convenient. 

It is true but unfortunate that very simply, the time 

has passed where rail was a viable option for us. We 
cannot change the City Council's vote from last time. 

This time, there just is no choice. We cannot afford 
a multi-billion dollar boondoggle that will serve a 
limited ridership. Let's build a system that we can 
afford and which will serve more people. 

Very truly yours, 

Jeffrey Esmond 
47-501A Nenehiwa PI 

Kaneohe, HI 96744 

Yahoo! Music Unlimited 

Access over 1 million songs. 
http://music.yahoo.com/unlimited  
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HAWAIIAN 
—fliKLIHES. 

December 6, 2006 

To: Honolulu City Council 

Dear Council Members: 

I would like to express my support for Bill 79. I believe that a city rail would greatly 
benefit Honolulu and make this great city more pleasurable to live in and to visit. As a 
new resident, I understand this issue has been debated for a very long time, and it seems 
that there is no better time to act. 

Like many of our employees, I drive the route from Waikiki to the Airport area everyday, 
a route that, in distance, is less than 10 miles but can take up to 45 minutes to travel! A 
rail system covering what is obviously a heavily traveled route would be extremely 
beneficial. I know that I would be a regular rider if this type of transportation was 
available. 

Thank you for your consideration, and I wish you the best of luck as you face this 
important decision for our city's future. 

Warm Regards, 

Cl 

tft 
(43 

Barbara 11 Falvey 
Senior Vice President of Human Resources 

Misc. Coma No. 1727'. 
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From: Robert Frith Erfrith@fbsmgt.com ) 

Sent: Monday, December 04, 2006 2:52 PM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Okino, Gary; Garcia, 
Nestor; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Apo, Todd 

C= 
Subject: FIN; Honolulu Rail Transit 	 rT, 

t-, 

-< 
rrr 

From: Cinnie Frith [mailto:drith@tbsmgt.com)  
Sent: Monday, December 04, 2006 10:12 AM 
To: Robert Frith 
Subject: Honolulu Rail Transit 

Over the past several months the "push" to build a Honolulu Transit System has reached a fever pitch with Mayor 
Hannemann continuously promoting his personal favorite, the "light "rail system. He insists that this system will 
appreciably reduce both traffic congestion and air pollution-concerns he deems "critical" to all those residing on 
Oahu-and has vigorously marketed his chosen option until this approach almost sounds believable even with its 
exorbitant price tag.(1). 

After spending considerable time perusing numerous articles by independent sources, the inevitable conclusion 
must be reached that rail transit has NOT and is NOT by its very nature, capable of reducing traffic congestion or 
air pollution.(2). As James V. Delong, lawyer and consultant specializing in urban transport issues, states," faith in 
light rail transit is based on a series of myths. The truth is that these systems drain off astonishing amounts of tax 
dollars, exacerbate auto congestion, harm bus transportation and undermine desirable development plans." (3). 

Is Mr. Delong alone in his criticism of this antiquated trolley-like technology?-not by a long shot! Jonathan 
Richmond of Harvard University, writing in the Transit Review states that" in no case has new rail service been 
shown to have a noticeable impact upon highway congestion or air quality."(4). Harry E. Teesdale, Jr. of The 
Reason Foundation in Los Angeles, CA states," Since 1981, two dozen communities across this country have 
created light rail systems. Not one of these systems has validated the rationales or lived up to the rosy projections 
used by planners and advocates to justify investment in rail. All systems have been abject failures in reducing 
congestion. Not even one of these rail systems carries 1% of all travel or even Pk of work trips."(5). San Diego, 
San Antonio, St. Louis, Baltimore, San Jose and yes-even Portland, the poster child for light rail-have systems 
that have failed to achieve promised results. The list just continues to grow. 

Numerous local voices have spoken out against the cost and purported benefits of the light rail system. Rep. 
Colleen Rose Meyer from the 47th District questioned the Mayor's interpretation of results from a recent poll 
conducted by the Honolulu Advertiser. Although "24% of the respondents said traffic congestion was the number 
one need requiring attention, only 2-3% saw public transport or mass transit/rail as a need."(6). Noting a recent 
panel discussion held at the State Capital to discuss transport options and hosted by the Hawaii Highway Users 
Alliance, Rep. Meyer relates that panelist Brian D. Taylor, professor and director of UCLA Institute of 
Transportation Studies, gave a presentation titled " How Do We Get The Most Bang For Our Transit Dollar Buck". 
Professor Taylor stated that "advocates of rail transit define the problem by using the most preferred solution. 
Hence, the problem of traffic congestion is because Honolulu does not have rail transit. This frames the question 
to arrive at a predetermined answer. Investigate the most cost-effective options to address your traffic 
problems."(7). 

What do people really want when it comes to life style choices? Before the advent of the motorized vehicle, most 
people lived in densely populated cities with few mobility options-you walked or used horse power in some 
fashion. Around 1880 the electric streetcar ( trolley ) and heavy rail ( subways and elevated rail ) were invented, 
adding more mobility and sanitation to city life. The radial city developed with dense population allowing for a 
downtown central core for employment and major retail with residential suburbs concentrated around the trolley 
line.(8). 

Misc. Corn. No.  1728*  
12/5/2006 
	

PH 

4- 
- 
	=6  

;71 

' 

CV" 

AR00069946 



Over the past several months the "push" to build a Honolulu Transit System has reached a... Page 3 of 4 

increase the general excise tax -or GET- by .5% from 4 to 4.5% on all goods and services. This works out to 
increase the present tax by 12.5%. For purposes of clarity for this example we will ignore the fact that this 
pyramiding GET tax, if converted to a conventional sales tax would average about 15% for the taxing agency's 

pot! While relevant, it is a discussion for another day. Moving forward, the expectation of our city government is 
to raise about $150 million from the GET increase for this 15 year period which would produce $2.25 billion. If the 
Federal Government is generous enough to donate another $1 billion (only New York City got close to that 
amount for rail transit) there would be enough money for the shorter version of the rail system-$3.25 billion. By the 
way, the State of Hawaii will make a nice piece of change from this process as they oversee the collection of the 
tax increase. Although Governor Lingle says the cost to set up the new collection system is $5 million, the state 
will receive 10% of each years $150 million-a mere $15 million for each of the 15 years collected. That amounts to 
$225 million collection fee to the state for this GET tax increase.(17).-a stealth tax on many levels! 

What could go wrong with this rosy equation? First, the Feds could fail to respond to our request for $1 billon even 
though Mayor Hannemann insists on showing the city's ability to raise money for the rail project by raising 
the GET as of January 1, 2007, and restricting it for the rail option ONLY! Second, our planners, Parsons 
Brinckerhoff could have underestimated the cost by 30 to 40%, a predicament they have frequently encountered 
over the last thirty years. Suddenly, the City of Honolulu finds the transit project has ballooned upwards of $1 
billion with no white knight in sight! "What will the city government do?", you ask.. They will tax the citizens to 
cover the shortfall, because they can. They can extend and/or raise the GET tax, or both. They can raise property 
taxes as the Hannemann Administration has seen fit to do over the last two years by about 37%. Incidentally, the 
latest figure to build the shorter twenty mile version of the rail between Kapolei and Ala Moana is now quoted as 
costing $3.6 billion, not the $3.25 price tag projected during the Spring of 2006. 

There is probably no single option to permanently ease traffic congestion, but many have been suggested by 
ordinary citizens who live the daily commuting problems and seasoned experts from around the country who have 
shared their experiences with the Honolulu City Council members. At the very bottom of the list sits the light rail 
transit scheme-a project that will not do what Mayor Hannemann espouses and will financially prohibit the 
development of options that can not only offer traffic congestion relief but help maintain the quality of life that 
Oahu citizens desire. 

The elevated Reversible Express Lanes toll road option developed in Tampa, Florida, was recently visited by 
three city council members. Councilman Charles Djou wrote a thoughtful and straight forward account of this 
meeting, suggesting that "this system deserves serious attention in Honolulu."(18). Honolulu City Planner, Toru 
Hamayasu blasted this report as an outright lie.(19). Perhaps the City Council and general public would be 
interested in reading the rebuttal of Dr. Martin Stone, the Director of Planning for the Tampa-Hillsborough County 
Expressway Authority, in the Hawaii Reporter. Dr. Stone clearly identifies all points of contention, and his main 
focus is relieving traffic congestion for years to come with the most cost effective method not based on an 
increase of any burdensome tax to the public. Tampa had considered and rejected a rail transit system.(20). Toll 
roads are routinely mentioned in economists' writings as being the only true method of calculating the actual cost 
of using the highway, otherwise the "external" cost is left out of the equation for the driver( driver's own cost + 
externalities ). Use of the toll road is a cost value issue-some people will pay and some will choose the old 
highway. In either case, congestion eases on both roadways-the desired result.(21). 

Richard Sullivan, a St. Louis Heights resident and construction administrator advocates developing TheBus into a 
rapid transit for Honolulu. His ideas are worth hearing because he understands that light rail is not an appropriate 
option for Honolulu. Using dedicated busways is just one idea-he has a lot of other cost effective thoughts and 
experience in the field. Other options such as carpooling incentives from private business and the city, jitneys, 
express lanes and rolling shift employment are just a few of the pool of options that could be implemented. 
Foremost is the reconfiguration of identifiable points of congestion by commuters themselves on H-1 and a 
serious look at the manner in which heavily populated areas have been allowed to develop without adequate 
outlets to major arteries of transport. Just getting to the H-1 freeway is a battle for many.(22). 

Perhaps the most contentious point of this rail project is not only the institution of the increased GET for ONLY 
one possible option to ease traffic congestion, but also the collection of this tax beginning January 1, 2007-well 
before the federal money approval; years before the approval. Former Governor Ben Cayetano contends "the 
feds do not require collecting taxes in advance. I spent half of my twelve years in the Legislature chairing the 
transportation committee in the House and Senate. I know there is no requirement to collect monies in advance. it 
is foolish to take hundreds of millions of dollars out of Oahu's economy before the feds commit to backing a 
Honolulu Transit System.". Gov. Cayetano expresses grave concerns, stating "I've never seen a project rammed 
through like this one. The Legislature, Governor Lingle and the City Council owed the public due diligence and 
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If the public-the taxpayer-is th' 66 in:4d. "cloe'sfi't'an 	big andOX.pensive.: 	 affect evervone  
on Oahu for decades, deserves serious debate and real public participetion. Rather than letting ourselves be sold 
this project by political stakeholders who already have their minds Made up, it seems we should demand that the 
rail issue be decided by the voters of Honolulu, through referendum. Put it on the ballot and make our elected 
officials convince the electorate why the rail is the right thing to do."(24). 

Cynthia Frith-Kailua 

12/5/2006 
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Thursday, December 7, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
And City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
530 S. King Street 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

RE: SUPPORT FOR BILL 79, CD 1 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Council: 

My name is Wes Fiysztacki, a resident of Oahu and an urban transportation expeff ---,  
with professional experience working in major metropolitan areas throughout North 
America. 

If the Honolulu City Council were with me this week in Copenhagen, it would not be 
surprising to witness a unanimous favorable vote on Bill 79 today in Honolulu. 

Voting to support Bill 79 is the essential action that must be taken to move Honolulu 
closer to where so many other world-class cities have already gone. 

Honolulu can learn so much from this delightful city, starting with the way the official 
city tourist map presents the transit system: 

"Buses, trains and The Metro make up the effective and uncomplicated 
City Net. They run so often, timetables are unnecessary." 

Copenhagen's entire transit system is extraordinarily appealing, especially the new 
fully automated Metro. Driverless trains allow staff, or Metro Stewards, to roam, validate 
fare payment and assist passengers. Trains whisk through efficient, clean and busy 
stations every 90 seconds. 

The entire new Metro is self-sustaining. Operations revenue covers 98% of 
operating cost. Land development profits cover all capital costs. 

Transit works well in Copenhagen for many reasons including a highly advanced 
bicycle network. In 2004, 36% of all trips to work were made by bicycle. Cycling is an 
integral part of daily life in Copenhagen, even in winter! City Bicycles are available to 
anyone for free at 120 locations. 

Misc. Corn. No. 17291— 
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Wes Frysztacki 
Testimony in Support of City and County of Honolulu Bill 79 
Page -- 2 

The major shopping streets in the city core are pedestrian-only. These streets are 
packed with people; people with shopping bags. Even in winter! 

Pedestrian streets are long and linked. They are commonly used as a functional 
transportation avenue, not just for strolling. Although bicycles are given priority elsewhere, 
pedestrians have exclusive use of designated streets. These pedestrian only streets often 
start and end at major rail stations. 

Pedestrian only streets are abundant. They are wide with absolutely no conflicting 
vehicle traffic. Obstacles are minimal, including pleasantries such as benches, trees and 
artwork. This is because pedestrian movement is primarily a means to get somewhere and 
to get there quickly. People move at a brisk pace. 

Each street is different. Each serves a different function. Street width is assigned to 
different modes of travel or treatments with evidence of significant transportation evolution. 
Changes are made as public policy evolves. This is very apparent with the extensive and 
relatively more recent accommodations made for the safe and fast movement of swarms of 
cyclists. 

Bicyclists must dismount on a pedestrian only street, but on other streets they are 
given priority. Watching streams of obviously healthy and happy residents gliding along 
wide cycle tracks (as wide as a traffic lane and set apart from vehicular traffic by raised 
curbs and distinctive pavement treatments) is absolutely stunning. Keep in mind this is wet 
winter weather! Yet, these are determined people on cycles with children, bags, tools and 
whatever else is needed, going to where they need to go and getting there quickly. 
Sometimes their trip is just by bicycle; sometimes it includes a transit ride. As this is 
observed one has to wonder: Why not in Honolulu? 

All of Copenhagen has a transit-oriented urban form — a "finger plan" based on 
radial rail lines. The plan has evolved over decades. its success is visually obvious. 
Coordination between transit stations and land development is commonplace. Ballerup is 
one classic planning example that has withstood the test of time. 

Decades ago access to the Ballerup station was designed to give priority travel 
access to bicyclists and buses, not private vehicles. The station area itself was designed 
with a commercial mall over the tracks. The shops are inviting because they are functional, 
not glitzy. Pedestrian traffic is heavy and resolute. There were no store vacancies. Shops 
appear very successful, even though much of the pedestrian activity through the area was 
not about shopping. 

Ballerup's success is as much because it is part of the high quality City Net. 
Ballerup is at the end of one "S-tog" line (Copenhagen's local electric train service). People 
are at the Ballerup station because of the transportation function, not because of any 
alluring architecture or appealing urban design. 
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Wes Frysztacki 
Testimony in Support of City and County of Honolulu Bill 79 
Page — 3 

All rail lines in Copenhagen are 100% grade separated. There are no trams, no 
streetcars, and no light rail transit in Copenhagen. System wide performance throughout 
the entire region is what makes Ballerup and other established rail stations so vibrant. 

Ballerup is a vivid example of exceptional policy-driven planning. A strong human 
environment is achieved through a combination of careful localized transportation access 
design and clear regional directives. Local planners and academics observe that transit-
oriented urban form alone was not enough. In the 1960's, American values encouraged 
driving in Copenhagen. The car was taking over and needed to be resisted. Copenhagen 
was suffering. 

Copenhagen instituted plans and policies designed to make the public realm so 
attractive it would draw people back into the streets. This was done while simultaneously 
making driving into those areas difficult. 

The solid success of BaHemp and other locations provided the confidence to take 
the next step in Copenhagen -- the creation of the ()rested Development Corporation. In 
some respects ()rested is to Copenhagen what Kapolei is to Honolulu. Barren land and 
previously unusable government holdings are being developed through the ()rested 
Development Corporation, a quasi-governmental authority. 

All infrastructure for the Orestad region, not just the Metro, was constructed through 
debt financing by the ()rested Development Corporation. Financial instruments are fully 
retired over a 45-year period through land sales to other public entities and private 
developers. The pro forma spans a 57-year period starting in 1993 and ending in 2050. 

Substantial return on equity is projected during the final thirteen years. Hard to 
believe, but the ()rested Development Corporation annual reports are posted each year on 
the internet. Construction is everywhere. The Metro is a thriving success. 

The slick magazine in my hotel room ("Copenhagen Exclusive" - for the international 
traveler, Fall 2006) featured ()rested with the following commentary: 

"South of the University of Copenhagen at Amager a new city is rising. 
It is called Orestad and it is slated to be completed in twenty years time. 
Right now 56% of all building activity in the greater Copenhagen area is 
taking place in ()rested. The area stretches along the line of the new 
metro, and a few years ago Copenhageners used to laugh at the 
bizarre sight of new and beautifully designed metro stations sitting in 
open fields with not a building in sight. Today, half the area has been 
sold and construction is ahead of schedule. One-third of the new 
buildings will be private homes and the first residents have already 
moved in close to the vast recreational area called Amager Fee/led. It 
is an interesting experience in urban development to travel through 
what will soon become Orestad by bicycle along °rested's Boulevard 
or by metro." 
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Orestad was a sight I personally had to see for my own eyes, especially to 
appreciate what was involved and to judge if it could be applied to Honolulu. It is an 
impressive sight. The Orestad development concept is a reality. It can be applied to 
Honolulu! 

Bill 79 sends Honolulu into a future already tested and proven by other cities. We, 
too, can have pride in our transportation system and what it can do to create safe, high 
quality and comfortable places to live, work, shop and play. We, too, can watch while 
others are amazed. 

Members of the City Council have made similar recent ventures to visualize what is 
possible and contemplate where Honolulu needs to go with our own plans. Much more 
work needs to be done. Bill 79 gets us started. 

Visits to other places make it clear what Honolulu lacks, what needs to be done and 
provides the confidence to do it. Bill 79 sets us on the right path. 

I strongly support passage of Bill 79. 

Sincerely, 

Lk) 
Wes Frysztacki 
92-1112-2 Olani Street 
kapolei, Hawaii 96707 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

wf lwf@weslin.net) 
Thursday, December 07, 2006 7:21 AM 
Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Ribellia, Kimberly 
Copenhagen Metro - the best example for Oahul 

Bill 79 Support 
WF.pdf (49 KB)... 

Aloha Mr. Chair, 

just returned from Copenhagen. It was the most educational trip I've 	 - 

ever taken. It offers a source for the answers to some of the most 
	

cr) 

fundamental questions you have been asking. 

The Copenhagen Metro is fully funded by the captured increases in land 
values and associated revenues. By 2050, the ()rested Development 
Corporation pm will have a cash surplus of DKK 4,088,000,000 

($737,906,000). Last year they had a profit of DKK 386,000,000 
($69,675,090). 

This is beyond TOO! The °rested approach is more sophisticated and 
comprehensive. It includes fully funding the Metro and other 
infrastructure with the ODC as developer. I had to see the entire scope 
of the program to appreciate what is involved. The financial scheme to 
fund metro is on a level of its own, far superior to anything in the US. 

Please read my attached testimony on Bill 79 for more of what 
observed. I'd be pleased to provide a copy of the latest Orestad 
Development Corporation annual report if you want to examine the 

financial details. 

The Copenhagen example is convincing. We can find the financial 

mechanisms to do what the Council thinks needs to be done. 

Have a great meeting. I will save everyone three minutes by not 
testifying today. I think people know my position by now. 

Was Frysztacki 

Misc. Corn. N 
PH 
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STATE CAPITOL 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 98E113 

TESTIMONY TO THE HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 

THE HONORABLE DONOVAN DELA CRUZ, CHAIR 

from 
MIKE, GABBARD 

State Senator — District #19 
Thursday, December 7, 2006 — City Council Chamber 

RE: TESTIMONY ON BILL 79, Cin IN SUPPORT OF FLYED 
GUIDEWAYSYSTEM 

Aloha Chair Dela Cruz and Councilmembers. Thank you for the opportunity 
to testify on Bill 79 CD1. As the State Senator for District #19, which 
covers Leeward Oahu from Ko Olina to Waikele, I urge you to select the 
fixed guideway system (Kapolei to UH Mama) as the City's locally 
preferred alternative. 

As you know, Leeward Oahu is one of the fastest growing areas of our state. 
The Kapolei area is expected to add 50,000 new homes by 2025. The 
Leeward side of the island has been burdened for many years by having the 
Waimanalo Gulch Landfill in our backyard and terrible traffic congestion. 
It's time for us to get a fair shake. 

Bringing rail transit to Kapolei will be a big help in giving our community 
another option in their daily commute. I surveyed the residents of my 
district this year and 61% said they support bringing rail to Kapolei even if 
it means higher taxes. 

I'm committed to offering the support of my office in helping to see the rail 
project move forward. in the interim, the City, State, and federal 
governments must continue to work together to ensure that planned roadway 
projects are completed in a timely fashion. We must also implement other 
transportation alternatives, such as a ferry system, telecom -fluting, and 
staggered work schedules to help relieve our traffic problems. 

FIRST DISTRICT 
LORRAINE P4 INOLTYE 

SECOND DISTRICT 
Russeci S, KOKuBUN 

THIRD DISTRICT 
PAUL WHALEN 

FOURTH DISTRICT 
sHAN s...rsvravi 

FIFTH DISTRICT 
ROSALYN H. BAKER 

SIKTH DISTRICT 
4. KALANI ENGLISH 

SEVENTH DISTRICT 
GARY L PIOISSER 

EIGHTH DISTRICT 
SAM SLOm 

NINTH 01STRICT 
LES NARA. JA. 

TENTH DISTRICT 
SRAM T. TANIGUCHI 

ELEVENTH DISTRICT 
CAROL PIPSLINAGA 

TWELFTH DISTRICT 
GORDON TRalER.E 

THIRTEENTH DISTRICT 
suzANNE CHUN OAKLAND 

FOURTEENTH DISTRICT 
DONNA MERCADO KVA 

FIFTEENTH DISTRICT 
NORMAN SAKAMOTO 

SIXTEENTH DISTRICT 
DAVID Y. IGE 

SEVENTEENTH DISTRICT 
RON VW140P 

EIGHTEENTH DISTRICT 
CLAREMCEN NISHIHARA 

NINETEENTH DISTRICT 
MIAK GABBARD 

TWENTIETH DISTRICT 
WALL ESPERD 

1WENTY- F1RST DISTRICT 
ccuAEN HANASILISA 

TWENTY-SECOND DISTRICT 
ROBERT SUNDA 

TWENTY-THIRD DISTRICT 
CLAYTADAy HEE 

TWENTY-FOURTH DISTRICT 
JIM. N. TOXIJOA 

TWENTY -FIFTH DISTRICT 
FPO:,  HEMMINGS 

HIEF CLERK 
P- NJLT AWAM10-11 
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From: ETF4DOC@aol.com  

Sent: 	Saturday, December 02, 2006 3:57 PM 

To: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: rail all the way 

Dear Mayor Hannemann and Council Chair Dela Cruz 

As a Kapolei resident please know that it is important that you plan on a full transit rout from West Kapolei 
(Kalaeloa Boulevard to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 

Please make a SMART DECISION AND SUPPORT RAIL ALL THE WAY TO WEST KAPOLEI.  Anything 
less will be a half measure and will cost us more in the future as prices will only increase and gasoline costs 
will continue to rise. 

Aloha, 

William C. Gallegos 

92-132 Kohi Place 
Kapolei, Hawaii 96707 
808 672 7002 

Misc. Corn. No. 1732*- 
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From: Gersaba, Kim fKimG@kapolei.com) 

Sent: Wednesday, November 29, 2006 11:32 AM 

To: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Cc: 	On niesahawali. rr.com  

Subject: FW: We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei 

(Please email or clip and mail or fax the petition below today!) 
---------------------- 	- 

   

      

We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei! 

To: Mayor IVIufi Hannemann, Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz, and Members of the City 
Council 

As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route 
from West Kapolei 

(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes 
are a fact of life in West Oahu. 

We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 

As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 

Name: Kimberlee Gersaba 

Address:  94-367 Honowal Street, Walpahu, HI 96797 

Phone:  674-3224  E-mail:  soecik4937@yahoo.00m  

CONFIDENTIALITY: This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged, and/or attorney 
work product for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review, reliance or distribution by others or 
forwarding without express permission is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please 
contact the sender and delete all copies. 

Misc. Corn. No 1733 ' 

11/29/2006 
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Carolyn Martinez Golopieh, MSW 
92-954 Makokilo Dr. #71 

Maiokilo, HI 96707 
808 672-9050 

Fax: 808 672-6347 
Email: goloiuchc@hawathrr.  corn  

c 

December 7, 2006 

T— 
u.) 

Honolulu Council members 	 v 

RE: 	Full service Mass Transit from Kapolei to UH-m and Waikiki NOQ 

Aloha, 

It's past time for our area to get the necessary services to really be a new city. 

Reason: 

1. Gridlock on HI 
2. Gridlock in Honolulu after exiting the HI 

Mass transit is not just for the Leeward Area and the Leeward Coast but for the Townies as well, 
When the HI Is congested so are all the side streets In Honolulu Proper. 

Rail is not just a matter for the outskirts of Honolulu, but for the entire island. Never forget that. 

Please vote for the Big Tamale. Don't repeat the mistake of the past and let rail slip through our 
fingers again. Vote for the future! Vote for Mass transit for the entire island. 

Respectfully. 

Carolyn Martinez Golojuch, MSW 
Resident and Concerned Citizen 

Misc. Corn. No, 1734 
"If more people believed in juzitice, equality would be reality." cmg 	

PH 
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rr From: 	Marian Grey fmarian243@hawaiiantel.neti 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 07, 2096 12:33 AM 

To: 	Marian Grey 

Subject: 	Bankruptcy of the City 

Importance: High 

bear Council Member: 

The proposed rail system is a "runaway train". The costs are something that this island 

cannot afford. And the worst is that even when it is built, the traffic won't be any 
better! 

If you really care about the future of this city, you won't put us in this perilous financial 
condition. There are better solutions to the traffic problems. 

This appears to have become a work project for the unions for the next decade. Hot 

lanes would serve more people, could allow free flowing van pools and buses, and would 
certainly be affordable instead of fixed rail. 

Even the former Governor agrees with Council Member bjou that NO TAXES should be 

collected until a completed plan is in place, and you have an agreement from the Federal 
Government as to how much financial aid will be coming from them. What is the rush to 
start collecting the increase in GET when the plans are not finished??? 

The whole city is watching! 

Marian Grey 
243 Ainahou St. 
Honolulu, HI 96825 

395-3940 

Misc. Corn. No. 1735  
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12/7/2006 

AR00069958 



From: Pat Hall [PHall©wcchc.cornj 

Sent: Wednesday, November 29, 2006 12:14 PM 

To: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Rail System 

I would like to go on record as opposing the rail transit system because of the initial cost as well as the cost to 
staff and maintain the system for years to come. People will not be willing to give up the convenience of using 
their cars. A double-deck highway, possibly above the Nimitz Highway, makes more sense and will be less costly 
to build and maintain. 

Patricia U. Hall 
92-673 Mehani Street 
Kapolei, HI 96707 Ct=7 
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From: Nancy L. Hedlund, Ph.D. [nancylhediund@yahoo.comj 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 07, 2006 8:07 AM 

Subject: Testimony Against Rail Bills and Any Locations 

TO THE MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL — December 7, 2006: 

STOP THIS TRAIN — WE DON'T WANT THIS RAILROAD ON OAHU. 

Please DEFER the decision to go for rail.- and please create a provision for an objective decision-
making process, such as putting this to the people for a county-wide VOTE. 

I write to tell you what an extreme disappointment many of us feel, in response to a City Council that is 
collectively so EAGER to accept 

- a flawed idea without question 

- based on use of a flawed consultancy — alternative analysis is a farce and never intended 

- a flawed process of community input with ridiculous ONE-MINUTE TESTIMONIES 

- that produced flawed results — "rail is only option," was the intention from beginning 

- all leading to a commitment to an unbelievably LARGE public works program that does not have 
enough integrity in any dimension to justify this expenditure. 

You have collectively created and enabled a public image of government that now goes 
off the charts. You have treated citizens like we are a joke. The image of the Council 
has severely lost public respect as a result of railroading this railroad by a seriously 
flawed decision. 

Your processes for this railroad have treated us citizens like we are total JOKE. One-minute 
testimonies? A Council member who instructs us in how to clap ONCE??? and makes jokes at us? 

This railroad decision is too important to relegate to the pure politics of a flawed city council process. 
This should be put to a public vote. 

Many many major reasons have come forward from the public that argue for delaying or stopping 
entirely this misguided and disastrous plan for a railroad. 

For starters: we should experiment with subsidized improved bus service to measure the impact of this 
intervention instead of a railroad. 

Then analyze: relative costs of alternatives to the railroad in an honest and objective way. 

Misc. Corn. No. 	 
12/7/2006 
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And analyze: the costs to tax payer in property taxes which have not been counted. 

And analyze: the costs of condemnation of property which have not been counted. 

This railroad plan has huge holes and should not go forward. 

Submitted by a concerned citizen who takes the time to serve on Ala Moana/Kaka'ako Neighborhood 
Board, but who has to work for a living and cannot come to your daytime meetings: 
Nancy L. Hedlund 
Honolulu, Hawai`i 
nancylhedlunQ hp u. ed u 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http://mail.yahoo.com  

12/7/2006 
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Respectfully submitted, 

I 

date 

oDee Hunt 	 date 

FROM: 	Ernest and JoDee Hunt 
	 P ECErVEc 

126 Kaiolena Dr, Kailua, HI 96734 	DEC 7 G 08 Am 08 

Owners: Springwood Vista dba Mendonca WO' 
1119 Maunakea Street, Honolulu, HI 96817 

TO: 	City Council Transit Public Hearing 
FAX: 527-6910 

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 
and Members of the City Council 

Honolulu City Council, Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

SUBJECEBILLMMI 

eV CLERK 
48LU, HAW 

We would like to offer testimony in favor of a fixed guideway 
system as described in Section 2, point #4. It is our opinion that the 
major traffic flow should be between East Kapolei and Ala Moana with 
access to both the University and Waikiki. 

We would also like to point out that any construction near 
the Historic Preservation District could be dangerous to the structures 
within that area. We would be totally against any construction within this 
Chinatown District. 

Pintsc. Corn. N 1738 _ 

PH 
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December 07, 2006 

TO: Honorable Donovan M. Dela Cruz 
Chairman Et Presiding Officer 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 

RE: 	Bill 79, CD 1 
Support of Kataeloa-Airport-Ditlingham-Halekauwita Route 

Dear Qiairman Dela Cruz and Honorable Council Members: 

My name is Kathy Inouye and I am writing to strongly encourage you to pass Bill 
79 for its second reading today. I have been involved in many developments in 
Central Oahu when I worked with Castle Et Cooke. As a developer with 
Kobayashi Group LLC, we were and are involved with many developments in 
Kapotei. Some of our past projects include the State Office Building, Kapotei 
Middle School, Kapolei High School, and the Kapolei Kai residences. 

I am concerned about the quality of life of the people who commute daily to 
and from town and spend in excess of 10-15 hours on the road each week. 
beleve rail transit is the most efficient and environmentally friendly traff c 
solution. 

We need to reduce dependency on oil and not encourage the use of more cars. 
The route should go down Kataeloa Boulevard with stops at the airport and 
stadium, and proceed all the way to the University of Hawaii in Manoa. 

Please support rail for our next generation. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1733 ' 

1414-1 Bishop StTe5 	Ps.shi lows T 	i57.0 	iutkr. Hawaii 9 13 • Tel ci=03) 5241,15 , 	• FaxU5 524-07(y6 • ww,,,,,.. kolYd-pshi-g-roup.com  
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From: Peter Kay [peter@flatearthventures.comj 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 07, 2006 4:59 AM 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

To: City Council 
re: Special Meeting scheduled for 12/7/2006, 10am. 
re:  CR-469, Bill 79, CD1 

From: Peter Kay 
4224 Waialae #133 
Honolulu, HI 96816 

I respectfully submit my testimony AGAINST bill 79 and request that Councitmembers DO NOT pass this bill, 
primarily because the alternatives analysis (AA) report is fundamentally flawed and purposely skewed to 
inaccurately make rail the preferred alternative. I ask the City Council to require the AA be amended to 
accurately reflect the performance of the managed lanes alternative so that all the transportation alternatives can 
be fairly compared. 

Cost flaws 
I believe that the AA cost estimate of $2.6 billion for a managed lane project is significantly 
inflated. A 3 lane toll road in Tampa, Florida was built for $30 million/mile and applied to our 14 
mile project would cost $420 million. Even generous allowances for higher prices of 
construction materials in 2006 and Hawaii's higher costs estimate the project at approximately 
$900 million. Other obvious cost flaws in the managed lanes proposal include adding 381 
buses to today's fleet of 525 and 5,200 new parking stalls, all of which are largely 
unnecessary. 

Capacity flaw 
There are some serious traffic capacity flaws in the AA with respect to managed lanes. Only a 
two lane project is proposed yet the existing zipper lane is eliminated, effectively providing a 
net benefit of only one additional lane to handle traffic. It is under such seriously handicapped 
conditions that a rail system can be shown to be preferred over managed lanes. 

Congestion reduction flaw 
The AA reports that rail will reduce commute time, yet the estimates exclude the time spent 
traveling on rail. Add this back into the report and you would see that overall commute times 
are higher than the other alternatives. This is evidenced by the AA's own report showing that 
trips between Aiea and Waikiki or Manoa will be faster by auto than by rail. 

Why 
One can only speculate as to why the City is apparently misinforming the public about viable 
alternatives. In my opinion this is not an effective way to garner public trust and support. The 
solution is to amend the AA so that it reflects a defendable managed lane alternative. If we're 
going forward with a project that will be with us for generations and affect millions, at least let's 

Misc. Corn. No. 1740- 
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make sure we have a respectable analysis to help us make this most important decision. 

Peter Kay 
4224 Waialae #133 
Honolulu, HI 96816 

12/7/2006 
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December 06, 2006 

To: Honorable Donovan M. Dela Cruz 
Chairman a Presiding Officer 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 

Re: 	Bill 79, CD 1 
Support of Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingharri-Halekauwila Route 

Dear Chairman Dela Cruz and Honorable Council Members: 

C:3 
Cr) 

I am writing to encourage you to pass Bill 79 for its second reading. I feel that 
it is an excellent bill that will alleviate our troubling transportation problems 
here on Oahu. 

I was born and raised in Hawaii and have seen our State go through many 
changes. Having traveled all over the world, I have experienced how well the 
rail works and I feet it would be very beneficial to the people of Hawaii. It is a 
clean and environmentally safe system. 

I have been involved in the many developments in the Kapolei area - West 
Loch, State Office Building, Kapokei Middle School, Kapolei High School and 
Kapotei Kai to name a few. I believe in the growth of this community. 

I ask you to consider allowing the entire route to be completed rather than the 
shorter route as proposed by the Mayor. If funding can be done now, there 
really should be no need to wait. 

We need the rail now, and we need your favorable vote for Bill 79. 

Sincerely, 

Bert A. Kobayashi 
Kobayashi Development Group LLC 

Misc. Corn. No. 	 
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Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the Council, thank you fpx this opportunity 
to testify on BILL 79. I AM IN FAVOR OF RAIL as the most vi§1WAPable and far-
sighted transportation option. I prefer the route from Kapolei all the way to UH and 
Waikiki. 

Having lived in Tokyo and having commuted using the rail system there, I know 
that because rail runs separate from the road and all the time-consuming problems the 
road always poses, rail is the only form of transportation that gives people a real choice 
between frustratedly sitting in traffic, wondering how long it will take to get to their 
destination, or knowing precisely the amount of minutes it would take to get from point 
A to point B. 

Additionally, unlike widening or building more roads, once built, rail will not 
keep begging for the paving of more and more of our precious limited land. It will not 
keep degrading the environment and polluting the air. Oahu's increasing population 
will not be forced to buy more cars because roads are all we have and build and 
untimely buses are an unattractive option. And, given that rail is a reliable, true 
alternative to the road, as people adapt and learn to ride it, as they have in metropolitan 
areas around the world, it will improve our quality of life by giving us more time to 
spend with our family or do other meaningful, productive things, rather than sit in 
traffic. 

Because rail moves only people, runs on its own right-of-way, and can be 
expanded by adding more train runs and more carriages to each run during rush hours, 
it will benefit the greatest amount of people in the largest area for the longest amount of 
time, saving people millions of hours, while using the least amount of land space. 

Neither rail nor any other "solution" will solve road congestion because whether 
we build rail or not, our population will increase, furthering road congestion. However, 
given Oahu's finite land space and increasing population, any road-based "solution" is 
not a realistic, long-term solution and ultimately will wind up costing us and our 
environment more. As a true transportation alternative that always gets people to 
their destinations in a precise amount of time, rail is clearly superior to all the same old, 
not-fully-thought-through, short-sighted, road-based "solutions". 

Road widening and building more roads, building toll roads and double-decking 
roads requires more and more land. Oahu's land is a finite resource. Moreover, 
providing no alternative to road transportation for an ever-increasing population will 
only mean there will be more homes, needing more cars, needing more roads, needing 
more land. Where will this vicious cycle end? Will we ever reach a point where we can 
build and have enough roads on our small island to accommodate the transportation 
needs of everyone? With the exponential increase in population, buses and car pooling 

MiSC. Com . No. 17421  PH 
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will also never keep up to alleviate road congestion and are all subject to the conditions 
on the roads — one accident or incident and there will be huge gridlock affecting 
everyone from Waianae to Hawaii Kai to the Windward side, whether you are in a car, 
bus, car pool, on a double-decked road or toll road. So, unless we can either expand 
this island or stop the population from growing, road-based "solutions" will not 
alleviate road congestion and will keep degrading the environment and our quality of 
life. 

Although I have to pay more taxes and retirement may limit my benefit from rail 
commuting, this issue is not only about me, it is about the future generations and the 
future of Oahu. 

If we follow the easy arguments of cost and taxes, nothing will be built or get 
done. No one wants to pay more taxes. But opposing rail on the basis of having to pay 
more taxes is extremely short-sighted and a selfish fallacy. The cost you perceive to 
save in taxes is actually transferred to and replaced by the tangible and intangible costs 
to people and businesses in lost time, lost productivity, lost business, lost sleep, wasted 
gas, wear and tear on our vehicles, and the wear and tear and stress placed on each and 
every one of us. What is the real dollar cost for all of this? We as individuals will 
absorb all these costs. And the businesses will pass on these costs to us. And even 
assuming we have unlimited land, we as taxpayers will have to pay more for roads, for 
building roads is also not "free". 

Thus, the real question and focus should be on whether we sincerely care about 
and have the foresight to have something in place for our children and our children's 
children 50 and 100 years from now that will get them from home to work or school or 
play more efficiently when the population of this island will number in the millions. 
That, is our future, and knowing how bad it would be without it in Tokyo, New York, 
London or any other congested metropolis, Oahu's missing component is rail. From 
having personal commuting experience with rail, and looking into the distant future of 
our State, the benefits of rail for us, our island and future generations will so outweigh 
any cost. 

It is time to stop the same old one-dimensional, short-sighted, car/bus/road-
solution-only thinking of the past 30 years. Oahu, with it's world-class congestion, 
needs a world-class rail system. Please judge rail on its merits and successes around the 
world and not be sidetracked by fallacious comparisons and arguments, and people 
with no realistic solution, only criticisms. 

Thank you for allowing me to add my voice in support of rail to improve the 
quality of life on Oahu before traffic congestion becomes an incurable cancer. With no 
true alternative to the road, the situation is near-terminal. But, if we unselfishly think 
of our island and its future generations, we have a chance with rail. If you build it, we 
will ride. Thank you for the opportunity to testify. 

Irvin Komamura 
Pb. 587-0670 
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City Council Members 
City and County of Honolulu 

Dear Council members: 

Dece nber 7, 2006 

I am a Kailua resident and do not e rpect to use the proposed rai except for pleas 

However, I support the full route n ii alternative, Why? Because every time I use H-3 I 
am thankful for those who made it tappen despite the controversy. More thankful that I 
do not pay a toll charge. 

The west side needs a huge traffic elief because they have a huge traffic problem. I do 
not want to see another reason for )ur children leaving Hawaii . .because of traffic grid-
lock. 

Please vote for the fintire of our cf Wren and future. 

Sinc 

Line Laeaden 
330 3-1 Olomana St 
Kail Hi. 96734 
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TO: Donovan M. Dela Cruz 	December 5 2006 
530 S. King St. # 202 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

I strongly oppose the rail system: 
-- LIMITED FOR DESTINATIONS_ 
-- Low ridership (who will ride it??) 

No alteration of route, once built 
Too expensive to build 

-- Too expensive to operate/maintain 
Elevated rail needs elevators 
Stairs will prevent use by elderly and handicapped 
Homeless will sleep in lobby/stairwells 
Homeless will urinate in stairwells (who will clean?) 
What happens when we have power failure? 
What happens when train breaks down? 

I support: 
Improved bus system 
Build toll roads 
Reduce monthly bus pass for non-senior adults 

($40.00 is too expensive for families) 
Reduce monthly bus pass for children/students 

(families cannot afford monthly passes) 
Make the bus passes cheap enough and they will 

get out of their cars!!! 
Subsidize The Bus to make it affordable for families 
Repair the potholes in our streets/roads 
Build Park & Ride parking lots to encourage bus/carpool. 

Maxine LaFlamme (947-9272) 
430 Keoniana St. # 102 
Honolulu, HI 96815-2037 

Mis 
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From: DRJLAM©aol.com  

Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2006 7:29 AM 

To: 	Tam, Rod; Okino, Gary; Apo, Todd K; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Dela 
Cruz, Donovan M; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: please defer the rail vote 

Dear City Councilpersons, 

I am deeply concerned, as are my colleagues, about your rush to commit precious future City funds into rail 
transit without more consideration. Our City has more vital needs. The mayor has pushed this project through 
unfairly. First, I wonder who will ride the transit. NO ONE I have asked will ride it. I think your experts have 
misled you as to the projected ridership. Has anyone really figured out the cost to the City of land for the 
stations and the adjacent parking? Has anyone really explained that the trains would run at only 20 to 25 miles 
an hour (with 23 stops form beginning to end)? Is there a plan for back up if a track is down for repair? Has the 
responsibility and cost of security on the train been investigated?The police say that is not in their budget. Has 
anyone sat down exploring a 10 prong strategy combining mandated staggered hours, increased monies for 
bicycle friendly paths, free buses, limiting cars/family etc. ? This money for the proposed transit could enable us 
to fix our infrastructure which is breaking down daily. The sewer snake above the ground on Kalanianaole 
Highway is a testament to our more important needs. Imagine what $$2 to $6 billion could do for our other 
problems. We still have billions to spend to have our sewers and sewage disposal meet standards and stop 
polluting our beaches and reefs. We need low income housing, better busses, more dedicated park space, and 
better city recreation programs to keep kids off drugs. Are you concerned at all about the visual blight? has 
anyone seriously discussed the future bond interest and the huge burden on future generations to sustain this 
project with its increasing costs. We know the federal monies will end. Is the HIGH DENSITY growth ale 
transit corridor what we really want? I could go on. Lastly, please ask yourselves----- will you takerthe tr y if 
you have one other errand to run? If your child is at soccer, if you need to visit your aging parent 	you want 
to go for a swim? I think is it a sad day. A commitment to a rail transit will change Honolulu as neveriefore7 1  
Please reconsider the alternatives!!! Thank you kindly, 

r-7-1 

With warm regards, 

Jermy Lam 
2230 Kamehameha Avenue 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
12/7/06 

-l. 1745'  am. No  
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Gayle Lee . 	 --- 
Prom: 	 Debbie Luning 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, December 06, 2006 2:43 PM 
To: 	 Everyone Gentry 
Subject: 	 Rail Transit 

  

 

If you arc supportive of the mil transit line gOlng all the way from Kapolei to the 
UM, please consider filling out the petition (scroll all the way down) and faxing or 
emailing it in. Thank you. 

Has traffic gridlock got you down? 

Are you tired of spending hours commuting each day? 

Do you want more transportation choices? 

Don't let others make the choice for you. 

Let your VOICE be heard! 
The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 
a.m. in the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the 
route for the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the 

ai isit tow. Mel a mute will be oolootod by yaw and. Thera arp frirrps niitsirle our 
community that want to prevent the rail route from serving West Oahu. Its vital that we 
tell them how important rail is to our Community. if you are unable to attend this 
mooting, please call or write the Mayor and mmhers of the City GOUnoil and ask them 
to support the FULL transit route from West Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything short of it! 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Please complete the petition 
below and email, mail or 

fax it today to! 	
—t 

Mayor Mull HarittertimIlit 	 7 1 	 ti 

Phone: 523-4141 

Fax: 527-5552 
/ 

may.orAnonoluiu,00v , //). Ol‘-(0-.. 	 v 	/ • 	q 0 

Honolulu Hale 	 V 
4.

(41.- 

. 1 /I  
7/ 	Aeiufe--/ 
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HAWAII FIRE FIGHTERS ASSOCIATION 
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FIRE FIGHTERS LOCAL 1463, AFL-CIO 

2305 S. BERETANIA ST, M. 202, HONOLULU, HAWAII acie26-1493 
TELEPHONE (508) 949-1566 FAX: (808) 952-6003 

WEBSITE www,hawaiifireflgraerszrg 

Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 

December 7, 2006 

Bill 79, CD. I A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

My name is Robert H. Lee and I am the President of the Hawaii Fire 
Fighters Association, Local 1463, IAFF, AFL-C10_ On behalf of the 1,800 active 
and 800 retired professional fire fighters throughout the State, the Hawaii Fire 
Fighters Association supports Bill 79, C.D. 1, Relating to Transit. 

A high capacity transit project is long over due. The increasing number of 
vehicles on the road and the resulting congestion is an extreme concern for first 
responders. The overcrowded roadways often impede fire apparatuses that are 
responding to incidents. We are often faced with negotiating through the sea of 
cars and trucks on roadways which is extremely difficult taking into account the 
size of the trucks. In addition, we are often on scene to assist at traffic accidents 
which is a result of the sheer number of vehicles on the road.. Relief is sorely 
needed and this project will provide many residents an alternative to being on the 
road. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on Bill 79, C.D. 1. 
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Front 	 MaryAnne Long Imalong@lava.net ] 
Sent: 	 Monday, December 04, 2006 4:26 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Tam, Rod; Apo, Todd K; Kobayashi, 

Ann H.; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 
Subject: 	 Light Rail or other Options? 

To the Honolulu City Council, 

As the time draws near to make a final decision 

on what type of system will be best to ease 
Honolulu's traffic woes, please carefully 
consider options to the light rail system being proposed. 

 

There seem to be too many big unknowns with light 

rail — What might the cost overruns be? What will 
the ridership be? What will maintenance costs 

be? How much will it be subsidized by taxpayers 
each year? Will it be convenient enough to get people to use it? 
Do we really want to mar the beautiful vistas with the rail guideway? 

Being a devoted fan of TheBus, I would much 
prefer an expanded bus system. It's more 
flexible and can be implemented much sooner. 

Other options that really need to be implemented 
are ride sharing, staggered work hours, 
telecommuting, shuttles by major employers, 
movement of jobs out of downtown, etc. 

Please think long and hard about the costs of 
light rail before you vote. Do not burden this City for generations to come. 

MaryAnne Long 

Hauula 

r 

3==a-• 
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From: Alan Matsuda [alanmatsuda@hawaiiantel.netj 

Sent: Monday, December 04, 2006 2:09 PM 

To: 	Djou, Charles; Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; 
Okino, Gary; Kobayashi, Ann H. 

Cc: 	LPH; dick@grassrootinstitute.org ; info@honolulureporter.com  

Subject: Mufi's "EDIFICE Complex" 

City Councilmen/women: 

"Politicians are the same all over. They promise to build a bridge even if there's no river!" Nikita Kruschev spoke 
these words decades ago. His words don't only apply to Mull, they apply to all nine of you. 

Ancient Greek tragedy gave us the "Oedipus complex," and looks like we're close to having our own Hawaiian 
complex that'll take the form of fixed rail in our future — not Oedipus complex, but "edifice complex," something 
tangible & big that yall can nuttily boast about to your grandchildren & other fawning folks who aren't too bright. 

You may have heard of "Ockham's razor" — if you have several competing theories/solutions, pick the simplest 
one. In Honolulu's case, it's avoid the super big bucks solution of fixed rail. Kevin Costner (actor) said something 
that rail supporters are hearing in their minds over & over: "if you build it, they will come." Fixed rail is just simply 
too expensive to build & maintain properly that an alternative, less expensive solution is bound to be best. 

Aloha, 
Alan Matsuda in Hawaii Kai 

Misc. Come No. 1749 ' 
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TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF A RAIL TRANSIT SYS ELM FOR HONOLULU 

December 6, 2005 

Submitted to City Council, City and County of Honolulu 
Submitted by Stephen Meder 

This bill is not simply about a monorail system or adding a single lane of highway T)ut it 

is really about giving the people of Oaliu more options. We have created developments 

that are automobile centric. Cars are packed, bumper to bumper, as they crawl into town 

and home every day on our six lane roads. OUT quality of life is continually compromised 

as we spend increasingly more time on overcrowded highways and less time in more 

healthful and productive past times. Our city is at this point in its history because we have 

been designing for cars and not for the mobility of people. This preoccupation with the 

automobile has eliminated viable transportation alternatives in the past and we are living 

with those problems today. We can no longer expand roadways, parking areas and 

vehicle fleets, we can not continue to increase drive times, pollution and traffic jambs and 

• expect to have an improved quality of life on Oahu. We must give our citizens 

• transportation options, including a mass transit rail system from Kapolei to the University 

of Hawaii at Manoa, now, if we are going to have more livable Honolulu tomorrow. 

We hear complaints, especially from residents who do not live along the Kapolei- Manoa 

corridor, that they should not be forced to pay for a transit line that does not support their 

- interests. Windward Oahu and East Honolulu residents often stand staunchly against 

further development and population increases in their areas. This transit line does support 

their interests by enabling and directing growth to the "second city" area. Concentrating 

growth and increasing density around the ti -ansit line, relieves the pressures to increase 

development in the Windward and East Honolulu areas. Furthermore, Hawaii has 

recently been. identified as having the highest rental =it costs and the third highest real 

estate market in the country. Transit oriented development can supply a variety of new 

housing types at a range of price points that will help more in our community find 

housing that they can afford. When we couple housing options with mass transit we are 

Misc. Corn. No. 1750' 
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not forcing people to burn a gallon of gas to buy a gallon of milk. Travel from home to 

work, to shopping, to worship or to visit friends and family can be done without the 

complete reliance on the automobile. The average US household owns 1.6 cars. The 

household with viable access to mass transit owns 0.9 cars. The reduced car ownership 

can save a household $3,000- $6,000 annually: Additionally, rail increases public safety_ 

Hawaii has one of the highest pedestrian fatality rates in the nation. In a report by the 

American Public Transportation Association, cities with only buses as a mode of public 

transportation suffered a 40% higher traffic death rate than large and small cities with 

tail2 . 

This bill provides the citizens of Oahu with more options. It gives them transportation 

choices, shopping choices, vehicle ownership options and housing alternatives_ The rail 

system can support urban growth boundaries, reduce sprawl and protect our precious 

open spaces. I strongly encourage this city council to support and implement a rail system 

for the City and County of Konolulu that will run from Kapolei to Manoa, 

Thank you, 

Stephen Meder 
619 Paopua Loop 
Kailua, Hawaii 

I  Utter "tv1_, 'The Match Craino; Bringing Together Affordable Rousing and Transit Villages." The Urban Land Institute. 

2 "Rail Transit In America— A Comprehensive Evaluation of Benefits." American Public Transportation Associatlon. 
<httpWwww.apta_com/research/info/online./rail:translt.cfin#Jo c84986579,.  

AR00069977 



C=1 
rvi 
C-, 

C) 	0-) 

or--• 

rn 

c=3 

From: 
	

John Morton Emorton@hawaii.eduj 
Sent: 
	

Wednesday, December 06, 2006 4:44 PM 

Subject: 
	

Council Public Hearing Testimony 

Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 

Honolulu City Council 

Testimony on Bill 79, CD1 - Relating to transit 

On behalf of the University of Hawaii Community Colleges and the 16,000 

students enrolled at Kapilolani, Honolulu, and Leeward Community Colleges, I 

urge the Council to 

1) approve a route for mass transit that includes UH-Manoa and UH-West 

Oahu as major stops and 

2) also has stops at Leeward Community College and Honolulu Community 

College. 

This alignment would allow for student movement among the campuses. We 

already have over 2000 students taking classes at more than one UH 

campus, a number that we expect will grow. The development of the longer 

transit line with designated stops at the community colleges is strongly 

encouraged. 

Thank you for your consideration 

Sincerely, 

John Morton 

John Morton 

Interim Vice-President for Community Colleges University of Hawaili 

Bachman Hall 202 

2444 Dole Street 

Honolulu, HI 96822 

Ph: 808 956 7038 
lisc. Com . No. 1751  
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From: Carl Nagai [carin@gentryhawali.com ) 

Sent: Wednesday, December 06, 2006 3:31 PM 

To: 	Mayor Mull Hannemann; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Rail transit 

-} 
We need rail ALL THE WAY to West Kapolei!  
To: Mayor Mull Ilannemann, Council Chair Donovan Bela Cruz, and Members a the Vi 
Council 
As you discuss the route for our much-needed rail transit system, please select the FULL transit route 
from West Kapolei 

(Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Traffic gridlock and long daily commutes 
are a fact of life in West Oahu. 

We need more transportation alternatives for our community. Please bring the rail to Kapolei! 
As the fastest growing region in our state, West Oahu deserves nothing less! 
Name: 	 Carl Nagai 	  
Address: 	 91-1011 Holi Street Kapolei 	  
Phone: 	674-0517 	 E-mail: 

holimoli808@yahoo.com 	  

This E- 
mail is confidential. It may also be legally privileged. If you are not the addressee, you may not copy, fc 
mail or by phone. Internet communications cannot be guaranteed to be timely, secure, error or virus-
free. The sender does not accept liability for any errors or omissions. Any views expressed in this mess. 
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From: Curt Nakamura fcnakamura@topa.corni 

Sent: 	Tuesday, November 28, 2006 11:22 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Proposed Fixed Rail 

Dear Councilman Dela Cruz, 	
4 

I am writing to express my opposition to one of the route options for the proposed fixed rail system. It has come 
to my attention that one of the possible routes places the rail line on Nimitz Highway, specifically between the 
Topa Financial Center and the Aloha Tower Marketplace. 

I feel that this option is ill conceived due to the following points: 

1) Many of the property owners as located near to the waterfront have purchase these properties 
specifically for its location next to the ocean and its related views. By placing the rail line near the 
coastline, you extremely discount the value of these properties all of which the owners have paid a high 
premium for as specifically related to the ocean views. 

2) By placing the line on one end of downtown Honolulu, you do not maximize the appeal to the maximum 
number of potential riders. Those potential riders that work closer to the Beretania end of downtown will 
be discouraged to use the rail system due to the long walk if the route is on the ocean side of downtown. 
If the line were to be placed on a street that is closer to the heart/middle of downtown, I feel that this 
would appeal to the greatest number of potential rail riders. 

3) Locating the rail line on the ocean side of downtown Honolulu would be devastating to the beautiful 
downtown skyline from the perspective of offshore looking in. One only needs to watch ANY of the local 
news channels for confirmation of this beauty as they all use this view for backgrounds for their news cast 
(i.e general set background, weather report background, etc.). 

Again, I am strongly opposed to the option of the rail line being placed between downtown Honolulu and the 
Aloha Tower Marketplace. In my opinion, placing the rail line on one of the more interior streets, of which I know 
are possible alternatives, seems to make more sense in conjunction with appealing to the most number of 	rs 
while having the least impact to the beauty of our island. 

Please feel free to e-mail me should you have any questions or comments. 	 ---z 

Thank you, 	 c. 

Curt Nakamura 	
[ 1 1 
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From: nickel family [nickelr002©hawaiisr.com ] 

Sent: 	Sunday, December 03, 2006 12:16 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Kobayashi, Ann H. 

Subject: FW: Rail Transit, "Enough is Enough?" 

From: nickel family [mailto:nickelr002@hawaii.rr.corn]  -z- Sent: Sunday, December 03, 2006 12:11 PM 	 )).- 
To: 'dmdelacruz@honlulu.govi; 'akobayashi@honlulu.govI; 'rcachola@honolulu.gov '; itapo©honolitiu.govm7  
tmarshall@honolulu.gov'; 'rtam@honolulu.govi; 'gokino@honolulu.govi; 'ngarcia@honolulu.gov ' 
Subject: FW: Rail Transit, "Enough is Enough!" 

Subject: FW: Rail Transit, "Enough is Enough!" 

Dear Councilmen/women, 

As a long time resident of Honolulu who has watched the exponential growth of cars on Oahu, I do not now 
understand how some people feel the need to continue to pick away at the vitally needed Rail Transit Project. The 
financing methodology has been approved by the peoples' elected legislative representatives at both the State 
and County levels, is supported by our Governor and Honolulu Mayor, and is supported by our congressional 
delegation as well. "Enough is Enough!' Let's get on with this important project and stick to the proposed time 
schedule. 

Because we don't seem to be able to limit the of number cars on our roads nor will we ever be able to build 
enough highways and for toll-ways to accommodate them, we need a viable non auto focused alternative for our 
citizens to choose from when Oahu goes into total gridlock ten years from now (probably sooner). And by the 
way, who really wants more fossil fuel burning cars and other vehicles here on Oahu anyway? 

Over the years my family and I have traveled to a number of large cities on the mainland, San Francisco, San 
Diego and Chicago to name a few, and have ridden all of their fixed rail transit systems. I can't imagine how 
these cities could possibly cope with the traffic without these systems. Honolulu needs the original Rail Transit 
System as proposed by the Mayor, and not a shortened one. There will be a time when traffic will be flowing not 
just from the Leeward side to Honolulu in the morning and back in the evening, but as the economy grows and the 
University expands in West Oahu, people will be traveling to work and school in the reverse order too. We need 
an efficient way to move our people through the Honolulu/University-Kapolei corridor in both directions. More 
highways, busways and/or toll-ways are not the answer. 

Yes it will cost the taxpayers a lot, but if we don't do it now, our grandchildren and great grandchildren will have to 
pay far more for it in the future and wonder why we stuck them with such a mess. 

Let us hope that Honolulu City Council history does not repeat itself on this important matter. The Council must 
not downsize or even delay this important project. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1-754  
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Thank you, Robert Nickel 

2301 Halakau St 
Honolulu, HI 
373-2709 

12/4/2006 
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be mber 7, 2006 

City and County of Honolulu 
City Council Transportation C ommittee 

Ile:  Support for the full rai I route from Kapolei to the University of 
Hawaii, And Waikiki 

bear Council Members: 

I support the full rail route to include Waikiki. 

Though I have lived in Kaimq ki my whole life and do not think I will 
personally benefit from this rail, I know that the people on the West 
side will and consequently it becomes a trickling to all of Oahu. It will 
make a better quality of lit for all of Oahu. It seems ridiculous that 
major cities throughout the U.S. have rail and we, one of the largest 
does not. We must prepar r. for the best future for the best 
City...Honolulu. 

Please vote in favor of the 'Lill rail with Waikiki. 

Sin erely.  , 

Fa) th Okumura 
12 :0 le Avenue 
Ho i oMu, Hi. 96816 
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liece thee 7 , 2006 

eitg. and &aunty 44 Amain& 
&if/  eduneit 

Re: Suppoat et the full sail taut e win Napolei to the ilniveaeity 4 giawaa, 
clad waiiiis 

awned Atendiao: 

ouppe4 the fat turd' aside to Ind de Maki& 

5 line in Ewa Meech fora many yeco and 3, my iluoiand and 4 atilt childaera right the 
taaffic toeay day,. 5 am the only oe t who aided the Ono eomyday and find it io often 
which matie me twee at 5:30 in the notniny, ithiteaho down oe oemetimeo it tate heeemoe 
a- ixaak jam, If we had the Nail, would he excited to aide it. 

wee, S haue Pend,' who weak in ai&i.4 and can not alfoui to chine to wash and they tee. 
tele me if we had twit, they too wen duoe lt  

Neaoe vete. lit Poo* 4 the !All 'tali with Walk& 

Rey wdo, 

gee* seY.Paocua 
91-14 93 itanalea 
Ewa kach, Xi. 96706 
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From: John riggins friggins@lava.neti 

Sent: 	Saturday, December 02, 2006 7:49 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Fwd: Rail vs Toll Road 

To: janniesl@hawaiisr.com  
From: john riggins <riggMs@lava.net> 
Subject: Rail vs Toll Road 
Cc: mayor@honolulu.gov ,dmelacruz@honolulu.gov,gentryhouse@hotmail.com , 
gpeterson@villagesofkapolei.com ,lgoeas@villagesofkapolei.com , 
cancheta@villagesofkapolei.comgordova@villagesofkapolei.com , 
kbertram@villagesoflcapolei.com ,mdelacruz@villagesofkapolei.com , 
sbh@lava.nettapo@honolulu.gov  

Aloha Jan, 
Thank you for flier regarding traffic gridlock that was addressed to me as Secretary, 

Villages of Kapolei. 
As you know, I have lived in the Makakilo, Mililani, Aiea and Kapolei areas since 

1974. Most recently I have lived in Kapolei since October 1993 when I moved back to the 
area from Mililani. 

Since 1975 when I first volunteered to be the Makakilo Community Association 
Membership Chairman, I have volunteered and given back to the community in various 
ways. I started a business and have worked in the Makakilo Kapolei area daily since 
January 4, 1977. 

You and I met and worked together in the mid 1980s before you went to work at the 
state capitol. I applaud and sincerely appreciate your efforts to contribute to the community 
and influence the implementation of the rail, however, I must politely agree to disagree with 
you in supporting the proposed rail system for Honolulu. 

Having ridden on rail systems in Washington, DC, Seattle, San Francisco and Miami I 
had been a rail supporter for many years until I drove on highly efficient and modem toll 
roads in Pennsylvania, Texas, Virginia and Florida and closely examined the advantages 
and disadvantages of each, especially the cost of rail vs toll roads. 

The cost of building the proposed rail in Honolulu is an absolutely enormous expense 
and would only serve a very limited segment of our island population. While rail transit has 
been a losing (construction, operation and maintenance costs far exceeded income) 
proposition in every city in America, the cost of a toll road is privately financed and has 
been profitable for investors who have built and operated toll roads in every known area of 
America. In other words, there is no cost to the tax payer. 

Those opposed to paying and using a toll road could continue to drive on public roads. 
The biggest disadvantage to the rail passenger is that the rider must have some type of 

transportation to the station and once arriving at the destination station, the person must 
• have some type of transportation such as taxi or bus to get to the final destination. 

Its already been proven with the failure of the ferry at least three times that Oahu 
citizens will not drive to a station and ride a ferry to downtown where they have little or no 
means of transportation to their final destination. 

The proposed rail does not save time for riders. Why would anyone expect that Oahu 
citizens in large enough numbers would drive or take a bus to a station and ride the rail 

Misc. Corn. No."57  
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unless there were time and money savings? 
For taxpayers throughout America, rail has meant taxpayers taking money out of their 

pockets and subsidizing the rail. In other words, the rail has been unable to have enough 
passengers to generate enough income to pay the operating, maintenance and expansion 
costs. 

Closely examining the $10 million Honolulu rail study, it shows that only 40,000 more 
people will use rail and the bus combined than the total number of people currently using 
the bus. The study also shows that it will cost approximately $39 to transport each 
passenger who will pay approximately $2 to ride the rail. Where does the other $37 come 
from? 

Do we really want to spend billions on a rail system that will only carry 40,000 more 
people than the bus currently transports? Do we want to subsidize the rail? Doesn't it make 
good common and economic sense to spend money to expand the number of buses and 
improve operation and maintenance of the existing bus system along with building an 
elevated toll road where buses can enter, exit and move faster than a rail system and 
existing roads allow? 

The toll road lanes can be easily designed to be reversed to add lanes for morning and 
afternoon traffic. Thus, traffic using the toll road can move along faster and smoother. 

The elevated toll road option also provides an advantage to the bus riding passenger 
who can catch a bus from any one of the many island bus or express bus stops. If an 
express bus stop is unavailable near the person's home, the passenger can take a bus to a 
transfer station to obtain an express bus that uses the toll road. Once the bus reaches a toll 
exit, it can continue on to a transfer point where the rider can take another bus closer to the 
rider's final destination. 

There are added benefits to a toll road that every citizen on Oahu would reap. While 
there would be a user fee, delivery trucks and service people could use the toll road to get to 
their destination faster thus saving precious time and money that would help hold down 
and/or lower the costs of goods and services. The rail does absolutely nothing to ease 
traffic problems for delivery trucks and service people who must use their vehicles and 
often sit in traffic for hours which in turn adds costs to goods and services for the consumer. 

As a business person with employees, requires the use of an automobile in my business 
and drives approximately 20,000 miles a year on Oahu's highways, I know first hand the 
cost of driving in traffic and delays caused by traffic. 

In order to maintain a profitable business, I must constantly be on the cutting edge and 
making changes while analyzing the services provided, income and expenses. The increase 
in the general excise tax will have to be absorbed and/or passed on to my clients and 
customers. This increase in general excise tax will be spread across the board by nearly 
every business on Oahu. Its estimated the average Oahu citizen will pay about $500 more 
per year in general excise tax for the rail system effective January 1, 2007. With our high 
cost of living in Hawaii and unable to afford housing, this will be a tremendous tax increase 
for many families. Even more importantly, this may even be a budget breaker. 

Analyzing the rail vs toll road, my conclusion is that the rail will be a boondoggle and 
an expense that few Oahu citizens will use and can afford. Therefore, I must oppose the rail 
and strongly favor the elevated toll road built and operated by private investors. 

Should private investors decide to build the rail system without any taxpayer funds, I 
would support the rail. 

Again, thank you for serving our community. 
Best wishes, 
John Riggins 
91-210 Oaniani Place 
Kapolei, HI 96707 

12/4/2006 
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Having been a resident in Waikiki for 36+ years I support a QUIET, fast, off grade mass 
transit system for Honolulu that includes a Station(s) in Waikiki. Routing the 
Waikiki/University end of the project is my concern. 

20,000 to 30,000 people work in Waikiki and most travel into and out of 
Waikiki every work day. 40,000 residents live in Waikiki and many of us use public 
transportation when we travel in and out of Waikiki. These two groups need fast 
transportation but day after day we waste thousands of hours collectedly in the area's 
gridlocked streets. Although the Waikiki Neighborhood Board voted 'NO' to including 
Waikiki on the rail route, it does not speak for thousands of us in Waikiki or Waikiki's 
work force and the City should consider our urgent needs for fast transportation too. 

Waikiki streets are often gridlocked with traffic. Waikiki is known 
as the 'Gathering Place' and access into and out of Waikiki should be a priority in 
considering the rail routing. Waikiki's parades, surf meets, block parties, shell events, 
conventions, and of course the largest Waikiki event Halloween cause horrible traffic 
jams. 

Waikiki workers presently waste 'I to 3 hours a day on packed city 
buses standing in gridlocked traffic while traveling into  Waikiki to earn their living. The 
traffic jams are repeated when they leave  Waikiki to go home after work and as a result 
they hardly have time to see their children. For the rail transit system to be a financial 
success these Waikiki workers must have access to a Waikiki Station on the rail route. 

The city's proposed Waikiki routing down landscaped Kalakaua and Kuhio Avenues is 
unworkable as both streets have old and crumbling major sewer lines beneath them. 
These sewer lines service the majority of Waikiki, Kapahulu and Diamond Head areas. 
Other salient reasons are listed below. 

Alternate Routing Proposals to Service Waikiki and UH 
a) From Kona Street (Ala Aloana Center Convention Center Station — behind the Ala Aloana 
Hotel) over Kahahai Drive beside the Convention Center, through the Convention 
Center or condo, over the Ala Wai Canal, Lipeepee Street, Hobron Lane to Fort 
DeRussy (where a Central Waikiki Station would be located at Saratoga), over Kalakaua 
Avenue to Lauula Street to the International Market Place, then out over Kalakaua 
Avenue's Mauka Sidewalk at the 4 th  story level up to Kapahulu Avenue* (a Zoo Station 
over the Kapahulu Zoo Parking lot) then up Kapahulu (along the Golf Course) to Date 

Misc. Corn. No. 	 1758 
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Street, over Date Street (along the Golf Course) to the Moana Stream and up the Moana 
Stream to the University. (*The 4th  floor of the hotels fronting Kuhl° Beach are all car barns, 
rooftops, or a few hotel rooms which could be turned into other uses and the owners 
compensated. This routing would get the line into the visitors view and they would see it as a 
ride like at Disneyland that they would pay to ride. Any supporting columns could easily be 
camouflaged with lush vines and landscaping. No one thinks the monorail rails at Disneyland 
are un-attractive — they are seen as just part of the architecture) This is the Kona Street-
Hobron-DeRussy-Zoo-UH Alternative. 

b) From Kona Street (Ala Moana Center/Convention Center Station behind the Ala Moana 
Hotel) through the Convention Center parking level (build additional parking for the 
Convention Center on the Mauka side of Kapiolani Boulevard) cross Kalakaua Avenue and 
along the Mauka bank of the Ala Wai Canal to the Ala Wai Golf Course (where a Central 
Waikiki Station would be connected to Waikiki via a pedestrian bridge over to Ala Wai 
Boulevard) then up the Moana Stream bank to the University of Hawaii. (or continue on 
down the Mauka bank of the Ala Wai Canal to a Diamond Head / Shell / 1  Zoo Station at 
Kapahulu, then follow the golf course up to Date Street and along Date Street on the edge of the 
Golf Course to the Moana Stream then follow the stream up to the University). This is the 
Kona Street-Convention Center-Mauka Ala Wai Canal-UH Alternative. 

There are 6 aspects to the routing of any Mass Transit System in this area of Honolulu 
that I feel should be given serious consideration when deciding the final design and 
routing: 

1. Please do not "Nimitz" Kapiolani Boulevard or Kuhio Avenue by routing the rails 
over these streets. To do this would turn them into dark dungeons. Find rail 
routing off these heavily used, major scenic landscaped city streets. 

2. Limit the number of Stations as each one adds a minute or two to the transit time. 

3. Splitting the line into two branches at the convention center is a recipe for 
disaster. Better to go with one extended line  servicing Waikiki then traveling on 
to the University because with one line the trains would be twice as frequent to 
both destinations and the greater frequency would encourage more people to 
use the transit rather than having discouragingly long waits between trains. 

AR00069988 
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4. Routing the rail down Kuhio Avenue in Waikiki would turn this VERY busy artery 
into a dungeon and destroy the just completed new $15 Million landscaping face 
lift. Every day, all the various city bus routes that originate at the zoo will still use 
Kuhio along with resident vehicles, in addition to thousands of trucks for delivery, 
postal, garbage, moving, gas, HECO, Water Board, ambulances, tour buses, 
taxis, trolleys, vans, fire trucks, police cars, palm/shower tree maintenance crew 
trucks, bus stop cleaning maintenance trucks, street sweeper and City SEWER 
maintenance Clean-out Trucks, to service the 70 year old crumbling MAJOR 
gravity feed sewer line under Kuhio that will have to be dug up and replaced 
soon. 

5. BETTER to run the Waikiki rail line down the mauka (Mountain) side of Kalakaua 
over the wide sidewalk. At the 3rd  or 4th  story level most buildings fronting 
Kalakaua have tall roofs (Kaiulani Hotel), car barns or just solid walls and the 
tracks will not block many views from the building's towers. The elevated tracks 
will provide morning shade for the sidewalk walkers who now try to get shade 
from the existing trees. For most of the day the sun shines onto Kalakaua 
Avenue from out over the ocean, the sunlight will still illuminate the mauka 
sidewalk most of the day and still allow ample room for tropical trees to thrive 
under the elevated rails. 

(Because of the large towers lining most of the makai side of Kuhio Avenue, the sun will 
be blocked from shining in under the elevated rails if they were run down Kuhio Avenue). 

Kalakaua Avenue and its sidewalks measured together are 40 feet wider than 
Kuhio Avenue and its sidewalks. Therefore, the placement of the rails over the 
wide Mauka sidewalk on Kalakaua across from Kuhio Beach would be almost 
invisible if existing generous smaller tree plantings were kept under it and large 
flower and foliage planters were incorporated into the rail support structures and 
transit stations. 

6. VISITORS WOULD HELP FINANCE THE ON GOING OPERATION COSTS OF 
THE RAIL SYSTEM. If the line goes down Kalakaua past Kuhio Beach and then 
on to UH„ visitors will ride the transit trains to see the magnificent views of the 
ocean off Waikiki Beach and the splendid views of Diamond Head and the Ala 
Wai Golf Course from the vantage point of the elevated train just like a ride at 
Disneyland. These extra visitor riders would boost projected fare revenue 
by tens of millions of dollars every year.  
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99-715 Nakvi Place 
Aiea, HI 96701 

December 5, 2006 

Chairman Donovan Dela Cruz 
Honblulu-city Council 
city Hall 
HanOlciju, HI 968. 13 

Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the City Council: 

I am in support of Bill 79, CD1. As an Aiea resident we all know too 
well what can happen vvhen our highways and roads are blocked. This 
can be because of a traffic accident, bad weather, or in the case of 
September 5, when H-1 was completely shut down by the  damaged 
pedestrian over-pass. 

Yet traffic continues to grow, and more and more cars are on the 
road every day. The sensible solution is a mass transit alternative. Rail 
would give people a choice to take transit instead of being stuck in traffic 
congestion. 

Many modern cities have good highway and road systems, but also 
have good rail and bus systems. Not everyone will take rail, but at least we 
will be given a choice in the future. The alternative is bumper to bumper 
gridlock that will keep us tied up on the highways, and waste hours and 
hours of our valuable time and money in traffic. 

Please approve Bill 79, CD] so we can all move forward, and out of 
the traffic gridlock that awaits us if we don't proceed. 

Sincerely;  

Phone: 294-9888 

Misc. Corn. No. '1759' 
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Date: 	December 7, 2006 

To: 	Honolulu City Council 

Fax #: 	80g-527-6910 

From: 	Louis Saint-Cyr 

Pages: 

Dear Councilwoman Marshall: 

I am writing to voice my support of Mayor Midi 14annemann's rail transit proposal and to 
express my sincere desire that Bill 79 he passed. 

Although I don't experience the daily commuting frustrations of Leeward & Central 
Oahu residents it is clear to me that a robust transit system must include a rail solution in 
order to safeguard our collective interests in the future. I am sure it is also clear to our 
visitors within minutes of their drive to Waikiki that we are in desperate need of a 
transportation solution, and fast. 

I don't believe the city should embark on a solution without carefully considering its 
impact and possible consequences. However, we musm't be paralyzed into inaction 
during this Lime of need. I feel that alter several years of debate, the time has come to act, 
and Bill 79 represents the smartest solution for the future. 

With the right routes, hopefully including highly trafficked locations like Pearl Harbor 
and the airport, I believe that a rail transit system would not only improve life for 
residents but enhance our visitors' experience during their stay on Oahu. 

Mahal° for your consideration. 

Sincere!), 

(j01 

Misc. Corn. No. 1.7CO• 
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From: 
Sent: 	 Friday, December 01, 2006 10:40 AM 
To: 	 Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Transit Meeting 

Hello - 

I'm unable to attend the meeting, but wanted to share my thoughts. I live 
in Waikiki, don't have a car, and work downtown. It has taken as long as 2 

hours to get home on The Bus. Actually once it took 3 hours! I would urge 

you to build out the FULL system right from the beginning. From West 

Kapolei to downtown AND to Waikiki and UH. If you stop it at downtown 
you'll be missing thousands of people who ride the bus in the area between 

downtown, Waikiki and UH every day. Thank you for your consideration. 

Jay Scoppetto 
Marketing, Training, Travel, Donations 
McDonald's Restaurants of Hawaii, Inc. 
1132 Bishop St. #2000, Honolulu HI 96813 
voice (808) 585-8570, ext.171, fax (808) 532-1582 
Wholly owned by MnDonald's USA, LLC 

The information contained in this e-mail and any accompanying documents is 

confidential, may be privileged, and is intended solely for the person and/or 
entity to whom it is addressed (i.e. those identified in the RTo" and "cc" 
box). They are the property of McDonald's Corporation. Unauthorized review,use, 
disclosure, or copying of this communication, or any part thereof, is strictly 

prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this e-mail in error, 
please return the e-mail and attachments to the sender and delete the e-mail 

and attachments and any copy from your system. McDonald's thanks you for your 

cooperation. 

 

Misc. Corn. No 1761' 
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From: Peter Shoji [shojicf@hawaiisr.com ] 

Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2006 9:24 AM 

To: 	Garcia, Nestor; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Djou,harle 
' 

Dear Council Members: 

Attached is a forward(ed) email I received from my good friend Dr. Jere -My Lin. 

I too, am very concerned about what seems to be a 'rush decision' to endorse and 
move forward with the rail project. I am aware that Honolulu has been discussing 
the fixed rail alternative for many years but it truly does seem like a hasty/rush 
decision is being made and therefore am asking for your deferral on the rail vote 
for now. 

With the cost of living in Hawaii being as high as it is, I have been fortunate to be 
able to travel many different cities in my lifetime. 
Some of these cities I visited have what seems to be very successful fixed rail 
transport systems while other city's rail transport systems that I've seen and dared 
to tour on have been not much more than a mobile home for the homeless and an 
ideal haven for criminal activities especially near and within the depot stations. 
Hey, maybe this rail transit is the answer to our homeless problem! At least we'll 
know where they are, that they are safe and that they have food and shelter 
available to them. Please be sure to include restrooms, sleeping and dining cars 
on the rail as it will be prejudiced and inconsiderate of you to not include these 
essential needs to our homeless and chronic criminals. 
Also, please include in the ordinance that the next Honolulu transit authority must 
purchase the most expensive, high-maintenance rail transit mechanism available 
on the market in 2020. 

I apologize for not offering some other alternatives to this problem but I can't come 
WI any right now so I'll stop here. 

Good Luck in your decision(s) to reduce the traffic congestion! 
Honolulu needs your guidance and leadership. 

Peter Shoji 
2851 E Manoa Road 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
12/07/06 

Misc. Corn. No. 17C2 -  
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Cc: 	# Lam, Jeremy 

Subject: Fw: please defer the rail vote 
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The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz 
Chair 
Honolulu City Council 
City and Country of Honolulu 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

RECEIVED 

Re: Bill 79, CD 1: Relating to Transit. 

Chair Dela Cruz and members of this Council. 

My name is Max Sword, here on behalf of Outrigger Hotels & Resorts, to testify on 
Bill 79, CD 1. 

While there have been numerous discussions on a host of solutions and alternatives 
to solving our transportation problems, the development of a fixed rail transit system 
for Honolulu is the essential ingredient of a long-term solution. We support this 
alternative. That is assuming of course that the City can come to grips with all the 
variables such as costs, parking for riders, transit oriented development around 
stations, the integration of the rail system with the rest of the transit system and the 
appropriate length of the route. 

Speaking of length, we believe that a project of this magnitude needs to be done 
right, because we only have one shot at this. Therefore, we support a route that runs 
from West Oahu to the University of Hawaii, Manoa, 

As for Waikiki, one of the route alternatives has what we presume is an elevated 
fixed rail spur heading into Waikiki. We believe that routing such a spur down either 
Kuhio Avenue or Kalakaua Avenue would not be in the best interests of the 
conununity. Costs, both of construction and the negative implications to the 
businesses and residents along the corridor, would exceed the benefits of such an 
approach. Space is precious in Waikiki and the commercial activty is an invortant 
part of the economic engine of Waikiki and the State.. 

If an elevated rail into Waikiki is deemed to be essential, we believe that a routing 
along Ala VVai Boulevard would be much easier to implement, have less of a negative 
impact on the area and would provide the desired access to a -transit line. 

An alternative to connecting the larger system with Waikiki would be a Waikiki 
Circulator system_ Such a circulator system would be designed in such a way 
to easily facilitate movement around Waikiki._ If properly plarinrA„ such a systt-,Drn 
LA-A4 -1:orinect to a future nearby transit station without the need for the actual rail line 
to penetrate Waikiki. 

I thank you for allowing me to testify. 	 Misc. Corn. No. 1-763*  

pH 
Outrigger Hotels Hawaii dba Outrigger Hotels & Resorts 

2375 Kuhio Avenue • Henolu Hawali 96815-2992 • Telephone: 808-921-6600 • FacsImile: 8 8-92 i -6655 
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From: The Teeters iteeterp008©hawaii.rr.corni 

Sent: 	Sunday, December 03, 2006 11:46 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 	 c=i rn c., 
Subject: rail— 

z 
rfl 

Please do not build the rail. I will not use it. All but maybe two of the people I have talked to from all ovWtli 

I find the poll done about this very hard to believe. 

Why not double decker highways?? I have seen them in major cities and they make sense becailse th(gilo not 
use up separate land, but the very same pieces. 
They make sense because most of us not only.. want selfishly but feel we need the privacy of our cars and we are 
not going to give up our cars. I utilize my time wisely and when I go out I make several stops. Rail will not work for 
me and I will not use it. I suspect parking, waiting to get on and off of it is going to WASTE valuable time and I will 
not use it. 

Why must I help pay for it? Oh, I know the argument is that others will use it and leave the roads emptier for e. 
Not gonna happenl for the same reasons I won't use it, others won't either. 

You will simply split the bus people between that system and rail, and waste so very much money. It isn't just the 
cost of building the clang thing but the maintenance and upkeep which I have read will be... .millions per month. 
This is absurd and not a good business move if it is built. 

Double decker highways, we keep our cars and once all three highways are double decker, we have doubled our 
highway space and without THAT much monthly upkeep. 

I know the leaders will be begging people to use this thing many years from now. 

See all of the cars on the road now? they/we do not use the bus and we are not going to use rail. 

PLEASE see the truth of this and pass the word along, please tell the mayor NO' on this one, and by the way... 

We like him a lot, my family and I, and most of the people I talk to. In fact, so far.. rail is the only thing I can recall 
that I disagree totally with him on. 

Sincerely, and hoping very seriously that you defeat this rail proposal, 

Karen T- 

 

Misc. Corn. N 1764 

12/4/2006 
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island said they are not going to use it. 
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From: Doug Thomas [thomasd005@hawaii.rr.corn] 

Sent: Wednesday, December 06, 2006 8:06 PM 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony 

TESTIMONY OF 

DOUG THOMAS 

95-138 KAHELA STREET 

MILILANI, HI 96789 

REGARDING 

City & County of Honolulu Transit Bill 79, CD 1 

Held On 

December 7, 2006 

AS SOMEONE WHO LIVES IN MILILANI AND MAKES A DAILY COMMUTE TO WAIKIKI 

FOR WORK, SPENDING A MINIMUM OF AN HOUR AND A HALF ON THE ROAD DAILY 

UNDER THE BEST OF CONDITIONS, AND WHO WILL CONTINUE TO DO SO IN THE 

FORSEEABLE FUTURE, I SHOULD BE A POSTER CHILD FOR SUPPORT OF RAIL TRANSIT. 

HOWEVER BASED ON ALL THE INFORMATION AVAILABLE AT THIS TIME, I AM 

VEHEMENTLY OPPOSED TO RAIL AS A COST EFFECTIVE SOLUTION TO OUR TRAFFIC 

PROBLEMS. 

TO PARAPHRASE THE MAYOR: 

1. DO WE NEED IT? 

WE NEED SOMETHING TO ALLEVIATE TRAFFIC CONGESTION, BUT NO CREDIBLE 

EVIDENCE HAS YET BEEN PRESENTED TO INDICATE RAIL IS THE BEST OR MOST COST 

EFFECTIVE SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEM. 

2. CAN WE AFFORD IT? 

IF WE SEE OUR TAXPAYING CITIZENS AS AN ENDLESS SOURCE OF REVENUE — AND WE 

Niisc, Corn. No. 	1-7C5 ' 
12/7/06 

PH 
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WILL NEED TO BE BASED ON THE EVER-INCREASING COST OF THE PROJECT -- SURE WE 

CAN AFFORD IT. IF WE DON'T SEE OUR CITIZENS AS CASH COWS, WE CAN'T AFFORD IT. 

3. CAN WE MAINTAIN IT? 

BASED ON OUR RECORD ON MAINTENANCE OF INFRASTRUCTURE SUCH AS ROADS, 

SEWERS, WATER LINES, AND PARKS, IN THE PAST CAN WE BE CONFIDENT IN OUR 

ABILITY TO MAINTAIN A SOPHISTICATED TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM SUCH AS THE 

PROPOSED RAIL IN THE FUTURE. WHAT WILL WE DO WHEN -- NOT IF -- THOSE WHO 

OPERATE THE RAIL GO ON STRIKE? 

BASED ON ALL AVAILABLE DATA MANAGED TRAFFIC LANES, IN ADDITION TO BETTER 

PLANNED GROWTH, APPEAR TO BE FAR AND AWAY THE MOST COST EFFECTIVE 

SOLUTION TO OUR CURRENT TRAFFIC WOES. 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION. 

12/7/06 
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F. 03 

Dec )mber 7,2006 
r  oc 

City and County of Honolulu 	 T, 
City Council 

Re: I support the full rail roui from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii 

Council Members: 

I ask to be counted as those v, kio support the full rail route. Though I live in 
the Hawaiian Homes sub-divi ;ion in Kapolei and we seem to best benefit 
from the full rail proposal, I s iy "why not?" Traffic is a nightmare for us, 
we pay taxes like everyone el ■e on Oahu and mostly ii is the future we must 
prepare for today. We do noi want our keiki and their; to continue to be 
plagued with traffic problem!: 

We must make a big decision for a big future. 

Ale ia, 

L Uesato 
91. 211 Hoanaulu 

Ka] olei, Hi. 96707 

Misc. Corn. No. 1.706 
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STARWOOD 
HOTELS & RESORTS WORLDWIDE INC 

t.c) 	 Testimony of Keith Vieira 
SVP, Director of Operations — Hawaii & French Polynesia 

Starwood Hotels & Resorts 
f-wf 
r-f 

41=i 	 December 7, 2006 

TRANSIt ISSUE 

1.13 
C=1 

Good morning City Council Members. 

Oahu's traffic congestion continues to worsen. In discussions with both our employees 
and our guests, they continually site the challenges they face in unproductive time spent 
on the road trying to get to their destination during the work week and on the weekends. 

Based on their concerns and our belief that this can only get worse, we are in support of 
the proposed fixed rail transit system for Oahu. We definitely believe the route has to 
include the University of Hawaii area as much of the congestion is caused by staff and 
students commuting from other areas on Oahu. Also, much of our work force will 
continue to come from more rural areas that have more affordable housing in the future. 

We also feel there should be a spur or connection with Waikiki, specifically down the Ala 
Wai or another acceptable or logical location. 

I want to thank you for your time and attention. 

Misc. Corn. No 17" 
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HAWAI IAN 
AIRLINES— 

Testimony of Hawaiian Airlines 
In support of Bill 79, CDI 

December 7, 2006 

Chair Dela Cruz and members of the Honolulu City Council: 

My name is Keoni Wagner and Pm the Vice President — Public Affairs for 
Hawaiian Airlines. Thank you for allowing us to testify in support of Bill 79. We believe 
that a transit solution for Honolulu is overdue and that rail offers the greatest long-term 
benefits to our community. Further, we think it is imperative that the approved route for 
this solution include a station at Honolulu International Airport. 

An improved transit system will greatly benefit the people of Oahu. It is 
consistent with long-term plans to develop West Oahu into the second city, and will 
improve the quality of life for leeward residents by mitigating traffic and trigger 
economic development and growth. 

With an airport stop in effect, parking problems at the airport would be alleviated 
and airport employees would have a new option for commuting. It would also be a 
convenient mode of tramportation for visitors as well, making Hawaii easier to navigate 
with multiple options for transit. 

We would like to caution, however, that the development of the transit system 
with an airport stop would need to be carefully planned to ensure that it does not impact 
the airport development plan in a fiscally negative marmer and that the station be situated 
for the benefit of residents and tourists. 

Thank you for your time and for taking these steps toward making Hawaii a more 
livable place. We will be happy to assist in any way possible and look forward to 
collaborating with the County and State to see this through. Please pass this measure this 
year, and please make sure it includes a station at the airport. 

Mahal°. 

Misc. Corn. No. 17" 
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Mary L Warren 
60 North Nimitz Highway 

Apartment 1604 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817-5342 

Home Phone (808) 537-1655 
Fax: (808)585-6421 

29 November 2006 

TO THE HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 
CITY HALL (HONOLULU HALE) 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

rri 

 

crs 

 

RE: RAIL TRANSIT 

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Honolulu City Council: 

I cannot understand how any of you in good conscience can approve the Mayor's rail 
transit proposallill You have done nothing else to try to help to improve public 
transportation such as the bus system which would be so much cheaper. People of 
Honolulu have proven how they prefer to drive their own cars. Not even the high cost of 
gas stops them, nor the cost of an automobile itself. Not to mention the cost of parking. 
This rail system would take years to start and finish. Many people will be forced out of 
businesses and their homes. Where will they go???? What will they do???? The cost 
itself of this rail system is enough for you to all reconsider. Have you forgotten that we 
live on an island??? This is not a huge mainland city. Everyone knows what the traffic 
is like when they move far from town. They know how long it takes and yet they make 
that decision to live there. When did it become the taxpayers responsibility to 
accommodate these people. There are so many other problems that need to be 
worked on. Our homeless is increasing and you all want to sell affordable housing. 
Are any of you working for all of Honolulu or for the select few that are involved in 
this project???? 

Please set your priorities and work on more important things. You are wasting time and 
money and this needs to stop. I ask that you drop this rail system idea from your 
agenda. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Mary J WarIen, Resident Kamaaina 

Misc. Corn . No 1C3 
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Council Chairman Donovan Dela Cruz 
Honolulu City Council 
City Hall 
llonolulu, HI 96813 

Subject Public Hearing on Bill 79, Cl) I Relating to transit. 

Dear Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the Honolulu City Council, 

It cost $150,000 to $250,000 per unit to subsidize and affordable rental unit, depending on 
what size and what income level of rent is targeted. The state housing study says that on 
Oahu we are over 10,000 affordable units short. That's a $2 to $3 BILLION problem. 

Government can either subsidize affordable housing or they can entitle it (give the zoning). 
It has been proven successful in other cities that transit oriented development can provide 
affordable housing via entitlements. Mostly, rail, unlike HOT lanes, gives us the 
transportation infrastructure to increase density (like New York, Boston, DC, Atlanta, Japan, 
Chicago, etc), I believe _HOT lanes actually encourage urban sprawl. 

We should preserve our open space, but cannot unless we build the infrastructure (water, 
sewer and transportation systems) that allows us to increase density in our urban core. 

Rail is not about reducing traffic nearly as much as it is about increasing our capacity to grow 
and giving our workforce an efficient transportation option, which the bus is not. Just like 
water and sewer lines, if we don't have capacity, we can't build homes. If we can't build 
homes, demand is stronger than supply and prices go up until we drive our workforce off the 
island. 

People with the "no growth" attitude should be ashamed of themselves. Every year there are 
over 3,500 new household created on Oahu. 60,000 homes over the next 20 years are not 
enough to meet this demand. If we don't build homes to meet the needs of our citizens, then 
the prices of homes will skyrocket even higher. Where will they go? To the beaches? To 
the mainland? "No growth" is not an option. Instead, we need to ask, "How will we grow?" 
And a key part of that answer is rail. 

Rail is not a silver bullet, but it is the key piece of the transportation capacity puzzle, together 
with buses, and ferries and other systems, If we don't pay for rail, we will pay even more in 
the form of higher median home prices, taxes for homeless shelters, taxes for government 
housing subsidies, higher cost of goods for employee living wages, lost productivity, lost 
open space and lower quality of life, 

Sincerely. 

Craig Y. Watase 
President - Mark Development, Inc, 
2002 President - BEA Hawaii 

Misc. Corn. No 1770' 
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Council Chairman Donovan Dela Cruz 
Honolulu City Council 
City Hall 
llonolulu, HI 96813 

Subject Public Hearing on Bill 79, Cl) I Relating to transit. 

Dear Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the Honolulu City Council, 

It cost $150,000 to $250,000 per unit to subsidize and affordable rental unit, depending on 
what size and what income level of rent is targeted. The state housing study says that on 
Oahu we are over 10,000 affordable units short. That's a $2 to $3 BILLION problem. 

Government can either subsidize affordable housing or they can entitle it (give the zoning). 
It has been proven successful in other cities that transit oriented development can provide 
affordable housing via entitlements. Mostly, rail, unlike HOT lanes, gives us the 
transportation infrastructure to increase density (like New York, Boston, DC, Atlanta, Japan, 
Chicago, etc), I believe _HOT lanes actually encourage urban sprawl. 

We should preserve our open space, but cannot unless we build the infrastructure (water, 
sewer and transportation systems) that allows us to increase density in our urban core. 

Rail is not about reducing traffic nearly as much as it is about increasing our capacity to grow 
and giving our workforce an efficient transportation option, which the bus is not. Just like 
water and sewer lines, if we don't have capacity, we can't build homes. If we can't build 
homes, demand is stronger than supply and prices go up until we drive our workforce off the 
island. 

People with the "no growth" attitude should be ashamed of themselves. Every year there are 
over 3,500 new household created on Oahu. 60,000 homes over the next 20 years are not 
enough to meet this demand. If we don't build homes to meet the needs of our citizens, then 
the prices of homes will skyrocket even higher. Where will they go? To the beaches? To 
the mainland? "No growth" is not an option. Instead, we need to ask, "How will we grow?" 
And a key part of that answer is rail. 

Rail is not a silver bullet, but it is the key piece of the transportation capacity puzzle, together 
with buses, and ferries and other systems, If we don't pay for rail, we will pay even more in 
the form of higher median home prices, taxes for homeless shelters, taxes for government 
housing subsidies, higher cost of goods for employee living wages, lost productivity, lost 
open space and lower quality of life, 

Sincerely. 

Craig Y. Watase 
President - Mark Development, Inc, 
2002 President - BEA Hawaii 

Misc. Corn. No 1770' 
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From: Tom & Kathy Welch [welch@pixi.coml 

Sent: Wednesday, November 29, 2006 904 AM 

To: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Who is going to ride RAIL, ARE YOU- Be honest 

11/29/06 
An Open Letter to 

Mayor Mufi Hannemann 
Council chair Donavan Dela Cruz 
The City Council Members 

I Vote against the "Rail" and believe we are going the wrong way on the "Rail" issue and we are only 
hearing from a small segment who are now the bus riding segment of Hawaii. I have spoken to many 
of my neighbors and co-workers who live, work, vote & pay taxes in the Kapolei, Waipahu, Leeward Area 
area and all have said they would "not use the Rail" system if it were built. I would not use the system and 
my family would not use the system, just as we do not use the "Bus" system now. Economically it is a 
endless waist of taxpayer Monies that could be well spent in other areas. Perhaps a much more Island friendly 
use of Monies would be to move to a clean electric bus system and have better routes and designate lanes 
for the system such as the car-pool or zipper lane we now have in use. 

It appears from the conversations I have had that the people that are pushing the "Rail" down our throats 
are all hoping that "someone else" will use the "Rail" so it will open up the roads for them. I do not see this 
happening. I think it is time for Toll roads and moving more business and schools to the "Second City" (Kapolei) 
as you have been doing and I think Kapolei is growing nicely and with the road work you have scheduled will 
be a much more driver friendly area in the future. 

Perhaps larger credits for Hybrid Cars, Solar, Wind and alternate clean energy saving methods 
of living as well as travel this is the direction we need to be going rather than spending untold Billions 
on a system that will benefit a small fraction of our society and tax our children and future generations 
beyond our wildest dreams. 	 t==) 

Thanks in advance for your consideration 

With aloha, 

r•—• 

Thomas Welch 
92-5088 Limukele Street 
Kapolei, Hawaii 96707 

(808)672-6933 

Cc Fax 527-5552,523-4220 

11/29/2006 
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From: Tammy Wilson iTammyW@GENTRYHAWAll.corn] 

Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2006 8:03 AM 

To: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: FW: Rail Transit 

—Origin& Message-- 

From: Debbie Luning 

Sent; Wednesday, December 06, 2006 2:43 PM 

To: Everyone-Gentry 

Subject: 	Rail Transit 

e-, 

C=P 
rri 
C-2 

 

cr7 

If you are supportive of the rail transit line going all the way from Kapolei to 
the UH, please consider filling out the petition (scroll all the way down) and 
faxing or emailing it in. Thank you. 

Has traffic gridlock got you down? 
Are you tired of spending hours commuting each 
day? 
Do you want more transportation choices? 
Don't let others make the choice for you. 
Let your VOICE be heard! 
The City Council will be holding a critical meeting on Thursday, December 7 at 10:00 
a.m. in the City Council Chamber on the 3rd floor of Honolulu Hale to select the route 
for the rail transit system. The decision has already been made to collect the transit tax. And 
a route will be selected by year-end. There are forces outside our community that want to 
prevent the rail route from serving West Oahu, It's vital that we tell them how important rail 
is to our commuhity. If you are unable to attend this meeting, please call or write the Mayor 
and members of the City Council and ask them to support the FULL transit route from West 
Kapolei (Kalaeloa Boulevard) to the University of Hawaii at Manoa — and not anything 
short of it! 

We need to act NOW or West Oahu will be ignored. Please complete the petition below and 
email, mail or 
fax it today to: 
Mayor Mull Hannemann 
Phone: 523-4141 
Fax: 527-5552 	

Misc. Corn. No.  1772 '  
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HAWAII ASSOCIATION OF INDEPENDENT SCHOOLS 
35 Years of Proinating Chola ant I Presetvii fruiependence 

December 7, 2006 

Council Chair Donovan Deis Cruz 
Members of the City Council 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

By Fax: 808-527-6910 
t; 

RE: 	 SUPPORT FOR BILL 79, CD 1 	 t*. 

Dear Council Chair Dela Cruz and Member of the City Council: 

The Hawaii Association of Independent Schools, along with its member schools, believes that the 
betterment of humankind is inherently possible, and we believe that education is prominent among forces 
for good working toward this goal. 

To that end, please know that our member schools understand the urgency of teaching every student about 
the necessity for creating a sustainable future for Hawaii. You will find in Hawaii's private schools diverse 
efforts to teach about the importance of honoring and preserving the goodness of life here in the islands, 
inclusive of our precious environment, the well-being of all who live here, especially those most 
challenged, the diversity of our culture, the vibrancy of our economy, and so much more. 

Within this effort is a belief that a healthy lifestyle, with time for work and family, with time for creative 
endeavors, with time for exercise and recreation, are essential for everyone. We concur with many who 
believe that such a lifestyle is compromised significantly by growing concerns about gridlock traffic, 
excessive amounts of time getting to and from school or work, increasing air pollution , ...the list grows 
longer every year that we do not take decisive action to remedy these problems. 

With this in mind, we encourage leaders today to set a good example to the young people of Hawaii by 
striving now to create policy that begins to address these urgent problems. Let's begin by doing the best 
we are able to alleviate waffle problems by designing and building visionary transportation systems that arc 
future-oriented, and good models for sustainsbility for generations to come. 

To that end, we support the full proposal being made by Mayor HEinnernann, and believe that his rigorous 
rese c ofthis issue has created a vision that is good and right for Hawaii. 

or your cons' eration of this testimony. 

'Robert M. Witt, Executive Director 

„r  Misc. Corn. No. 1773  Ala Manna Pacific Cen 
1585 Kapiolani Blvd., #1212 - Honolulu, Hawaii 96814 

Phone! (808) 973-1540 Fax; (808) 973-1545 
Website: www.hais.urg 
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OPPOSITION FOR BILL 79 

TO 	Councilmember Romy Cachola, Chair, Transportation Committee 
FROM: 	Linda Wong 
DATE: 	November 6, 2006 
RE: 	Opposition FOR BILL 79 Relating to Mass Transit 

Chair Cachola and Councilmembers, 

I am in opposition to rail and in support of managed hot lanes. Recently I took Bart in San 
Francisco from the SF airport via the SF air terminal rail to the last stop on the Bart rail line in 
Pittsburg California. The Bart was hardly populated. We went through San Francisco proper, 
through Oakland, and all the bay cities to the south and east of the Bay area. It was a nice ride 
for me, plenty of room for my luggage and to stretch out as there were hardly and passengers 
on the Bart The same was true on my return to the Airport from the Pittsburg station. My sister 
had to drive me on the freeway to get to the park and ride station. The total for my fare was 
under $7.00 for one way. While in San Francisco I rode the city streetcars, which connected, to 
the Bart. They were busy. 
The streets were still busy with cars, fully packed as usual. 
Many, of not most do not think it will be much different in Honolulu. Many, if not most do not 
think people here will abandon their cars to jump on a rail transit system that will at the most 
force them to walk across a long causeway to Ala Moana to shop. 
We have been robbed of our roadway maintenance, synchronized traffic signals, traffic lanes, 
bus bays, plagued by "traffic calming" devices that weren't wanted and that ultimately cause 
traffic to speed up, and all sorts of other devices to make us want to abandon our highways 
since the Harris administration and that has hasn't stopped. 
What about Mull's "Do we need it, can we afford it, can we maintain it?" 
We don't need this extravagant transit proposal of rail when managed 'hot lanes' will work 
for $0 with private partnerships or almost no money compared to the $5 Billion rail with only 
2-8% rider ship while 92-98% are still in their cars. I have talked to many regular citizens on 
the street as I sit on one of the Neighborhood Boards and their sentiments are like mine. 
The ordinary citizen does NOT want this siphon on his taxes and property taxes for his 
children and their children. This alone will not be enough to pay for this mammoth rail project 
with its bond interest and imminent domain cost issues. There is also an inflated 
infrastructure cost and undefined equipment cost, inflation, maintenance among other issues 
not divulged. 
We do not need TO D's made like tenement buildings like other cities. 
Then what of the beauty of Hawaii? Again, you are killing the goose that laid the golden egg. 
The golden egg is just barely surviving in Honolulu; we have only one open skyline left. Now, 
to build a MONORAIL, NOT 'RAIL' 90 FEET IN THE AIR, No more view planes, no more sky. 
No more gold egg. 
Please defer Bill 79 due to the hidden figures just divulged by the city (Inflation etc.). 
Reconsider CD1 and Managed Hot Lanes with the best-PLANNED Managed Transit System 
this city could have and deserves. 

Linda Wong 
3071 Pualei Circle #203 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96815 
255-3435 
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From: 	Arvid Youngquist [thirr33@gmail.com ] 

Sent: 	Friday, December 08, 2006 1225 PM 

To: 	Tada, Jane F. 

Subject: Dec. 22, 2006 Special Meeting 10 AM (Bill 79, CD1) 

Chair Donovan M. Dela Cruz  
Vice Chair Ann H. Kobayashi 
Honorable Members of the City Council  

Aloha. 
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want to thank the City Council's 7-2 support for this Bill 79 , CD1, on Dec. 7, 2006's Speciala" 
Session. I support passage of Bill 79, CD1 on third reading. 

The thoughts of testifiers regarding Salt Lake, Chinatown, Waikiki, and UH Manoa students 
should be considered in your decision making process. 

A more modest route initially might be the most prudent step, while leaving the subsequent 
expansion up to the next Councils post-2015. Thank you for your participation in extra-
Committee hearings, and for the public hearings conducted by the various committees. 

Mahalo, Merry Christmas and a Happy New Year! 

Arvid T. Youngquist 
P 0 Box 37542 
Honolulu, III 96837 
540-1910 

Peace Be With You. 

Misc. Com . No, "76  
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TY 'CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

December 6, 2006 
RECEIVED 

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 
Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Council Chair Dela Cruz: 

As you come into the final stages of selecting the Locally Preferred Alternative for 
the proposed Honolulu Transit Project, we would like to convey our sentiments. 
In general, we support moving forward at this point so as to be in line for federal 
funding, but believe that there is still work to be done. 

While there have been numerous discussions in recent months on a host of 
solutions and alternatives to solving our transportation problems, we believe the 
development of a fixed rail transit system for Honolulu could be an essential 
ingredient of a long term solution. Our support presumes that the City will come 
to grips with costs, the availability of parking for riders, thoughtful plans for transit 
oriented development around stations, the appropriate length of the route and the 
connectivity with the rest of the transit system. 

Another key element is the routing, both in the near term and in the long term. 
Currently you are looking at 5 alternative routes of various lengths and 
configurations. We believe that a project of this magnitude must be done right as 
we realistically will only have one shot at it. To make this system really work and 
to get the maximum rider-ship, we believe the selected route must connect with 
the University of Hawaii, Manoa. From practical experience, many of us are 
keenly aware of the impact that UH has on traffic. We believe the UH connection 
would make a real difference. 

We also have some strong views about the way in which a large transit system 
should connect with Waikiki. One of the route alternatives has what we presume 
to be an elevated fixed rail spur coming into Waikiki. We believe that routing 
such a spur down either Kuhio Avenue or Kalakaua Avenue would not be in the 
best interests of the community_ Costs, both of construction and the negative 
implications to the businesses and residents along the corridor, would exceed the 
benefits of such an approach. Space is precious in Waikiki and the commercial 
activity is an important part of the economic engine of Waikiki. 

Misc. Corn. No. 

AR0007001 0 



Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 
December 6, 2006 
Page 2 of 2 

If an elevated rail through Waikiki is deemed to be essential, we believe that a 
routing along Ala Wai Boulevard would be much easier to implement, have less 
of a negative impact on our most prosperous visitor destination and would 
provide the desired access to a transit line. 

Another alternative to connect the larger system with Waikiki would be a Waikiki 
Circulator system. Such a circulator system would be designed in such a way so 
as to easily facilitate movement around Waikiki. If properly planned, such a 
system could connect to a future nearby transit station without the need for the 
actual rail line to penetrate Waikiki. It would also make sense to locate one of 
the departure points near parking facilities that would make it easier for local 
residents to park and get around Waikiki without having to drive. We suspect 
that this aspect of the system could be implemented long before the full transit 
line is complete and provide immediate benefit. For example, if a transit station 
is built at the convention center, the system could have a Kalakaua, Kapahulu, 
Kuhio routing connecting at the convention center. 

Let me know if you have any questions. Thank you for your consideration of this 
letter. We look forward to working with both the Council and the Administration in 
making a transit system work in Honolulu. 

S ipcerely, 

WDPC/cc 
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Notes on Telephone Inquiry 
Owen Miyamoto 

Transit Advisory Task Force 

rrs 

As requested by Chair Kazu Hayashida, I called Dr. Martin Stone, Director of 
Planning, Tampa-Hillsborough County Expressway Authority on Tuesday, December 5, 
2006. In addition I talked to Paul Santos, Bridge Engineer, Highways Division, Hawaii 
DOT on Wednesday, December 6, 2006. The purpose for my calls was to assist the Task 
Force in the review of the City's Alternatives Analysis with respect to the cost for the 
high-occupancy toll (HOT) lanes and the rail transit alternatives. 

Dr. Stone described the features of the Tampa Expressway and its reversible 
express lanes and its comparison with the HOT lanes in the alternatives analysis. He said 
the Honolulu proposal for a bi-directional two-lane facility should be changed to a three-
lane reversible structure similar to the Tampa elevated lanes. The Tampa project includes 
five access points. The structure meets AASHTO and Florida State Highway design 
standards. In spite of the ability of Tampa drivers to select at least two other non-toll 
highways paralleling the expressway, the Authority has been able to generate sufficient 
revenues to meet their construction and operating costs. The expressway carries 14,500 
vehicles per day. The toll will rise from its present $1 charge to $1.50. He said the 
design by Figg Engineering was not proprietary but that they were able to produce an 
efficient design. 

Dr Stone stated that the cost for a similar facility in Honolulu should not exceed 
$1 billion dollars even with the widening from two to three lanes and the addition of 
access ramps. He was not able to confirm his statement on the basis of construction costs 
in Hawaii except to state that he has seen the structures in Hawaii and recognizes the 
apparent similarity in design. 

Paul Santos stated that there is a substantial difference in cost for bridge 
construction between Hawaii and the mainland US. The Bridge Section presently uses 
$400 to $500 per square foot for planning purposes and expects the price will continue to 
rise and approach $1000 per square foot. By comparison, he states that most highway 
agencies on the mainland use $100 to $200 per square foot with some even below $100. 
He believes the high cost in Hawaii is its location and the lack of competition. For 
instance, there is only one precast concrete plant in Hawaii to produce bridge girders. He 
understands some general contractors in Hawaii look to shipping girders from the 
mainland as was done by the contractor for the Ford Island causeway in Pearl Harbor. 
He further believes the cost for construction of the structures in the alternatives analysis 
must factor in the additional cost of utility relocation, which was not a problem in the 
Tampa expressway. 

In summary, there does not appear to be a valid reason to compare the Tampa 
elevated express lanes with the HOT lanes in the alternatives analysis. 

Misc. Gdm. No 
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Misc. Corn 
Page 6 

TRANSPORTATION OPTIONS 
In this section of the research respondents were presented with fol tevvgieD options 
regarding what to do about Oahu's traffic problem. The table below highlights the top 
choice for each respondent. 

Top Choice 
A rail option which means building an elevated rail system from Leeward 
Oahu to Honolulu 

45% 

An option which focuses on replacing buses, highway construction, 
boosting efficiency of TheBus system and improving the zipper lane 

21% 

An option which focuses on expanding TheBus system and building a 
viaduct for use as a toll road 

20% 

A "no build" option which focuses on replacing buses and highway 
construction 

5% 

Don't know 10% 	. 

The top choice among the four options given is the fixed rail system preferred by 45% of 
the Oahu residents polled. Ranking a distant second is the option of replacing buses, 
highway construction, boosting efficiency and improving the zipper lane preferred by 
21%. Twenty percent would like to build a viaduct for use as a toll road. Just 5% see the 
"no build" concept as a viable first option. 

Rail is the top choice in each of the nine Council Districts. 

GET INCREASE 
In this section of the research respondents were first asked if they were aware that the 
General Excise Tax will increase by 'A% in January 2007. They were then asked if they 
were aware that this increase will be used to pay for the rail system. 

OVERALL 
Aware of GET increase in January 2007 

	
70% 

Aware GET increase will be used to fund rail 
	

62% 

A majority (70%) of the Oahu residents polled are aware of the increase in the GET 
coming in January 2007, Slightly fewer were aware that the increase is there to fund the 
rail system. 
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5 .00 10.00 20 o . 
5.00 8.00 20 25 
5.00 6.50 0 0 
3.00 9 14 20 75 9.5 
3.00 8.00 0 0 

25.00 32.00 25 25 
21.00 25.00 50 50 

2.25 7.00 5 1 0 
2,00 8,25 10 5 
N/A 

A 

N/A 
 6.00 

0 
5 

20 
50 2.0 

5.00 8,00 10 25 
3.50 8.00 10 20 
6.00 8.00 10 0 
3.00 16.00 10 5 
9.00 19.25 10 10 3.0 

21.00 30.00 5 75 3.0 
3,90 6.80 10 75 1.5 
3.00 10.00 .  10 25 12.0 

10.00 12.50 10 5 1.0 
3.50 8.00 25 5 . 	2.0.  
4.00 22.80 41 N/A 
8.00 i 0,00 5 0 
2.00 6.00 5 5 
9.73 I 3.40 10 5 
6.00 7,00 20 10 2.0 
2.00 12.00 23 10 2.5 
5.00 8.30 15 5 1.0 

25.00 33,00 100 0 
29.90 41.00 100 5 
10.00 20.00 5 0 
4,00 8,00 75 75 1.0 

000 20.00 10 5 2.0 
6.00 7,00 5 0 
4.00 15.00 25 0 

10.00 12.50 5 50 6.0 
5.00 8.50 10 10 2.0 

15.00 I 7.50 25 20 3.0 
10.00 I 5.00 0 10 2,0 
8.00 14.00 15 20 3.0 

15.00 20.00 10 20 3.0 
9.00 23.00 15 5 

12.50 18.75 5 0 
I 0.00 18.00 25 5 2.0 
5.00 11.00 I 0 50 

15.00 10,00 75 100 6.0 
10.00 13.50 25 20 
8.00 8.00 / 0 5 
8.67 14.04 20 20.0 3.3 

Market._ 

Calgary, AB 
Edmonton, AB 
Halifax, NS 
Montreal, QC 
Ottawa, ON 
R egjnia, SK 
Saskatoon, SK 
Toronto, ON 
Vancouver, BC 
Victoria, BC 
AVPRAtIF 
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Energy intensities 

	

(Btu per 	(Btu per 	Energy use 

	

vehicle- 	passenger- 	(trillion 

	

mile) 	mile) 	k 	Btu) 

	

5,572 	C)1C 	9,254.7 

	

6,894 	4,008 	5,760.9 

	

2,500 	2,049 	23.8 

	

21,319 	19,806 	18.4 

	

8,489 	1,401 	0.8 

186,8 

	

36,628 	4,160 	89.2 
C 	 28.3 
C 	 , 	 69.3 
C 	 2,217.3 

	

3,587 	2,075.9 
C 	 141.4 
C 	 c 	203.6 

	

69,947 	3,024 	91.7 

	

50,453 	2,935 	16.7 

	

70,173 	6,-2t) 	48.7 

	

91,958 	2,751 	26.3 

Great care should be taken when comparing modal energy intensity data among modes. Because ofthe inherent differences 
among the transportation modes in the nature of services, routes available, and many additional factors, it is not possible 
to obtain truly comparable national energy intensities among modes. These values are averages, and there is a great deal 
of variability even within a mode. 

Table 2.10 
Passenger Travel and Energy Use, 2003 

Number of 
vehicles 

(thousands) 

Vehicle- 
miles 

(millions) 

Passenger- 
miles 

(millions) 

Load factor 
(persons/ 
vehicle) 

Cars 135,669.9 1,660,828 2,607,547 1.57 
Personal trucks • 76,627,3 835,666 1,437,346 1.72 

Motorcycles 5,370.0 9,539 11,638 1.22 

Demand response b  36.0 864 930 1.1 

Vanpool 6.6 89 541 6.1 
Buses c c 

Transit 78.0 2,435 21,262 8.7 

hitercityd ,, t c 

School 631.4 c C 

Air c 

Certificated route' 578,745 C 

General aviation 209.7 C 

Recreational boats 12,665.0 C 
Rail 18.6 1,311 30,321 23.1 

Intercity (Amtrak) 0.4 331 5,680 17.2 

Transit (light & heavy) 12.2 694 15,082 21.7 

Commuter 6.0 286 9,559 33.4 

Source: 
See Appendix A for Passenger Travel and Energy Use. 

Changed significantly due to newly available data from the 2002 Vehicle Inventory and Use Survey. See Appendix A 
for details. 

b  Includes passenger cars, vans, and small buses operating in response to calls from passengers to the transit operator who 
dispatches the vehicles. 

Data are not available. 
Energy use is estimated, 
Includes domestic scheduled services and 1/2 of international scheduled services (Table 2.13 shows only domestic 

services). These energy intensities may be inflated because all energy use is attributed to passengers-cargo energy use is not 
taken into account. 
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Discussion-piece #6 
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Du , o6  Predicted and Actual Ridership of Proposed New Starts Projects ri 

Federal Transit Administration 
June 6, 2006 

R c WinVoses of ridership reviews. FTA periodically compares the actual ridership against the 
ridership predictions for major transit projects using Federal "New Starts" funds. The 
analysis has three purposes: (1) to provide an up-to-date picture on the reliability of ridership 
forecasts as the basis for decisionmaking on proposed New Starts projects; (2) to identify any 
needed improvements in the technical methods used to make the forecasts; and (3) to identify 
any appropriate modifications to the way that FTA uses New Starts forecasts in project 
evaluation. 

2. Pickrell report. FTA published the initial review in 1990 in the report Urban Rail Transit 
Projects: Forecast Versus Actual Ridership and Cost (commonly referred to as the Picicrell 
report after its primary author). That review considered ten projects and found that only one 
project generated actual ridership that was more than 50 percent of the predicted ridership 
(specifically, 72 percent) Actual ridership for the other nine projects was less than 50 percent 
of their forecasts. 

3. 2003 report. FTA prepared (but has not yet released) the 2003 report Predicted and Actual 
Impacts of New Starts Projects: Capital Cost, Operating Cost and Ridership Data (hereafter 
termed the Phase-1 report) to consider the 19 New Starts projects (both rail and bus 
guideways) that opened for revenue service since the 1990 report. The post-1990 projects 
showed improvements in the quality of forecasts. Four of the 19 projects generated ridership 
that was between 70 and 80 percent of their forecasts. Another three projects generated 
ridership between 80 and 100 percent of their forecasts. And three projects had actual 
ridership that exceeded their forecasts by modest amounts. Table 1 summarizes the 19 
projects, their ridership forecasts, and their actual (or extrapolated) ridership in the forecast 
year. 

4. Pickrell update.  The 2003 report also included an updated (year 2000) look at the ten 
projects reviewed by Pickrell. Two of those ten projects had year -2000 ridership close to 
forecast levels; two others showed growth since the 1990 report but were still far below 
forecast levels; three projects had little change in ridership; and three experienced declines in 
ridership since 1990. 

5. Phase-1 conclusions. The 2003 report suggested several possible reasons for the improved 
quality of transit forecasts post-Pickrell, including greater forecasting experience, more 
formalized forecasting procedures and guidelines, increased scrutiny of forecasts and the 
planning process by government agencies and the public, improved forecasting technical 
methods, and improved computing technology. The report also observed forecasts for people 
movers, busways, and starter rail lines tended to be least reliable while forecasts for system 
expansions (additional lines in new corridors or extensions of existing lines in the same 
corridor) were relatively more reliable. 
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6. Phase-2. In 2006, further FTA-sponsored analysis of completed projects concluded in the 
draft report Predicted and Actual Ridership of New Starts Projects: Detailed Analysis (not 
yet released; hereafter the Phase-2 report) undertook detailed reviews of the ridership 
forecasts for seven of the nineteen Phase-1 projects (as identified in Table 1). This work 
faced a substantial hurdle in the general unavailability of detailed information on the 
forecasts themselves. The forecasts were prepared 10 to 20 years ago and supporting 
documents and data sets (zone-level demographics, trip tables, zone definitions, and coded 
transit and highway networks) were simply not available. The case studies included two 
"successful" forecasts that were within ±20 percent of actual ridership and five "less 
successful" forecasts that were more than twice the actual ridership. 

7. Successful forecasts. The two projects with successful forecasts — San Diego El Cajon and 
Portland Westside — were expansions of existing light rail systems. While it was extremely 
difficult in a retrospective analysis to confirm the level of quality control and reasonableness 
checks during the forecasting process, a review of both the calibration and validation tests 
and the results, as well as transit paths and skims, suggests that these procedures have been 
more rigorously followed in areas with successful forecasts. To some extent, the success of 
the two forecasts was the product of offsetting errors. While both forecasts were within ±20 
percent of actual project-specific ridership, both missed actual levels of systemwide ridership 
more than ±20 percent and relied upon corridor-level demographic forecasts that also varied 
from actual outcomes by more than +/- 20 percent. 

8. Less-successful forecasts. The five less-successful forecasts appear to have been subject to 
multiple types of errors of varying magnitude. Sources of error included erroneous model 
inputs, problematic model properties, and mistakes in model application — and all forecasts 
were subject to more than one of these errors. 

o Input errors. The most frequent error involved the magnitude and location of future 
population and employment growth, a problem in all seven of the case studies, 
contributing both to the less successful forecasts and the offsetting errors that may 
have masked other problems in the successful forecasts. Because transit relies 
heavily on walking for access/egress, errors in demographic forecasts at the regional 
and/or corridor levels are compounded by incorrect allocations to zones within 
walking distances of fixed-guideway stations. Other sources of input error include 
the representation of future-year transportation networks (both highway and transit), 
inadequate detail in the zone system used to represent the region, as well as prices for 
transit fares, gasoline, and parking. At least one (and usually more) of these input 
errors specifically contributed to the forecasting error in each of the "less successful" 
case studies. 

o Model-property errors. A common problem in the less-successful forecasts was the 
overestimation of future highway congestion. This problem may be the result of 
problematic demographic forecasts filtering through the model chain. However, 
overestimation of highway congestion appeared to occur even where regional trip 
tables generally replicated actual travel patterns indicated by census journey-to-work 
information and household surveys. In such cases the culprit is the model set itself, 
likely problems time-of-day distributions and/or network assignment. 
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o Model-application errors. Haste in the completion of forecasts to support funding 
application or environmental documents appears to have led to improper 
representation of changes in project scope or transit service plans in the travel 
forecasts. Other changes in scope and service plans have occurred after the forecasts 
were completed, without a corresponding update in the forecasts. in at least one case 
the model was validated to an outdated set of observed data before being used for the 
transit forecasts. 

9. Absence of detailed records. While some insights were available from the seven case 
studies, by far the most significant outcome of the Phase-2 effort was the clear finding that 
useful comparisons of forecasts with actual outcome are not possible with the largely non-
existent records of the forecasts. This outcome has significant implications for the usefulness 
of the Before-and-After studies that are now a required element of New Starts projects that 
receive Full Funding Grant Agreements and suggests the need to formalize the preservation 
of forecasts so that meaningful reviews of their accuracy are possible. 
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Table 2. Predicted and Actual Ridership for Phase II Case Studies: Summary of Findings by Project 

City/Project Name Summary of Findings 

Atlanta • 2005 observed hoardings only 40% of forecast hoardings 
• Observed rail system ridership less than forecast 

MARTA North Line • Observed overall transit ridership close to forecast but widely fluctuates year-to-year 
Extension • Forecasting error caused by failure to achieve predicted employment levels in station areas in 

primary travel market, underestimation of regional employment, fluctuations in overall system 
ridership, inaccurate transit coding conventions in the model, poor trip distribution model, over-
reliance on mode choice adjustment factors, and validation to outdated observed data set. 

Chicago • 2000 observed project hoardings only 46% of forecast hoardings 
• Observed system-wide rail boardings close to forecast 

CTA Orange Line • Observed transit system hoardings close to forecast 
• Forecasting error caused by failure to account for demographic changes in study area / corridor, and 

poor model structure, especially for trip distribution and mode choice 
Houston • 2005 projected (from 2002 observed) hoardings only 33% of forecast hoardings 

• Observed transit system ridership less than forecast 
METRO Southwest • Forecasting error caused by failure to achieve predicted population and employment levels in the 
Transitway study corridor and region, failure to achieve predicted land uses in station areas, overestimation of 

future highway congestion, poor transit coding and zone system, and changes to project following 
completion of forecasts 

Los Angeles • 2001 (1 	year of full line operation) observed hoardings 43% of (2000) forecast hoardings 
• Observed transit system hoardings 72% of forecast hoardings 

MTA Red Line • Forecasting error caused by poor model inputs for transit fares, gasoline costs, fuel economy, poor 
transit-access coding, failure to achieve employment forecasts, failure to fully restructure 
background bus network to eliminate direct competition with line and provide feeder service, 
service changes due to conversion from trunk line to trunk/branch operations, relocation of line to 
less attractive transit corridor, and length of time needed to construct and operate full line 

Portland • 2002 observed boardings 8% over 2005 predicted hoardings 
• 2001 observed LRT system hoardings 3% over 2005 predicted hoardings 

Tri-Met Westside/ • Forecasting success caused by realistic and quality-controlled transit service inputs, previous 
experience operating LRT, higher than forecast population/employment growth 

Hillsboro LRT • Approximately 10% to 15% of the success may be attributed to underestimation of growth 
• Good model features, such as extra trip purposes, cars per worker variable, use of choice models 

for demographic inputs, inclusion of non-mechanized trips in mode choice, good model accounting 
of transit accessibility and use of mode-of-access model in mode choice may have contributed to 
forecasting success 

• Errors in population and employment forecasts may have helped ridership forecast for project but 
are indicative of larger errors in the demographic and employment model (offsetting errors) 

San Diego • 2000 observed hoardings 9% over 2000 predicted hoardings 
• 2000 observed LRT system hoardings 57% over 2000 predicted hoardings 

MTDH El Cajon • 2000 observed transit system hoardings 2% over 2000 predicted hoardings 
LRT • Forecasting success caused by realistic model inputs and quality control, good model features, and 

greater than expected population and employment growth in the corridor 
• Approximately 15% to 20% of the success may be attributed to underestimation of growth 
• Errors in population and employment forecasts may have helped ridership forecast for project but 

are indicative of larger errors in the demographic and employment model (offsetting errors) 
• Large forecasting error for LRT system overall suggests problems with mode choice model 

San Jose • 2005 observed hoardings only 25% of 2005 predicted hoardings 

VTA Tasman West 
• Forecasting error caused by severe economic contraction in corridor and surrounding region, 

overestimation of highway congestion, poor TAZ system, unrefined trip distribution model, poor 
LRT network inputs, and poor transit assignment 

_ 
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1. Motivations. The calibration and validation of travel models provide the best evidence 
that the models grasp the transit supply characteristics and traveler behaviors that are 
crucial to subsequent forecasts for New Starts projects. Consequently, both project 
sponsors and FTA have a substantial interest in appropriate efforts to calibrate and 
validate models that provide a solid basis for predictions of the ridership and mobility 
benefits of major transit projects. FTA guidance on calibration and validation will 
outline FTA's priorities in the review of the adequacy of local travel models to support 
New Starts forecasts. 

2. Traditional model development. While there is no universal approach to model 
development, the process is often described as comprising three phases: 

o Estimation — where individual records from survey data are used with specialized 
software to estimate the values of model parameters and draw conclusions on the 
appropriate variables and structure for component models; 

o Calibration — where each component model emerging from estimation is implemented 
in its application software and adjusted to reproduce current travel behaviors; and 

o Validation — where the entire model set used to make a "forecast" of current travel 
patterns and demonstrate sufficient ability to reproduce highway counts and transit 
line volumes. 

Several years of observations on the performance of models in New Starts forecasting 
suggests that this traditional approach — at least as it is commonly employed — has some 
shortcomings as preparation for transit forecasting. 

a) Misallocation of effort. Many model-development efforts reserve relatively few 
resources for calibration and validation — and those resources are often eroded by 
higher-than-anticipated efforts in data assembly and model estimation. Model 
estimation is an important step: it provides the basic parameters for all components of 
the model set, it has provided all of the insights into travel behavior available to the 
practice of travel forecasting, and it is the avenue to all future improvements in travel 
models. However, model estimation can easily consume all resources available for 
model development. The pursuit of clean estimation results (with all parameters 
estimates statistically significant and with the correct sign, for example) can extend 
the effort beyond allocated resources. The substantial penalty for that outcome is the 
reduction — perhaps elimination — of resources for calibration and validation. These 
latter phases of model development focus directly on the model set itself and its 
ability to produce useful forecasts — the crucial property for a model set that is about 
to be used to make forecasts that, for New Starts projects, may cost hundreds of 
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millions of dollars or more. The failure to reserve sufficient resources for calibration 
and validation is a potentially severe strategic error in the preparation of reliable 
travel forecasting procedures. 

b) Insufficient data. Useful forecasts rely on the ability of travel models to make 
reasonable estimates of a range of characteristics of the transportation system (travel 
speeds, transit accessibility, and others) — and the travelers who use the system 
(choices of destination, travel mode, transit-access mode, transit path, and many 
others). Remarkably, many model-development efforts proceed with only limited 
data to verify the estimates produced by the models. In particular, the absence of 
insights on transit ridership patterns — that are available only from carefully designed 
surveys of current transit riders — is often an alarming gap in the foundation of models 
prepared to make ridership forecasts for major transit investments. 

c) Superficial calibration. Perhaps the largest problem for transit forecasting that occurs 
in traditional model development is a transit calibration effort that results in 
adjustments necessary to match current data that are no more than correction factors 
for errors made elsewhere in the model set. The "calibration" of alternative-specific 
constants is meaningful only when the person-trip tables, highway and transit 
networks, and observed transit ridership patterns are sufficiently accurate. Errors in 
person-trip tables, in particular, have frequently led to grossly distorted calibration 
constants that have nothing to do with travel behavior and that lead to useless transit 
forecasts. 

d) Inattention to forecasting proPerties. The traditional focus on matching current 
conditions in testing a new model set is necessary: models that cannot describe 
current conditions offer little promise for predicting the future. However, travel 
models are ultimately used to make predictions of changes — between today and the 
future and (particularly in New Starts forecasting) between alternatives in the future. 
Inattention to the forecasting properties of models can permit the introduction of 
model properties that produce inexplicable forecasts. Bizarre alternative-specific 
constants for transit line-haul modes are a common outcome of the exclusive focus on 
matching current conditions without regard to their implications in forecasting. 
Arbitrary decision rules have the same perverse effect. For example, a common 
"remedy" in model calibration for the overestimation of short transit trips has been to 
reclassify any transit trip of less than N minutes in-vehicle time as an auto trip. With 
the correct value of N, that rule can produce a better match against current transit trip 
lengths. In forecasting, however, it can produce havoc as transit guideways shorten 
the travel time for some trips sufficiently to trigger the rule — and thereby predict a 
loss of transit riders for a faster guideway alternative compared to a slower local-bus 
baseline conditions. 

e) Too-late initial forecasts. Forecasts with new models often tell as much about the 
models as the transportation alternatives to which they are applied. The differences 
between the forecasts — today versus the future and across changes in the 
transportation system — illuminate the forecasting properties of the models better than 
any cross-sectional testing done during "base-year" calibration and validation. While 
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helpful, the late discovery of previously unknown model "properties" is very 
awkward when the properties are bizarre, the forecasts are inexplicable, and various 
studies face milestones that depend on those forecasts. 

3. Some improvements on current practice. The remedy for these problems lies in sufficient 
data collection, meaningful calibration, useful validation, and informative documentation. 

a) Sufficient data collection.  Models intended to support decisions on major transit 
investments should be based on data that are sufficient to support the reliability of the 
models. Four kinds of data are essential to calibration of the transit-forecasting 
capabilities of a model set, and a fifth is highly desirable: 

• Highway speeds — because of their roles in (1) predicting transit speeds, (2) 
representing impedances in trip distribution, and (3) representing the principal 
alternative to transit in mode choice; 

• CTPP2000 — the Census Transportation Planning Package — because large errors 
in work travel-patterns can substantially distort mode-choice models for work 
trips; 

• Bus travel times — because the principal way that transit guideways improve 
transit service is to increase transit speeds, so comparisons between guideway 
travel times and bus travel times in mixed traffic simply must describe meaningful 
differences; 

• Transit rider survey — because transit line counts and on-off counts, by 
themselves, cannot inform travel models sufficiently to provide a solid basis for 
development of the transit components of a model set; and 

• (Ideally) a household diary survey — because non-work travel patterns are 
essential to the development of useful non-work mode choice models. 

b) Meaningful calibration. In contrast to the often superficial traditional calibration 
(particularly of mode-choice models), a meaningful calibration effort ought to 
exhaust the available data. Virtually any mode choice model can be made to match 
total transit ridership — even subtotals by access mode and socio-economic class — 
with sufficient hammering on its alternative-specific constants. Rigorous calibration 
would include: 

• Careful comparison of point-to-point travel times via the highway and transit 
networks; 

• Detailed inspection of person-trip tables — not simply trip-length frequency 
distributions — in terms of district-to-district interchanges; this inspection is 
particularly important for significant transit markets by demonstrating, for 
example, that the distribution model predicts reasonably well the production 
locations of person-trip attracted to the central business district and other transit-
competitive attraction areas; 

• The assignment of "observed" transit trip tables (derived from a transit rider 
survey) to the coded transit networks to isolate the network coding and transit 
pathbuilding components of a model set; this test permits comparisons of 
individual path characteristics, transfer frequencies, boarding/alighting volumes at 

3 

AR00070022 



stations, trip lengths, and the geographic locations of trip productions and 
attractions by access mode and socio-economic class; and it supports adjustments 
to network coding rules and pathbuilding parameters, and often highlights 
problems in person-trip tables; 

• The comparison of transit trip tables from the mode choice models against the 
"observed" patterns derived from a transit rider survey; this test examines the 
extent to which the model set grasps the nature and magnitude of the principal 
ridership markets — by trip purpose, socio-economic class, transit access mode, 
and perhaps other characteristics; and 

• The comparison of transit volumes on individual transit lines (or groups of lines 
in the case of local buses), guideway facilities, stations, and park/ride lots — and 
between station pairs if the data are available; this test demonstrates the ability of 
the model set to replicate loadings on the principal components of the transit 
system. 

c) Vseful validation. Because rigorous calibration exhausts the available data, no data 
comparisons remain for validation. Two important tests remain, however. 

• Interpretation of the story told by the models themselves — particularly transit 
network coding, transit pathbuilding, and the mode choice models — about the 
behavior of travelers; this test helps to ensure that the various parameters, 
constants, network coding conventions, and other decision rules in the models tell 
a coherent story about travel behavior; it prevents (by highlighting the need for 
correction) implausible relationships (values of time, ratios between weights on 
impedance variables, internal inconsistencies) and explains the properties of the 
models to non-travel-forecasters; and 

• Demonstration of reasonable predictions of chagge between today and the future 
and in response to changes in the transportation (particularly transit) system; this 
last set of tests adds a major new dimension to the understanding of the properties 
of a new model set: the ability to respond reasonably to demographic growth and 
consequent changes in congestion and parking costs, and to produce coherent 
responses to major changes in the transit system. (To be useful, tests of reactions 
to change must be done through applications of the model in full production 
mode. Consequently, simple elasticity tests — done by resealing impedance 
matrices and then rerunning the mode choice model — are insufficient because 
they do not exercise the full range of model components, particularly network 
coding conventions and transit pathbuilding parameters that are central to the 
transit-related properties of a model set. 

d) Informative documentation. Rigorous calibration and validation produces a rich set 
of quantitative results. Beyond presenting those results, the most compelling 
documentation of the readiness of a model set for transit forecasting lies in the 
presentation of: 

• The significant travel markets that exist in the current transit system; 
• The ability of the model set to describe the nature and magnitude of those 

markets; 
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• The reasonableness of predicted changes in those markets in response to changes 
in model inputs; and 
The limitations imposed on the model set by the current markets (choice riders), 
behaviors (significant park/ride usage), and/or transit modes (fixed guideways) 
that will require special attention and introduce relatively greater risks in forecasts 
that rely on those currently missing conditions. 

4. Implementation. The purpose of FTA guidance on travel models is to describe the way 
that FTA reviews models in response to the requirement that the agency consider the 
reliability of forecasts in rating proposed New Starts projects. Because guidance is not 
regulation, it conveys no mandates to project sponsors. Consequently, project sponsors 
are not required to respond specifically to any of the principles outlined here and 
forthcoming in formal guidance. The single exception may be a requirement for recent 
and useful on-board survey data, depending on the New Starts provisions in the final 
regulation implementing SAFETEA-LU. That proposed requirement reflects the singular 
importance of data on current transit ridership as a basis for both informing travel models 
and underpinning the case for a major transit investment. 

Good practice in model development has positive consequences in New Starts project 
development, however. Forecasts from models that have been rigorously calibrated and 
validated are likely to generate fewer problems with acceptance by FTA for project 
evaluation and will contribute to more favorable characterizations of their inherent risks. 
Where models have been prepared through less rigorous efforts, the absence of fewer 
compelling arguments may lead to follow-up testing of model properties — particularly 
when the New Starts forecasts include unexpected characteristics — and the possible need 
for corrections to the models. Ultimately, less favorable characterizations of risk are 
likely outcomes of less-well-supported models and forecasts. 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Transit Administration 

pocket No: FTA-2006-257501 

Policy Statement on When High-
Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes 
Converted to High-Occupancy/roll 
(HOT) Lanes Shall Be Classified as 
Fixed Guideway Miles for FTA's 
Funding Formulas and When HOT 
Lanes Shall Not Be Classified as Fixed 
Guideway Miles for FTA's Funding 
Formulas 

AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of policy statement and 
request for comment. 

SUMMARY: This notice describes the 
terms and conditions on which the 
Federal Transit Administration (PTA) 
proposes to classify High-Occupancy 
Vehicle (HOV) lanes that are converted 
to High-Occupancy/Toll (HOT) lanes as 
"fixed guideway miles" for purposes of 
the transit funding formulas 
administered by PTA. The notice also 
describes when HOT lanes would be 
ineligible for classification as fixed 
guideway miles in FTA's funding 
formulas, clarifies which HOT lanes 
shall not be eligible for reporting as 
fixed guideway miles in FTA's funding 
formulas, and seeks comment from 
interested parties. After consideration of 
the comments, FTA will issue a second 
Federal Register notice responding to 
comments received and noting any 
changes made to the policy statement as 
a result of comments received. 
DATES: Comments must be received by 
October 10,2006. Late-filed comments 
will be considered to the extent 
practicable. 

ADDRESSES: To ensure your comments 
are not entered more than once into the 
DOT Docket, please identify your 
submissions by the following docket 
number: FTA-2006-25750. Please make 
your submissions by only one of the 
following means: 

• Federal eRulemaking Portal: http:// 
www.reguIations.gov . Follow the online 
instructions for making submissions to 
the DOT electronic docket site. 

• Web Site: http://dms.dot.gov . 
Follow the online instructions for 
making submissions to the DOT 
electronic docket site. 

• Fax: 1-202-493-2478. 
• U.S, Post or Express Mail: Docket 

Management System, U.S. Department 
of Transportation, 400 Seventh Street, 
SW., Nassif Building, Room PL-401, 
Washington, DC 20590-001. 

• Hand Delivery: To the Docket 
Management System; Room PL-401 on  

the plaza level of the Nassif Building, 
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington, 
DC, between 9 am. and 5 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal 
Holidays. 

Instructions: All submissions must 
make reference to the "Federal Transit 
Administration" and include the docket 
number for this notice set forth above. 
Due to security procedures in effect 
since October 2001 regarding mail 
deliveries, mail received through the 
U.S. Postal Service may be subject to 
delays. Parties making submissions 
responsive to this notice should 
consider using an express mail firm to 
ensure the prompt filing of any 
submissions not filed electronically or 
by hand. Note that all submissions 
received, including any personal 
information therein, will be posted 
without change or alteration to http:// 
clms.dot.gov . 

Docket; For access to the DOT docket 
to read materials relating to this notice, 
please go to http://dms.dot.gov  at any 
time or to the Docket Management 
System. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David B. Homer, Esq.. Chief Counsel, 

Federal Transit Administration, U.S. 
Department of Transportation, 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20590-0001. E-mail: 
David,Horner@dot.gov.  Telephone: 
(202) 366-4040; or 

Robert J. Tuccillo, Associate 
Administrator, Office of Budget & 
Policy, Federal Transit 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street, 
SW., Washington, DC 20590-0001, E-
mail: Robert.Tuccillo@dot.gov.  
Telephone: (202) 366-4050, 
Office hours are from 8:30 a.m. to 6 

p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

Since the early 1980s, transportation 
officials have sought to manage traffic 
congestion and increase vehicle 
occupancy by means of High-
Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) 
highway lanes reserved for the exclusive 
use of car pools and transit vehicles. 
Today, there are over 130 freeway HOV 
facilities in metropolitan areas in the 
U.S., 1  of which approximately 10 have 
received funding through PTA's Major 
Capital Investment program and 
approximately 80 are counted as "fixed 
guideway miles" for purposes of FTA's 
formula grant programs:2  Since 1990, 

Office of Operations, Federal Highway 
Administration, U.S. Department of Transportation. 

'National Transit Database.  

however, HOV mode share in 36 of the 
40 largest metropolitan areas has 
steadily declined, 3  while both excess 
capacity on HOV lanes and congestion 
have increased. 4  

An increasing number of metropolitan 
areas are considering new demand 
management strategies as alternatives to 
HOV lanes. One emerging alternative is 
the variably-priced High-Occupancy/ 
Toll (HOT) lane. HOT lanes combine 
HOV and pricing strategies by allowing 
Single-Occupant Vehicles (SOVs) to 
access HOV lanes by paying a toll, The 
lanes are "managed" through pricing to 
maintain free flow conditions even 
during the height of rush hours. 

HOT lanes provide multiple benefits 
to metropolitan areas that are 
experiencing severe and worsening 
congestion and significant 
transportation funding shortages. First, 
variably-priced HOT lanes expand 
mobility options in congested urban 
areas by providing an opportunity for 
reliable travel times for users prepared 
to pay a significant premium for this 
service. HOT lanes also improve the 
efficiency of HOV facilities by allowing 
toll-paying SOVs to utilize excess lane 
capacity on HOVs. In addition, HOT 
lanes generate new revenue which can 
be used to pay for transportation 
improvements, including enhanced 
transit service. 

In August of 2005, recognizing the 
advantages of HOT lanes, Congress 
enacted section 112 of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users (SAFETEA-LU), codified at 23 
U.S.C. 166, to authorize States to permit 
use of HOV lanes by SOVs, so long as 
the performance of the HOV lanes is 
continuously monitored and continues 
to meet specified performance 

3  foumey to Work Trends in tie: United States and 
its Major Metropolitan Areas 1960-2000, 
Publication No. FHWA-EP-03-058 Prepared fort 
U.S. Department of Transportation, Padua] 
Highway Administration, Office of Planning. 
Prepared by: Nancy McCluckin, Consultant, Nanda 
Srinivasan, Cambridge Systematics. Inct, 

Office of Operations, Federal Highway 
Administration, U.S. Department of Trans=tation. 
Demand for highway travel by Americans rtnittnees 
to grow as population increases, partioulaPin 
metropolitan areas. Construction of new high
rapacity to accommodat=is growth in trWttlPhas 
not kept pace. Between -Igat and 1999, route miles 
of highways increasedl,qercent whiter 	le 
miles of travel increased 4percent. The a 
Transportation Institute -q,4rnates that, in :alp. the 
75 largest metropolitan ams experienced 
billion vehicle-hours of itioy, resulting I:LA.6 
billion gallons in wasted nd and 567.9 . bittgzin 
lost productivity. And traffic volumes are prnjected 
to continue to grow. The volume of freight=. 
movement alone is forecast to nearly douhMy 
9020. Congestion it.5 largely thought of as a big city 
problem, but delays are becoming increasingly 
common in small cities and some rural areas as 

F 
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standards. The Department has strongly 
endorsed the conversion of HOV lanes 
to variably-priced HOT lanes, most 
recently in its Initiative to Reduce 
Congestion on the Nation's 
Transportation Network. It is the 
Department's policy to encourage 
jurisdictions to consider "HOV-to-HOT" 
conversion as a means of congestion 
relief and possible revenue 
enhancement. 

The ability of HOT lanes to introduce 
additional traffic to existing HOV 
facilities, while using pricing and other 
management techniques to control the 
number of additional motorists, 
maintain high service levels and 
provide new revenue, make HOT lanes 
an effective means of reducing 
congestion and improving mobility. For 
this reason, and given the new authority 
enacted by Congress to promote "HOV-
to-HOT" conversions, many States, 
transportation agencies and 
metropolitan areas are seriously 
considering applying variable pricing to 
both new and existing roadways. For 
example, the current long-range 
transportation plan for the Washington, 
DC, metropolitan area includes four now 
HOT lanes along 15 miles of the Capital 
Beltway in Virginia, and six new 
variably-priced lanes along 18 miles on 
the Inter-County Connector in 
Montgomery and Prince George's 
Counties in Maryland. 5  Virginia is also 
exploring the possibility of converting 
existing HOV lanes along the 1-95/395 
corridor into HOT lanes. 6  Maryland is 
considering express toll lanes along I-
495, 1-95 and 1-270, as well as along 
other facilities! Similarly, in San 
Francisco, the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission's 
Transportation 2030 Plan advocates 
development of a HOT network that 
would convert that region's existing 
HOV lanes to HOT lanes; 8  Houston's 
2025 Regional Transportation Plan 
includes plans to implement peak 
period pricing within the managed HOT 
lanes of the major freeway corridors in 
the region; 9  and the Miami-Dade, 
Florida 2030 Transportation Plan 
includes conversion of existing HOV 
lanes to reversible HOV/HOT lanes to 
provide additional capacity to 1-95 in 

Letter to U.S. Department of Transportation, 
August 28, 2006, from National Capital Region 
Transportation Planning Board. 

"Letter to U.S. Department of Transportation. 
August 28, 2006, from National Capital Region 
Transportation Planning Board. 

Letter to U.S. Department of Transportation, 
August 28, 2006, from National Capital Region 
Transportation Planning Board. 

"A Vision for the Future Transportation 2030, 
February 2005, Chapter 3, Page 6. 

'3 2025 Regional Transportation Plan Houston 
Galveston Area, June 2005, Page 31. 

Miami-Dade County. 1 " Other 
jurisdictions are exploring the potential 
for HOT lanes with grants provided by 
the Department's Value Pricing Pilot 
Program." These include the Port 
Authority of New York/New Jersey; San 
Antonio, Texas; Seattle, Washington; 
Atlanta, Georgia; and Portland, 
Oregon," 2  

While an increasing number of 
metropolitan planning organizations 
and State departments of transportation 
are studying the HOT lane concept as a 
strategy to improve mobility, six HOT 
lane facilities currently operate in the 
United States: State Route 91 (SR 91) 
Express Lanes in Orange County, 
California; the I-15 FasTrak in San 
Diego, California; the Katy Freeway 
QuickRide and the Northwest Freeway 
(US 290) in Harris County, Texas; 1-394 
in Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minnesota; 
and 1-25 in Denver, Colorado. 

Prior FTA Policy 

Since 2002, FTA's policy has been to 
continue to classify the lanes of an HOV 
facility converted to HOT lanes as 
"fixed guideway miles" for funding 
formula purposes on the condition that 
the facility meets two requirements: (i) 
The HOT facility manages SOV use so 
that it does not impede the free-flow 
and high speed of transit and high-
occupancy vehicles and (ii) toll 
revenues collected on the facility will be 
used for mass transit purposes." PTA 
has considered requiring as an 
additional condition for eligibility that 
the lowest toll payable by SOVs on a 
HOT facility be not less than the fare 
charged for transit services on the HOT 

, o Miami-Dade Transportation Plan Ito the Year 
2030) December 2004, FINAL DRAFT, Page 24. 

Federal Highway Administration, U.S. 
Department of Transportation. The Department's 
Value Pricing Pilot Progretn (VPPP), initially 
authorized by the Iniermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act as the Congestion 
Pricing Pilot Program and continued as the VPPP 
under SAFETEA—LU, encourages implementation 
and evaluation of value pricing pilot projects, 
offering flexibility to uncinmpess a variety of 
innovative applications including areawide pricing, 
pricing of multiple or single facilities or corridors, 
single lane pricing, and implementation of other 
market-based strategies. 

12  Federal Highway Administration, U.S. 
Department of Transportation. 

t" In a Letter to U.S. Representative Randall 
Cunningham, dated June 10, 2002, concerning the 
1-15 EasTrak facility in San Diego, FTA stated: 

* FTA will recognize, for formula allocation 
purposes, exclusive fixed guideway transit facilities 
that permit toll-paying SOVs On an incidental basis 
(often called high occupancyttoll (HOT) lanes) 
under the following conditions: the facility must be 
able to control SOV use so that it does not impede 
the free flow and high speed of transit and NOV 
vehicles, and the toil revenues collected must be 
used fur 111a8S transit purposes." 

Proposed FTA Policy 
(a) Purpose of Revised Policy. The 

proposed FTA policy described below 
would help ensure that federal transit 
funding for congested urban areas is not 
decreased when existing HOV facilities 
are converted to variably-priced HOT 
lanes in an effort by localities to reduce 
congestion, improve air quality, and 
maximize throughput using excess HOV 
lane capacity. The revised FTA policy 
would also promote a uniform approach 
by the Department's operating agencies 
concerning HOV-to-HOT conversions. 
In particular, PTA policy would be 
coordinated with the statutes enacted by 
Congress under section 112 of 
SAFETEA—LU applicable to the Federal 
Highway Administration intended to 
simplify conversion of HOV lanes to 
HOT lanes, The policy statement would 
also support the Administration's policy 
of encouraging HOV-to-HOT 
conversions. 

(b) Proposed Policy. 1-TA would 
classify HOT lanes as "fixed guideway 
miles" for purposes of the funding 
formulas administered under 49 U.S.C. 
§5307(b) and 49 U.S.C. §5309(a)(E), so 
long as each of the following conditions 
is satisfied: 

(I) The HOT lanes were previously 
NOV lanes reported in the National 
Transit Database as "fixed guideway 
miles" for purposes of the funding 
formulas administered by ETA under 49 

5307(b) and 49 U.S.C. 5309(a)(E. J. 
Facilities that were not eligible HOV 
lanes prior to being converted to HOT 
lanes would remain ineligible for 
inclusion as fixed guideway miles in 
FTA's funding formulas. Therefore, 
neither non-HOV facilities converted 
directly to HOT facilities nor facilities 
constructed as HOT lanes would be 
eligible for classification as "fixed 
guideway miles." 

(ii) The HOT lanes are continuously 
monitored and continue to meet 
performance standards that preserve 
free flow traffic conditions as specified 
in 23 U.S.C, 166(d). 23 U.S.C. 166(d) 
provides operational performance 
standards for an HOV facility converted 
to a HOT facility. It also requires that 
the performance of the facility be 
continuously monitored and that it 
continue to meet specified performance 
standards. Due to original project 
commitments, HOV facilities 
constructed using capital funds 
available under 49 U.S.C. 5309(d) or (e) 
could be required, when converted to 
HOT lanes, to achieve a higher 
performance standard than required 
under 23 U.S.C. 166(d), Standards for 
operational performance and 
determining degradation of operational 

AR00070026 



Federal Register / Vol. 71, No, 173 / Thursday, September 7, 2006 / Notices 	 52851 

performance for facilities constructed 
with funds from FTA's New Starts 
program would be determined by PTA 
on a case-by-case basis. FTA would 
require real-time monitoring of traffic 
flows to ensure on-going compliance 
with operational performance standards. 

(iii) Program income from the HOT 
lane facility, including all toll revenue, 
.18 used solely for -permissible uses," 
"Permissible uses" could mean any of 
the following uses with respect to any 
HOT lane facility, whether operated by 
a public or private entity: (a) Debt 
service, (b) a reasonable return on 
investment of any private financing, (c) 
the costs necessary for the proper 
operation and maintenance of such 
facility (including reconstruction and 
rehabilitation), and (d) if the operating 
entity annually certifies that the facility 
is being adequately operated and 
maintained (including that the 
permissible uses described in (a), (b) 
and (c) above, if applicable, are being 
duly paid), any other purpose relating to 
a project carried out under Title 49 
U.S,C. 5301 et seq. ("transit law"), In 
cases where the HOT lane facility has 
received (or receives) funding from FTA 
and another Federal agency, such that 
use of the facility's program income is 
governed by more than one Federal 
program, FTA's restrictions concerning 
permissible use would not apply to 
more than transit's allocable share14  of 
the facility's program income, PTA 
would not require recipients to assign 
priority in payment to any permissible 
use 

(c) Transit Fares and Tolls on HOT 
Lane Facilities. PTA would not 
condition reporting of HOT lanes as 
fixed guideway miles following 
conversion from HOV lanes or condition 
any approval or waiver under a Full 
Funding Grant Agreement on a grantee's 
adopting transit fare policies or a tolling 
authority's adopting of tolling policies 
concerning, respectively, the price of 
transit services on the HOT lane facility 
and the tolls payable by SOVs. Instead, 
FTA would allow grantees and tolling 
authorities to develop their own fare 
structures for transit services and tolls, 
respectively, on HOT lane facilities. 
Transit fares would remain subject to 49 
U.S.C. 5332 (Nondiscrimination) and 40 

a Transit's allocable share of the facility's 
program income shall he an amount equal to the 
facility's total program income, for any period, 
multiplied by a ratio, (a) the numerator of which 
shall be the cumulative amount of funds 
contributed to the facility through a program 
established by transit law, and (b) the denominator 
of which shall be the cumulative amount of all 
Federal funds contributed to the facility, in each 
case at the time transit's allocable share is 
calculated. 

U.S.C. 5307 (Urbanized area formula 
grants). 

(d) No Return of Funds under Full 
Funding Grant Agreements. In the event 
that an HOV facility is converted to a 
HOT facility and the HOV facility has 
received funds through FTA's New 
Starts program, PTA would not require 
the grantee to return such funds so long 
as the facility complied with the 
conditions set forth in this guidance. 

James S. Simpson, 

Administrator. 
(FR Doc. E6-14796 Filed 9-6-06; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-57-P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[Docket No. NNTSA-2006-25324, Notice 21 

Automobili Lamborghini SPA; Bugatti 
Automobiles S.A.S. and Bugatti 
Engineering GmbH; Group Lotus Plc; 
Morgan Motor Company Limited; 
Maserati; Grant of Applications for a 
Temporary Exemption From Advanced 
Air Bag Requirements of FMVSS No. 
208 

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA), 
Department of Transportation (DOT). 
ACTION: Grant of applications for 
temporary exemptions from certain 
advanced air bag provisions of Federal 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 208, 
Occupant Crash Protection, 

SUMMARY: This notice grants the 
Automobili Lamborghini SpA 
("Lamborghini"); Bugatti Automobiles 
S.A.S. and Bugatti Engineering GmbH 
(collectively, "Bugatti"); Group Lotus 
Plc ("Lotus"); Morgan Motor Company 
Limited ("Morgan"); and Maserati SpA 
("Maserati") applications for temporary 
exemption from certain advanced air 
bag requirements of Federal Motor 
Vehicle Safety Standard (FMVSS) No. 
208, Occupant Crash Protection. The 
exemptions apply to the Lamborghtni 
Murcielago, the Bugatti Veyron 16.4, the 
Lotus Elise, the Morgan Aero 8, and the 
Maserati Coupe/Spyder, In accordance 
with 49 CFR part 555, the basis for each 
grant is that compliance would cause 
substantial economic hardship to a 
manufacturer that has tried in good faith 
to comply with the standard, and the 
exemption would have a negligible 
impact on motor vehicle safety. 

The exemptions for the Lamborghini 
Murcielago, the Lotus Elise, and the 
Morgan Aero 8 are effective September 
1, 2006 and will remain in effect until 

August 31, 2009, The exemption for the 
Bugatti Veyron 16,4 is effective from 
September 1, 2006 and will remain in 
effect until September 1, 2008. The 
exemption for the Maserati Coupe/ 
Spyder is effective from September 1, 
2006 and will remain in effect until 
December 31, 2007. 

In accordance with the requirements 
of 49 	30113(b)(2), we published 
a notice of receipt of the applications 1  
in the Federal Register and asked for 
public comments. 2  We received 
comments from four of the petitioners 
(Lamborghini, Lotus, Morgan, and 
Maserati), one trade organization, and 
one individual. Please note that, as was 
done with the notice of receipt, we are 
publishing this decision notice for the 
five applications together to ensure 
efficient use of agency resources and to 
facilitate the timely processing of the 
applications. However, NHTSA 
considered each application 
individually, and our decision regarding 
the temporary exemption for each 
company is discussed separately below, 
DATES: The exemptions from the 
specified provisions of FMVSS No. 208 
for the Lamborghini Murcielago, the 
Lotus Elise, and the Morgan Aero 8 are 
effective September 1, 2006 until 
August 31, 2009. The exemption for the 
Bugatti Veyron 16.4 is effective from 
September 1, 2006 until September 1, 
2008. The exemption for the Maserati 
Coupe/Spyder is effective from 
September 1, 2006 until December 31, 
2007. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr, 
Ed Glancy or Mr. Eric Stas in the Office 
of the Chief Counsel at the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
(NCC--112), 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Room 5215, Washington, DC 20590 
(Phone: 202-366-2992; Fax 202-366- 
3820). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 

I. Advanced Air Bag Requirements and 
Small Volume Manufacturers 

In 2000, NHTSA upgraded the 
requirements for air bags in passenger 
cars and light trucks, requiring what are 
commonly known as "advanced air 
bags." " The upgrade was designed to 
meet the goals of improving protection 
for occupants of all sizes, belted and 
unbelted, in moderate to high speed 
crashes, and of minimizing the risks 
posed by air bags to infants, children, 

IT() view the applications, go to: hap:// 
dm s.dot.govisearch/seurch.FormSimple.cfm and 
enter the Docket No. NHTSA-2008-21324. 

See 71 FR 39386 (July 12, 2006) (Docket No 
NEITSA-2006-25324-6)_ 

See 65 FR 106110 (May 12, 20(70) (Docket Na, 
NHISA-2000-7013). 
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FAX TO: Councilman Dela Cruz 
(808) 523-4220 

FROM: MYRLE FUJII 
Defos06©vohoo.com   

VOTE NO ON RAIL  Cr) 

12/7M6 

FROM : MYRLE1FUJIII FAX NO. : 808 7340019 	 Dec. 08 2006 12:25AM P3/8 

CAN YOU SEE PAST YOUR COMMITMENT TO RAIL TO REALLY HEAR AND 
JUDGE IF THIS RAIL PROJECT IS SOUND AND GOOD FOR OAHU? 

WHO REALLY BENEFITS FOR THE RAIL PROJECT? 
DEVELOPERS? BUILDERS? 

WHO WILL REALLY USE THE RAIL? CURRENT BUS RIDERS? 

IS THIS FISCALLY SOUND? HOW DO WE COVER ANY COST OVERRUNS? 

IS THERE SUFFICIENT ELECTRICALPOWER FOR POWERING 
THE LIGHT RAILTRAINS 
NEW HIGHRISES 
NEW HOMES 

WITHOUT CAUSING LOCALIZED REGULAR POWER OUTAGES? 

OR WILL WE BE FORCED BY HECO TO BUILD ANOTHER FOSSIL 
FUEL POWER PLANT? 

WHAT ABOUT SECURITY AGAINST POSSIBLE ATTACKS? 

WHAT ABOUT EARTHQUAKE PROOF STRUCTURES? 

ARE YOU WILLING TO GIVE AWAY A LITTLE MORE OF WHAT MAKES 
HAWAII SPECIAL IN ORDER TO BE LIKE A MAINLAND CITY? 

WHY DO YOU THINK TOURISTS COME TO HAWAII? NOT TO SEE 
SOMETHING THEY LEFT AT HOME 

BE THE VISIONARY, SUPPORT HAWAII AS THE LEADER IN RENEWABLE 
ENERGY AND KEEP OAHU AS THE BEAUTIFUL ISLAND THAT IT IS 

TWANIK FOR YOUR At 	iNITION AND CONSIDERATION. 

1 KNOW YOU WANT TO DO TNE13fST FOR 1-IA WAIL 

MYR LE FUJII- 

Misc. Corn. No. 
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From: 	 Jason C Post upost©hawaii.edu ] 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, December 05, 2006 8:54 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Rapid Transit 

Dear Mr Dela Cruz, 

have reviewed all the proposals on mass transit, and rail is the worst choice. I urge you to vote NOT IN FAVOR of a 
rail transit plan. In my opinion, Mayor Hanneman is trying to rush plans of a rail system through the legistlature. The 

fact that in the past few months the cost of just building the infrastructure for the proposed railway has increased 
exponentially is an indication of poor planning. 

Such a huge allocation of funds for a rail system is incredibly unfair to the majority of the citizens of Hawaii. What 

about the emerging traffic problems on Maui and the Big Island? I suggest a statewide enriched bus system which 
would be more flexible, be able to use our current roadways, and would ultimately benefit more people. 

Thank You, 
-Jason Post 
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From: 	 HAWAII RAILING [railings.hrail@hawailantel.netj 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, December 05, 2006 9:30 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Stop the train 

STOP. Please stop this thing. There are other cheaper better solutions. 
NO one will listen. Spend, Spend, Spend I will be there Thursday to 
support stopping this thing. If you hired a contractor that gave you a 
proposal like is being presented to us you would not give him a penny. 
There is no valid sound plan for the rail. 

Karl Dicks 

Misc. Corn. No. 1185  
1 
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Cr) 

From: 	 Randolph F. Leong {RFL208©Aloha.net ] 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, December 05, 2006 10:14 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Rail Not Cost Effective for Honolulu 

Dear Councilman Dela Cruz: 

I earnestly beg you to do the due diligence on rail before you cast your 
vote on December 7th. 

As a representative of the people of Honolulu, you have a fiduciary duty 
to DO THE RIGHT THING on this, a decision that will have serious financial 

ramifications for decades to come! 

Honolulu just does not have the critical-mass in population to justify 
rail transit. Whenever anyone cites another city for a ”great rail system" 

(e.g. Tokyo, New York, Portland, etc.) they are referring to cities with 
populations from two-and-one-half times to 15 times the poplulation of the 
the entire island of Oahu, and in a much denser geographical area. 

A good indicator of how infeasible rail is for Honolulu is the per-capita 
cost of the proposed project. If Honolulu goes forward on the project, 
Honolulu's rail system's cost per capita of $6,500, will be the highest in 

the nation BY FAR! That will be more than NINE TIMES the second-place 
city, Portland, at $725 per capita. The average per capita cost of rail 
for most other cities is around $300, or only 1/20th (5%) of the proposed 
Honolulu project, You can find the per capita cost table at 

www.honolulutraffic.com . 

And, none of those other rail systems are making money despite their 
relatively inexpensive per capita cost! I am gravely concerned about the 
thought of Honolulu's citizens being burdened with this monstrous debt for 

the next few decades, all to give just 50,000 (5% of Oahu's population) 

riders an "alternative way to get to work". 

The $6,500 that each man, woman, and child in Honolulu must pay just to 
build it, is far too expensive to just provide a luxury to a very small 

minority of the population, and still not solve the traffic congestion 
problem. The cost-benefit of the rail project simply does not make sense. 

Aloha, 

Randy 

RANDOLPH F. LEONG 
Attorney at Law 
126 Queen Street, Suite 301 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

1786' 
Misc. Coma No. 	 
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Tel. No. (808) 536-8804 

Email: RFL208@Aloha.net  

FAX No. (808) 536-8805 
Cellular No. (808) 554-8804 

DISCLAIMER: This message is only intended for the addressee named above. 
Its contents may be confidential, privileged or otherwise protected. Any 
unauthorized use, disclosure or copying of this message or its contents is 

prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, (i) please do not read 
or disclose it to others, (ii) please notify the sender by reply e-mail or 

phone, and (iii) please delete this communication from your system. 
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OIT't CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: HAWAII RAILING [railings.hrail©hawailantelnet] 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 05, 2006 10:06 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: SOLUTIONS 

DEC B 2 54 	'06 

RECEIVED 

SOLUTIONS TO THE TRAFFIC 

<! -- [if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]--> 

NIMITZ ONE WAY INTO TOWN AND ALL THE WAY TO WAKIKI 

DILLINGHAM ONE WAY OUT OF TOWN ALL THE WAY TO FREEWAY 

<!--{if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]--> 

GIVE BACK THE LANE AT KUNIA INTERCHANGE WHERE IT GOES FROM 3 
LANE TO 2 AND THEN BACK TO 5 OR 6 

<!---[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]--> 

WIDEN THE ROAD TOWN BOUND 1 LANE, FROM WAIMALU TO AIEA EXIT 
BY STADIUM 

<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]--> 

LOWER THE PRICE OF THE ALREADY WORKING BUS SYSTEM TO PROMOTE 
MORE RIDERS AND IMPROVE ROUTES 

<!--{if !supportEmptyParasi--> <!--[endit]--> 

FROM EAST OAHU, @ VINYARD EXIT MAKE THE VINYARD CUT OFF A LEFT 
EXIT INSTEAD OF THE CROSSOVER THAT EXIST 

<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]—> <!--[endif]---> 

FINES FOR USING HAND HELD CELL PHONES WHILE DRIVING. 

<!--[if !supportEmptyParasj--> <!--[endif]--> 

PENALTIES FOR OBSTRUCTING THE FLOW OF TRAFFIC IN THE LEFT 2 
LANES. 

<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]--> 	Misc. Coma No 17S7 
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<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]—> 

THESE ARE SIMPLE COMMON SENSE IDEAS THAT CAN BE IMPLEMENTED 
QUICKLY AND DO NOT COST BILLIONS OF DOLLARS. THEY WILL DO MORE 
TO END GRID LOCK, AND WILL WORK. THE RAIL SYSTEM HAS ALREADY 
ADMITTED IT WILL DO NOTHING TO END GRID LOCK. 

<!--[if !supportEmptyParasi--> <!--{endifj--> 

KARL DICKS 

12/5/2006 
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IT OLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: 18082039356@tmomaii.net 
	

DEC 8 2 54 Pli '06 
Sent: 	Tuesday, December 05, 2006 9:57 AM 

To: 	Deia Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: ** SPAM ** 	
RECEIVED 

Aloha Mr Dela Cruz. Please vote NO on rapid transit. 
Fix the roads. Move more state offices out to Kapalei. 
We don't need any more billion dollar work programs 
for the unions. Jim and Nora Harris. Makakilo 

()M 

This message was sent from a T-Mobile wireless phone. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1788  
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From: John Brizdie Ulbriz©gmail.corni 

Sent: 	Friday, December 08, 2006 7:33 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Transit Discussion 

Aloha Council Chair Dela Cruz, 

I know my testimony was late in the day and full of numbers. So in case it was not in your packet, here 
it is: 

Don't Waste Commuter's Time on the Train 

Let's look at the proposed 20 mile rail transit project from the point of view of a Bus commuter from 
West Oahu. How will the project affect their morning commute? In this example the Bus rider wants to 
take the train the entire 20 miles to the end (for example Ala Moana Shopping Center). If the Bus rider 
from West Oahu rides the bus to the beginning of the proposed rail line and then transfers to the train, 
and then travels the entire 20 miles to the end, their rail trip will take them 48 minutes. They will travel 
the same 48 minutes going home (for a total of 96 minutes). The rail proposals travel at an average 
speed of 25 miles per hour. 

However, if the Bus rider has the option to ride on an Express Bus on elevated managed lanes (the same 
20 miles), the trip will take 20 minutes. The travel time home will also take 20 minutes (for a total of 40 
minutes). The Express buses on managed lanes travel at 60 miles per hour. 

The 20 miles round trip on the managed lanes is over twice as fast as the round trip on the train (40 
minutes vs. 96 minutes). 

The difference between rail and managed lanes in round trip travel time over the same 20 miles is 56 
minutes per day. This is 56 minutes of time that could be spent at home. In four weeks, the difference 
amounts to 18.5 total hours. 

If we choose the rail proposals over the managed lanes proposals, we are adding over 18 hours per 
month to the West Oahu Bus riders commute. We still have the option of building elevated managed 
lanes and giving the 18 hours per month back to the West Oahu commuters. 

Let's ask the West Oahu commuters if they are willing to give up 18 hours per month just to travel on a 
train. Let's ask the West Oahu commuters if they would rather travel on an Express Bus on the managed 
lanes and keep thel 8 hours per month for themselves and their families. 

Donovan, I did not meet one person there yesterday that understood the train traveled so slowly. Even 
one of the news people didn't know. I believe the Bus riders in your district are expecting something 
much faster. The train will not be successful when people find out it is slower than the Freeway most of 
the day. 

Perhaps a survey could ask Bus riders if they would rather stay on the Bus on the elevated lanes at 60 
miles per hour, or get off the Bus and get on the elevated train and proceed at 25 miles per hour. 

790 Misc. Corn. No. 
12/8/2006 
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Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
Transit Alternatives Comparison 

Elevated Managed Lanes and Elevated Rail Along a Similar Route 

Benefits 
Transit, Carpools, Emergency 

Vehicles, Income, etc. 

Two Elevated Lanes 
Inbound in the Morning — 
Outbound in the Afternoon 

Elevated Rail 
Stops at Every Stop 

Ability to handle all mass transit 
needs through the corridor now 
and in the future. 

Yes - City Buses Yes 

Ability to design Express routes 
through the corridor. 

Yes - City Express Buses No 

Which alternative travels faster 
from start to finish? 

Buses average 50- 60 miles per 
hour 

Rail Cars average 22-25 
miles per hour 

Which alternative can handle 
more people per hour? 

This one 

Can the alternative handle 
Carpool and Vanpool vehicles? 

Yes No 

Can the alternative take cars off 
the Freeway on day one? 

Yes - High Occupancy Cars, 
Van Pools, and Cars willing to 
pay a toll 

No one can say for sure 
until the route and 
timetable is published 

Can the alternative provide an 
alternative route for cars when 
the freeway is closed? 

Yes No 

Can the alternative assist our 
first responders in an 
emergency? 

Yes No 

Can the alternative be totally 
shut down because of a weak 
link? 

No - Except for occasional 
accidents 

Yes - Electric Failure or 
Disabled Train 

Can the alternative create 
revenue? 

Yes - Lane capacity available 
after Buses and High 
Occupancy Vehicles can be 
purchased by cars willing to 
pay a toll 

No 

Will the alternative benefit the 
over 80% of West Oahu 
commuters who will never take 
Mass Transit? 

Yes - Take Buses and High-  
Occupancy Cars off the 
Freeway, provide an incentive 
to Carpool above the traffic, 
and offer a choice to ride the 
elevated lanes for a toll 

No 

Which alternative is less 
expensive? 

This one. 

John Brizdle 
Honolulu - 732-0071 
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From: Yoshimitsu Takei [takei3ypb@hawailantel.net ] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 07, 2006 7:54 PM 

To: 	Tam, Rod; Okino, Gary; Apo, Todd K; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Marsha 
Cruz, Donovan M; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Rail system thoughts 

Dear Councilmembers, 

Please, please, please reconsider any decision to move ahead with the rail plan. 

A 

Barbara; Dela 

Yes, UH and the students and those who commute to work in the city might be served -- at least until they find 
that rail is neither as inexpensive nor convenient as buses that move faster than 25 mph and which 
stop frequently. 

Yes, we might get federal money -- for some time and then what? The current condition of many of our roads 
does breed confidence that a rail system can be twill be any better maintained, especially when the federal 
money dries up. 

Yes, we can raise the money through taxes — at least some of it anyway. But what about using increased tax 
revenues to take care of existing problems: our roads, our homeless, our schools, our social programs, our 
sewers, and our beaches. 

Yes, a rail system may bring growth to the areas near it. But 'density' and 'growth' demands roads [and 
maintenance], schools [and maintenance], sewers [and maintenance], social programs [and maintenance]. 

I fear that our current rail system plan is too similar to the late 'beautification program.' Ill-conceived and poorly 
planned, big on promises and short on delivery. 

Please, please, please reconsider any decision to move ahead with the rail plan. 

Sincerely, 
Paula Takei 
3588 Alani Drive 
Honolulu 

CT) 

Misc. Corn. No.  1791 

12/8/2006 
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From: 	 Jo Ann Inouye Dinouye@oipn.corni 
Sent: 	 Friday, December 08, 2006 9:11 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 NO TO RAIL 

TOO EXPENSIVE, TOO RISKY, NO SOLID EVIDENCE OF RIDERSHIP, TOO EXPENSIVE v  
TOO RISKY, SPOIL ENVIRONMENT, TOO EXPENSIVE. BOOST UP EXPRESS BU 
SERVICES. Try having a bus day/month -free, get new riders. 

NO TO RAIL. 

Cr) 

Misc. Corn. No. 1792  
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From: Dale Moyen [moyen@hawalisr.com] 

Sent: 	Saturday, December 09, 2006 3:24 PM c=2 rn 

rn 
r"" 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony (T) 

7-ft 
TO: HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL for 12113/06 meeting 

Testimony supporting the need for the full 28 mile Rail Transit alignment with Monorail arprthe Ioly 
preferred mode 	 cr) 

December 9, 2006 

Fixed rail has to be built. We need an alternative to the gridlocked H1 right now. The traffic jam we had after the 
pedestrian foot bridge on westbound H1 was hit on "Black Tuesday" is an example of what will happen if we ever 
have a disaster. Can you imagine the traffic nightmare if the footbridge could not have been removed quickly? 
This type of traffic jam will be the norm for traffic on H1 in 5 years. If we do nothing or just add buses, it will take 2 
hours each way to travel between Kapolei and Honolulu all the time - 7x24. 

People who do not make this commute to/from Kapolei daily do not understand how bad this situation is NOW. 
This past week, the morning traffic on H1 eastbound has been backing up past Kunia, halfway to the Makakilo on-
ramp. On the way home / westbound in the afternoon, the traffic has been backing up to the airport off ramp on 
the H1 viaduct. Afternoon Rush "Hour" traffic westbound lasts from 3 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. every weekday! This is 
normal traffic now, without an accident or problem!! Buses are stuck in this same traffic. The H1 freeway system 
is OVER capacity right now!!! 

I invite anyone who doesn't understand how bad the Honolulu to Kapolei traffic is EVERYDAY to simply look at 
the Honolulu City & County live traffic video every weekday morning on H1 from Kapolei to downtown and vice 
versa in the afternoon. Compare this to Windward and East Honolulu commutes. We have a 20+ mile backup 
EVERYDAY! East Honolulu and Windward commuters complain when they have a 2 to 3 mile backup. And what 
about the UH students who leave home at 4:30 a.m. to drive to UH ahead of traffic and sleep in the UH parking lot 
so that they will have a parking place for class that day? My son's friend from Ewa does exactly this. Her UH 
school day is from 4 a.m. to after 7:30 p.m. when she gets back home and then has homework and household 
chores to do. 

This is an Island wide problem (traffic) and is lowering our quality of life and standard of living. It continues to get 
worse every year•for everyone on Oahu. Doing nothing solves nothing. The longer we wait to build rail, the more 
it will cost and the harder it will be. 

Rail is the only answer. We must provide an alternative high capacity mode of transportation other than 
roadways. If way fail to approve the full 28 mile rail project now, we are going to doom Honolulu and Oahu to 
constantly increasing commute times, gridlocked traffic, air pollution, wasted fuel, wasted productivity, and longer 
& longer shipping / delivery times on Oahu. Traffic costs us all money everyday! 

For those who say we cannot afford rail, I say we cannot afford not to. If we wait, costs will only increase. If we 
do nothing, the hidden costs of traffic gridlock, lowering of our quality of life, and the drag on our Economy will 
cost more than the rail system ever would have. We must invest in rail now for the sustainability of Oahu's future. 

If Honolulu is going to continue to be one of the world's best places to live, we MUST build rail NOW! The rail 
system will show the world that we are forward thinking and portray the city in a high tech, "city of the future" light. 

A well done, aesthetically pleasing rail system such as Monorail will become a destination unto itself for Visitors 
and Locals alike. A monorail like in Las Vegas, Downtown Seattle, or as used around Disneyworld and 
Disneyland would blend into the skyline the best and have the least visual impact. It will become an 
Oahu "attraction". Imagine riding the Honolulu to Kapolei Monorail and then going to Ko Olina for the day or 

Misc. Corn. No. 1794  
12/11/2006 
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riding from Kapolei to Waikiki for go out for the evening. No need to worry about parking or how bad the traffic will 
be. We could ride the Monorail to events at Aloha Stadium too! When potential employers and employees 
consider moving to Oahu, traffic will be one less thing to worry about because they can ride the Monorail instead. 
Kapolei to downtown in 20 minutes! City and State Government Workers and those who support government can 
move freely between offices in downtown Honolulu and Kapolei for meetings and court cases. We all will be able 
to take the Monorail to the Airport too! Conventioneers could stay in Waikiki and ride the Monorail to UH or 
Downtown to attend meetings. 

As a teenager, I lived in the San Francisco Eastbay suburb of San Ramon Valley in the early 1970's while the 
debate to put in BART ("Bay Area Rapid Transit") was underway. The same arguments against rail were voiced 
there and then, as we hearing here now. But, their Leaders of that time had enough conviction and foresight to 
build BART anyway. The original BART only went from Concord through Oakland to downtown San Francisco. 
Now it goes everywhere around the Bay Area, including to the town where I used to live. And YES, people do 
actually ride it and LOVE IT!!! 

If we do not build a rail mass transit system now then we should BAN all new building permits from Pearl City 
west including Kapolei, Makakilo, and Mililani I Central Oahu. There is no current transportation capacity left to 
add more development to Leeward and Central Oahu without rail. If Kapolei is to become the "Second Urban 
Center" on Oahu, we must have rail to connect Kapolei to downtown Honolulu, Waikiki, and UH Manoa. 

There are many positive benefits other than transportation that will impact all of Oahu once we start building a rail 
system. These include construction jobs to build the rail system (which will be needed as residential construction 
slows down); new jobs to operate, maintain, and manage the rail system; local suppliers of parts and services for 
the construction and operation of the rail system; and new economic opportunities that will be created along the 
rail line at its stations. Rail will not take away jobs from anyone including The Bus. New shuttle buses will be 
needed to feed riders from neighborhoods to rail stations. Rail is a win / win for everyone. 

This is our third and probably our last chance to build a rail mass transit system for Oahu with Federal funding. 
Let us please have the foresight and intestinal fortitude to actually do it this time, and do it right. We must build 
the full 28 mile project alignment between Kapolei, Honolulu, Waikiki, and UH Manoa. We cannot afford not to! 

I have no financial interest in rail succeeding or not. I am submitting testimony solely as a citizen of the City and 
County of Honolulu and hope to see rail approved for the common good of Honolulu, Oahu, and Hawaii. 

Mahal°, 

Dale E, Moyen 
92-101 Manauea Place 
Kapolei, Hawaii 96707 

email: moyen@hawaii.rr.com  
phone: 286-2242 

12/11/2006 
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OM CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: Jim Sumida [icompute247@gmail.com ] 

Sent: 	Monday, December 11,2006 10:28 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Fixed Rail 

DEC 12 3 54 PH 16 

RECEIAD 

Councilman Dela Cruz, 

The projected cost of the fixed rail (undoubtedly subject to cost over runs) is just too much money. It 
would be nice to have, but where is the money going to come from? 

The rail project will be a bottomless money pit and our tax dollars will just disappear into the void. 

Misc. Corn. No 
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CM CLERK 
HONOLULU HAWAU 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Miles Baidack [miles@PacificComp.biz] 
Monday, December 11, 2006 1020 PM 
Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Honolulu/Oahu Rail Transit 

Du 12 3 54 FM 'OS 

Councilman Dela Cruz: RECEIVED 

Please consider the rail issue carefully and then vote NO for this white elephant and 
folly that Mayor Hannemann is trying to force on the residents of our island. 

Residents cannot and will not alter their lifestyles and transportation requirements and 
give up their cars to board the train to nowhere with its very limited route. And the 

price tag of more than $3 billion just adds insult to injury. 

The Council has a larger responsibility to properly plan for the growth or limitations on 

growth that Oahu should be considering for its future. 

Vote NO on rail. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Miles Baidack 
Hawaii Kai 

395-8156 

Misc. Corn. No. IS141 .  
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From: Dale Evans [dale@charleystaxi.com ] 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 13, 2006 7:44 AM 

To: 	HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 

Subject: DENVER'S new rail line 

http://www.rockymountainnews.comidrmnilocal/article/0,1299.DRVIN  15 5207389,00.html  

Four out of 5 Bus riders claim train ride is longer than before. 
BUS/train link not properly synchronized, leaving riders stranded 
Express buses eliminated to shuttle riders to rail --- and wait 
Parking unavailable in 1225 garage stalls, forcing many back to driving instead of bussing 

One rider claims his commute lengthened by 1 1/2 hours, from 2 hours to 3.5-4 hours. 

12/13/2006 
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ON BACKSIDE DE PAILSEt 

Rocky Mountain News: Local 
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HOME > NEWS ) LOCAL 

Diary of the Mad Commuter 
Users lose time amid change to shuttle service connecting to 
Southeast Corridor light rail 

By Kevin Flynn, Rocky Mountain News 
December 12, 2006 

RTD's new Southeast Corridor light rail has 
made commuting faster for many since it 
opened last month, particularly those on 
shorter trips or those who drive to the stations. 

But many others who once took nonstop 
express buses straight to their destinations, a 
so-called one-seat ride, are finding that their 
best-case itineraries are at least 15 minutes 
longer now that those express buses have 
been replaced with shuttles to light rail. 

Throw in a chance missed connection or a 
late bus, and the extra time can grow to an 
hour tacked on each side of their daily 
commutes. 

These riders are not happy. During an 
afternoon southbound rush hour last week, a 
Rocky Mountain News reporter conducted 
informal show-of-hands surveys on 10 
different light rail trains over two hours. 

Call it the Diary of the Mad Commuter. 

Four out of five train riders who responded 
said their commutes have gotten longer since 
the new train service began Nov. 20. 

Others are frustrated over inadequate parking 
at Nine Mile Station in Aurora, where the 
1,225-space garage fills up early and 
latecomers' illegally parked cars are towed. 

At Lincoln Station in Douglas County, missed 
connections with the new feeder bus route 
have some people going back to their cars. 
Outlying park-n-Ride lots in Parker and 
Franktown, which used to be filled with 
regional bus riders, now have fewer cars as 
riders drive straight to Lincoln Station or return 
to the highways for their commute. 

Evan Semon @ News 

Trey Callier, 19, of Parker, waits for the 410 bu.. 
with other Southeast commuters at the Lincoln 
Street station last Friday evening. Caliier claims 
to have waited up to 45 minutes for the bus 
some days. Some riders are so upset they've 
started online sharing and blogging to pressure 
RTD to make changes. 

STORY TOOLS 

Email this story I Print 

RELATED LINKS 
> Get mobile commuter alerts 

MORE STORIES 

> Rally in support of MLK memorial 
> Hundreds arrested in raid at 6 Swift plants 
> Private prison bid probed 
> Denver preschool tax initiative could affect 

funding from state 
> Panel to consider scaling back auto 

emission testing program 
> Reward in clerk killing 

Interim fix for museum leak scheduled to 
begin Monday 

> Settle into chairs for meteor show 
> Justice center artist hired 
> Teeth put in vicious-pet law 
> Community turns out for Navy man killed 

in Iraq 
Police probe death of girl, 1 

> Suit claims agency bars legal residents 

http://www.rockymountainnews.com/drmn/loca1/artiele/0,1299,DRMN_15_5207389,00.h.. . 12/13/2006 
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Spencer Winegarden, an RTD commuter from 
Parker, started an online blog at - 
spencer.vox.com  to publicize the problems. 

The Regional Transportation District is changing 
some bus schedules so that riders don't get off 
a bus only to see their connecting train pulling 
out. 

But one thing RTD says it won't do is reinstate 
some of the eliminated express buses. The old 
Route P from Franktown and Parker to 
downtown Denver cost taxpayers $9.22 per 
rider to subsidize, and the agency can't afford it 

Here are the personal stories from a sampling of 
Southeast Corridor light rail commuters. They 
have been edited for clarity and brevity. 

Mike Wham, Parker to 
downtown 

'With the new light rail and Route 410, my daily 
commute has been lengthened by 1 112 hours. I 
used to be able to get to and from work in less than 
112, with some days over four hours. 

from IDs, licenses 
> Answers fall short in community meet 
> ID theft at heart of problem 
> Priest provides comfort for angry, 

frightened crowd 
% School scrambles to organize care 
> Union seeks injunction against feds 
> Meatpacker faces challenge 
) Swift sweep a microcosm of debate on 

immigration 
> Anguish, anger outside meat plant 
> RTD chief vows to fix problems caused b' 

new light-rail service 
> Freight line eyed for light rail 
> Second man charged in '05 assault 
> Briefing, December 13 
> So what about Hillary and Denver 

Democrats? 
> High speed chase ends in 20 year prison 

sentence 
> Reward offered in 7-11 slaying 
> Planners want heavy commuter trains 
> Wheat Ridge police search for vandals 
> Prisons seeking $500 million for new bed: 
> Fugitives apprehended in fraud and theft 

5 arrested in ATV thefts 

Iwo hours. Now, the best I've done is 3 

"A large part of the frustration has been unreliable 410 buses, and some of this has been 
resolved in the last week. Another is the high number of stops on light rail. At about half the 
stops on the F Line to downtown, less than a handful of people get on or off. 

"I have tried to be faithful to RTD, but 3 1/2 hours is an excessive, unacceptable commute." 

Jill Armstrong, Wheat Ridge to the Denver Tech 
Center 

"For about 15 years, I took the 6X from Ward Road park-n-Ride to a half-block from work. it 
used to take me a little under 45 minutes. 

"According to the best schedule RTD can give me, my commute is now 30 minutes longer in 
the morning and 20 minutes longer at night. I haven't actually had that happen yet. 

"Due to the light rail stopping or buses not showing, my actual commutes have been in the 
neighborhood of four hours total, morning and afternoon. Having to drive, take the bus, the 
mall shuttle, light rail and another bus leaves so many opportunities for missed connections, 
Each miss adds so much time to my commute that this is ridiculous." 

Nita Beckman, Parker to downtown 

"My commute has lengthened by at least 20 minutes, but that's if the Route 410 bus is on 
time. If not, it's 30 minutes longer. Door-to- door to my office in Republic Plaza, the Route P 
bus used to take me about 50 minutes from Jordan Road park-n-Ride. I have since driven 
downtown for a 40-minute commute vs. an  hour and 15 or 20 minutes using bus and light rail 

Patricia Bollig, Franktown to downtown 

htt o://www.rockyinountain  news . coin/di 	nin/local/article/0,1299,DRMN_15_5207389,00.h... 12/13/2006 
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are 2 112 hours, or five hours a day. 

"I keep thinking it's going to get better, but it doesn't. L purchased a December Regional pass 
but I will not be purchasing any others unless the buses return to Franktown. it is truly not 
worth it to me. I can drive in one hour, for two hours of commuting a day. I would rather spell( 
the other three hours with my family and eating dinner before 8 p.m." 

Linda Graves, Parker to downtown 

"My commuting has increased by at least an hour a day. It is a lengthy and tedious process ti 
get to work. This has affected my daily routine with my 2-year-old daughter and I don't know i 
I will continue to ride RTD. I'm working on some alternatives that may include driving a couplf 
of days a week and getting a ride from someone the other days." 

Lloyd Lefholz, Cold Spring park-n- Ride, Lakewood, 
to Denver Tech Center 

"Under normal circumstances, it's added two to three transfers and a major walk, for an extra 
30 to 45 minutes. On Nov. 30, the morning ride started out around five below zero with the 
scheduled 6:37 a.m. Route 6X bus not showing up. So when the next 6X arrived at 7:07, the 
commuters were Popsicles. 

"By the time we arrived at the 1-25/Broadway light rail station at 8:03, I'd already missed four 
southbound trains. 

"The next train at 8:20 a.m, was held up numerous times on the way to Belleview so by the 
time we arrived, the connecting Routes 727 and 27 had already left. Eventually, another bus 
arrived at 8:47 and I finally got to my office on Union Avenue at 9:05 a.m., a complete two 
hours late. 

"After that fiasco, I've now gone back to being a single-occupant driver. Only if RTD can 
improve their service will I even consider using it again." 

Marcia Knoles, Golden to the Denver Tech Center 

"My commute is now longer by a minimum 30 minutes each way. It used to take about an 
hour from home to work. Now I leave home 30 minutes earlier. I take the Colfax bus to Aurari 
Station and wait for the F Line. We usually arrive just in time to see one train leave while we 
wait to cross the street, so we wait another 15 minutes. 

"When we reach the Belleview Station, we can catch the Route 727, which up until the last 
couple of days would leave just as we were pulling into the station. Or we can walk to the 
elevator at the Union Avenue bridge, which three days out of the last eight was not operating 
ascend to Union and cross during rush hour traffic to the bus stop on the opposite side to 
catch the Route 105. There is also the option of walking from Belleview to work. So my 
morning commute has extended to nearly two hours. 

"Going home is a whole other matter. I have yet to make it home in under two hours." 

Richard Castro, Franktown to downtown 

"My commuting time has increased substantially. The daily increase is no less than one hour 
per one-way trip. Now instead of using the park-n-Ride, I drive just over five miles to Lincoln 
Station because it is a little faster, rather than taking the Route 410 bus from Lincoln and 
Jordan to the station. 

"This is still a one hour, 15-minute commute even when I make the drive. This is not an 
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improvement, and all Route P riders and I would like the P service returned." 

Bill Spinuzzi, Westminster to Denver Tech Center 

"I was one of the unlucky riders who used to take Route T from Westminster park-n-Ride to 
the DTC transfer station. Under perfect conditions it usually took about 30 minutes. Now I 
have to do bus to train to train to bus to get to work. It takes 90 minutes. 

"I have tried many different combinations of stations, trains and buses and cannot find 
anything equal to the old 30-minute commute. Please understand I am starting at 5:09 a.m., 
when traffic and train congestion should be at a minimum." 

Kory Nelson, Parker to downtown 

"My seven-minute trip to the Parker park-n-Ride brought me within 50 feet of the Route P bus 
at 6:30 a.m. The trip to Civic Center took 50 minutes and left me two blocks from my office 
building - a total of one hour with absolutely zero stress. 

"But since Southeast light rail and the Route 410 bus started, there have been problems. 
Several times, the bus arrives just as the F train is pulling out. The result is waiting another 1! 
minutes for the next train. 

"Since most workers in downtown Denver need to arrive between 7 and 8 a.m., the 410 route 
should have enough buses to close the gap so there is never more than a five- to eight-minut 
wait for the next bus between 6 and 8:30 a.m." 

Larry Versaw, Cold Spring park-n- Ride, Lakewood, 
to Denver Tech Center 

"I rode the 6X express between Cold Spring and DTC both directions on a daily basis for aye 
nine years. I logged about 76,000 miles on the bus system and contributed over $9,000 in 
fares. My average daily transit time was an hour and 10 minutes, round trip. My best day was 
51 minutes. 

"Since the new light rail opened, my average daily transit time is an hour and 52 minutes 
round trip. My best day has been an hour and 34 minutes. For that severe reduction in 
service, I pay slightly more money. 

"The light rail itself works great. However, overall the system represents a reduction in the 
quality of service, not just for me, but for every person I know who formerly depended on 
express routes serving the Denver Tech Center." 

Gary Ohlman, Franktown to downtown 

"I gave up my monthly RTD pass on Nov. 27 and have been a happy commuter ever since. I 
had been an RID rider for over 16 years on Route P until light rail started up. 

"My daily commute time on light rail would have increased to five hours a day starting at 
Franktown to my office downtown, compared to 3 1/2 hours with the bus. 

"Thanks to RID, my commute is now only two hours a day driving. Not only did RID lose a 
loyal rider, but they added another car to the congested highway." 

Back-seat riders 

Pirlarc 	 neat.- inht.r,jI r.nrritine h,i,a rtl.rsh, nf e legno.rfinr,p fnr +km .1.rrIcif -e-scsrir-qr if it 
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wants to keep their business. Here's a sampling of ideas heard from the regulars on the rails: 

Offer some express trains very early in the morning from Lincoln into downtown and from 
Union Station to Lincoln, bypassing the stations along the way. Even if it was ungodly early, I 
could have breakfast or something at the end of the route, just to make it work. And run more 
frequent E Line trains from Union Station during rush hours, since you are funneling more 
north side commuters through there. Every 30 minutes isn't enough. 

Joe Schuele, Westminster 

Lincoln Station should have a shelter, or in freezing weather the security guards should allow 
people to board the trains while they turn around to the northbound side, for patron safety an( 
comfort in these extreme temperatures. 

Activate the message signs to give estimated arrival times for the next E and F trains. 

Consider having trains skip alternate stations to save time. At some stations, such as 
Louisiana and Yale, almost no one gets on. 

Kory Nelson, Parker 

Find a way to increase the amount of parking available at the Nine Mile Station in Aurora. I 
don't think they realized they'd have that many people driving to it, 

Jazmine Vega, Aurora 

They should bring back the express buses they used to have on the north side of metro 
Denver until they provide us with the same transportation that the south end has. 

Lidia Karpala, Westminster 

Speak out 

Several commuters upset about longer transit rides using the new Southeast Corridor light ra 
say they will bring their concerns to the RTD board of directors tonight at the board's regular 
monthly meeting. Public comments are invited shortly after the 5:30 p.m. start, in the 
basement of 1600 Blake St. 

Commuter nightmares 

To read the blog Spencer Winegarden made that publicizes problemsRTD commuters have 
had, go to spencer.vox.com . 
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From: Jane1379@aolcorn 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 12, 2006 8:43 PM 

To: 	governor.lingle@hawaii.gov  

Cc: 	LTGOV@HAWAILGOV 

Subject: RAIL TRAIN 

I THINK IT IS OUTRAGEOUS FOR YOU AND ANYONE CONNECTED WITH 
THE LOCAL AND STATE GOVERNMENT TO FORCE THIS " HANNEMAN'S 
FANTASY RAIL SYSTEM" ON THE PEOPLE OF OHAU. THERE IS NO NEED 
TO COLLECT A TAX ON A TRANSIT SYSTEM THAT WILL TAKE 2 TO 3 
YEARS TO RECEIVE FEDERAL FUNDING (IF FEDERAL FUNDING IS 
RECEIVED). THE WHOLE IDEA OF A SUCCESSFUL RAIL SYSTEM IS 
REDICULOUS AND IT IS A SHAME THAT MILLIONS OF DOLLARS HAVE 
ALREADY BEEN WASTED ON YOUR SURVEYS AND PLANNING. THERE 
HASN'T EVEN BEEN AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT DONE TO 
DETERMINE THE COST OF NOISE AND POLUTION MITIGATION, 

LIKE I STATED BEFORE IT MUST TAKE A LOT OF NERVE AND GUTS TO 
BRAG ABOUT THE HAWAII TREASURY SURPLUS AND THEN ENFORCE 
ANOTHER TAX ON THE PEOPLE OF OHAU. 

• I '1 / 1 	 ri 11 
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Having been a resident in Waikiki for 36+ years 1 support a QUIET, fast, off grade mass 
transit system for Honolulu that includes a Station(s) in Waikiki. Routing the 
Waikiki/University end of the project is my concern. 

20 /000 to 30 / 000 people work in Waikiki and most travel into and out of 
Waikiki every work day. 40,000 residents live in Waikiki and many of us use public 
transportation when we travel in and out of Waikiki. These two groups need fast 
transportation but day after day we waste thousands of hours collectedly in the area's 
gridlocked streets. Although the Waikiki Neighborhood Board voted 'NO' to including 
Waikiki on the rail route, it does not speak for thousands of us in Waikiki or Waikiki's 
work force and the City should consider our urgent needs for fast transportation too. 

Waikiki streets are often gridlocked with traffic. Waikiki is known 
as the 'Gathering Place' and access into and out of Waikiki should be a priority in 
considering the rail routing. Waikiki's parades, surf meets, block parties, shell events, 
conventions, and of course the largest Waikiki event Halloween cause horrible traffic 
jams. With the Waikiki sewer force mains fixed, building will boom in the next 5 years 
bringing increased residential and commercial traffic to the area. 

Waikiki workers presently waste 1 to 3 hours a day on packed city 
buses standing in gridlocked traffic while traveling into Waikiki to earn their living. The 
traffic jams are repeated when they leave  Waikiki to go home after work and as a result 
they hardly have time to see their children. For the rail transit system to be a financial 
success these Waikiki workers must have access to a Waikiki Station on the rail route. 

Bill 79's proposed Waikiki routing down recently landscaped Kalakaua and Kuhio 
Avenues is unworkable as both streets have major, but old and crumbling sewer lines 
beneath them. The Kuhio Avenue gravity feed sewer lines service the majority of 
Waikiki, Kapahulu and Diamond Head areas. The old and unsurveyed DeRussy sewer 
force main transits the Kalakaua Ala Wai Canal Bridge. 

Alternate Routing Proposals to Service Waikiki and UH 
A. From Kona Street (Ala Aloana Center Convention Center Station — behind the Ala 

Moana Hotel) over Kahahai Drive beside the Convention Center, through the 
Convention Center or condo, over the Ala Wai Canal, Lipeepee Street, Hobron 
Lane to Fort DeRussy (where a Central Waikiki Station would be located at Saratoga.), 
over Kalakaua Avenue to Lauula Street to the International Market Place, then 
out over Kalakaua Avenue's Mauka Sidewalk at the 4' story level up to Kapahulu 
Avenue* (a Zoo Station over the Kapahulu Zoo Parking lot) then up Kapahulu (along 
the GoVourse) to Date Street, over Date Street (along the Golf Course) to the 
Moana Stream and up the Moana Stream to the University. (*The 4" floor of the 

n. No 
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hotels fronting Kuhl° Beach are all car barns, rooftops, or a few hotel rooms which 
could be turned into other uses and the owners compensated. This routing would get the 
line into the visitors view and they would see it as a ride like at Disneyland that they 
would pay to ride. Any supporting columns could easily be camouflaged with lush vines 
and landscaping. No one thinks the monorail rails at Disneyland are un-attractive — they 
are seen as just part of the architecture) This is the Kona Street- Hobron - DeRussy-
Zoo-UH Alternative. 

B. From Kona Street (Ala Moana Center/Convention Center Station behind the Ala 
lioana Hotel) through the Convention Center parking level (build additional parking 
for the Convention Center on the Mauka side ofKapialani Boulevard) cross Kaiakaua 
Avenue and along the Mauka bank of the Ala Wai Canal to the Ala Wai Golf 
Course, then across the Ala Wai Canal, up wide Nohonani Street, Diamond Head 
on Kuhio Avenue (where a Central Waikiki Station would be located at the Kaiulani 
Triangle) then left on Liliuokalani Avenue across the Ala Wai Canal, across the 
Golf Course to the University of Hawaii. This is the Kona Street-Convention 
Center-Mauka Ala Wai Canal-Nohonani-Kuhio Avenue- Lilluokalani-UH 
Alternative. 

c. From Kona Street (Ala Moana Center/Convention Center Station behind the Ala 
Moana Hotel) through the Convention Center parking level (build additional parking 
for the Convention Center on the Mauka side ofKapiolani Boulevard) cross Kalakaua 
Avenue and along the Mauka bank of the Ala Wai Canal to the Ala Wai Golf 
Course (where a Central Waikiki Station would be connected to Waikiki via a pedestrian 
bridge over to Ala Wai Boulevard) then up the Moana Stream bank to the University 
of Hawaii. (or continue on down the 1Viauka bank of the Ala Wai Canal to a Diamond 
Head / Shell / Zoo Station at Kapahulu, then follow the golf course up to Date Street and 
along Date Street on the edge of the Golf Course to the Moana Stream then follow the 
stream up to the University). This is the Kona Street-Convention Center-Mauka Ala 
Wai Canal-UH Alternative. 

There are 6 aspects to the routing of any Mass Transit System in this area of Honolulu 
that I feel should be given serious consideration when deciding the final design and 
routing: 

A. Find rail routing off these heavily used, major scenic landscaped city streets. 
Please do not "Nimitz" Kapiolani Boulevard or Kuhio Avenue by routing the rails 
over these streets. To do this would turn them into dark dungeons. 

B. Limit the number of Stations as each one adds a minute or two to the transit time. 
Or don't initially build all the planned stations to reduce initial costs. 
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C. Splitting the line into two branches at the convention center is a recipe for 
disaster. Better to go with one extended line  servicing Waikiki then traveling on 
to the University because with one line the trains would be twice as frequent to 
both destinations and the greater frequency would encourage more people to 
use the transit rather than having discouragingly long waits between trains. 

D. Routing the rail down Kuhio Avenue in Waikiki would turn this VERY busy artery 
into a dungeon and destroy the just completed new $15 Million landscaping face 
lift. Every day, all the various city bus routes that originate at the zoo will still use 
Kuhio along with resident vehicles, in addition to thousands of trucks for delivery, 
postal, garbage, moving, gas, HECO, Water Board, ambulances, tour buses, 
taxis, trolleys, vans, fire trucks, police cars, palm/shower tree maintenance crew 
trucks, bus stop cleaning maintenance trucks, street sweeper and City SEWER 
maintenance Clean-out Trucks, to service the 70 year old crumbling MAJOR 
gravity feed sewer line under Kuhio that will have to be dug up and replaced 
soon. 

E. BETTER to run the Waikiki rail line down the mauka (Mountain) side of Kalakaua 
over the wide sidewalk. At the 3 rd  or 41h  story level most buildings fronting 
Kalakaua have tall roofs (Kaiulani Hotel), car barns or just solid walls and the 
tracks will not block many views from the building's towers. The elevated tracks 
will provide morning shade for the sidewalk walkers who now try to get shade 
from the existing trees. For most of the day the sun shines onto Kalakaua 
Avenue from out over the ocean, the sunlight will still illuminate the mauka 
sidewalk most of the day and still allow ample room for tropical trees to thrive 
under the elevated rails. 

Kalakaua Avenue and its sidewalks measured together are 40 feet wider than 
Kuhio Avenue and its sidewalks. Therefore, the placement of the rails over the 
wide Mauka sidewalk on Kalakaua across from Kuhio Beach would be almost 
invisible if existing generous smaller tree plantings were kept under it and large 
flower and foliage planters were incorporated into the rail support structures and 
transit stations. 

F. VISITORS WOULD HELP FINANCE THE ON GOING OPERATION COSTS OF 
THE RAIL SYSTEM. If the line goes down Kalakaua past Kuhio Beach and then 
on to UH„ visitors will ride the transit trains to see the magnificent views of the 
ocean off Waikiki Beach and the splendid views of Diamond Head and the Ala 
Wai Golf Course from the vantage point of the elevated train just like a ride at 
Disneyland. These extra visitor riders would boost projected fare revenue 
by tens of millions of dollars every year.  
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From: 	 phil@aloha.net  
Sent: 	 Wednesday, December 13, 2006 1:31 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Request to have testimony from Martin Stone 

Dear Council Chair Dela Cruz 13 December 2006 

I am Philip Blackman, and have testified regarding the LPA. Would you 

please read the following and expidite your guidance to me today so the 

opportunity to have testimony from Martin Stone might be possible. 
Mahal°, 

rn 
Philip 9413901 

rrf 

On behalf of Martin Stone, and considering the valuable insight he can 

provide, please review my request, and offer guidance as to how to 
proceed. 

Rail may offer some promise as a part of a transit solution sometime well 
into the future, and on routes not even now being considered. However a 
HOT multi-modal guideway built to complement existing and improved roads 
and highways, accommodating existing and improved express bus services, is 
a much more versatile in promoting near term as well as long term 
improvement. 

Martin Stone, Director of Planning, Tampa Hillsborough County Express Way 
Authority, has hosted several Council members on their visits to view the 
recently opened Florida HOT Express Way. He also has come to Hawaii and is 
familiar with the route and requirements that could be well served by a 
design more closely adhering to modern HOT building techniques and 
operations. He has offered to give testimony at the 14 December 2006 	 
Transportation Committee hearing. 

Would you please tell me if this would be welcomed, and possible to allow 
him to speak to the council via an amplified phone link, audible to all in 

the room. He would hear any questions and is prepared to respond. Given 
your guidance, I could then seek permission of the Chairman. 

t=7 
rn 

SOME COMMENTS RELATING TO HOT GUIDEWAY 

The description within the Alternatives Analysis Report with the title 

"managed lanes" is an incomplete and sub optimal rendition of what this 
alternative can be, and will become, when given proper regard in the 
engineering design phase. Managed lanes now are an orphan of 

well-intentioned earlier ideas, without a funded proponentcy as enjoyed by 
rail. 

1 
	 Misc. Come No. 
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Please view the potential. Consider it a broad transit plan. The supported 
design features: 

A priority mass transit guideway structure ($1.2B), (Such a 
description is potentially eligible for a high fraction Federal 
government grant) 

Two dozen "community and transit parks" that favor all transit 
modes (including walking and bicycling that currently account for 
15% of all island trips) and offers a safe, ground level gardened 

area better utilizing the land footprint that under the rail 
proposal would be a multi stories building. ( land $98M, 
improvements $100M), 

Transit staging areas, new busses/shuttles made in America, and 
parking ($200M), 

Update of rules and regulations, and incentives, to encourage 
innovation and cooperative coordination of transit resources, both 
private and public ($2OM) (TheBus 425, Ha ndiVans 101, taxis 1400+, 
PUC lotsli) 

Together these features comprise a mass transit project of exceptional 
versatility. It expands on the existing strengths of the bus system, makes 

the attractive no-transfer trip (now 74% of all trips) more likely. Unlike 
rail, HOT accommodates and improves the efficiency of specialty vehicles 
like ambulances, Hand iVans (demand response), shuttles, and buses. This 

better serves the transit dependent population and stimulates innovative 
multimodal choices. 

HOT starts with a well defined transition plan leading up to the 

construction and operation of the HOT structures. It serves the modality 
preferences and needs of all categories of passengers well into the 

future. It does not depend on mythical ridership expectations, but instead 

the demonstrated historic use identified by analyzing the over 4000 
weekday trips, and 178,076 daily passenger trips estimated for TheBus. 

Ka polei-Ko'Olina and Honouliuli-Eva Beach to downtown thru to Waikiki 
represents now about 1500 peak period Bus passenger trips, hardly a number 
that could sustain a rail system even if it pirated all what the bus does 
now. The partnership with other modalities is a key philosophical 
commitment within the HOT plan. The 1440 taxicabs generate 44,800 trips 
per day. The PUC passenger capacity, especially since it daily services 
the needs of the more than 70,000 daily tourists in Waikiki, is very 
significant. 15% of all trips are by walking and bicycles. The community 
park like plazas encourage that modality as well. 

An overall lower cost, higher versatility, including accommodating cars, a 
proven factor in reducing congestion, and a design effectively using key 
easements and ownership of land important to long range projected needs, 

2 
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makes HOT the lead choice! 

The time is now to stand behind this made in America, made in Hawaii, made 
for Hawaii solution. 

3 
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From: 	 tlalbaosr itlalbaosr@hawaiilink.neti 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, December 13, 2006 4:27 PM 
To: 	 Mayor Mufi Hannemann 
Cc: 	 Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; 

Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 
Subject: 	 Denver Light Rail Service 

New Southeast light rail service extension opened Nov. 17. Consists of 19.7 

miles; 11 new bus routes; 10 new call-n-rides; 13 new light rail stations; 

12 new park-n-rides; 6,962 parking spaces at the stations. 

The 4 new light rail lines will connect to 2 existing lines. The new lines 

were built as part of the $1.67 billion T-REX project. 

Parking- 12 of the 13 stations will have free parking. 5 of the stations 

will be covered. 

At the University of Denver (where I attended) station, there will be 540 

parking spaces. Only transit users can use the garage. The ticket you got 
when you entered the garage has to be validated at a station other then the 
DU station before you can exit. All cars have to exit by 3 a.m. There will 
be 10,000 square feet of retail space at the station. The University will 
have a new shuttle service from the station to distant parts of the campus. 

For your information and hope the citizens of Honolulu utilize the system if 

built. 
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Aloha from Kauai - 
	Timothy L Albao, CPA 

Retired Accounting Systems Administrator 

County of Kauai 

Misc. Corn. No 
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TRANSIT ADVISORY TASK FORCE 
c/o Honolulu City Council 

530 S. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, HI 96819 

Phone: (808)523-4139 rn 
C-3 
rr 

December 14, 2006 

TO: 	Romy Cachola, Chair, Council Committee on Transportation and Planning 

CC: 	Donovan Dela Cruz, Council Chair 
Transit Advisory Task Force members 

FROM: 	Ka471.rayashid , Chair, Council Transit Advisory Task Force 

SUBJECT: Transit Advisory Task Force Report 

Following is the report of the Transit Advisory Task Force called for in Council Resolution 06- 
292, CD1, "Establishing A Transit Advisory Task Force To Assist The Council In Selecting The 
Locally Preferred Alternative For The City And County Of Honolulu." 

The above-referenced Council resolution asked the Task Force to make findings and 
recommendations in three areas: 

1. Whether each alternative in the AA is presented fairly and accurately. 

2. Whether the AA's forecast of ridership, impacts, costs and financing for each alternative 
is reasonable, whether the data provided is comparable to historical data from operating 
systems in other jurisdictions, and whether the alternatives can be fairly compared on the 
basis of those forecasts. 

3. Whether any additional info{ 	illation must be obtained to enable the Council to select a 
Locally Preferred Alternative, and if so, where and how such information can be 
expeditiously obtained. 

The Task Force established several committees to review specific aspects of the Alternatives 
Analysis: 

• Committee to review modeling methodologies and the ridership and travel time forecasts 
they produced. 

• Committee to review construction cost estimates to ascertain whether they were 
reasonably compiled and prepared consistently for all alternatives involving construction. 

• Committee to review financing of proposed alternatives involving construction. 
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These committees have prepared reports presenting their findings, which are included in 
Appendix 1. 1  In addition, the Task Force's transit analyst addressed other issues as requested by 
the Task Force Chair. 

1. Whether each alternative in the AA is presented fairly and accurately. 

The Alternatives Analysis ("AA") proposed four alternatives — No Build, Transportation System 
Management (improvements not involving capital expenditures), Managed Lane, and Fixed 
Guideway. We conclude that these alternatives were fully and fairly presented. The Task Force 
focused its review on the two alternatives involving construction (Managed Lane, Fixed 
Guideway). 

Presentation of the Managed Lane Alternative (Alternative No. 3). The Managed Lane 
Alternative mirrors a proposal submitted to the City Department of Transportation Services 
(DTS) Administration by a member of the public approximately 1 year ago, in response to 
invitations to the public to come up with alternatives to a fixed guideway system. (The primary 
differences are that the DTS Managed Lane Alternative has added an off ramp at the stadium, 
and a station near Middle Street.) The Task Force finds that the Alternatives Analysis' 
presentation and assessment of this alternative were fair and accurate, however, it may well be 
that operational variations of this alternative could make it more attractive and/or feasible than 
the specific version considered. These variations are discussed under question no. 3 below 
(additional information). 

Use of "rail" as a shorthand for the Fixed Guideway Alternative. The Fixed Guideway 
Alternative has been regularly referred to as the "rail" alternative. The Alternatives Analysis did 
not specify the transit technology (e.g., light rail, heavy rail, bus rapid transit, personal rapid 
transit) to be operated on Alternative No. 4's fixed guideway. Rather, it states that the choice of 
technology will be made at a later stage in the planning process. 2  

2. Whether the AA's forecast of ridership, impacts, costs and financing for each 
alternative is reasonable, whether the data provided is comparable to historical data 
from operating systems in other jurisdictions, and whether the alternatives can be 
fairly compared on the basis of those forecasts. 

Ridership forecasts. Each of the members (2) of the Committee charged to review the 
Alternatives Analysis' ridership forecasts independently prepared a report presenting the results 
of his review. Professor Karl Kim, Ph.D., Professor and Chair, Urban & Regional Planning, 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, reviewed the planning methods, sources of data, and the internal 
workings of the computer model used to produce ridership estimates, and concluded that the 
model produced useful information that could reasonably be relied on for the planning purposes 
of the Alternatives Analysis. Professor Panos Prevedouros, Ph.D., Professor of Transportation 
Engineering, Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering, University of Hawaii at 
Manoa, reviewed the model's outputs, as presented in the Alternatives Analysis, and questioned 
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specific results that in his view call into question the model's predictions for these same planning 
purposes. Both Professors' reports are included in Appendix 1. 

The Task Force's transit analyst checked with DOT/Federal Transit Administration ("FTA") staff 
in Washington to ascertain FTA's familiarity and "comfort level" with the ridership forecasting 
model being used here? The Honolulu planning model does not suffer from deficiencies that 
FTA has identified in other transportation ridership forecasting models in current use. 4  
Nevertheless, FTA will be reviewing the operation of the model and its outputs in detail over the 
next few months in anticipation of the City's application for entry into New Starts Preliminary 
Engineering. This review will include testing of the model to ascertain how well its outputs 
compare with the on-board survey results, as well as how well it reproduces observed travel and 
ridership patterns. 

The Task Force cannot resolve the disagreements between these Task Force members/professors. 
Professor Kim concludes that the model reflects a sound, "best practices" approach that produces 
useful, consistent results that enable evaluation and comparison of alternatives. Although 
Professor Prevedouros is critical of specific results produced by the Honolulu planning model, he 
does not disagree with the use of computer models for transportation planning. We appreciate 
that FTA has no a priori dissatisfaction with the computer model being used for this project, and 
welcome FTA's thorough review and testing of this model and the results it produces. If any of 
the questions posed by Professor Prevedouros in fact raise substantive issues with the model, we 
would expect the FTA's review to flag them. We note that, with respect to the model's 
projections that are based on population trends, the population data used in the model are 
generated by the State, and must be accepted for transportation planning purposes. We conclude 
that the ridership and related forecasts presented in the Alternatives Analysis provide a 
reasonable basis for describing the impacts of each Alternative, and for comparing these 
Alternatives. 

Construction Costs. The Task Force's committee charged with reviewing cost estimates for the 
two Alternatives involving construction (Managed Lane Alternative and Fixed Guideway 
Alternative) concluded that the capital costs for each were compiled using the same FTA-
prescribed methodology and common unit cost prices. These unit prices (price per cubic yard of 
concrete, per ton of reinforcing steel, etc.) were obtained from recent large construction projects 
on Oahu (Waimalu section of the H-1 highway viaduct widening) and validated against U.S. 
Navy construction unit cost data. Both Alternatives are designed to AASHTO design standards. 
The committee also compared cost per square foot estimates for construction of the Alternatives' 
elevated (bridge) structures ($330 per square foot, and $390 per square foot for construction in 
urban areas) against the Hawaii State DDT's current planning cost estimate for elevated 
structures -- $4004500 per square foot. The Task Force agrees with this committee that the 
Alternatives Analysis' construction cost estimates were fairly and consistently prepared, and that 
they may be used for both planning and cost comparisons. 

Because of the attention focused on comparison of the Alternatives Analysis' estimates of 
construction costs versus actual costs to construct a partially elevated tollway in Tampa, Florida, 
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the Task Force requested the committee to assess whether the two projects are comparable. The 
committee concluded that the projects are sufficiently different (actual costs versus projected 
costs with contingencies; available, accessible ROW vs. construction in actively used highways; 
no utilities relocation vs. extensive relocations) as to make the comparison unreasonable. 

This committee noted the significance of the proposed location of the Fixed Guideway 
Alternative's maintenance/vehicle storage facility at the Navy Drum Storage site (blue shaded 
area Makai of Farrington Highway in AA, figure 24 on p. 2 - 10). By treating the need to 
connect the fixed guideway to this particular site as mandatory, flexibility may be lost to extend 
the fixed guideway in the Koko Head direction, or to construct this Alternative in otherwise 
logical segments. The Task Force recommends that a renewed effort to find an alternative site 
for the maintenance/vehicle storage facility that is closer to downtown, so that the planning for 
this Alternative is not unnecessarily constrained. 

Financing. This committee reviewed the methodology developed to calculate GET 1/2% tax 
surcharge revenues and concluded that it produced a reasonable range of tax revenue estimates. 
The possibility that taxpayers will "game" the tax scheme (by reallocating taxable income to 
other islands) is real, and the Task Force recommends that the Council develop a plan for 
addressing it. 

Federal funding request. The Federal New Starts funding being budgeted for in the Alternatives 
Analysis ($930-950 million) exceeds the amount FTA gives to most projects ($750 million). We 
note, however, that the amount being sought is 20-25% of total costs, depending on the funding 
obtained from the GET V2% surcharge. This percentage is a smaller share of total project cost 
than FTA usually provides, and has been cited by FTA as justification for a Federal contribution 
exceeding the usual amount. In view of FTA's informal advice to ask for what is really needed, 
we conclude that it is reasonable to use the AA's proposed Federal contribution for planning 
purposes. 

3. Whether any additional information must be obtained to enable the Council to 
select a Locally Preferred Alternative, and if so, where and how such information can 
be expeditiously obtained. 

The Task Force did not identify any additional information that the Council must obtain before 
proceeding. However, as observed above, the Alternatives Analysis should have presented 
variations on the Managed Lane Alternative that could make this alternative more attractive. 
Appendix 3 contains suggestions for fleshing out possible variants of the Managed Lane 
Alternative. 

A witness at the City Council's hearing held December 7, 2006, testified to limitations on 
electric generating capabilities on Oahu that could adversely affect operation of electric-powered 
vehicles on a fixed guideway transit system. When this concern was raised with DTS 
Administration, the response was that Hawaiian Electric Co. has assured that it can meet a fixed 
guideway transit system's power requirements. The Task Force recommends that this issue be 
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explored in more detail, perhaps within the NEPA process. 

Environmental Review Status. Council members have questioned why the Alternatives Analysis 
Report was not accompanied by a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) presenting 
information as to the environmental consequences of the alternatives described in the Report. 
Early on in the preparation of the Alternatives Analysis, it was the Department of Transportation 
Services (DTS) Administration's intention to prepare the Alternatives Analysis and a draft 
Environmental Impact Statement at the same time. 5  The Task Force and the Council have 
recently been informed that the DTS Administration now plans to conduct the Federal 
environmental review (NEPA) process after the selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 6  
This process will begin with "scoping," which involves the identification of alternatives to be 
studied in the environmental review. This procedure for meeting NEPA requirements is 
permitted by FTA guidance, 7  however, FTA requires completion of the scoping process prior to 
a project's entry into Preliminary Engineering. 

By proceeding in this order, the DTS Administration expects that seoping's identification of 
alternatives will be limited to those that are responsive to specific environmental issues posed by 
the selected Locally Preferred Alternative. The scoping process could elicit proposals that are 
alternatives to the LPA itself, however, including an alternative that was considered and rejected 
when the LPA was chosen. In this event, if the Federal Transit Administration is not persuaded 
that elimination of that alternative was reasonable, it may be necessary to include that alternative 
in the environmental review process. 

Finalization of OMPO' s regional transportation plan. The Oahu Metropolitan Planning 
Organization's (OMPO) projection of worsening traffic congestion provides the formal impetus 
for the preparation of the Alternatives Analysis. Its predictions appear in OMPO's draft regional 
transportation plan. The Council should assure that the final version of OMPO's regional 
transportation plan is substantively unchanged from the draft version being relied upon. 8  

Each committee presented a summary of its draft report to the Task Force, and responded to questions from Task 
Force members. The public also had opportunity to comment on these presentations. However, due to the limited 
time available, the members of each committee may not have had opportunity to evaluate in depth the reports 
prepared by the other committees. 

2  "The system could use any of a range of fixed-guideway transit technologies that meet performance requirements 
and could be either automated or employ drivers." AA, p. 2 - 7. 

Vehicle performance assumptions: vehicle loading — one standee per 2.7 sq. ft. of floor space; multi-car trains (two 
vehicles per train), each train is 175-200 ft long and capable of carrying 300 passengers). AA, p. 2 - 15. 

"A broad range of technologies was considered for application to this alternative [Alternative 4: Fixed 
Guideway], including light rail transit, personal rapid transit, automated people mover, monorail, magnetic 
levitation (maglev), commuter rail, and emerging technologies that are still in the development stage. Through a 
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screening process, seven transit technologies were selected and will be considered as possible options. Those 
seven potential technologies include: conventional bus, guided bus, light rail, people mover, monorail, maglev 
and rapid rail. Technologies that were not carried forward from a screening process include personal rapid 
transit, commuter rail, and the emerging technologies. The technology screening process and results are 
documented in the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Technology Options Memo." 

Alternatives Analysis Detailed Definition of Alternatives, p. 6 - 1 (Nov. 1, 2006). 

3 The transit analyst spoke with an FTA staff member who was indeed familiar with the Oahu transportation 
planning model -- he oversaw its initial development in the mid-`90's while working as a contractor employee prior 
to joining FTA. 

4 The ETA staff member referred to a technical discussion of these computer model deficiencies at a recent (June 
2006) FTA-sponsored workshop that reviewed current issues in transportation planning methodology. Materials 
from this workshop appear at the FTA website. Attached is a discussion paper resulting from this workshop that 
reviews the history of New Starts transit ridership projections produced by computer planning models. See 
Appendix 2. 

"Scoping Report: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project," at p. 3 -1 (April 6, 2006). 

6  In the course of the Task Force's discussion of a draft of this report, a Task Force member indicated that the 
approach to accomplishing Federal NEPA environmental review that the DTS Administration now plans is similar 
to the State's environmental review procedure under Ch. 343, which encourages environmental review after an 
agency's proposed action has been defined. Section 343-5(f) of this chapter encourages cooperation among Federal 
and State agencies when both a State EIS and a NEPA EIS are required for the same project, including preparation 
of a single EIS document that meets both State and Federal requirements. 

7 In a letter to Councilrnernber Cachola, Chair, Transportation and Planning Committee, dated November 22, 2006 
(14D-0958), DTS Director Kaku stated -- 

"... the Administration was poised to prepare the AA and DEIS as a single document (AA/DE1S). An 
AA/DEIS follows FDA's traditional approach for preparing the programmatic environmental analyses and 
documentation. Beginning in 1993, FTA began to allow for the completion of an AA prior to the 
preparation of a DEIS as another option. Therefore, in accordance with Council Resolution 05 --377, 
CD1, the Administration has been following the latter option approved by FTA, whereby the AA required 
by 49 U.S.C. Section 5309(d) is conducted as a planning study prior to the National Environmental Policy 
Act review. 

"An EIS document is now scheduled to be prepared concurrent with the progress of preliminary 
engineering efforts once the EPA has been determined." 

Guidance recently issued by the FTA discussing the relationship between the Alternatives Analysis and the NEPA 
environmental review process authorizes compliance with the environmental review process after completion of an 
Alternatives Analysis. From this guidance, summarized below, it appears that the entire environmental process may 
be conducted after the Alternatives Analysis, including the scoping phase. (Scoping is required by the NEPA 
process to identify the range of alternatives to be addressed in the DEIS.) However, with respect to scoping, "FTA 
requires projects to have progressed beyond the NEPA scoping phase before it will approve entry into New Starts 
preliminary engineering." The DEIS may then be prepared as part of preliminary engineering. "ETA recognizes 
that when the Draft EIS is being prepared as part of the New Starts PE [Preliminary Engineeringl process, the 
scoping process can take 3 to 4 months to complete. Project sponsors should build this step into the schedule, 
recognizing that scoping can occur while FTA is reviewing the ridership, cost, and financial information that support 
the request to enter into New Starts PE." Federal Transit Administration, "Guidance on New Starts Policies and 
Procedures," p. 5 (May 16, 2006)) 
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DTS Chief Planner Torii Hamayasu has confirmed that it is now the DTS Administration's plan to prepare a DEIS 
after the Locally Preferred Alternative is selected, and that a new scoping process will first be conducted to support 
that DEIS effort. The DEIS will then be prepared (for submission to and eventual issuance by FTA) based on the 
result of that scoping report. 

FTA's guidance states: 
"Performing the New Starts planning Alternatives Analysis prior to the environmental review process (so-
called "Option 1") is most effective when the study area has complex transportation issues and a myriad of 
potential solutions, including alternative transportation modes, transit technologies, and alignments, and 
combinations thereof. In this case, a planning study to focus the issues is appropriate before initiating the 
environmental review process." 

This guidance goes on to state that, 
"...for the results of a planning study (including a New Starts planning Alternatives Analysis) to be carried 
forward into the environmental review process, those results must be subjected to public and interagency 
review and comment during the scoping of the EIS, among other requirements." 

Federal Transit Administration, "Notice of Availability of Guidance on Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU)," response to Question 13, 71 
Fed. Reg. 66576 (November 15, 2006). 

8  In a planning context, the Alternatives Analysis represents a governmental response to the O'ahu Metropolitan 
Planning Organization's (OMPO) projection of worsening traffic congestion in the Kapolei — University of Hawaii-
Manoa corridor. Alternatives Analysis, pp. S-1 — S-2. These projections are presented in OMPO's draft "O'ahu 
Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP) 2030." This draft was approved by OMPO's Policy Committee on April 4, 
2006, however, it has not been finalized or officially released. A notice has recently been placed on the OMPO web 
site stating: "The Oahu Regional Transportation Plan is being finalized; a final document is expected by the end of 
2006." 
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Review of Alternatives Analysis 
Ridership Forecasts 

Karl Kim, Ph.D., Transit Advisory Task Force Member 
Professor and Chair, Urban & Regional Planning 

University of Hawaii at Manoa 
2424 Maile Way, #107 
Honolulu, HI. 96822 

Tel: 956-7381; FAX 956-6870 

Overview 

Documents related to ridership estimates were reviewed, including the Honolulu 
High-Capacity Transit Corridor Alternatives Analysis Report, the draft Transit 
Forecasting Methodology Report, and Travel Forecasting Model Development 
Project of the Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization, Final Documentation. A 
number of source documents such as the 2005 On-Board Bus Survey and other 
materials from the consultant were also reviewed. In addition telephone 
interviews were conducted with Mr. Torn Hamayasu (DTS), Mr. Gordon Lum 
(OMPO), and Mr. Mark Schiebe (PBQD). 

The review was focused on three interrelated questions: 1) are the models and 
methods used sound? 2) do they produce useful information? and, 3) are the 
results accurate, reliable, valid? The review concludes with some summary 
comments. 

Background 

The Alternatives Analysis provides estimates for 2005 and 2030 for existing 
conditions, no-build,TSM, Managed Lane, and a number of Fixed Guideway 
alternatives. The ridership estimates are based on the OMPO regional travel 
demand model which was updated to estimate the effects of both existing 
conditions and the various alternatives. OMPO uses a "best practice" modeling 
approach whereby the components of the traditional four-step (trip generation, 
trip distribution, mode choice, network assignment) estimation procedure have 
tested and validated in other jurisdictions and then used in Honolulu. While 
there have been some new approaches to demand forecasting proposed in the 
literature, the emphasis with OMPO is to use industry-standard and FTA 
approved methods and approaches along with updated information. The number 
of trip assignment zones has been increased from 284 to 762. A new on-board 
bus survey was completed in 2005 which was used to validate the results of the 
ridership estimates. Some other enhancements to the OMPO model include the 
use of 11 different resident trip purpose (including 6 work-related trips) and a 
two stage trip distribution process to link trip productions to attractions and 
produce trip tables. The trip distribution procedure uses a Fratar, iterative fitting 
technique for balancing rows to equal productions and columns to equal 
attractions. The mode choice model utilizes a nested structure in which auto, 
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transit, and non-motorized travel (walk/bike) are considered; as are options such 
as single vehicle occupant, 1- and 2- occupant auto, local and premium bus 
services as well as kiss-n-ride and park-n-ride facilities. In addition to the 
estimation of ridership, travel times by mode and class and type of service are 
also provided. The FM SUMMIT package also generates zone-to-zone estimates 
of ridership and travel benefits and impacts. 

Soundness of Methods 

After reviewing the various documents and speaking to many of the principals 
involved, I am convinced that the general approach — that is, using a version of 
the traditional four-step process, using the same model that was developed for 
the metropolitan planning organization (OMPO), and following MA's guidelines 
and recommended procedures is not only sound, it provides opportunity to take 
advantage of work done over the years for Oahu as well as to incorporate ideas 
and knowledge from other jurisdictions. The "best practice" approach may not 
necessarily lead to the most innovative, or advanced or latest theoretical 
developments in ridership forecasting, but it does enable the City to build on 
widely accepted, tested, and used approaches to ridership forecasting. The other 
advantage is that it enables a degree of peer-review to occur, not just because the 
OMPO models have been developed and tested and reviewed and vetted over a 
lo year period, but also because FTA has reviewed and accepted both the model 
form and the use of various parameters and functions used in the modeling 
process. 

There has been discussion as to whether or not the traditional four-step, 
"comprehensive" approach should have been used. It is the industry standard. It 
is what is currently taught as the approach to take in urban transportation 
planning courses. The advantage is that the pieces of the model can be 
disentangled — from the land use and population projections, to auto ownership, 
to the generation of trip (work, school, recreational, etc.), to the distribution of 
trips in terms of origins and destinations and in terms of production and 
attraction zones, to the modal split (between transit and private automobile) 
including various nested combinations (park-n-ride, kiss-n-ride, bus-to-rail, 
etc.), as well as non-motorized modes (walk and bike). While the approach is 
complicated and multi-faceted, the value of it is that it lets us review, 
systematically, the various assumptions, data, forecasts, and inputs into the 
model and it allows us to understand both the overall ridership estimates as well 
as the regional, neighborhood, and eventually station location effects. While 
there have been some general criticisms of the large-scale comprehensive 
modeling it is, fundamentally, a sound approach to ridership estimation. 

There have been some notable improvements made to the forecasting procedures 
used in Honolulu. The number of transportation analysis zones (TAZs) has been 
greatly increased. The kinds of different trip purposes has also been augmented. 
There have been continued developments in the trip distribution procedures. 
The model uses a Fratar approach which provides a form of internal consistency 
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and validation, as the trip tables must balance. It is the recommended approach 
for the trip distribution component of the model. It should also be noted that 
there have been improvements in the mode choice part of the estimation 
procedure. A nested logit multinomial model is generally acknowledged as the 
preferred approach. While we are somewhat constrained by the choice of nests 
and the particular ordering, it does provide a superior approach to considering 
different travel modes in a more sequential fashion than a more "flattened" 
polynomial mode choice. 

While one could nit-pick or quibble over the functional forms, model coefficients, 
and utilities contained in the model, from my perspective, the general approach 
taken is sound. While there are always opportunities to improve travel demand 
forecasting, it is also critical that reviewers understand and accept the 
fundamental differences between an approach which uses industry standard best 
practices for estimating overall travel demand by alternative versus a more 
limited partial picture of one or more aspects of transit ridership. 

Does the Travel Demand Model Provide Useful Information? 

While one can also ask for more detailed information about a particular travel 
mode or class of service, or the impacts on an individual neighborhood, the 
advantage of the large scale modeling approach is that it enables us to review 
system-wide effects and to compare the choices of no-build, TSM, managed lanes, 
and fixed rail alternatives. The disadvantage of this approach, however, is the 
problem of information overload or sorting out the most useful and important 
elements for evaluation and decision-making. It should be noted, however, that 
the Alternative Analysis provides useful information on: i) the total number of 
transit trips for each of the different alternatives including fixed rail estimates; 2) 
the estimated fixed rail boardings for proposed stations; 3) total VMT (vehicle 
miles traveled), VHT (vehicle hours traveled), and hours of delay for each of the 
alternatives; and 4) peak hour volumes and LOS (level of service) estimates for 
screenlines by alternative. 

These systemwide measures are useful in a number of ways. They provide an 
estimate of automobile use versus other modes of travel. The VMT and VHT 
measures show auto use both in terms of miles and in terms of hours spent on the 
road. The vehicle hours of delay is a measure of congestion as are the estimates 
of LOS. There are two kinds of information provided in the Alternatives Analysis 
report: 1) information about future travel patterns and demand; and 2) 
information which allows for the comparison of alternatives. 

Looking into the future is a difficult, challenging activity. Such is the business of 
planning. Part of the difficulty arises from the diversity of factors that can affect 
the forecasts of population, employment, and other activities of travel demand. 
The model predicts growth in travel demand and in transit trips even under the 
‘`no-build" assumption. The Alternatives Analysis compares the increase in 
transit trips over the number of transit trips forecast under the "no-build" 
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alternative. While different alignments and configurations for the fixed guideway 
alternative are presented, it is also important to note the Alternatives Analysis 
enables comparison amongst the alternatives. This is the essence of an 
alternatives analysis. 

Were the alternatives correctly specified? The framework of comparison — 
existing conditions, "no-build," TSM (Transportation Systems Management), 
Managed Lane, and Fixed Guideway (four different alignments) is appropriate 
and reasonable. It should be noted that the bus fleet size used in the analysis 
grows from 525 (existing) to 614 (no-build) to 765 (TSM) to 846/906 (two 
direction/reversible managed lane) options. The bus fleet is held closer to 
existing levels under the guideway alternatives. 

It is also important to note that under the Managed Lane alternatives, various 
estimates of the effects of tolls were determined. Using a modeling approach 
developed for Houston and constraining the LOS to "C" (1,400 vehicles per hour) 
or "D" service (1,760 vehicles per hour) which would require a toll of $6.40 on all 
single and double occupant vehicles (all 3+ occupant vehicles would be free), the 
effects of tolls were also considered. It is important to note that this alternative is 
also studied in the OMPO model. 

Accuracy, Reliability, and Validity 

With travel demand estimation, the accuracy (or correctness) of the results can 
only ultimately be demonstrated after the system has been built and data 
collected in 2030. The issue of reliability refers to the reproducibility of the 
results. In part, this has been addressed in that the OMPO model was run in 
2002 (albeit for different alternatives) and then re-run more recently for the High 
Capacity Transit Corridor Project. An initial inspection of the results indicates 
that there is a degree of consistency and reliability in terms of the model results. 
Certainly more information on the reliability of the estimates will become 
available as parts of the model are re-run as the project advances. Also, because 
the model is reviewed not just by OMPO and by the FTA, there are opportunities 
to investigate the reproducibility of the various estimates. 

One of the advantages of using the large-scale travel demand forecasting 
procedure is that there are different ways of validating the results. More 
extensive documentation of the validation of the OMPO model is available. The 
validation consists of comparing the estimated to observed travel times for 
different classes or types of travel for a base year. Typically, an on-board bus 
survey is done to get ridership and travel time estimates as well data on origins 
and destinations. These data are compared to modeled or estimated results. A 
regression model comparing estimated to observed values is calculated, with the 
R-squared value used as measure of the explanatory or predictive power of the 
model. While there is need for more documentation of the validation effort for 
the High Capacity Corridor project, if the estimated travel times and boardings 
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are within a reasonable range of the observed 2005 on-board survey results, then 
the confidence in the estimates will be increased. 

More effort could go towards the documentation of the modeling procedure. At 
issue are concerns regarding the aggregation of effects — from the 762 zones to 
the corridor and the other reporting districts contained in the Alternatives 
Analysis. There was not sufficient time to do a full audit of the model, nor was 
there adequate opportunity to examine how the different components from 
resident based trips to visitor trips and other details were integrated. It is 
assumed that because these are elements common to the OMPO model and 
because FTA reviews these details, these aspects of the model can be verified and 
documented at some later point. 

Summary Comments 

The methods used in the ridership estimates appear to be sound. The basic 
structure and approach to ridership modeling, meet industry standards 
consistent with the "best practice" approach employed by OMPO. It is also 
somewhat reassuring that the same model which is used by OMPO is also used in 
the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor Project. The use of the traditional 
four-step demand estimation procedure with a Fratar trip distribution procedure 
and a nested logit model is comparable to what is done in other jurisdictions. 
While there is need for more evaluation of some of the input data — that is 
information regarding the population estimates, employment growth, and 
patterns of development to 2030, and while there are always opportunities to 
improve the specific sub-model components regarding auto ownership, mode 
choice, induced travel demand, visitor and other special purpose trips, as well as 
estimates regarding travel preferences as well as the willingness to pay for 
different types of transportation services, the general approach and set of 
procedures utilized in estimating ridership are sound. 

The Alternatives Analysis provides useful information regarding travel demand, 
transit use (both presently and into the future), and a basis for comparison of 
alternatives in terms of key indicators related to transportation such as VMT, 
VHT, hours of delay, and LOS associated with the baseline, no-build, TSM, 
managed lane, and fixed guideway alternatives. While additional information 
could have been provided in terms of other benefits associated with increased 
choice of travel modes, increased reliability of travel from one point to another, 
and the differential impact of increased mobility and accessibility for various 
groups, allowing for more closer inspection of transportation equity and 
environmental justice requirements of each of the alternatives, these are 
concerns that might also be addressed in the environmental impact assessment 
procedure. 

The Alternatives Analysis is a fairly digestable document. Unlike others which 
take hundreds of pages of text, this one seems fairly concise and focused on key 
issues, concerns, and impacts. As such it provides an adequate base of 
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information on which to make a policy decision as to whether or not to proceed to 
the next stage of planning and preliminary engineering 

A final comment is that the travel demand estimation procedures and the 
ridership estimates appear to be somewhat conservative. First, it is important to 
note that the "best practice" approach employed in this study will yield more 
reliable results since the techniques are used and tested and evaluated in many 
other jurisdictions. Second, because the model is reviewed by the VIA, the 
parameters, utilities, and estimates are constrained by federal guidelines. Third, 
modest assumptions regarding the cost of gasoline or automobile travel are 
utilized. They are predicted to grow no faster than the general rate of inflation. 
Fourth, assumptions regarding future development around stations and the 
increased ridership associated with transit oriented development or transit 
adjacent development were quite modest. For purposes of comparison across the 
various alternatives, the same pattern of land use and population growth and 
development was used. There has been much research to the contrary, that a 
fixed guideway system will in fact result in increased densities, resulting in lower 
automobile use and greater transit ridership. Finally, the utility functions used to 
specify the willingness to travel by various transportation modes are assumed to 
remain constant over the period. This is to suggest that people in 2030 will 
behave much as they do today. The willingness to take a fixed rail guideway 
system is ultimately based on the willingness of people today to use bus service. 
This is a conservative approach. The modest growth in transit ridership results 
from the improvements in transportation services vis-a-vis the various 
alternatives and alignment choices with constant preferences and utility 
functions. 

While there is always room for improvement in the difficult task of travel demand 
forecasting, and while we must remain vigilant over the application of various 
forecasting techniques and the data used as inputs to the model, the ridership 
forecasts were done using sound methods, providing useful information that is 
reasonably accurate, reliable, and valid. 
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HONOLULU HIGH-CAPACITY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT: 
ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS (AA) REPORT - Report to Transit Task Force 

Panos D. Prevedouros, Ph.D. - December 10, 2006 
Member, Honolulu Transit Task Force, and Professor of Transportation Engineering, 
Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering, University of Hawaii at Manoa 

This paper reviews the Alternatives Analysis report from an engineering perspective. In 
general, its organization tracks the organization of the report. 

-+ Page 5-2: "Motorists experience substantial traffic congestion..." The report relies heavily 
on anecdotal experience of traffic congestion. It would benefit from a quantitative presentation 
of congestion data for major origin-destination pairs. This would allow for comparison of 
Honolulu's congestion to other cities. Data from the State's Congestion Management System 
should be cited and tabulated. 

-+ Page 1-1: The statements of purpose 
• "improved mobility" 
• "provide faster, more reliable public transportation services" 
• // provide an alternative to private automobile travel" 

make it clear that this is a public transit analysis - not a more comprehensive analysis of 
transportation issues in the subject corridor. In particular, the effects of the alternatives on 
freight transportation in the corridor are not considered, even though the alternatives will 
plainly impact freight. This Alternatives Analysis does not respond directly to the need to 
reduce traffic congestion on Oahu. 

-+ Page 1-1: Bottom: "Current a.m. peak period times for motorists from West Oahu to 
Downtown average between 45 and 81 minutes. By 2030, after including all of the planned 
roadway improvements in the ORTP, this travel time is projected to increase to between 53 and 
83 minutes." 

From this description, travel time will be relatively stable for 25 years into the future (45 
minutes to 53 minutes, 81 minutes to 83 minutes, on average, provided the ORTP roadway 
improvements are implemented.) I question whether this level of inconvenience is severe 
enough to justify a fixed guideway project of the magnitude proposed in the Alternatives 
Analysis, in addition to the cost of the base improvements called for in the ORTP. 

-4 Page 1-9: The UT-1-Manoa campus is not identified here as a major public transit destination, 
notwithstanding the data presented on page 1-4 (20,000 students, 6,000 staff; 60% of students 
must drive or use transit to attend classes). If it is not a major transit destination, why is rail 
service to the UHM being considered? 

Page 1-13, Table 1-1: The vehicle speed projection data presented here are not consistent with 
engineering observations. Once a street segment becomes saturated with traffic, such as the 
"Liliha Street" segment on the H-1 freeway, the average speed of vehicles on that segment tends 
to stabilize at about 15 mph. Therefore, the estimated average speed drop from 19 to 12 mph on 
the Liliha segment is unlikely. Rather, increased traffic will be experienced as longer periods of 
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traffic congestion. The planning model does not seem to be able to model saturated traffic 
conditions correctly. This can affect speed estimates for congested roadways, and result in 
inaccurate travel time forecasts. 

--> • Page 2-3: Bus fleet size estimated for the Managed Lane alternative is overstated, and is not 
consistent with national experience. Buses run 10 miles in approximately 10 minutes on HOT 
lanes. As a result of improved bus efficiency, either fleet size is reduced, or a given fleet size can 
provide a much higher service frequency. 

--> Page 2-16: It is not clear from the Operating and Maintenance cost estimates presented here 
whether replacement costs for the rolling stock and the multitude of deteriorating pieces of 
equipment (switches, generators, signals, computer controls, extensive wiring and power 
system, etc.) of the Rail option have been included in projections of annual O&M costs. Text at 
pages 3-9 and 3-10 do not answer this question. 

--> Page 3-2: Table 3-1: Significant trip growth is projected in two out of 25 Traffic Analysis 
Areas on Oahu. Specifically: 

Area 11 is Honouiliuli and Ewa Beach 	2005 total daily trips are 176,000 
2030 total daily trips forecast at 342 1000 

This is an increase of 166,000 total daily trips. 

Area 12 is Kapolei, Ko'Olina, Kalaeloa 	2005 total daily trips are 122,000 
2030 total daily trips forecast at 362,000 

This is an increase of 240,000 total daily trips. 

Trip generation for these two areas will change from 298,000 trips in 2005 to 704,000 
trips in 2030, a growth of 136% in 25 years. These estimates are questionable, given Oahu's 
population growth of 4.8% between 1990 and 2000, the annual growth in tourism of only 0.6% 
per annum since 1990, continued reduction in agriculture, stability in military operations and 
reduced travel as baby boomers retire and draw a pension instead of going to work. 

For order-of-magnitude purposes, this 704,000 transit trip projection for areas 11 and 12 
should be compared with the Table 3-3 estimates for transit trips under any of the four fixed 
guideway alternatives - 281,900 to 294,100 - for entire Oahu. If trips in areas 11 and 12 grow by 
only half as much, by 68% in 25 years, then their 352,000 projected new trips would be close to 
the projected total number of transit trips on Oahu. 

-+ Page 3-4: Data in Table 3-3 in combination with Table 3-7 also provide useful order-of-
magnitude comparisons: 

• Year 2030 Transit trips in the "No Build" alternative are projected at 232,100. 
• Year 2030 Transit trips with the Rail alternative most favorable to transit are projected at 

294,100. 
• Total gain in transit trips after a rail system is constructed: 62,000 transit trips. 
• Year 2030 Vehicle trips are estimated at about 3,000,000 (at a 1.6 average occupancy 

including buses, this estimate represents 4,800,000 person trips). 
• The 62,000 new transit trips reflect about 1% of person trips. 
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73.0 HART 
67.0 Hall 2000 
88.0 Rail 1992 

BRT 2001 104.0 
Rail 2006 96.0 

85.6 

Year Actual 
1990 75.6 
1991 72.8 
1992 73.0 
1993 75.6 
1994 77.3 
1995 72.7 
1996 68.9 
1997 68.6 
1998 71.8 
1999 66.2 
2000 66.6 
2001 70.4 
2002 73.5 
2003 69.1 
2004 61.3 
2005 67.4 

Average 70.7 

rForecast t Source I Difference I % Error 

14.9 	1 21.1% I 

Baseline transit trip projections have been historically overstated by about 21%, as the 
table below indicates. The table shows actual TheBus trips versus forecasted TheBus trips in the 
"No Build." In other words, the base ridership in the No Build is inflated. Once the base is 
inflated, all transit ridership forecasts are inflated and justifiably uncertain. 

Millions of TheBus Transit Trips per Year 

From Table 3-3 it can be observed that in 2030 the number of transit trips for the No 
Build Alternative is 232,100, and that the number of transit trips in the best rail option is 
294,100. If the Rail's trip estimate is overstated by 21%, then 294,100 become 232,339; these are 
about equal to the transit trips in the No Build. Thus, all of the gain in transit trips due to a rail 
system may be attributable to the inflated baseline forecasts. 

--> • Pages 3-7, 3-8: The TSM alternative is estimated to have a requirement for 6,200 parking 
stalls at various park-and-ride facilities, the Managed Lane alternative has the same 
requirement, but the 20-mile rail option is projected to require only 5700 parking stalls. A 
smaller parking requirement for rail compared to TSM and ML does not make sense. In the Rail 
alternative many riders who cannot walk to a station must drive and therefore have to park 
their vehicles somewhere. In the TSM and ML alternatives, the transit vehicles - buses - collect 
riders from their residential neighborhoods and deliver them to their destination, thereby 
arguably reducing the quantity of parking stalls required. This discrepancy should be clarified. 

--> Page 3-11: Table 3-11 includes travel time estimates for year 2030 with Rail. Basically travel 
by auto is equal, faster or much faster than rail for all 2030 trips between: 

• Aiea (Pearfridge) and Downtown 
• Downtown and Ala Moana Center 
• Downtown and Manoa 
• Airport and Waikiki 
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For trips between Aiea and either Waikiki or Marioa, all Rail alternatives will  provide trip times 
that are the same as or longer than trips by auto. The travel times by auto reflect 2030 traffic 
congestion conditions without rail. 

—Wage 3-13: The following excerpts from the performance assessment of the Managed Lane 
Alternative indicate that the ML alternative did not receive minimal engineering analysis 
support needed to develop solutions to obvious issues: 

"While bus speeds on the managed lanes are projected to be relatively high, the H-1 
freeway leading up to the managed lanes is projected to become more congested when 
compared with the other alternatives, because cars accessing the managed lanes would 
increase traffic volumes in those areas." 

Instead of providing new ramps from the H-1 and H-2 freeways and a ramp from 
Farrington Hwy. to feed the Managed Lane facility, an already congested freeway itself was 
used to feed the ML. The predictable result is both more congestion on H-1 freeway and 
underutilization of the ML. 

"Additionally, significant congestion is anticipated to occur where the managed lanes 
connect to Nimitz Highway at Pacific Street near Downtown." 

This occurred because a (poor) choice was made to simply use the state's proposed 
Nimitz Viaduct (NV) project. However, NV was conceived as a shortcut between the Keehi 
Interchange and downtown and was never intended to serve new traffic from the Ewa plains to 
town. It can still be used, but it needs to be re-engineered to provide adequate off ramps to 
major trip destinations. The AA's ML is under-engineered in terms of off and on ramps by a 
magnitude of at least three (3). Three times as many ramps are needed and can be engineered. If 
this is done, the quote below will have no place in the AA. 

"Hence, much of the time saved on the managed lane itself would be negated by the 
time spent in congestion leading up to the managed lane as well as exiting the lanes at 
their Downtown terminus." 

Based on substantial evidence of ML being under-engineered, its performance statistics 
of are not representative of what a new 2-lane reversible expressway can do for this corridor. 

In addition, the critical function of the ML as an escape/evacuation resource (or special 
event, high demand reliever) was not analyzed. The ML can be designed with Aloha Stadium 
and H-3 freeway as its middle anchor. In off-peak times, weekends, special events and 
evacuations, the ML can run from Waikele to Aloha Stadium and H-3 freeway on its west half, 
and from Iwilei to Aloha Stadium and H-3 freeway on its east half. Also, if Windward Oahu 
evacuation or high demand should occur, then the ML can be dynamically configured so that 
the H-3 freeway discharges both toward Ewa and toward Honolulu. In short, the ML provides 
extensive regional traffic management possibilities, none of which were explored. 

Page 3-20: Table 340 presents projections of "vehicle hours traveled," a concept that has 
no application to trips using transit. This table should be reformulated to show "person hours of 
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travel," to make the comparisons consistent and relevant. Based on my calculations (see 
Appendix 1), when these data are so converted, then the hours spent traveling on Oahu with a 
20-mile Rail line will be 11% longer than the No Build. All Rail alternatives will provide worse 
Oahu-wide person hours of travel compared to the car and bus No Build alternative. This is 
consistent with past experience in the US. where new rail systems have not reduced traffic 
congestion. 

---> • Page 3-25. The traffic estimates for the Managed Lane alternative presented in Tables 3-12 
and 3-13 appear to be based on the assumption that a freeway lane may not carry more than 
1,400 vehicles per hour in order for it to operate at a good level of service. This is simply not 
U.S. national experience for priced lanes. For example, Appendix 2 provides a multi-week, year 
2006 sample of a three-lane cross-section of California's SR-91 Managed Lanes. They operate at 
free flow (about 60 miles per hour) while carrying a volume of more than 2,000 vehicles per 
hour per lane. There is no reason why this result would not apply to a two-lane Managed Lane 
facility on Oahu. Based on multiple research projects I have conducted for the State of Hawaii 
DOT, there are severa115-minute periods during which lanes on the H-1 freeway carry over 
2,400 vehicles per hour (hourly equivalent), which attests to the ability of local motorists to 
drive at headways necessary to result to lane capacities in excess of 2,000 vehicles per hour. 

The tables in Appendix 3 provide a sample of traffic analysis, the conclusion of which is 
that in 2030 and with a properly designed 3-lane Managed Lane expressway, traffic congestion 
on the H-1 freeway will be almost the same as in 2003 while still using the AA's growth 
forecasts. Congestion on H-1 freeway will be incomparably worse with any of the Rail options. 

--> Page 3-27: "The travel demand forecasting model has been reviewed and updated for use on 
the project." Following are several common-sense observations on the forecasting model: 

• Oahu has no rail service, so the existing OMPO model (done with survey data which 
are over one decade old) naturally has no local parameters for any type of rail service. 
What parameters were introduced to the model to represent rail? 

• Is the model representative of today's conditions? Since the OMPO model was 
developed, TheBusi share of total trips has declined in the last 10+ years, fuel costs went 
up in the last 10+ years, Kapolei employment was non-existent 10+ years ago, the 
"bust" real estate market of the early 1990s is "booming" now, the H-3 freeway did not 
exist 10+ years ago, safety and security issues in metro rail systems (Tokyo, London, 
Madrid) did not exist, and last but not least, a huge portion of Oahu's population, the 
baby boomers, were not on the verge of retirement. Given these circumstances, it is at 
least questionable whether any model based on historical data can provide useful 
predictions over the Alternatives Analysis' planning horizon, 2005-2030. 

All these trends affect the setting of parameters and alternative-specific constants in the 
model. Given all  these concerns, how can a fundamentally old mode choice model with 
"imported" parameters give any reasonable predictions for year 2030? The model should be 
provided for review and its parameters should be justified. 

- Page 3-28: "External factors, such as a downturn in the economy, could affect whether the 
island will develop as planned." The AA's forecast is truly a best case scenario which is an 
unrealistic basis for multibillion dollar civil infrastructure development. Below is a partial list of 
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possible events that would make vigorous growth unlikely. For these reasons as well as the 
problematic construction and operation deployment of all Rail alternatives it is essential that 
Risk Assessment Analysis is part of this AA (see last point in this review.) 
• practically zero growth in tourism 
• a sustained energy crisis will cause high airfares and a reduction in tourist arrivals 
• the possibility that avian flu, SARS or similar will further threaten tourism 
• the Waikiki tourism plant is old, crowded and revitalization is slow 
• continued reduction in agriculture 
• stability in military operations and post-Iraq military downsizing to repay the war debt 
• baby boomers retiring in large numbers 
• substantial loss of seniority in Hawaii's Congressional Delegation will cause a dramatic 

decrease in earmarked projects and funds for Hawaii 

Any of these reasons can cause a substantial reduction in development or expansion 
which makes rail an alternative that is inferior even to the simple TSM alternative. 

--> Page 3-30, Table 3-14: In this summary table, the use of percentages to indicate the 
magnitude of the Rail alternative's impacts exaggerate the actual effects, because the actual 
numbers involved are quite small (as the comments above have shown). 

—> Page 4-1: The Rail alternative has the highest environmental impact and displacements. Also 
rail is not environmentally benign once it is built and put to use. The energy units (BTUs) to 
transport one person one mile from the Transportation Energy Data Book: Edition 25-2006 are: 

Car 	 3,549 BTU 
Personal Truck 	4,008 
Transit Bus 	4,160 
Rail Transit 	3,228 

Commuting in America III reports that 70% of rail trips in the nation occur in the New 
York City metro area where subways run full or near-full for extended periods. In all cities with 
well utilized rail systems, these systems are busy for about four out of 24 hours per day. Unlike 
cars and personal trucks that spend energy only when they operate, most rail systems run 
continuously and draw large amounts of energy for serving few riders. Oahu's rail energy 
consumption will be at least twice as high as the BTUs reported above. Rail is an inferior 
environmentally and energy dependency alternative for Oahu. 

Two critical omissions of the Alternatives Analysis report are information on the cost of the 
alternatives per resident and taxpayer and the absence of any risk analysis. The latter, for 
example, is found in any multimillion dollar project involving private funds. 

1. Some argue that financial impact analysis should have been done prior to approving 
the raise of the General Excise Tax from 4.00% to 4.50%. However, at that time the 
alleged costs were in the order of about two billion dollars with a quarter of that 
coming from the FTA, leaving the local tax subsidy at $1.5 billion. The AA makes it 
clear that for the short, 20 mile rail system, the local contribution will be at least $3 
billion. A breakdown of this cost per taxpayer and per capita is essential. 
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2. At a minimum, risk analysis should examine the implications of a partially finished 
product due to a severe economic downturn or other significant impediments. Travel 
demand and existing congestion levels dictate that the first useful segment of a future 
transit system should connect the airport with the Ala Moana Shopping Center. 
Managed Lanes can serve this (highest demand and congestion) segment because a 
large part of it is the state DOT's "Nimitz Viaduct" project which has received 
environmental approvals. However, one cannot operate a rail system without at least 
one expansive rail yard. The nearest appropriate space for a rail yard identified in the 
AA is next to the Leeward Community College. Therefore, with any rail alternative, the 
lowest demand segment must be constructed first, and if conditions do not allow for it, 
there is the risk of developing an ineffective piece of transit infrastructure connecting 
LCC to Aloha Stadium. 
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Appendix 1. Sample Estimations in Person-Hours of Travel 

The travel estimates in Table 3-10 tell a different story than the one presented. Conveniently for 
the rail alternatives, the AA presents "vehicle hours traveled." By using this measure, those 
who travel on rail conveniently disappear from the travel time calculations as if they travel at 
warp speed. Far from it. 

Let me take the "No Build" and "20-mile Rail" estimates of the AA to demonstrate the amount 
of time spent for transportation with and without rail using a statistic that truly matters: Person-
hours. 

The No Build vehicle hours estimate is 395,000 and assuming an average vehicle occupancy of 
1.6 people per vehicle (includes buses), then the 2030 estimate is: 

No Build Person Hours = 395,000/1.6 = 246,875 	 (1) 

The 20-mile Rail vehicle hours estimate is 376,000 with the same average vehicle occupancy as 
the No Build. In addition, the 94,970 passengers in Table 3-9 are assumed to travel about half of 
the available rail line distance, that is, 10 miles on the average, and at the heavy rail average 
speed of 24 miles per hour. Their person hours of travel are, 94,970 * (10/24) = 39,571. Then the 
2030 estimate is: 

20-mile Rail Person Hours = 376,000/1.6 + 39,571 = 274,571 	 (2) 

By comparing (1) and (2) it is clear that the hours spent traveling on Oahu with a 20-mile Rail 
line will be 11% longer than the No Build. It can be similarly proven that all Rail options will be 
worse than the No Build. 

This outcome is not surprising because, at least in the U.S., the inability of new Rail systems to 
reduce traffic congestion is well established. 
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Appendix 2: Real Volume and Speed Operating Characteristics on California SR-91 Express Lanes 
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2030 
No Build 

2030 
ML wrong 

2 lanes 

2030 
ML correct 

3 lanes 

2030 
ML correct 

2 lanes 

This set of estimates assumes that vehicular volume for ML is the same as the No Build. This is very 
conservative because in reality express buses will go from Waikele to iwilei in 15 minutes. 

2003 
Existing 

2030 
ML wrong 
2 lanes 

2030 
ML correct 

2 lanes 

2030 
ML correct 

3 lanes 
H-1 Fwy 1.15 1.90 1.94 1.76 .50 1.81 

H-1 Fwy (HOV) 0.84 1.59 1.46 0,96 0.96 1.44 
H-1 Fwy (Zipper)_ 0.89 1.29 NA 0 85 0.85 1.18 

Mpanalua Rd 0.97 0.60 0,57 0.57 0.57 0.50 
Kamehameha Hwy 0.86 1.01 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.89 

Managed Lane NA NA 0.79 0.86 0.86 NA 

This set of estimates assumes that express buses will carry the same amount of passengers as the 
relatively slow and short 20 mile rail option. This is still conservative. 

H-1 Fwy 1.15 1.90 1.94 1.55  	f 291 1.81 
H-1 Fwy NOVI 0.84 1.59 1.46 0.96 0,96 1.44 

H-1 Fwy (Zipper). _ 0.89 1.29 NA 0.85 0.8 1.18 
Mcanalua Rd 0.97 0.60 0.57 0.57 0.57 0.50 

Kamehameha Hwy 0.86 1.01 0.90 0 	" 

Managed Lane NA NA 0.79 0.86 0.86 NA 

Highlighted cells show best 
2030 Vic ratio -- lower ratio 
means less congestion. 

ML provides the most traffic 
relief for the AA's highly 
optimistic 2030 growth rates. 

With a 3-lane ML and good 
express buses, congestion 
in 2030 will be similar to 
2003. 

Columns without any 
highlighted cells contain data 
exactly as they appear in 
City's AA. 

Engineered to fail: The City 
added a 2-lane ML and 
deleted the AM zipper, for a 
net addition of a single lane! 
(See Table 3-12.) This is 
shown above as "ML wrong". 
"ML correct" has the zipper 
lane restored. 

Appendix 3.a: Sample Comparisons of AA and Potential Traffic Performance 

(*) Kalauao Stream Koko Head bound 

C&C of Honolulu Alternatives Analysis Report - Assessment by Panos D. Prevedouros, PhD - version 3, November 25, 2006 - page 10 of 11 

AR00070085 
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Appendix 3.b: Detailed Traffic Volume-to-Capacity Rations for a Cross-Section in Aiea 
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TRANSIT ADVISORY TASK FORCE 
c/o Honolulu City Council 

530 S. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, HI 96819 

Phone: (808)523-4139 

Report of the Transit Task Force Technical Review Subcommittee 
Construction Cost 

The purpose of this report is to: 

1. Determine if the estimated costs for the construction of the Managed Lane and 
Fixed Guideway Alternatives in the Alternatives Analysis Report for the Honolulu 
High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project are reasonable for the purposes of the 
report, and 

2. Compare the estimated cost of the Managed Lane Alternative with the cost for 
the construction of the high-occupancy toll lanes on the Tampa-Hillsborough 
County Expressway. 

In addition to the Alternatives Analysis Report, information was obtained from: 
1. Toru Hamayasu, Department of Transportation Services 
2. Clyde Shimizu, Parsons Brinkerhoff Quade and Douglas 
3. Martin Stone, Tampa-Hillsborough County Expressway Authority 
4. Paul Santo, Highways Division, Hawaii State DOT 

Capital costs in the Alternatives Analysis Report for the construction of the Managed 
Lane Alternative are estimated at $2.6 billion; capital costs of $3.6 billion are projected 
for the 20-mile Alignment of the Fixed Guideway Alternative. The actual construction 
cost reported for the Tampa high-occupancy toll lanes was $300 million for construction 
(including both at-grade and elevated sections), plus $120 million to correct an 
engineering error in the construction of foundations for some of the support piers. 

Both the Managed Lane and the Fixed Guideway Alternatives estimates use the same 
unit cost prices and cost calculation categories. These standardized cost categories are 
prescribed by the Federal Transit Administration to facilitate review of project cost 
information from all projects seeking Federal funding. The unit cost data (cost per cubic 
yard of concrete, cost per ton of reinforcing steel, etc.) were obtained from the most 
recent large-scale construction projects on Oahu, such as the construction of the 
Waimalu section of the H-1 highway viaduct widening, completed last year. DTS' 
consultants, Parsons Brinckerhoff, also made use of the U.S. Navy's unit cost 
construction cost data for Hawaii. Labor and other costs from the H-1 Waimalu Viaduct 
project were also used as inputs for Alternatives cost estimates. The cost per square 
foot of the Waimalu Viaduct, about $500 per square foot, was considered but not relied 
on because this work involved widening an existing elevated highway structure, which is 
known to be more expensive than new construction. The Alternatives Analysis data 
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yield an estimated cost to construct elevated highway structures on Oahu at $330 per 
square foot, and $390 per square foot in urban areas. 

Construction costs for the elevated guideway needed for the Managed Lane Alternative 
were calculated on the same basis as the construction costs for the guideway structure 
for the Fixed Guideway Alternative. Both Alternatives are designed to meet AASHTO 
design standards for elevated highway structures, as was the Tampa tollway. -As 
previously stated, costs for both Alternatives were calculated using the same per-unit 
cost elements (for concrete, steel, labor, etc.). Because the elevated structure for the 
Managed Lane Alternative would be 36 feet wide for its two travel lanes, whereas the 
structure for the fixed guideway would be only 26 feet wide, different diameter piers are 
necessary for each (8 feet versus 6 feet in diameter). However, where the managed 
lanes require only a single lane (e.g., an access/exit ramp), a 6 foot diameter support 
pier would be used, similar to and costing the same as the piers used for the fixed 
guideway. The span length between piers is 120 feet for both alternatives' structures. 
Portions of the structure for the fixed guideway will be significantly taller, 90 feet tall in 
some places, than the Managed Lane structure. 

Capital cost for the Fixed Guideway Alternative would be approximately the same as the 
guideway cost for the Managed Lane if the following fixed-guideway-specific 
adjustments were made: (1) Subtract vehicle costs, system infrastructure cost, cost for 
downtown utilities relocation (the proposed Managed Lane Alternative does not reach 
downtown, where most utilities relocation costs are incurred); (2) Adjust for construction 
cost differences (e.g., structure width, different diameter piers); (3) Adjust for the Fixed 
Guideway Alternative's longer length and increased height. 

Alternative lengths of the fixed guideway that could be built to fit budget limitations were 
addressed with the Department of Transportations Services and its consultant. For 
instance, $3 billion would build a system from UH at Manoa to Kaahumanu Street on 
Kamehameha Highway; $3.2 billion dollars would reach Acacia Road at Kamehameha 
Highway. If the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment were used, $3.2 billion would reach 
Leeward Community College but would not reach the Navy Drum Storage Area, which 
is planned for the fixed guideway storage and maintenance yard. An Ala Moana Center 
to UH link is estimated to cost $540 million and Ala Moana Center to Waikiki link is $490 
million. The Department of Transportation Services has not made a detailed analysis of 
any Minimal Operating Segment (MOS) other than the 20-mile alignment discussed in 
the Alternatives Analysis. 

According to DTS, the Navy Drum Storage site is the site closest to downtown that is 
feasible for the maintenance/vehicle storage yard, a necessity for a fixed guideway 
system. DTS reportedly looked at other possible sites, including the former Costco site, 
and rejected them because they were not large enough, or otherwise unacceptable. 
The lack of a suitable yard site closer to downtown requires the fixed guideway to 
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extend at least to the Navy Drum Storage site in the Ewa direction, thereby limiting the 
length of the 20 mile alternative guideway in the Koko Head direction. 

The committee suggests that DTS reconsider the use of the Costco site as a 
maintenance/storage facility, at least on a temporary basis. This would avoid having the 
guideway end points dictated by the storage yard consideration. If the Costco site is not 
large enough by itself, perhaps the Federal Department of Defense would consider 
making available DOD-owned land adjacent to the Costco site, either on a temporary or 
permanent basis. Alternatively, would a smaller yard be adequate for the first years of 
fixed guideway operations, perhaps making use of unused running track for vehicle 
storage and limited vehicle maintenance? We understand that the Miami heavy rail 
system operated without a storage/maintenance facility for the first year or so after that 
system opened, and instead made use of available track for off-peak vehicle storage 
and maintenance. 

Testimony before the Task Force has included repeated comparison of the actual cost 
to construct a three lane partially elevated toll highway in Tampa, Florida versus 
projected construction costs for necessary for the Managed Lane and Fixed Guideway 
Alternatives. The following comparison of the costs for the Managed Lane Alternative 
and the Tampa high-occupancy toll lanes is based on information obtained from the 
Department of Transportation Services, the Tampa-Hillsborough County Expressway 
Authority, and the Bridge Section of the Hawaii State Highways Division. The Managed 
Lane Alternative is 15.8 miles long with two lanes, built entirely on elevated structures. 
The Tampa high-occupancy toll (HOT) facility is 9.4 miles long, of which 4 miles is at 
grade, and approximately 5.4 miles is built on elevated structures. The Tampa HOT 
has three 12-foot lanes with two 10-foot shoulders, and is approximately 59 feet wide 
and was completed in 2004. The Managed Lane Alternative (assuming reversible lanes 
— both lanes operating Koko Head direction in the morning rush hour, and both lanes 
operating Ewa in the evening) is 36 feet wide (two 12-foot lanes, one 10-foot shoulder 
and one 2-foot shoulder). 

Dr. Stone recommended that the proposed Managed Lane Alternative should be 
widened to three lanes based on the experience of the Tampa Expressway Authority. 
Further, the lanes should be reversible to gain the advantage of all three lanes in the 
heavily traveled direction during morning and evening peak hours. He further stated 
that there were insufficient access/exit ramps in the Honolulu proposal and expressed 
the opinion that the additional lanes and access/exit ramps would not add substantially 
to the cost of the project. In his view, he felt the cost estimate in the Alternatives 
Analysis was far too high. 

Paul Santo stated that there is a substantial difference in cost for bridge construction 
between Hawaii and the mainland US. The State DOT Bridge Section presently uses 
$400 to $500 per square foot for planning purposes and expects the price will continue 
to rise and approach $1000 per square foot. By comparison, he said that most highway 
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agencies on the mainland use $100 to $200 per square foot with some even below 
$100. He believes the high cost in Hawaii is due to its location and the lack of 
competition. For instance, there is only one precast concrete plant in Hawaii to produce 
bridge girders. He understands some general contractors in Hawaii look to shipping 
girders from the mainland as was done by the contractor for the Ford Island causeway 
in Pearl Harbor, He further believes the cost for construction of the structures is 
impacted by the additional cost of utility relocation where the alignment of the facility 
follows existing rights-of-way, such as the Farrington Highway and Kamehameha 
Highway corridor for both the Managed Lane and Fixed Guideway Alternatives. In 
addition, construction costs are higher where work is accomplished within existing 
highways with high traffic volumes whereas the Tampa HOT lanes were built within an 
existing median, which appears to be nearly 30 feet wide. 
Guideway construction cost estimates developed for the Alternatives Analysis are also 
high compared to Tampa high-occupancy toll lanes costs because the Alternative 
Analysis' projected costs include a 30% escalation for "soft costs" (engineering costs) 
and a 25% escalation on all costs for contingencies. The Tampa HOT cost ($300 
million) represents actual construction costs only (including 16% for actual engineering 
costs), and was for a project that started in 2003. Clyde Shimizu pointed out that the 
per square foot costs of H-3 viaducts in 1990 ($180) exceeded the Tampa tollway costs 
incurred only a few years ago. 

Since the Tampa tollway was built in the median of the existing expressway, there were 
no rights-of-way costs incurred. Where the Fixed Guideway or Managed Lane are built 
within existing State or City rights-of-way, land will be made available for the structures 
at no cost to the project. 

The Tampa high-occupancy toll lanes do not cover capital and operating costs through 
HOT lanes tolls. Rather, the combined revenues from the expressway and the HOT 
tollway are used to meet operating and capital costs. Tollway fees are expected to rise 
from $1 to $1.50 next year. Bonds issued to finance construction of the original 
expressway, which opened for revenue service in 1975, have now been largely paid off 
or the debt refinanced, freeing up toll revenue from both the original expressway and 
the HOT lanes to subsidize the HOT lanes' construction costs. 

In conclusion, the cost estimates for the Managed Lane and Fixed Guideways 
Alternatives in the Alternatives Analysis Report are reasonable. Further, a valid 
comparison of the costs for the Tampa tollway and the proposed Managed Lane cannot 
be made without substantial adjustments for differences in construction unit costs. 
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TRANSIT ADVISORY TASK FORCE 
c/o Honolulu City Council 

530 S. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, HI 96819 

Phone: (808)523-4139 

Subcommittee Review of the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis 

Chapter 5 — Financial Feasibility Analysis 

December 13, 2006 

Prepared by Transit Task Force Members: 
Randal Ikeda 

Cindy McMillan 

[Note: the members of this Committee readily acknowledge that they are not financial analysts with experience in the evaluation 
of financial data for the financing of major capital projects. Except as reported below, they have not been able to recruit outside 
expertise to assist in a detailed review, given the short time available.] 

Objectives 
The purpose of our review was to determine the following: 

• Does the chapter on financial feasibility (chapter 5) of the Alternative Analysis provide City 
Councilmembers with the information necessary to select a Locally Preferred Alternative? 

Documents Reviewed and Experts Consulted 
The following documents were reviewed: 

• Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis 
• Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Screening Memorandum (DTS, 

2006b) 
• Scoping Report, Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project (April 6, 2006) 

In addition, conversations were held and/or e-mail dialogue was conducted with: 

Paul H. Brewbaker, PhD 
Chair, Council on Revenues 
Senior Vice President and Chief Economist, Bank of Hawaii 

Jack P. Suyderhoud, Ph.D. 
Vice Chair, Council on Revenues 
Professor of Business Economics, College of Business Administration, UH Manoa 

David Mieger, AICP 
Director of Westside Planning 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

David Glater 
Transit Task Force Analyst 
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Funding Sources – Fixed Guideway Alternative 

1. GET revenue predictions. Because of its central role in the financial plan for the Fixed Guideway 
alternative, we specifically consulted with experts to determine if the estimated revenues from the 
General Excise and Use Tax (GET) were reasonable. The methodology described below was 
reviewed by Jack P. Suyderhoud, PhD. who indicated that the estimates made in the Alternatives 
Analysis seem to be reasonable, with the caveats that there is always some inherent uncertainty in 
forecasting and that the greatest uncertainty in this case is how the new tax will affect reporting of non-
Oahu transactions. 

Specifically, from the Honolulu Advertiser, Sunday, Dec. 10, 2006 "while the tax increase in the 
statewide excise tax only applies to 0 1 ahu, the state has ruled that all companies selling products here 
— even those based on the Neighbor Islands — will have to pay the tax. So will Otahu-based 
companies doing business primarily on the Neighbor Islands". DTS's consultant developed a 17% 
discount to Oahu's current percentage of the tax base in order to account for the historical over-
reporting of Oahu based transactions, That discount factor is based on the primary assumption that 
the tax base percentage by island will equal the "de facto" population percentage by island. 
(Population estimates are provided by the State Department of Business, Economic Development and 
Tourism. The de facto population is defined as the number of persons physically present in an area, 
regardless of military status or usual place of residence. It includes visitors present but excludes 
residents temporarily absent. Oahu has 67% of the State's de facto population.) While this is a 
reasonable assumption, there is still no absolute way to predict actual tax reporting behavior. 

Process that DTS' consultant used to develop GET Surcharge Revenue Projections: 

1. Estimate of the State's overall tax base using historical patterns; 

2. Estimate of what proportion of the State's 4% tax base is attributable to Oahu. Ans. 81% based 
on historical patterns; 

3. Develop an additional adjustment to reflect businesses that are headquartered in Oahu, but that 
report some economic activity outside of the county, which income is therefore not subject to the 
tax surcharge; base assumption is that the percentage of the tax base by island, is equal to the 
percentage of population by island; therefore the current tax base percentage for Oahu is 
overstated by 81% - 67% = 14%; pro-rating the 14% over the Oahu current tax base percentage, 
results in the discount of 14% divided by 81% (14%/81%) = 17%; 

4. Apply 0.5% to the adjusted base; then subtract 10% for the State's administrative costs; 

5. Apply growth rates using the following three scenarios: 

a. Extrapolation of historical patterns (1990 – 2005) to 2022; 
b. Council on Revenue forecast growth rates to 2013 and then reversion to historical growth 

to 2022; or 
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c. Council on Revenue forecast growth to 2013 and continuation of that growth to 2022. 

6. Present each revenue forecast with and without inflation. 

2. Federal contribution to the Fixed Guideway alternative. The Alternatives Analysis assumes an FTA 
New Starts contribution of $933-948 million. Alternatives Analysis, tables 5-7, 5-8, p. 5-12. The FTA's 
share of the cost of a New Starts project has generally not exceeded $750 million, with limited 
exceptions -- primarily for grants made to projects in the New York-New Jersey metropolitan area. 
When FTA does make a grant exceeding $750 million, the following statement is regularly included in 
the project description submitted to Congress: "FTA notes that MTA's [New York City's Metropolitan 
Transit Authority] New Starts funding request is higher than what has historically been provided to other 
major transit capital projects, but ...." (Text following the "but": "...the New Starts share of 26% is 
significantly lower than most other projects."). FTA New Starts Report to Congress, FY 2006, p. 15. 
(Some exceptions to this $750 million informal ceiling outside of the New York area: Los Angeles 
reportedly divided a single project into three "minimally operable segments" ("MOS"), and then 
separately applied for and obtained $650 million in New Starts funding for each MOS; Washington, DC 
Metro extension through Dulles corridor (MOS #1) — $920 million applied for (50% of costs). It should 
be noted that the amount Honolulu is seeking is 20-25% of total costs (depends on the funding actually 
obtained from the GET %% surcharge). This percentage represents a smaller share of total project 
cost than FTA usually provides, and is comparable to the 26% contribution cited by FTA to support its 
grant to New York in excess of the usual ($750 million) amount, 

DTS Administration reports that FTA staff at both the regional and headquarters level has encouraged 
the City to aim high, and ask for what it reasonably needs. If the Full Corridor Alignment were selected 
by the Council as the Locally Preferred Alternative, could the project be broken into minimally operable 
segments as LA and Washington, DC have done, in order to keep the cost of the initial MOS phase 
under $3,2 billion, while maximizing Honolulu's New Starts Funding over the life of the entire project? 
Again assuming that the Full Corridor Alignment were selected, could a route alignment for sections 3, 
4 and 5 be selected that would be less costly to build than the Alternatives Analysis' preferred 
alignment for these sections? For example, based on Table 5-2 of the Alternatives Analysis, what 
would be the impact of selecting the lower cost alignment of Salt Lake Boulevard — North King Street — 
Queen Street instead of the AA's preferred alignment for sections 3, 4 & 5? Would this lower cost 
alignment permit a MOS costing $3.2 billion (or less) and permit construction of an alignment beginning 
at the UH Manoa campus and extending at least to the Navy Drum Storage site — the proposed 
maintenance-vehicle storage yard? If so, how would this lower-cost alignment compare to the benefits 
for the AA's recommended alignment, and how would it be evaluated under the FTA's New Starts 
evaluation criteria? 

3. Sharing the benefit of increased value of real property adjacent to fixed guideway facilities. The 
Alternative Analysis cites various means whereby the City could share in gains from property 
appreciation (tax increment financing; benefit assessment districts — see p. 5-9), however the report 
does not quantify the dollar potential of these revenue-producing value capture tools. Based on 
conversations with Paul Brewbaker, Ph.D., Chairman of the Council on Revenues, there will be 
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significant increases in the property values along the rail alignment. What mechanisms will the City put 
in place to use that increased value to help subsidize the construction and operation of the rail system? 
And what will the City do to discourage speculation on the rail alignment real estate to minimize land 
acquisition and development costs? 

Funding Sources — Managed Lane Alternative 

1. Is there a possibility of receiving New Starts funding for the Managed Lane Alternative? 

The Alternatives Analysis concludes that Federal New Starts funds would not be available for the 
Managed Lane Alternative "because of use by toll-paying single-occupancy vehicles, which are 
excluded from the statutory definition of 'fixed guideway' (49 USC Section 5302)." AA, p. 5 —6. Would 
New Starts funds be available for this alternative if single-occupancy vehicles were prohibited from 
using the facilities? In other words, would New Starts funding be available if the managed lane facility 
were restricted to transit vehicles and high-occupancy toll-paying vehicles? If so, how much New 
Starts funding would be available for this alternative and would that significantly affect its financial 
feasibility or alter its status relative to the other alternatives? Would this be an unacceptable change in 
the Managed Lanes concept as proposed? 

2. Managed Lanes toll revenue. 

The Alternatives Analysis states that the Managed Lanes — Reversible Option peak period toll would be 
$6.40 (2006 dollars) in 2030. How was that price determined? Would the demand be sufficiently 
inelastic to allow collection of higher tolls? Alternatively, if this toll exceeds what prospective West 
Oahu users can reasonably afford, these users may chose not to use the facility. In this circumstance, 
opening the facility to single-occupancy vehicles makes less sense. If these speculations have merit, 
this alternative could be redefined to exclude single-occupant vehicles, and to operate as an HOV lane. 
Although FTA is reportedly no longer funding HOV lanes under the New Starts program (because it 
considers these to be highway projects more appropriately financed by Highway Trust Funds), there be 
some operational mode that will meet FTA's eligibility criteria for New Starts funding and also satisfy 
Managed Lanes proponents. 

Conclusion 
Based on our review and research, we believe Chapter 5 — Financial Feasibility Analysis is based on 
reasonable assumptions and sound methodology. In general, there is adequate information for the Council 
to make an intelligent selection of a preferred mode and general alignment." 
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TRANSIT ADVISORY TASK FORCE 
do Honolulu City Council 

530 S. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, HI 96819 

Phone: (808)523-4139 

Appendix 2 

Discussion-piece #6 
Predicted and Actual Ridership of Proposed New Starts Projects 

Federal Transit Administration 
June 6, 2006 

Purposes of ridership reviews. FTA periodically compares the actual ridership against the 
ridership predictions for major transit projects using Federal "New Starts" funds. The 
analysis has three purposes: (1) to provide an up-to-date picture on the reliability of ridership 
forecasts as the basis for decision-making on proposed New Starts projects; (2) to identify 
any needed improvements in the technical methods used to make the forecasts; and (3) to 
identify any appropriate modifications to the way that FTA uses New Starts forecasts in 
project evaluation. 

Pickrell report. FTA published the initial review in 1990 in the report Urban Rail Transit 
Projects: Forecast Versus Actual Ridership and Cost (commonly referred to as the Pickrell 
report after its primary author). That review considered ten projects and found that only one 
project generated actual ridership that was more than 50 percent of the predicted ridership 
(specifically, 72 percent) Actual ridership for the other nine projects was less than 50 percent 
of their forecasts. 

2003 report. FTA prepared (but has not yet released) the 2003 report Predicted and Actual 
Impacts of New Starts Projects: Capital Cost, Operating Cost and Ridership Data (hereafter 
teillied the Phase-1 report) to consider the 19 New Starts projects (both rail and bus 
guideways) that opened for revenue service since the 1990 report. The post-1990 projects 
showed improvements in the quality of forecasts. Four of the 19 projects generated ridership 
that was between 70 and 80 percent of their forecasts. Another three projects generated 
ridership between 80 and 100 percent of their forecasts. And three projects had actual 
ridership that exceeded their forecasts by modest amounts. Table 1 summarizes the 19 
projects, their ridership forecasts, and their actual (or extrapolated) ridership in the forecast 
year. 

Pickrell update. The 2003 report also included an updated (year 2000) look at the ten projects 
reviewed by Pickrell. Two of those ten projects had year-2000 ridership close to forecast 
levels; two others showed growth since the 1990 report but were still far below forecast 
levels; three projects had little change in ridership; and three experienced declines in 
ridership since 1990. 
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Phase-1 conclusions. The 2003 report suggested several possible reasons for the improved 
quality of transit forecasts post-Pickrell, including greater forecasting experience, more 
formalized forecasting procedures and guidelines, increased scrutiny of forecasts and the 
planning process by government agencies and the public, improved forecasting technical 
methods, and improved computing technology. The report also observed forecasts for people 
movers, busways, and starter rail lines tended to be least reliable while forecasts for system 
expansions (additional lines in new corridors or extensions of existing lines in the same 
corridor) were relatively more reliable. 

Phase-2. In 2006, further FTA-sponsored analysis of completed projects concluded in the draft 
report Predicted and Actual Ridership of New Starts Projects: Detailed Analysis (not yet 
released; hereafter the Phase-2 report) undertook detailed reviews of the ridership forecasts 
for seven of the nineteen Phase-I projects (as identified in Table 1). This work faced a 
substantial hurdle in the general unavailability of detailed information on the forecasts 
themselves. The forecasts were prepared 10 to 20 years ago and supporting documents and 
data sets (zone-level demographics, trip tables, zone definitions, and coded transit and 
highway networks) were simply not available. The case studies included two "successful" 
forecasts that were within ±20 percent of actual ridership and five "less successful" forecasts 
that were more than twice the actual ridership. 

Successful forecasts. The two projects with successful forecasts — San Diego El Cajon and 
Portland Westside — were expansions of existing light rail systems. While it was extremely 
difficult in a retrospective analysis to confirm the level of quality control and reasonableness 
checks during the forecasting process, a review of both the calibration and validation tests 
and the results, as well as transit paths and skims, suggests that these procedures have been 
more rigorously followed in areas with successful forecasts. To some extent, the success of 
the two forecasts was the product of offsetting errors. While both forecasts were within ±20 
percent of actual project-specific ridership, both missed actual levels of systemwide ridership 
more than ±20 percent and relied upon corridor-level demographic forecasts that also varied 
from actual outcomes by more than +/- 20 percent. 

Less-successful forecasts. The five less-successful forecasts appear to have been subject to 
multiple types of errors of varying magnitude. Sources of error included erroneous model 
inputs, problematic model properties, and mistakes in model application — and all forecasts 
were subject to more than one of these errors. 

o Input errors. The most frequent error involved the magnitude and location of future 
population and employment growth, a problem in all seven of the case studies, 
contributing both to the less successful forecasts and the offsetting errors that may 
have masked other problems in the successful forecasts. Because transit relies 
heavily on walking for access/egress, errors in demographic forecasts at the regional 
and/or corridor levels are compounded by incorrect allocations to zones within 
walking distances of fixed-guideway stations. Other sources of input error include 
the representation of future-year transportation networks (both highway and transit), 
inadequate detail in the zone system used to represent the region, as well as prices for 
transit fares, gasoline, and parking. At least one (and usually more) of these input 
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errors specifically contributed to the forecasting error in each of the "less successful" 
case studies. 

o Model-property errors. A common problem in the less-successful forecasts was the 
overestimation of future highway congestion. This problem may be the result of 
problematic demographic forecasts filtering through the model chain. However, 
overestimation of highway congestion appeared to occur even where regional trip 
tables generally replicated actual travel patterns indicated by census journey-to-work 
information and household surveys. In such cases the culprit is the model set itself, 
likely problems time-of-day distributions and/or network assignment. 

o Model-application errors. Haste in the completion of forecasts to support funding 
application or environmental documents appears to have led to improper 
representation of changes in project scope or transit service plans in the travel 
forecasts. Other changes in scope and service plans have occurred after the forecasts 
were completed, without a corresponding update in the forecasts. In at least one case 
the model was validated to an outdated set of observed data before being used for the 
transit forecasts. 

Absence of detailed records. While some insights were available from the seven case studies, by 
far the most significant outcome of the Phase-2 effort was the clear finding that useful 
comparisons of forecasts with actual outcome are not possible with the largely non-existent 
records of the forecasts. This outcome has significant implications for the usefulness of the 
Before-and-After studies that are now a required element of New Starts projects that receive 
Full Funding Grant Agreements and suggests the need to formalize the preservation of 
forecasts so that meaningful reviews of their accuracy are possible. 
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Table 1: Predicted and Actual Ridership for Phase-1 Projects - Forecast Year Comparison 

Project 
Forecast 

Year 

Forecast Avg Weekday 
Boardings 

Actual 
(projected) 

Boardings in 
 Year ear 

Ratio - Forecast yr 
actual/Forecast 

AA/DEIS FEIS 
Actual vs. 
AA/DEIS 

Actual vs. 
FEIS 

Jacksonville ASE 1995 42,472 42,472 2,627° )  6% 6% 
Miami Omni/Brickell 2000 20,404 20,404 4,209 21% 21% 
Houston SW Transitway * 2005 27,280 27,280 9,066 33% 33% 
Atlanta North Line * 2005 57,120 57,120 21,595 38% 38% 
LA Red Line * 2000 295,721 297,733 128,659° )  44% 43% 

Pittsburgh West B'Way 2005 23,369 23,369 10,200(3) 44% 44% 

Chicago Orange Line * 2000 118,760 118,760 54,042 46% 46% 
San Jose Guadalupe 1990 41,200 41,200 19,738(2)  48% 48% 
San Jose Tasman West * 2005 14,875 13,845 9,110 61% 66% 
Baltimore LRT Ext. 2005 11,804 12,230 8,207 70% 67% 

Baltimore Johns Hopkins 2005 13,600 13,600 10,049 74% 74% 

Portland Westside-Hillsboro * 1995/2005 60,314 49,448 49,999 83% 101% 

Dallas South Oak Cliff 2005 34,170 34,170 29,307 86% 86% 
BART Colma 2000 15,200 15,200 13,482 89% 89% 
Salt Lake South LRT 2010 26,500 23,000 25,201 95% 110% 
St. Louis Initial System 1995 41,800 37,100 43,711 (4)  105% 118% 
San Diego El Cajon * 2000 21,600 21,600 23,478 109% 109% 
Denver SW LRT 2015 22,000 22,000 23,988(54  109% 109% 
St, Louis St. Clair Ext. 2010 11,960 20,274 16,965 142% 84% 
Denver 1-25 HOV 2000 not stated not stated 8,853 NA NA 
Seattle Bus Tunnel 1990 not stated not stated 44,400 NA NA 

Actual boardings in forecast year given for 2001 since this is the first full year of operation. 

Actual boardings in forecast year given for 1992 since this is the first full year after opening 

Actual boardings are assumed to increase 1,200 daily riders over 2002 as an additional park 
and ride lot is completed. 

(4) Actual boardings given for 1999 since Airport station did not open until 1998. Forecast year 
boardings reached by applying the average annual growth in transit boardings achieved by 
the project sponsor between 1990 and 2002. 

(5) Denver has experienced relatively fast ridership growth over the past decade. Since the forecast year remains 
far in the future, continued growth at recent trends appears overly ambitious, FTA assumed that the Denver 
project will achieve a growth rate 2/3rds of the growth rate observed between 1990 and 2002. Even at this 
lower assumed growth rate, this project is very likely to exceed its AA/DEIS forecasts by a significant margin. 

Selected for detailed analysis in the Phase-2 study. 
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Table 2. Predicted and Actual Ridership for Phase II Case Studies: Summary of Findings by Project 

City/Project Name Summary of Findings 
Atlanta • 2005 observed hoardings only 40% of forecast boardings 
MARIA North Line • Observed rail system ridership less than forecast 
Extension • Observed overall transit ridership close to forecast but widely fluctuates year-to-year 

• Forecasting error caused by failure to achieve predicted employment levels in station areas in 
primary travel market, underestimation of regional employment, fluctuations in overall system 
ridership, inaccurate transit coding conventions in the model, poor trip distribution model, over-
reliance on mode choice adjustment factors, and validation to outdated observed data set. 

Chicago • 2000 observed project boardings only 46% of forecast hoardings 
CTA Orange Line • Observed system-wide rail hoardings close to forecast 

• Observed transit system boardings close to forecast 
• Forecasting error caused by failure to account for demographic changes in study area! corridor, and 

poor model structure, especially for trip distribution and mode choice 
Houston • 2005 projected (from 2002 observed) hoardings only 33% of forecast hoardings 
METRO Southwest • Observed transit system ridership less than forecast 
Transitway • Forecasting error caused by failure to achieve predicted population and employment levels in the 

study corridor and region, failure to achieve predicted land uses in station areas, overestimation of 
future highway congestion, poor transit coding and zone system, and changes to project following 
completion of forecasts 

Los Angeles • 2001 (1' year of full line operation) observed hoardings 43% of (2000) forecast boardings 
MTA Red Line • Observed transit system hoardings 72% of forecast hoardings 

• Forecasting error caused by poor model inputs for transit fares, gasoline costs, fuel economy, poor 
transit-access coding, failure to achieve employment forecasts, failure to fully restructure 
background bus network to eliminate direct competition with line and provide feeder service, 
service changes due to conversion from trunk line to trunk/branch operations, relocation of line to 
less attractive transit corridor, and length of time needed to construct and operate full line 

Portland • 2002 observed boardings 8% over 2005 predicted boardings 
Tr-Met Westside/ * 2001 observed LRT system hoardings 3% over 2005 predicted hoardings 
Hillsboro LRT • Forecasting success caused by realistic and quality-controlled transit service inputs, previous 

experience operating LRT, higher than forecast population/employment growth 
• Approximately 10% to 15% of the success may be attributed to underestimation of growth 
• Good model features, such as extra trip purposes, cars per worker variable, use of choice models 

for demographic inputs, inclusion of non-mechanized trips in mode choice, good model accounting 
of transit accessibility and use of mode-of-access model in mode choice may have contributed to 
forecasting success 

• Errors in population and employment forecasts may have helped ridership forecast for project but 
are indicative of larger errors in the demographic and employment model (offsetting errors) 

San Diego • 2000 observed hoardings 9% over 2000 predicted hoardings 
MTDB El Cajon • 2000 observed LRT system hoardings 57% over 2000 predicted hoardings 
LRT • 2000 observed transit system hoardings 2% over 2000 predicted hoardings 

• Forecasting success caused by realistic model inputs and quality control, good model features, and 
greater than expected population and employment growth in the corridor 

• Approximately 15% to 20% of the success may be attributed to underestimation of growth 
• Errors in population and employment forecasts may have helped ridership forecast for project but 

are indicative of larger errors in the demographic and employment model (offsetting errors) 
• Large forecasting error for LRT system overall suggests problems with mode choice model 

San Jose • 2005 observed hoardings only 25% of 2005 predicted boardings 
VIA Tasman West 
LRT 

• Forecasting error caused by severe economic contraction in corridor and surrounding region, 
overestimation of highway congestion, poor TAZ system, unrefined trip distribution model, poor 
network inputs, and poor transit assignment 

Available at: www.fta.dot.gov/planning/newstarts/planning_environment_5402.html  
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TRANSIT ADVISORY TASK FORCE 
c/o Honolulu City Council 

530 S. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, HI 96819 

Phone: (808)523-4139 

Appendix 3 

Suggestions for further development of the Managed Lane Alternative. 

• The Alternatives Analysis' description of the characteristics of the Managed Lane 
Alternative should provide more complete information as to mass transit operations 
utilizing this facility. The Alternatives Analysis states that new express and other bus 
transit routes would be developed for operation on the Managed Lane facility. (p. 2-4) 
A fuller development and presentation of the transit services that would accompany the 
Managed Lane Alternative would be helpful (e.g., routes, new/existing stations). There is 
no description in the Alternatives Analysis of any proposed supportive operational 
practices off of the Managed Lane facility that would complement the facility's use as a 
transit guideway, e.g., transit stations connected to park-and-ride facilities, reserved lanes 
for transit vehicles on existing streets, traffic signal priority for transit vehicles. 

• In its discussion of travel time benefits of the Managed Lane options, the Alternatives 
Analysis projects that traffic congestion at both the H-1 Freeway access to the Managed 
Lane facility and at the Nimitz Highway exit at Pacific Street will negate travel time 
benefits gained from travel on the Managed Lane facility itself The Analysis should 
explore how traffic congestion at these points could be alleviated (at least for mass transit 
vehicles) in order to enhance the overall perforniance of this Alternative as a transit 
guideway. 

• The description of the Managed Lane Alternative in Chapter 2 of the Alternatives 
Analysis states "The H-1 zipper lane would be maintained in the Two-direction Option 
but discontinued in the Reversible Option." (p. 2-4). However, no explanation is 
provided as to why the zipper lane would not be continued in the Reversible Option. The 
Managed Lane Reversible Option's addition of two Koko Head-bound elevated lanes for 
the morning commute appears to result in a net increase of only one lane if the inbound 
zipper lane were removed. 

• The foldout photographic plans presenting the Managed Lane Alternative (Alternatives 
Analysis, Figures 2 -- 1 and 2 -- 2) do not clearly depict the ramp lanes necessary to 
access the Managed Lane facility from Interstate Highways H-1 and H-2 in both the 
Two-direction Option and the Reversible Option, or the ramp lanes necessary to exit from 
the facility to these Interstate Highways. 
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• These plans show an approximately one-mile long "facility" in the vicinity of Kaonohi 
Street (Figure 2 -- 1), and another in the vicinity of Radford Drive (Figure 2 -- 2), 
however no description of these facilities is provided. In discussions with DTS 
Administration staff, these facilities have been identified as transit stations with attendant 
deceleration and acceleration lanes. Assuming this to be the case, it would be helpful to 
see the proposed location(s) of park-and-ride facilities planned near these stations, 
comparable to the infonnation presented in Table 3 -- 5, with respect to the Fixed 
Guideway Alternative. It is not apparent whether the stations would operate in both the 
Two-direction Option and the Reversible Option. What are the cost implications of 
adding access/exit ramps for transit vehicles instead of building elevated transit stations? 

• Figure 2 -- 2 shows a small section of the Managed Lane facility approximately 2000 feet 
Koko Head of the end of the facility at Nimitz Highway/Pacific Street. This component 
of the Managed Lane facility is not explained. Is it an elevated structure or at-grade? 
Which Managed Lane users would be allowed to access it? 

• Figure 2 -- 1 shows two ramps in the vicinity of Aloha Stadium. It is not clear whether 
these ramps would be available in both the Two-direction Option and the Reversible 
Option, or whether these ramps would be available to other than transit vehicles (e.g., to 
vans, three-person and two-person automobiles, and/or single-occupant automobiles 
paying tolls). 

See also Financing Committee's report discussing changes in permitted access to the Managed 
Lane facility that might make the facility eligible for New Starts and/or GET 1/2%  surcharge 
funds. 
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TRANSIT ADVISORY TASK FORCE 
do Honolulu City Council 

530 S. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, HI 96819 

Phone: (808)523-4139 

Appendix 4 

Questions the Task Force posed to DTS Administration, and the answers received: 

1. From the local press, there appears to be a willingness to spend 3.2 -- 3.6 billion dollars for a 
fixed guideway system, and considerable discomfort spending more than that. Can you calculate 
how much $3 billion (or $3.2 billion) would buy toward a system with the following alignments: 

a) Beginning at UH-Manoa and running Ewa using the optimal alignment described in 
Chapter 6 of the Alternatives Analysis Report. 
b) same question, but using the Salt Lake Blvd alignment instead of the Aolele Street 
alignment in Section 3, Aloha Stadium to Middle Street. 

Answer to 1(a). $3.0 billion will reach Kaahumanu St. on Kamehameha Hwy from UH at 
Manna. $3.2 billion will reach Acacia Rd at Kamehameha Hwy. Both will be short of 
reaching the yard site in the Navy Drum Storage. 
Answer to 1(b): $3.2 billion will reach Leeward Community College via Salt Lake Blvd. It 
will not reach the Navy Drum Storage site. 

2. What are the capital costs for the fixed guideway link between Ala Moana Center and the 
University -Manoa? Link between Ala Moana and Waikiki? 
Answer: Ala Moana Center to UH link is estimated to be $540 million. Ala Moana Center 
to Waikiki is $490 million. 

3. Has DTS analyzed any Minimal Operating Segment (MOS) other than the 20-mile alignment? 
Answer: no. 

4. How do the construction standards for the guideway for the Managed Lane Alternative 
(Alternative 3) differ from the standards applicable to construction of the guideway for the Fixed 
Guideway Alternative (Alternative 4)? Do construction costs for these two guideways differ? 
[The response to this question is summarized in the report submitted by construction 
committee.] 

5. Has the DTS analyzed the Managed Lane Alternative operated so as to qualify for ETA New 
Starts funding (no single-occupant vehicles)? 
Answer (paraphrased): the Managed Lane Alternative is based on a proposal submitted 
by a member of the public approximately 1 year ago, in response to invitations to the 
public to come up with alternatives to a fixed guideway system. The primary differences 
are that the DTS Managed Lane Alternative now includes an off ramp at the stadium, and 
a station near Middle Street. If the Managed Lane Alternative excluded single-occupant 
vehicles, it would qualify as a HOV lane, however, FTA is no longer funding HOV lanes 
under the New Starts program because it considers these to be highway projects eligible for 
Highway Trust Funds. 
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6. How much would $3.2 billion buy toward a fixed guideway system that would begin at the Ala 
Moana Shopping Ctr. and then travel Ewa along the Administration's preferred alternative to 
Liliha St./Kaaahi St., then travel farther Ewa along N. King St., then (at Middle St.) travel Ewa 
along Moanalua Freeway to Salt Lake Blvd., then along Salt Lake Blvd. to the Kamehameha 
Highway to Farrington Highway to Karnokila Blvd to Kapolei. (This route appears to be 
straighter and shorter than the "optimum" alignment specified in Ch. 6 of the Alternatives 
Analysis.) 
[No answer received as yeti 

7. What is the cost of a fixed guideway system that followed the above Koko Head — Ewa route 
alignment, but that stopped Ewa at Palehua Road? 
[No answer received as yet] 

8. The Alternatives Analysis identifies two possible sites for a maintenance/repair yard for use 
with a fixed guideway system: one on the north side of Farrington Hwy., app. the DRHorton 
Development site, and an alternative on the south side of Farrington Hwy. just south of H-1 
["Navy Drum site"]. Have you identified any other sites that could be used for this purpose that 
are Koko Head of these two alternatives? llyes, what evaluation of these other sites have you 
done? 
Answer: We looked at many possible sites during this project, including revisiting some 
sites that were considered in the past studies. We reviewed all possible open or underused 
sites between 15 to 20 acres. They included all parks and recreational facilities (e.g. 
Diamond Head, Ala Wai Golf Course, Thomas Square) and they were eliminated from 
further considerations. Some industrial use sites such as Sand Island, Keehi Lagoon, and 
Shafter Flat were evaluated and eliminated for various reasons; Sand Island — off line, 
Keehi — unsuitable soil condition, Shafter — Federal land. Other sites such as Alapai, 
Middle St., former Costco, and Block J are too small. UH Manoa Quarry and other public 
school sites were looked but did not pursue. Bottom line — nothing suitable east of the Navy 
Drum site. 
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From: Balarranaga@aol.com  

Sent: 	Thursday, December 14, 2006 9:01 PM 

To: 

Subject: Bill 79 

I would like to submit a written testimony for the rail transit. I would like to urge the council to vote for a rail from 
Kapolei to UH Manoa. I am a resident of Kapolei who is tired of the daily traffic jams. I am retired Navy and 
have been all over the world. I have seen the rail system work very well in Tokyo, Rome and Singapore. I 
enjoyed using their transit system and look forward to using it in Hawaii. This system will save me time, fuel, car 
maintenance and traffic frustration. If the rail system was run from Kapolei to Manoa, I would use the system 3 
to 5 times a week. 
Mahal° 

Beverly Larranaga 
Cellular: (808) 277-2561 
Fax: (808) 484-2302 

balarranaga@aol.com  

Misc. Corn. No. 

12/15/2006 
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DECEMBER 22, 2006 

Glenn J. Oamilda 
91-1179 Pnamaeole Street, 24V 
'Ewa Beach, Hawail 96706 
Email: imkanaka2®yahoo.com  

The Honorable Councilman Donovan Dela Cruz, 
Chairman, Honolulu City Council 
Honolulu Hale, Room 202 
530 S. King Street 
Honolulu, Havvari 96813 
Fax#: 523-4220 

Reference: appDsiamio JAnssarnmsALEUpARBA`" 	• 

Aloha! Council Chair Dela Cruz & members of the City Council, 
Welcome to 'Ewa! My name is Glenn Oamilda, a lifetime resident 
of the area, born and raised in Waipahu on the sugar plantation, now 
living in 'Ewa Beach. First of all, I want to go on record in opposition 
to the city's mass transit/rail system proposal. TheBus system, though 
heavily subsidized, has been for all these years the best form of public 
transportation and should continue to be. More so, the public should 
demand the city make TheBus more efficient and more convenient. 

I can recall over fifteen (15) years ago when a group of community 
citizens sat down for hours, for days and even months planning for this 
city of Kapolci. We envisioned a place where we could live, work and 
play, thereby enhancing the quality-of-life and life-styles for every person 
and for every family living on the 'Ewa plain and along the leeward coast. 
Mr. Chair, this was without question a process in -planning - at its very 
best! 

Without engaging all the communities in the 'Ewa region in continual 
discussions, dialogues, debates, suggestions and recommendations, this 
mass transit project will only be added to the already snow-balling impacts 
that we are experiencing on the leeward coast. Mr. Chair we have got to 
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Elan and Plan  well! Planning should not  be left to any elected official with 
mission or a political agenda. We've heard it all before, "Don't worry, 
trust me, go about your daily lives, I'll get it done." And all too 
frequently the same outcry by government official and politicians that, 
"the federal monies are there, let's not waste the funding." The only 
good politicans and elected official can do is to facilitate open public 
discussions and to empower and/or encourage public participation. 

Furthermore, community leaders on the 'Ewa plains should begin 
thinking, planning and discussing seriously the possibility of putting in 
place in the Second City of Kaploei political and economic structures, 
a process for self-rule and self-governance. 

In closing Mr. Chair, I've been to about ten (10) of these public 
presentation by the City, and I've always referred back to the very 
first one when I aked the mayor, "Is it prudent of you to push your 
rail agenda when impacts are occurring daily, that are constantly affecting 
our quality-of-life and life-style, and without much mitigation, then why 
you would want to move people back to Town?" 

In service to t 	o =unity, 
( 

r/14,—, 	ef4A1/244/ 
Glenn T. amilda 	L .  
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Statement of 
Congressman Neil Abercrombie 

First District of Hawaii 
December 14, 2006 

To The 
City Council 

City and County of Honolulu 
Committee on Transportation 
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Chairman Cachola and Transportation Committee Members, thank you for the opportunity to 
present my testimony. 

In the coming days, Council Members will cast what may be one of the most important votes of 
their careers. The selection of a Locally Preferred Alternative ("LPA") is a critical step in the 
Federal Transit Administration process to implement a rapid transit system on Oahu. I strongly 
urge Council Members to vote this month for a comprehensive LPA that best serves our 
constituents on Oahu. 

To maximize favorable federal consideration for a Honolulu LPA, I believe the project must 
encompass a route from West Kapolei to the Manoa Campus with a spur to Waikiki. A decision 
to shorten or significantly alter this general goal would undermine our best opportunity to secure 
federal funds. I cannot appeal to my Congressional colleagues to support a LPA which lacks 
credibility. 

The Council has several choices of routing between the end stations named above. Community 
meetings and Council hearings have zeroed in on connecting University of Hawaii locations and 
population centers with an eye on encouraging public development. I can support any of those 
routes before you. 

I need not tell you about the horrors of traffic congestion on Oahu. We suffer through it each 
day. The time has come to address this problem in a bold and affirmative way. We need to act. 
A fixed guideway transit system is not a miracle solution to traffic congestion. 

However, it is an important component of a multi-modal transportation improvement system that 
will reduce future growth in congestion and provide enhanced transportation services for our 
transit dependent constituents. It will be the central element in a new community life for Oahu. 
It will deteimine that quality of life for the 21 century. 

ORIGINATED FROM: Misc. Coma No. 1857  
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Traffic congestion has so skewed the daily lives and activities of Oahu residents that failure to 
act now will likely kill the chance to build transit alternatives on Oahu forever. Nearly fifteen 
years ago, Honolulu was similarly poised to take this bold step, but failed to do so. While none 
of you were members of the Council in 1992, federal transit officials continue to be skeptical 
about Honolulu's commitment to transit. Not just because of the 1992 experience, but also 
because of the failed effort to build the HART system in 1981. In short, the City's credibility on 
transit is at stake. 
I urge you to act at this time because the competition for federal transit funds becomes more 
fierce each day. In 2005, the six-year highway and transit authorization bill known as 
"SAFTEA-LU" authorized a total of 333 projects that qualify for federal New Starts funding, 
including the Honolulu transit project. As important as this legislative authorization was, the real 
financial crunch begins now. In the pending House and Senate transportation appropriations bill 
for FY 2007, Honolulu is one of the few "new" New Start projects to receive funding. We are at 
the head of the line for funds as some major rail construction projects like the Los Angeles Gold 
Line come to an end and major new projects like the New York Eastside Access Project begin. 
Should the Council delay its decision to move forward with the complete project, the laws of 
economics will take over. Projects in other states and cities that are eager to advance will receive 
federal funds that could otherwise come to Honolulu. 

Only occasionally in history do all the stars align themselves for our Congressional 
Delegation and its potential to deliver on a crucial project. That happened in November for 
transit with Senator Inouye assuming the Chairmanship of the Commerce Committee (which 
covers transportation issues) and Congresswoman-Elect Hirono being named to the House 
Transportation Committee. As a result, we are prepared better than ever before to fight for 
federal transportation funds, provided we are given an LPA worthy of support. Now it is time to 
move forward. On the federal funding front, the Honolulu transit project is as well positioned 
today as it can possibly be. We cannot falter again. 
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Marlene Adams-Chaves 
Senior Vice President 
Chief Financial Officer 

CIT1 OLE 
HONOLULU, H 

DEC N 8 59 MI '06 

RECEIVED 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola 
Chair, and Members 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

RE: BILL 79, CM, SELECTION OF ROUTE 

Dear Chair Cachola and Committee Members: 

I am Marlene Adams-Chaves, and I am the Chief Financial Officer of BET Hawaii. I am also a 
resident of Waianae and I know first hand how traffic affects one's quality of life. I am here to 
support Bill 79 for selection of light rail system. 

Further, I believe that the route selected should be as inclusive as possible. As a resident of 
Waianae, I am obviously partial to a route that would start from Waianae to town, preferably 
through major employment centers such as Kapolei, Airport, and to University of Hawaii, Manoa. 

The City and County of Honolulu needs to offer transportation options beyond the private 
automobile. In addition to rail, vehicular mobility within the primary and secondary urban centers 
needs to be improved in order to avoid traffic gridlock. 

We have one opportunity to plan for the entire system, and we should do it now. Recognizing that 
funding will dictate which increments or stages are constructed first, I believe we should start from 
West Kapolei through Aiport/Nimitz with the existing funds, then expand on the route to Waianae 
and to UH-Manoa. 

In summary, I believe the Council should select an alignment and secure federal funding for this 
important public works project that will help improve the quality of life for people of Honolulu. 

It is time to stand up and be counted in support of rail transit. 

Thank you for the opportunity to share my testimony with you today. 
, 

311 Pacific Street 
Honolulu, Hi 96817 
Phone 532-7480 

Corm No. 
TP 

58 -  

 

AR000701 09 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

haipoalani@yahoo.com  
Wednesday, December 13, 2006 10:14 AM 

Cachoia, Romy; Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Apo, Todd K; Garcia, 
Nestor; DelaCruz, David A; cdejou@honolulu.gov ; Marshall, Barbara; 
Okino, Gary; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod 
** SPAM " Testimony - Committee on Transportation & Planning; 
Transit Bill 79 rrt 

C") 

Dear Honorable Committee Chair Cachola and distinguished -Ornmittee'-' 

members: 

Aloha no! 

My name is Hanalei Y. Aipoalani a resident of Nanakuli, Hawaii, and supporter 

of mass rail transit. 

As a preface, I am pleased by the Council's majority support for Honolulu's 

mass rail transit; exampled by the Council's passage of Bill 79's first and 

second readings. I look forward to the third reading and final passage of 

Bill 79 at the upcoming Council meeting. 

A pressing matter before this Committee, and Council at-large, is mass 

transit "route" determination; to which I extend my personal remarks. 

In my opinion, the ideal route encompasses termination facilities in West 

Kapolei and on the campus of the University of Hawaii, Mano‘a. More over, 

the most practical, economically-sound (future outlook; return on 

investment) route-design includes a "Pearl Harbor/Airport/Nimitz" 

alignment. 

Clearly, the aforementioned alignment provides for stations being situated 

near major business-traveler and daily-user, to include college students and 

tourists, transit destinations (i.e. Arizona Memorial, Pearl Harbor, Honolulu 

International Airport, Nimitz Business District); thereby affording the 

governing and managing bodies of Honolulu's Mass Transit opportunities to 

conjure up creative solutions to sustain operations. One possibility would be 

to engage in "subsidy agreements": hypotheticals include Airport Tax for 

transit, Surcharge on Admission to Arizona Memorial, and in the event of a 

Waikiki alignment a surcharge or special tax on non-kama'aina users; 

kama'aina discount. 

Misc Corn. No, 1859 
1 
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and Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority ("MBTA Commuter Rail", 

Boston, MA) systems, I know first-hand of the benefits that rail affords 

frequent business travelers, University students, and daily riders. 

Conversely, being a former resident of the San Francisco Bay Area, I am 

well aware of tax-payer financial burdens, i.e. gas tax, fare increase, bond 

fees, etc. 

In general, the City & County of Honolulu's mass rail transit system 

("Honolulu Rail") will I) provide an alternative mode of commuter 

transportation; thereby reducing number of vehicle-in-transit, 2) entice 

business/commercial development or expansion along rail lines outside of 

Honolulu; thereby easing congestion, and 3) contribute to Hawaii's concerted 

efforts to reverse its dependence of fossil fuel for gas and energy; thereby 

decreasing the State's $3 billion yearly average of imported oil. 

It is my opinion, that the Council's exercise of monetary policy, to its full 

extent, to fund Honolulu Rail is just and reasonable by virtue of numerous 

independent long-term cost-benefit analyses. Without a doubt, the post-

construction costs, to include operating and maintenance expenses will not 

be assumed by the $4.6 billion projection, at tops. That said; however, the 

responsibility of financing Honolulu Rail beyond the construction phase 

should be shared by the City & County of Honolulu, State of Hawaii, Federal 

Government, and income generated by rider-fees. 

If Honolulu and its developing second City, Kapolei, intend to compete with 

larger metropolitan cities in the U.S. Continent. Then it is recommended 

that transit infrastructure be in place to support such vision. The estimated 

$4.6 billion mass rail transit project, from central Kapolei to UH Manoa, is 

long over-due. 

I wholeheartedly support Bill 79 and urge your support and passage of its 

second reading, and in the near future, third reading. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Season's best, 

Hanalei 

Hanalei Y. Aipoalani, Ph.D., MBA 
89-308 Mokiawe Street 
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Waianae, Hawaii 96792 
808-351-3989 
<mailto:haipoalanieyahoo.com> haipoalani@yahoo.com  

Sent via BlackBerry from Cingular Wireless 
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41-792 Kalanianaole 

Waimanalo 96795 
December 8, 2006 c' 
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To; Honolulu City Council 

Subject; Rail Transit 

Wrapping your Xmas package with a beautiful cover and a 
colorful ribbon showing that you have design something beautiful. This is 
the Railway System. 

The Rail System has all the trimmings of a beautiful gift, look 
on the inside of that system.. Does this picture show area's that will be 
condemn_ for public purpose?. Will it show the drop off point and area for 

parking of cars? who will maintain various location? 
Look at the dollars face value and see if this system is worth 

spending your money for a half way trip from Leeward to Waikiki and to the 
the University which would be serving certain area of people. Make sure 
you understand that we need to know exactly where you going and how 
long it will take from here to there. 

When buying a product you need to have everthing written 
giving details of financial payment and the expected payments each time 

a section is completed and the time it would take the build this project. 
To you who sit on the City Council, think for today, tomorrow 

and the future of our generation. If your plan is to take care the visitors, then 
think again. Would we still be able to take care of our people who would 
need homes more than transportation that only a few can enjoy. Planning 
should include the whole picture and not only the frame. Go back to the 

drawing board and product the whole picture of what you are asking. each 
one of us to understand if this Rail System will serve the whole community. 

I am not for a project 	give me the whole story. 

Thank You 
	

Lucy M. Akau 
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9413901, Akami Research L.L.C., Honolulu, Hawaii 96815 
December 14, 2006 

Couricilmember Apo 
Councitmember Dela Cruz 
CouncOmember Marshall 
CouncilMember Djou 
Couricamember Kobel&Oil 
Couricilmernber Tam 
Counciknember CaChola 
Councilreember Oki no 
Councitrnember Garda 

Hrg: Thursday, December 14, 2006 at 9 am regarding: 
DILL 79 (2006), CR1 - RELATING TEXTRAN$IT 

Dear Transportation Committee Chairman Cachola and Honorable Councilrnembers, 

The managed lanes alternative in the AA report is the starting point to a refined transit system 
design that the follow-up engineering study will produce. The bask principle of HOT, high 
occupancy toll, in itself is a major step in the right direction to change the culture of car use 
and re-think the regulatory environment that constrains innovation in our island transit 
industry. 

HOT does what rail does not, and cannot, do. it capitalizes on a wide range of made in America 
vehicle options, small and large business innovative market driven response to customer needs. 
Certain taxies, vans, and busses that are financially self-supporting, and subsidize transit all 
have a chance to improve performance and lower costs. HOT does not pirate ridership from the 
bus system (as does rail), but instead makes the bus use option more efficient, more available, 
and more enjoyable. 

HOT is mobility optionst It lets everyone see that an actual reduction in congestion is possible! 
As a toll structure It can allocate a fair portion of the cost to those most directly benefiting, 
Even then, on a per person basis, costs go down drastically for those that are enjoying the 
service on our busses, van pools, shuttles, taxies, HandIVaris, and other multi-occupant 
vehicles. 

HOT accommodates ambulances, fire trucks, and other emergency or safety vehicles. It also 
can help a single family automobile or commercial vehicle with a priority or emergency need. 

HOT proposes to incorporate improved community transit points, gardened, ground level, 
pedestrian and bike friendly, that facilitate transfers. The locations designated in the rail plan 
for concrete multi story structures could, In this vision, be instead used in this multi-modal 
way. 

The car is here on our roads because it is a great invention. It competes with per mile, per 
passenger operating costs when fully occupied. HOT accepts these realities and gives a 
transition path to wiser use of the wonderful car! It gives those without a car multiple mobility 
options and improved access to an award winning bus system. 

HOT is built at, half the coast of ran and in significantly less time, and with percentage wise 
more "made in America" by American workers goods and services. It Is eligible for Federal 
funds. Fixed rail is a fixed choke. HOT is a mobility options choice adjustable over time. 
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December 12, 2006 

The Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair, and Members 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
City Council, City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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VIA FACSIMILE: 527-5733 

Re: RELATING TO TRANSIT — BILL 79 

Good afternoon and happy holidays Chairman Cachola and members of the committee, 

My name is Bob Bruhl, and I am the Vice President, Oahu Development for D.R. 
Horton-Schuler Homes at. Schuler has a long history of being recognized as a 
kama'aina company and we are proud of our accomplishments as one of Hawaii's 
leading residential developers over the past four decades. I hope that you accept that it 
is from that perspective from which this letter is written, arid I respectfully offer a few 
thoughts on the transit matters before you today. Generally, we are strongly in favor of 
transportation improvements for Oahu that will improve the quality of life for all of our 
residents. 

Respectfully, we believe it is critical for rail to start as soon as possible. This decision 
needs to be made not so much for the people that are living on the island now, but 
more for the people that WILL be living on the island of O'ahu 30-40 years from now. 

During my testimony December 7th, our company was asked whether we would "pay for 
the stations" if rail were to run through our property in Ewa. I would like to briefly 
emphasize here how supportive this company is of rail, how our Holopili land plan is 
flexible to embrace various possible alignments for the City's consideration, and how we 
believe that there will be plenty of opportunities for our company to work closely with 
the City to achieve the highest possible return on the investment. It is reasonable for us 
to closely weigh the benefits that TOD zoning can bring to a property against what we 

should be willing contribute towards the needed system infrastructure. 

Oahu • Maui • Hawaii Kauai 

Viisc. Corn. No. 
TP 

828 Fort Street Mall • 4th Floor • Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 (808) 521-5661 • Fax: (808) 5384476 
www.d.rhortonhawaii.corn 
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Bob 	I 
Vice President — Oahu Development 
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Furthermore, our company views mass transit as an important element to an overall 
package of solutions that should be pursued to improve that quality of life. Importantly, 
we think of rail as perhaps the major contributor to a comprehensive transportation 
solution that wilt continue to be determined and take shape over time, This includes 
continued roadway improvements, freeway enhancements, transportation demand 
management strategies, other transit improvements to the City's award-winning bus 
service, and additional major public infrastructure improvements. 

We strongly encourage the Council and Administration to collaborate with the objective 
of improving the quality of life for Oahu's residents, so that less time is spent on the 
roads and more time with families and in great places that makes our island world-class. 
To this end, we also respectfully reiterate our previous submittals before the 
Transportation Subcommittee that the Council proceeds with the adoption of proposed 
Bill 79, CD1 to approve the transit mode and alignment. 

Thank you for allowing us to share our views with you this afternoon. Aloha. 
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Re: Bill 79 CM Relating to Transit 

Chair Cachola and members of the Transportation and Planningcommittee: 

My name is Kyle Chock, Executive Director of The Pacific Resource Partnership (PRP), a 
joint management-labor relations organization comprised of the Hawaii Carpenters Union 
and union builders. 

would like to testify in strong support of the fixed rail option. In order to solve our 
transportation woes and become a world-class city, Honolulu needs world-class 
transportation solutions. Traffic delays and commute times axe intolerable and only getting 
worse -a problem that diminishes our quality of life. 

• The cost of living for the average local family is based on many factors with the most 
• significant being housing and transportatiein costs. Ultimately ;  Honolulu's fixed rail 

system and resulting transit oriented development crop) would provide the keys to 
reducing the price of paradise for local residents -especially for those most need' of the 
support. in effect, we're building the new - and desired Infrastructure for the city of 

• Honolulu. 

While otir state and city faces numerous challenges, one of the biggest issues at the 
forefront today is developing affordable workforce housing opportunities for local people. 
Despite the recent housing boom, Hawaii still ranks 49th in homeownership and has the 
highest percentage of intergenerational families living under the same root Unless the 
public and private sector address this issue, the number of working homeless throughout 
our community -will continue to grow creating greater strains on governmental resources. 

PEP strongly encourages a route that connects Kapolei and the University of Hawaii 
at 1VIanoa and best maximizes Vomit oriented development opportunities. This aspect 

• of the alignment consideration is critical for several reasons, The city would enjoy greater 
• ridership as a result of TOD's and increased densities along the transit corridor. These 
TOD sites should be carefully studied to maximize development opportunities for public- 

• private partnerships that help underwrite the costs of the system. Increased real property 
tax revenue to the city would also provide additional funding mechanisms to build, 	° 
operate, and maintain the transit system. 

Misc. Corn. No.  13 
 

• - • 	TP 
A J: '1" PCIOLI3AM 	i IANNAV:INIONI;a1; kiLQIN12. (4)4171A6TCA:4 AlC 1i-IF 1-1.004Adi4:,AAParrE' 	mtaN 	. 

Testimony to the Transportation and Planning COrnzmtteè 
Thursday, December 14, 2006 

'9:00ain 
Committee Meeting Room 

AR00070117 



DEC-13-2006 WED 04:16 PM PAC RES PARTNERSHIP FAX NI 808 528 0421 P. 03 

Testimony of Kyle Chock 
Page 2 

In closing, PRP appreciates the hard work and diligent efforts of the transportation and 
plannirc committee during your deliberations on rail transit and strongly recommends the 
fixed rail guideway. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Kyle Chock, Executive Director 
The Pacific Resource Partnership 
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STATEMENT 
of 

E Noa Corporation 
1580 Makaloa Street, Suite 777 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96814 

Tel:: 808-524..0832 Fax: 808-591-1349 e-mail: ktanaka2222@hotmail.com  

with respect to 
Bill 70, CD1 - Relating to Transit 

Transportation and Planning Committee 
Honolulu City Council 

December 14, 2006 

E Noa Corporation is an existing private provider of public transportation 
services on the Island of Oahu, State of Hawaii, serving both residents and 
visitors. 

This statement does not address the issue of whether it is preferable to build 
high occupancy toll lanes or a rail transit system, but, rather, two elements 
that are required if a rail transit system is constructed and put into operation 
to assure its success: (1) minimizing the modal splits and the time lost in 
moving from one mode of mobility to another; and (2) assuring that the 
federal requirements for participation of existing private providers of public 
transportation services in the planning and operation of a federally-funded 
transit are fully met. 

The Modal Split 

The crucial factor in making any public transit system work is the modal 
split. If modal splits are inconvenient, time consuming, and/or multiple, the 
number of people using public transit will be limited. If the modal splits for 
potential passengers are minimal and the trip is relatively swift and 
comfortable, then the number of transit users will be significant. 

In a high density area such as Manhattan, a very large proportion of the 
residents can walk to a subway station from their residence, take a train to 
their destination, and then walk a few blocks to their job site. That person 
has made the entire trip with only two modal splits and with little wait time 
at the departure subway station, assuming frequent train service, and none at 
the destination station. The minimal modal splits in such an instance make 

Misc. Co m. No. 
TP 
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public transit on an exclusive right of way a highly efficient and well-used 
means of transportation. 

Similarly, a person living in a medium density area, such as Honolulu, who 
gets in their car at home, drives all the way to their destination, parks in the 
building in which they work, and then walks to their work site in essence has 
no modal splits whatsoever, ignoring the short walk from the parking garage 
to the office. The absence of a modal split makes the car a very attractive 
means of transportation, especially if one is multi-tripping (e.g., dropping kids 
off at school, picking up groceries on the way home), assuming one disregards 
how long the highway travel takes. 

If, on the other hand, a person living in a medium density area has to walk 
from home to a bus stop, wait for the bus to arrive, travel to the rail station, 
wait for the train, take the train to the district of the work destination, take 
another bus to the neighborhood of the work place, and then walk to the job 
site (or, if the distance is short enough, walk from the rail station to the job 
site) will have a minimum of four modal splits and three times to wait for 
transit or bus service. For this person, transit is not a very attractive 
alternative. 

The person in a medium density area who lives close to a station, especially in 
a transit oriented development around a rail station, and whose job site is 
located near his or her destination station is very much like the Manhattan 
commuter described above. 

If the objective is to assure substantial ridership on a transit line in a 
medium density area, then the most important aspect is how to reduce the 
number of modal splits and the accompanying wait time. This is a crucial 
matter that is addressed only to a limited degree in the Alternatives 
Analysis. 1  This is the area in which public-private partnerships can make a 
significant difference. 2  E Noa stands ready to assist the City and County in 
addressing the modal-split problem. 

City and County of Honolulu, Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives 
Analysis Report. November 1, 2006. 
2  Another way to address the modal split issue, at least at the receiving stations, is to build 
massive, multi-story parking structures at an approximate cost of $15,000 to $20,000 per 
space, exclusive of land costs. A multi-story structure with one thousand stalls would cost 
$15 to $20 million to construct plus land costs and at that might not be large enough for a 
system anticipating more than 280,000 transit trips per day. The Alternatives Analysis 
mentions four potential park and ride facilities including Aloha Stadium and three spaces 
Ewa thereof ranging in size from 1000 to 1700 stalls per facility. Furthermore, such 
structures will require servicing roads and will contribute significantly to congestion around 
the station, thus reducing the attractiveness of any planned transit oriented development. 
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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 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 transportation 
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 
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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." 

It should be noted that neither the City and County nor its consultants have 
included E Noa in the preparation of the Alternatives Analysis. There was no 
response from the City and County to E Noa's letter of January 7, 2006, 
outlining the federal requirements and offering to work with the City in the 
planning process. There was a single meeting of E Noa and Department of 
Transportation Services officials, initiated by E Noa, on February 27, 2006, at 
which E Noa described the relevant federal laws, regulations, and circulars 
relating to public agencies and private providers of transit services, as 
discussed above, and outlined some of the potential opportunities for public-
private partnerships in the area of transit. There was no follow-up by the 
City and County or its consultants to this initiative on E Noa's part. 

Clearly, it is obligatory upon applicants for and recipients of federal funding 
to avoid damaging private providers of public transportation services 
financially and otherwise. 

In Conclusion 

We reiterate the willingness of E Noa Corporation, an existing private 
provider of public transportation services serving both residents and visitors, 
to work closely with the City and County of Honolulu and its consultants in 
the development of a public-private partnership that will contribute 
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significantly to the success of a transit system, assuming that is the 
alternative that the City Council and the Mayor choose to pursue. 

Submitted on behalf of the E Noa Corporation by: 

Tom Dine11, FAICP 
Consultant to E Noa Corporation 

Cc: Mayor Mufi Hanneman, Mayor, City and County of Honolulu 
Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 
Council Member Todd Apo 
Council Member Romy Cachola* ** 
Council Member Charles Djou 
Council Member Nestor Garcia 
Council Member Ann Kobayashi* 
Council Member Barbara Marshall* 
Council Member Gary Okino* 
Council Member Rod Tam* 
Senator Will Espero* 
Senator J. Kalani English* 
Senator Carol Fukunaga* 
Representative Marilyn Lee* 
Representative Joseph Souki* 
DOT Director Rod Haraga* 
DTS Director Melvin Kaku* 
Mr. Katsumi Tanaka, Chair of the Board of the E Noa Corporation 
Ms. Maki Kuroda, President, E Noa Corporation 

* Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO) Policy 
Committee Member 

** Chair, City Council Transportation and Planning Committee 
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HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 RECEIVED 

December 13, 2006 

The Honorable Romy Cachola 
Chair, Transportation Committee 

And members of the Transportation & Planning Committee 
Honolulu Hawaii 96813 

Dear Councilman Cachola and Members, 

RE: Bill 79; Selection of a Locally Preferred Alternative 

As a resident of Ewa Beach in West Oahu, I am here to testify in support of a 28 mile rail transit 
system from West Kapolei via Kalaeloa to U.H. Manoa. In the long term, I support expanding 
the system to Mililani, in or near Waikiki, and Kahala Mall. 

Recently there has been discussion whether the rail line should serve the residential 
neighborhood of Salt Lake or the employment center from Pearl Harbor to the airport. If 
feasible, I believe a route from West Oahu to Pearl Harbor/Hickarn/Airport, then mauka to the 
high rise district of Salt Lake would accommodate both needs of serving the employment center 
and the Salt Lake residential community. If it is a matter of one route over the other, I would 
support service to the employment center first, with the option to serve Salt Lake at another time. 

This important rail transit option for Oahu residents is vital for the future of our island, and I 
appreciate your support and diligence on this project. Your affirmative vote for rail will be 
remembered and will benefit generations to come. 1 am aware of other transportation 
alternatives for Oahu, and I believe an elevated rail system from West Kapolei to U.H. Manoa is 
the right decision. The time is here to be courageous and bold on this issue. Thank you for your 
time and consideration. 

Respectfully, 

Will Espero 

0 

"[I 
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The Honorable Remy M. Cachola, Chair 
And City Council Committee Members of the 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
City and County of Honolulu 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Thursday, December 14, 2006 
o'fw 

D 

RE: Testimony in SUPPOrt of Bill 79 (2006), CD 1,  Relating to Transit 

Aloha Mr. Chair and Councilmembers, 

My name is Wes Frysztacki, a resident of Oahu and an urban transportation expert 
with over thirty years of professional experience working in major metropolitan areas 
throughout North America. I am offering testimony in very strong support of Bill 79, CD 1. 

I support the 28-mile alternative with an alignment that serves the airport. A rail 
connection to the airport is an essential feature of a world-class destination. 

Is Honolulu a world-class city and an international tourist attraction? Does Honolulu 
measure up to the attractiveness of places like Copenhagen and Amsterdam? In some ways 
we are more attractive, but not when it comes to transportation. 

Last week I traveled from the center of Copenhagen to the center of Amsterdam 
effortlessly, just as most seasoned travelers expect to do when visiting a world-class city and 
an international tourist attraction. The entire trip took less than four hours, including a two 
hour flight. I walked from my hotel in Copenhagen to the heart of the government center 
where I caught the new Metro to the Orestad station. I transferred to an S-Train to get to the 
airport. The entire train trip took less than twenty minutes. 

The rail station at the Copenhagen International airport is under the airline check-in 
concourse. A short moving sidewalk on a gentle slope connects the lower level rail platform 
to the heart of the airline ticket counters. The crowd from the train moved smoothly up the 
walkway. 

I was so pleased to avoid all of the normal airport access road chaos, but surprised•
when the roadway outside served hardly any vehicles. Don't tell those in Copenhagen rail 
doesn't solve traffic congestion. If rail to an airport serving 20 million passengers per year 
makes transportation efficient, it should do the same for our airport serving about the same 
passenger volume -- 23 million passengers per year. 

Schiphol airport in Amsterdam is bigger, serving about 40 million passengers per 
year. You can't miss the train connections, they seem to go everywhere. The center of the 
airport is as much a train terminal as an airport, truly multi-modal. 

Misc. Corn. No. 
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Wes Frysztacki 
92-1112-2 Olani Street 
Kapolei, HI 96707 

Wes Frysztacki 
Testimony in Support of City and County Bill 79, CD 
Page -- 2 

A quick walk within the airport terminal, down an escalator and a train was just 
arriving. It was packed with people and I had to stand, but it was another short twenty 
minute ride to Amsterdam's Central Station. 

What a bustle of activity at Central Station. Ample signage pointed to a ticket 
machine where a two day pass was purchased for 10 euros (about $13.00). Tram number 5 
took me to the Park Hotel where I dropped my bag and was off to enjoy a full day of 
exploring using public transportation to get around wonderful Amsterdam. 

Have you ever monitored what happens to our first time visitors when they arrive at 
Honolulu international? The flight attendant announces how to catch the Wiki-Wiki bus, but 
first-time visitors from other world-class cities are baffled when they realize that the Wiki-Wiki 
bus only goes to baggage claim. Then what? 

Is it a quick and pleasant experience for the international traveler to get from the 
airport to the hotel? Are they still holding a transit pass valid for two days on all public 
transportation modes after paying for their transportation to get to the hotel? Do travel 
agents tell visitors they don't need to worry about renting a car, just buy a transit pass at the 
airport and you are set for the length of your stay? Is the transit pass packaged with 
entrance to major visitor sites (like Tivoli gardens in Copenhagen where the transit pass 
includes admission)? 

Vote for Bill 79 and we will be on our way to being able to answer these questions 
affirmatively! 

The City Council is to be commended for making your own visits to places throughout 
the world to see for yourselves how we compare. You have the first hand experience to 
determine in your own minds if rail is relevant. Is it affordable? Can we afford not to build a 
rail system? 

You know from your own travels we are behind other cities you visit. You know other 
places have determined that the cost of rail is a necessary infrastructure investment. You 
know this is a step that must be taken. 

Vote for Bill 79 and we will be on our way to being able to say unequivocally, 
Honolulu is a world-class city! 

Mahelo, 
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RE: BILL 792006), CD1 — RELATING TO TRANSIT 

Testimony against  building a railroad  through downtown Honolulu. 
Submitted by: Nancy L. Hedlund, Member, Ala Moana/Kaka'ako Neighborhoo4 z.441 o II 

Bill 79 CD1 offers no satisfactory alternatives that will protect the city from the blighiaild jilt-114On, a a railroad 
right through town. 	 HONOIAILU. 

First: the idea of a railroad  flies in the face of facts about the multiple alternatives that, taken together, would 
do more to reduce congestion and do it sooner — than the railroad will achieve even when it finally reaches 
whatever limited peak it achieves. 

Second:  the alternatives into downtown Honolulu present serious challenges to current plans and public 
preferences for the area: 

I. Running a railroad along the waterfront is unacceptable. By any standards of urban and shorefront 
planning, a railroad  NEVER gets the shorefront or near-shorefront priority space. It is in complete 
violation of principle to create such a barrier between the downtown areas and the shorefront. 

2. The proposed alternatives are in direct contradiction with the plans of several development authorities that 
have their respective jurisdictions along the waterfront area extending to Ala Moana Center. These plans call 
for (a) protection of historic sites, (b) expansion of park space to create seriously-needed recreation areas to 
accommodate the rapidly increasing population density, and 
(c) plans for low-rise development, pedestrian spaces, and viewplanes. The downtown railroad  violates all of 
these important community-based planning priorities. 

In addition, I note that the important historic sites deserve public protection and likely would be legally 
protected from construction of a railroad.  Examples: Irwin Park, the Dillingham Transportation Building and 
the Aloha Tower, all under the authority of the Aloha Tower Development Authority. The plan includes creation 
of an extended centerpiece park along the downtown waterfront that, it is hoped, will be made possible by 
removing the HECO plant. 

Kaka . ako Mauka is under the authority of Hawaii Community Development Authority, which is charged with 
the development of this area which was formerly primarily industrial. We have a master plan for Kaka'ako 
Mauka that is based on community input and is supported by the community. The downtown railroad  violates 
the principles and proposed elements of this plan. Especially, I note the plans for Halekauwila Street, which is 
to be extended to create a "promenade street" that is pedestrian friendly. This street runs along Mother 
Waldron Park, a registered historic site that has been identified for park expansion in the Kaka'ako Mauka 
plan. 

Conclusion:  It makes no sense, for the good of the public and the good of the land, to pass a bill and advance 
a plan for a downtown railroad  that will set in motion direct confrontations and counter-purposes with the 
community-oriented master planning of two major state agencies. 

The citizens of the greater downtown area do not want the urban blight that the railroad  will create, nor do they 
endorse the unreasonable advancement of a proposal that is so severely flawed by prohibitive costs, 
unanticipated costs, heavy tax burden, failure to seriously consider roadway alternatives to the railroad,  and 
predictable failure to solve the congestion problem. 

Please defer the decision on the proposed railroad, Bill 79CD1. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Nancy Hedlund. Honolulu, Hawaii (nancylhedlundayahoo.com )  

to 
cc <1. 
bcc 
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DEC-12-2006 TUE 10:00 AM 	HI BUILDING TRADES 
	

FAX No 808 524 6893 
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HAWAII BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION TRADES COUNCIL, AFL-CIO 
GENTRY PACIFIC DESIGN CENTER, STE. 215A .560 N. Ninurz HIGHWAY, 4450 • HONOLULU, HAWAII 9017 

(808) 524-2249 • FAX (Boo 524-6e9s 
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Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair r- 
= 

Honorable Ann Kobayashi, Vice Ch2ir r- co 
Members of the Transportation & Planning Committee 	rrt 

RE: In SUPPORT of BILL 79 CD' 
Hearing: Thursday, December 14,2006 

Dear Chair Cachola and Council Members: 

For the Record my name is Buzz Hong the Executive Director for 
the Hawaii Building & Construction Trades Council, AFL-CIO. Our 
Council is comprised of 17-construction unions and a membership of 
26,000 statewide. 

Our members' request that thought be given the route selection 
process to include the servicing of the major employment, education 
and transportation destination. 

We thank you for the consideration of our request. 

Sincerely, 

William "lime Hong 
Executive Director 
WBH:sf 

Misc. Corn. 
5kui6d Craftsmanship Makes the Difference. 	TP 
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OIT't oLERr 
Ft osoLuLu ,  

717 Hausten Street #202 
k 8 01 Ali 1Y6 	Honolulu, Hawaii 96826 

December 12, 2006 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
Committee Chair, Romy Cachola _ 
Members of the Committee 	11.E. C t 4 lz 
City Hall, 530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Cachola and members of the committee: 
&i2/4-1) f 

Mr. Giog Teiehman testified as the president of the Association of Students of 
University of Hawaii on December 8, 2006 at the City Council hearing regarding Bill 79 
CD-1. My testimony will address several of his comments and other concerns I have 
regarding the transit alternative to the Manoa campus. 

A major concern is Mr. Teichman's statement that "a survey of 1100 students, 
faculty, administrators, and staff" indicated "over 50% of those agree with rail." He also 
said, "I can tell you the students have overwhelmingly supported the mass transit option." 
I do not agree that 1100 students, faculty, administrators, and staff, reflect a consensus or 
the majority at the university. 

Furthermore, he said, "A lot of students on campus go straight to work," and 
referred to a 140% increase in tuition. Former President Evan Dobelle in a Honolulu 
magazine interview, dated July 2001, said, "80 percent of the students work" (1). 

Mr. Teiehman also added, "This (rail) would offer an alternative not to have a car 
or to leave the car at home." I believe that many of the students would continue to take 
their cars to school so that they can go to work and quickly return to school or home to 
study. 

On August 23, 2003, the Honolulu Star-Bulletin's article, "U1-1 campuses prepare 
transportation and parking plans" (2), provided information on the bus usage by students. 
It said, "It is estimated that 4,600 students at the University of Hawaii-Manoa and 
community colleges ride the bus to classes." Only 4,600 of the 40,476 students enrolled 
on Oahu for fall 2003-19,863 at Manoa and 20,613 at UH-West Oahu and the 
community colleges (3). 

The small number of students riding the bus (4,600) may have indicated that a 
large percentage had taken cars to school. Moreover, a lack of parking facilities at the 
university has impacted nearby neighborhoods for many years. 

In addition, UH:West Oahu at Kapolei could eventually have 7,600 students (4), 
which may be the catalyst that could drastically decrease enrollment at the Manoa 
campus, Attached are copies of Manoa's Institutional Research Office's enrollment 

Misc. Corn. No. i 6 
TP 
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Sincerely, 

Janet Inamine 

Chair Remy Cachola 
Members of Transp. & Planning Committee 
December 12, 2006 
Page 2 

figures for 1979 to 2005-17,013 to 20,966 students (5,6,7). For fall 2006, the preliminary 
enrollment count was 20,307 according to the Honolulu Advertiser's article, "UH system 
sees steady enrollment," dated September 13, 2006 (8). 

lithe enrollment eventually decreases to 13-15,000, and the students increasingly 
depend on cars to go to work, would there be a need to have an expensive rail alternative 
to the university? 

Furthermore, in addition to UH-West Oahu, thousands of homes and new 
businesses are planned at West Oahu. Many students may prefer to attend UH-West 
Oahu and work at that area, if possible, and not commute to the Manoa campus. 

Lastly, if an elevated transit system does go up University Avenue from Kapiolani 
Boulevard to the university, major concerns would be the obstruction of the view plane, 
the installation of huge bases coupled with the loss of on-street parking on University 
Avenue, and the disruption of the tranquility of the Moiliili community. 

Therefore, I respectfully request that the members of the committee to take into 
consideration whether millions should be spent for a rail transit alternative to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, which may not have the expected ridership. Also, please 
consider the negative impact to the Moiliili residents and businesses, if an elevated rail 
system is implemented to the university. 
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van Dobelle, who takes over as University of Hawari president this month, brings an extraordinary track 

record to the Islands. He was mayor of Pittsfield, Mass., in his 20s. In his 30s, he was chief of protocol and 

assistant secretary of state under Jimmy Carter, not to mention treasurer of the national Democratic 

Party. Back in school, he earned three degrees in six years. Then became in quick succession president 

of Middlesex (Mass.) Community College, chancellor of City College of San Francisco and president of 

Trinity College. Dobelle not only brought new life to Trinity (applications up 34 percent, new buildings all 

over campus, increased faculty salaries), he spearheaded a $175 million renewal initiative for the sur-

rounding urban neighborhood. 

There was at UH the traditional carping about the new president's salary—$442,000. But the uni-

versity, wracked by strikes and budget cuts, seems strangely quiet, wondering if in fact Dobelle could be 

as good as his record indicates.We were curious, too, and caught up with him at the Halekulani, in a visit 

he made before assuming office. 

HONOLULU: When you said why 
you're leaving Trinity for the UH 
job, the word "challenge" kept com-
ing up over and over. Is UH such a 
mess that you couldn't resist trying 
to fix it? 

:-)0ESELLE: Yes, that's exactly what 
I: was. They told me, "If you think 
Tririr/ was hard, wait until you see 
this one." That made me curious. 

When I was successful at Trinity, a 
lot of colleges and universities very 
generously wanted me to provide 
what I call the maitre d' kind of 
leadership. To be very nice, to seat 
16 people at a table, to understand 
protocol and to raise money. But 
those jobs never interested me. My 
interest was to go to places that, for 
whatever reasons, had systemically, 
become dysfunctional. Where 

morale was always low. There was 
no strategic plan, no community-
building and no way the institution 
was doing its part to be part of a 
real, viable democracy. For me, it's 
always been the tough ones. 

People ask, did I come here to 
Hawaii for the weather? And the 
answer is no. I moved from San 
Francisco to Hartford, so ... 
[laughs] going from Hartford to 

Attachment 1 
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Continued from page 30 

say, "I teach at the University of 
Hawaii," I want people to say, "My 
God, you're lucky." I'm not convinced 
that's going on. 

HONOLULU: You did wonders with the 
Trinity physical plant ... 

DOBELLE: Yeah, it's coming out perfectly. 

HONOLULU: Trinity's coming up perfect-
ly. UH is a mess. 

DOBELLE: So was Trinity. 

• HONOLULU: Even the new buildings. 
The new science building still isn't fin-
ished because the labs don't work. The 
new architecture building has rust 
stains and spoiling concrete—the archi-
tecture building, for God's sake. 

°BELLE; I'm disappointed to hear 
• that. I haven't seen problems like that at 
• Manoa as much as Honolulu Com-
munity College, Hawaii Community 
College in Hilo, the University of West 

• O`ohu, out on the Leeward side. It's not 
right. You have professionals and stu-
dents in a physical environment that's 
embarrassing. You need to have a 
strategic plan. You need to be able to 

• convince all constituencies of the plan. 
You've got an alumni base of more than 

• 220,000 alumni in the system, but only 
7 percent give to the annual fund. 
There's no pride in this institution. And 
it's wrong. 

HONOLULU: UH Ma'noa offers, in my 
experience, a poor undergraduate expe-
rience ... 

• DOBELLE: Eighty percent of the kids 
work. 

HONOLULU: Yeah. There's no campus 
life, no cafés and bOokstores. On top of 
that, undergrads complain that it's 
impossible to get a BA in four years 
because of a shortage of courses. Is 
there something you can do to make 
that part of the system work? 

DOBELLE: It's not "Can we?" We have 
to. Everybody knows you can't do 
everything at once. All they want to 

• know is if you understand that there's a 
problem, and eventually do something 
about it. You have to set out a strategic 
plan. We laid out the master plan at 
Trinity in 1997. It ran us to 2020, and 

, we're going to have it done by 2009, 
because people got so excited about it, 
they gave us the resources to do it. 
Now, the field house isn't going to be 

• done for another few years, and the 
Continues on page 71 
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UN plans for parking 
The University of Hawaii at Manoa will add parking if there is a 
bus strike next week 

till campuses prepare transportation and 
cgirnallstarbulletin.corn 

it: is estimated•that 4,600 stu-
dents at the University of 
Hawaii-Man0a and community 
colleges ride the bus to classes. 

The university is encouraging 
students, faculty and staff to 
carpool or make other arrange. 
meats to get to class Tuesday in 
the event of a strike. A Web site 
has been set up at www.hawaii. 
edu/busstrike,  which will have 
an online ride-sharing matching 
service. 

Some community colleges 
also have ride-share matching 
bulletin boards set up on cam-
pus. Information on strike con-
tingency plans for each campus 
Is listed below. 

WNW 
Some 1,900 additional park-

ing spaces will be made avail-
able on a first-come, 
first-served basis both on and 
off campus. Priority parking 
will be given to those carrying 
two or more passengers at UH-
Manoa's Bachman lawn before 
10 a.m. To offset costs and 
provide for security, the nor-
mal $3 parking fee will be as-
sessed on all on-campus lots. 

The Rainbow Shuttle and ad-
ditional shuttle services will 
be running on an expanded  

schedule. 
Once the maximum allowable 

number of daily parkers is 
reached for the lower-campus 
parking structures, Klum Gym 
and Music Building parking ar-
eas will be used as overflow 
parking areas. If additional park-
ing is still required for daily 
parkers, Lab School lawn areas 
will be used. 

Parking gates will have avail-
able information for alternative 
private parking lots and the 
shuttle service from those areas. 

Additional on-campus park-
ing sites will be available at 

Bachman Lawn (access 
through Bachman Gate); 
Kennedy Theatre-McCarthy 
Mall (access through East-West 
Gate); Zone 17, Music Building 
(access through Music Building 
entrance); Klum Gym gravel 
area (access through Lower 
Campus Gate); Lab School laVirt, 
University (access through Pub-
lic Television parking entrance); 
Lab School lawn, Metcalf (ac-
cess through Lab School park-
ing entrance). 

Additional off-campus park-
ing sites include Blaisdell Cen-
ter, Kakaako Waterfront Park, 
Manoa Valley District Park and 
Ala Wai Community Park (two 
sites: at Kapiolani-McCully 
and at the end of University 
Avenue). 

Limited shuttle service will be 
provided between the univer-
sity and off-campus parking 
sites. Only faculty, staff and stu-
dents with a valid university 
Identification card will be al-
lowed to ride the shuttles at no 
cost. 

.Parking officers will patrol off-
campus sites from 7 a.m. to 6 
p.m. Blaisdell Center has its own 
security patrolling the site.  
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HEADCOUNT ENROLLMENT OF CREDIT STUDENTS, BY CAMPUS 
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII 
FALL 1995 TO FALL 2005 

FAL). 
SEMESTER 

TOTAL 
Pct 

No. 	Cho 

UH 

AT WANDA 
Pal 

No. 	Chg 

1.0-1 

AT ILO 
Fed 

No. 	Cho 

UH 

WEST CrAHU 
Pd. 

No Cho 

till COMMUNITY COLLEGES ' 

swam 
Pd. 

No. 	Cho 

HAWAII 
Pd 

ND. 	Cho 

HONOLULU 
Pct 

No. 	Cho 

KAPIOLAfill 
Pd 

No. Cho 

KAUAI 
Pd 

No. 	Cho 

LEEWARD 

Pd 
No. Cho 

M#4J1 

Pd 
No. 	Cho 

WINDwARD 

Pct 
No 	Cho 

1995 . . 	 60,242-2.8 19601 A 2 2,872 -32 . 	716 48 %34.$ 2,811 -0..1 4,446 4.9 7,322 42 1,461 4.8 0,368 -2_1 2.765 -2.2 1674 -5,3 

1006 , 	 47,379 -5.1 18,252 -7.5 2300 -2.6 648 -5.6 25,879 44 2,423 -13.4 4,090 -8.0 7676 02 1,307 _ -5.4 6,014 -2.8 2,864 3,2 1,518 -2.3 

1997.- 46,551 -39 17365 49 2,038 42 648 0.0 24,099 4.0 2221 4.9 3,970 -2.9 7,199 -26 1,263 4,1 5336 -1,3 2,737 -26 1,613 -0,3 

1298 .  	 46,337 -0.6 17,013 -2.0 2,730 3.4 696 6.7 24909 0.0 2,505 3.9 4,124 ' 3.9 7,230 87 1,136 -11.5 5,765 -22 2,849 2.2 1.491 1.8 

1990 IF 	 46679 NA 17,612 NA 2,790 NA oar 43 25.390 NA 2.270 -13 4.709 NA 1,254 , 0.2 1,142 as 5,670 -3,4 2,862 0,5 1,514 16 

2000 ... 	 44,579 -41 11,553 -22 2,014 2.0 566 42 23,777 -3.4 2.000 48 4,407 -56 0,760 46 1.082 -712 5,260 .  4.8 2,678 4.4 1,451 4.2 

2301 	 45604 82 17,632 	1.6 2,213 1.4 740 113 24,009 4.3 2,076 -0.7 4653' 33 7.081 4.7 1,186 12.6 5,662 56 2,899 0,8 1,654 7.1 

2032 21%. 48,173 	4.7 15.708 	5.7 3,040 4.4 834 12.7 25,603 32 2,182 52 4,470 , -3.8 7,041 -0.8 1.224 3.3 5,018 6.4 2,909 10.7 1,701 13.3 

2003:21 	 50,317 	4.5 18,8113 	2.2 3.300 26 810 -3.9 28,344 al 2,346 7.5 4.230 -5,4 7,491 0.4 1,210 -11 6,201 4-8 2.005 -0.1 1,073 8.4 

2004 ..... - 50,589 	0.5 20.549 as 3.268 -0.4 634 3.0 25,008 -1.7 2,440 4,0 4,336 2.3 7,174 -42 1,117 -7.7 5,060 -2.3 2,996 0.4 1,775 -5.2 

2306 	 50,157 -08 20,244 0.5 3,422 4.1 969 29 35 	46 2,377 -22 4,183 -2.6 7,289 1.8 1,060 -62 5,700 -88 2,903 -3.1 1,713 -3s 

11 Includet cantinulno educelkin credit eludente et Ullabeice, UH illo 	Hanalalu CC, Implying Falt 1909. Fall 1999 percentage change calculations tar dose cempeses, 
and tar bolt the UN and UHCC system me irearnpambet te prier rats 55d* no( ehartn. 

2/ Mignilion to new moielnien totem at the UN Comm* Caws. 
31 Migration 10 new negbiellon eyelima at UN Wok UK Ills end t114-111991 Oahu. 

Note: Data Weds toads! students (concurem01. ea* middle Ind ludilitn) for la limn Munk 

SOURCE University at Herten tradadiartal Retemcit Office; September 2005. 
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RqeAts 
UH campus 
In Kapolei 

Evan Dobelle: The 
Regents agree 

to keep the fired 
UH president on 
the lob for another 
three Iveeks. Al2 

Dorms: Developers 
might be called on 
to build and 
manage rooms to 
help ease the. 
housing shortage 
on campus. Al2 

West Oahu: 
Expansion would 
take place 'at 
the right speed' 
Continued From Al 

Jan Yokota, UH director of 
capital improvements, told the 
regents yesterday that she 
would like to prepare a request 
for qualifications to see if there 
are developers interested in 
building a commercial and resi-
dential development on the 169 
acres of state land in exchange 
for constructing infrastructure 
and the first four buildings of a 
UH-West Oahu campus on an 
adjacent 97-acre site. 

The rest of the 500 acres is 
reserved for expansion of the 
university, parks, an elemen-
tary school, roads, open space 
and utilities. 

Yokota said the university 
would be willing to sell or lease 

"We clearly neect a new 
facility," 
David McClain, 
University of Hawaii 
acting president 

the 169 acres, help the devel-
oper obtain proper zoning, and 
prepare design and construc-
tion drawings for phase one of 
the campus. 

In exchange, the developer 
would build sewer, water, elec-
trical infrastructure and roads 
to the campus: The developer 
would also build a central plaza 
and pedestrian malls, parking 
areas, an administration and 
student services building, a 
campus center, library and cen-
tral air conditioning plant. 

Acting UH President David 
McClain said the accrediting 
body for UH-West Oahu has 
told the university the porta-
bles at the current site next to 
Leeward Community College 
are not acceptable and that a 
permanent campus must be 
built. 

We clearly need a new facil-
ity, he said. 

McClain said he envisions 
UH-West Oahu to continue as a 
two-year upper-division school 
for the, immediate future. Even-
tually, university officials want 
the campus to offer teaching 
and nursing degrees and to ex-
pand to a four-year university. 

But he said expansion would 
take place "not too .  fast., at the 
right speed." 

The longlange development 
plan approved today by. the re-
gents. Calls for the construction 
and itpansion of the campus 
over three phases. 

There are about 800 students 
at UftWest Oahu. Construction 
of the first phase of the perma-
nent campus would allow the 
school to expand to up to 1,520 
Au.clents.,  

Eventually, the campus could 
grow to up to 7,600 students at : 
a cost of about $377 million. 

Regent Kitty Lagareta said 1 
the board is only approving the 1  
plea as a first step of exploring 
the process of constructing a 
permanent UH-West Oahu cam-
pus. 

Newly appointed regent An-
dres Albano Jr. expressed hope 
that the public-private partner-
ship would allow the university 
to. build the first phase of the 
project without state funds. 

7liChout 

The university hopes to fund 
the first phase of building by 
selling development rights 
By Craig Gima 
cFra@starbfle6n.com  

Construction of a permanent campus 
for the University of Hawaii-West Oahu in 
Kapolei built with private funding is a 
step closer to reality after the Board of 
Regents approved a long-range plan for 
the campus this morning and the concept 
of a private-public partnership to build it. 

University officials hope to finance the 
S69 million to $88 million cost of the first 
phase of construction by selling off de-
veloprnant Aghts to 169 acres next to the 
campus. The land is part of 500 acres 
next to the proposed North South Road 
and the Kapolei Golf Course set aside for 
the UH-West Oahu campus. 

Please see West Oahu, Al2 
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TAIILE 3 

HEADCOUNT ENROLLMENT OF REGULAR STUDENTS, BY CAMPUS, BY YEAR 

UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII 
PALL 1979 10 FALL 1989 

FALL 

SEMESTER 

TOTAL 
Pct 

No 	Ch g 

UN AT MANO4 
Pot 

No. 	Chg 

UM AT KILO 

	

' 	Pct 

	

No. 	Chg 

4-WEST OAHU 
Pct 

No. 	Chg 

SUBTOTAL 
Pct 

No. 	Chg 

HONOLULU KAPIOLANI KAUAI LEEWARD MAUI WINDWARD 

No. 

Pct 

Chg No. 
Pct 
Chg No. 

Pct 

Chg No. 

Pct 

Chg No, 

Ptt 

Chg No. 
Pet 

Chg 
- 

1979 	 43,099 20,706 3,069 1 257 12 19,067 0 4,568 4 4,626 -2 1,085 5,493 -6 1,810 6 1,485 7 

1980 	 43,274 0 20,175 3,494 14 246 -4 19,359 2 4,493 4,966 7 1,060 -2 5,535 1 1,869 3 1,436 -3 

1981 	 45,085 4 20,446 1 3,467 365 44 20,807 7 5,190 16 5,079 2 1,175. 11 5,949 8 1,897 1 1,477 3 

1982 	 47,210 5 20,880 2 3,746 8 408 12 22,176 7 5,325 3 5,555 9 1,266 8 6,195 3 2,247 21 1,548 

1983 	 46,241 20,966 0 3,605 -4 433 6 21,237 -4 5,127 -4 5,278 ,  -5 1,182 -7 6,022 2,172 -5 1,456 -6 

1984 	 43,809 -5 19,965 3,234 -10 435 0 20,175 4,549 -11 5,264 0 1,159 -2 5,753 2,087 -4 1,363 -6 

1985 	 43,246 -1 19,606 -2 3,194 -1 443 2 20,003 4,535 0 5,054 1,174 1 5,645 -2 2,055 -2 1,540 13 

1986 	 42,682 -1 18,918 -4 3,289 3 480 8 19,995 0 4,270 -6 5,207 3 1,237 5 5,683 1 1,963 -4 1,635 6 

1987 	 42,747 0 18,382 3,541 8 482 0 20,342 2 4,523 6 5,372 3 1,164 -6 5,723 1 1,915 -2 1,645 1 

1988 	 42,525 -1 18,424 0 3,630 3 492 2 19,979 -2 4,292 -5 5,467 2 1,231 6 5,439 -5 1,995 4 1,555 -5 

1989 	 43,644 3 18,546 1 3,9iA 9 601 22 20,533 3 4,193 5,717 5 1,299 6 5,646 4 2,074 4 1,604 3 
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TABLE 1 
HEADCOUNT ENROLLMENT OF CREDIT STUDENTS, BY CAMPUS 

UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII 
FALL 1989 TO FALL 1999 

FALL 
SEMESTER 

TOTAL 
Pd 

No. 	Chg 

UH 

AT MANOA 
Pct 

No. 	Chg 

UH 

AT HILO I/ 
Pot 

No. 	Chg 

UH 

VVEST OAHU 
Pct 

No. 	QV 

UM COMMUNITY COLLEGES 

SUBTOTAL ' 

Pct 
NO. ' Chg 

HAWAII it 
Pd 

No, 	Chg. 

HONOLULU 
Pct 

No. 	Chg 

KAPI'OLAN 
PcI 

No. 	Chg 

KAUA I 
Pct 

No. 	Chg 

LEEWARD ' 

Pct 
No. 	Chg 

MAUI 
Pct 

No. 	Chg 

WINDWARD 
Pct 

No. 	Chg 

1989 43,785 2.4 18,622 0.8 1,935 9.1 601 22.2 2Z627 2.7 2,038 9.5 4,199 -2.4 5,741 2,5 1,313 6.0 5,652 3.8 2,078 2.9 1,606 3.1 

1990 45,870 4.8 18,874 1.4 2,564 32.5 652 8.5 23,780 5.1 1,896 -7.0 4,363 4.4 6,292 9.6 1,424 8.5 5,812 2.8 2,346 12.9 1,627 1.3 

1991 47,668 3.9 19,383 2.7 2,681 4.6 667 2.3 24,937 4.9 1,857 -2.1 4,466 1.9 6,550 4.1 1,507 5.8 6,351 9.3 2,590 10.4 1,616 -0.7 

1992 49,851 4.6 19,865 2.5 2,966 10.6 692 3.7 28,328 5.6 2,207 18.6 4,774 6.9 7,132 8.9 1,580 4.8 6,135 -3.4 2,713 4.7 1,787 10.6 

1993 50,647 1.6 20,090 1.1 3,174 7.0 676 -2.3 26,707 1.4 2,415 9,4 4,741 -0.7 7,375 3.4 1,464 -7.3 6,473 5.5 2,597 -4.3 1,642 -8.1 

1994 51,677 2.0 20,041 -0.2 2,987 -5.9 744 10.1 27,905 4,5 2,815 16.6 4,824 1.8 7,648 3.7 1,518 3.7 6,507 0.5 2,826 8.8 1.167 7.6 

1995 	 50,242 -2.8 19,801 -1.2 2,872 -3.9 716 -3.8 26,853 -3.8 2,811 -0,1 4,445 -7.9 7,329 -4.2 1,481 -3.8 6,368 -2.1 2,765 -2.2 1,674 -5,3 

1996 	 47,379 -5.7 18,252 -7.8 2,800 -2.5 648 -9.5 25,679 -4.4 2,463 -12.4 4,090 -8.0 7,373 0.6 1,367 -6.4 6,014 -5.6 2,854 3.2 1,518 -9.3 

1997 45,551 -3.9 17,365 -4.9 2,639 -5.8 648 0.0 24,899 -3.0 2,221 -9.8 3,970 -2.9 7,189 -2.5 1,283 -6.1 5,936 -1.3 2,787 -2.3 1,513 -03 

1998 	 45,337 -0.5 17,013 -2.0 2,730 3.4 685 5.7 24,909 0.0 2,308 3.9 4,124 3.9 7,236 0.7 1,136 -11.5 5,765 -2.9 2,849 2.2 1,491 -1.5 

1999 2/ 	 46,479 NA 17,612 NA 2,790 NA 687 0.3 25,390 NA 2,279 -1.3 4,769 NA 7,254 0.2 1,142 0.5 5,570 -3.4 2.862 0.5 1,514 1.5 

1/ Beginning in Fall 1991, Hawaii Community College was transferred organizationally from UH Hilo to the UH Community College System. Data have been adjusted accordingly. 
21 includes continuing education credit students at UH Manoe, UH Hil0 and Honolulu CC, effective Fall 1999. Percentage change calculations for these campuses, 

and for both the UH and UHCC systems, are incomparable to prior years. 
Note: Data have been updated to include special students (concurrents, early admits and auditors) for all years shown. 
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HEADCOUNT ENROLLMENT OF CREDIT STUDENTS, BY CAMPUS 
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII 
FALL 1995 TO FALL 2005 

FALL 
SEMESTER 

TOTAL 
Pct 

No. 	Chg 

Ull 

ATVANOA 
Pet 

No. 	Chg 

UH 

AT HILO 
Pct 

No. 	Chg 

UH 

WEST CoA1-1U 
Pct 

No. 	Chg 

UK COMMUNITY COLLEGES 

SUBTOTAL 
Pet .. 

No. 	Chg 

HAWAII 
Pct 

No. 	Obg 

HONOLULU 
Pet 

No. 	Chg 

KAPI'OLANI 
PO 

No. Chg 

KAUAI 	' 
Pet 

No. 	Chg 

LEEWARD 
Pct 

No. Chg 

MAUI 
Pet 

No. 	Chg 

WINDWARD 
Pet 

' 	No. 	Chg 

1995 	 50.242-2.8 19.601-t2 2.672 -3.9 716 -32 28.853-2.8 2,811 -0,1 4.445 -7.9 7,328-4.2 1,461 -3.9 6868-2.1 2,766 -2.2 1,674 -5.3 

1996 	 47,379-5.1 ¶8,252-78 2,800'-2.6 648 -9.5 25,679-4.4 2,463-12.4 4,090 -8.0 7,373 0.6 1,367 4.4 6,014-6.6 2,654 3.2 1,518 -9.3 

1997.. 	 45,661 -3.9 17,365 -4.9 2,639 -58 646 0.0 24,899 -3.0 2,221 -9.8 3,970 -2.9 7,189 -2,5 1,283 4.1 5,936 -1.3 2,787 -2.3 1,613 -0.3 

1996 .„ 	 45,337 -0.5 17,013 -2.0 2,730 3.4 685 5.7 24,909 	0.0 2,308 3.9 4,124 . 3.9 7,236 0.7 1,138 -11.5 6,766 -2.9 2,949 2.2 1.491 -1.5 

1999 1/ 	 46,479 NA 17,612 	NA 2,790 NA 687 0.3 26,390 NA 2,279 -1,3 4,769 NA 7,254 . 0.2 1,142 0.5 5,570 -3.4 2,852 0.5 1,614 1.6 

2000 ... 	 44,579 -4,1 17,253 -2.0 2a14 3.0 665 -3.2 23,777 -64 2,090 -63 4,457 -5.9 6,760 -6,9 1,052 -7.9 5,259 .  -6.6 2,678 -6.4 1,451 -4.2 

2001 	 45.9943.2 17,532 	1.6 2,913 14 740 11.3 24,8094.3 2.075 -0.7 4,1363 3,7 7,061 4.7 1,156 12.5 5,56258 2,699 0.6 . 1.564 7.1 

2002 2/ 	 413,173 	4.7 18,706 	6.7 3,040 44 634 12.7 25,593 32 2,182 52 4,476 -3.8 7,041 -0.6 1,224 3.3 5,918 	6.4 2,989 10.7 1,761 13.3 

2003 3/ 	 50,317 	4.5 19,863 	6.2 3,300 8.6 810 -22 25,344 	2.9 .2,346 7.5 4,235 -5.4 7,491 6.4 1,210 -1.1 6,201 	4.8 2,986 -0.1 1,973 6.4 

2004 	 50,669 	0.5  20,5493.5  3,286 -0.4 834 3.0 25,698 -1.7 2,440 4.0 4,336 2.3 7,174 -4,2 1,117 -7.7 6,060-2.3 2.996 0.4 1,775 -6.2 

2006 	 50,157-0,8 20.6440.5 3,422 4.1 658 2.9 25,233-2.6  2,377 -2.6 4,163 -3.5 7,289 1.6 1,069 -5.2 5,709-68 2,903 -3.1 1,713 -3.5 

1/ Includes continuing education credit students at UH Manna, UK Klico and Honolulu CC, beginning Fall 1999. Fail 1999 percentage Change calculations for these camPases, 
and tor both the 111-tand UHCC systems, arli Incomparable to prior years and are not shown. 

2/ Migration to new regletration system at the UH Community Colleges. 
3/ Migration to new registration system at UH Manna, UH Hilo and UH.West Oahu. 

Note: Data indixte special students (concurrents, early admits and auditors) Mr all years 'Mown. 

SOURCE University of Hawaii, Institutional Research Office; Sep1ernbar 2005. 
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UH system 
sees steady 
enrollment 
Officials encouraged 
that tuition increase 
didn't deter students 

Advertiser Staff 

Enrollment in the University of 
Hawan system remains relatively 
unchanged from last fall at 50,310 
students, according to prelimi-
nary figures released by the uni-
versity yesterday. 

University officials say the 
small change in enrollment is 
good news given the first set of 
tuition increases that went into 
effect this semester. 

"I am gratified with these en-
rollment figures because they 
show that students are not dis-
couraged by tuition costs from 
pursuing study in higher educa-
tion," said Linda johnsrud, UH 
vice president for academic plan-
ning and policy, in a news release. 

At UH-Manoa, enrollment de- 

dined by 312 students, or 13 per-
cent. A total of 20,307 students 
are enrolled at the university this 
semester. 

UH-Manoa had experienced 
dramatic growth over the past 
five years, with enrollment start-
ing to level off last year. UH-
Isfinoa interim chancellor Denise 
Konan said the stable student 
population will allow the uni-
versity to focus on enhancing the 
student experience. 

The university's two other 
four-year campuses — UH-Hilo 
and UH-West 0`ahu. — experi-
enced slight increases. UH-West 
(Yalu gained 28 students over 
last fall, a 3.2 percent increase. 
UH-Hilo gained 86 students, a 
2.5 percent increase. 

The community colleges saw a 
slight increase in overall enroll-
ment with 199 additional students 
at the seven campuses statewide, 
as compared with 2005. 

/ 	r 

GREGORY YAMAMOTO The Honolulu Advertiser 

number of students enrolled this fall at the University of Hawaii at 
Ica dropped by 1.5 percent for a total of 20,307 students. 

JH FALL 2006 ENROLLMENT 

hrollment Percentage Change 
JH System total 50,310 0 % 
J1-1-Manoa 20,307 -1.5% 
JH-Hilo 3,517 2.5% 
JH-West Oahu 897 3.2% 
Community Colleges 25,589 0.8% 
Hawari CC 2,353 -0.7% 
Honolulu CC 4,194 0.8% 
Kapi'olani CC 7,480 2.4% 
Kauai CC 1,116 5.3% 
Leeward CC 5,823 -1% 
Maui CC 2,837 -1.6% 
Windward CC 1,786 3.1% 

;flume: University of Hawaii 

At tachment 8 
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From: Jeannine [jeannine@hawaii.mcom) 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 13, 2006 6:18 PM 

To: 

Cc: 	 Charles; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K; Marshall, 
Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Kod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor; Takahashi, 
Karen N.; 'Chairman Robert T. Chuck P. E. A. S. C. E FELLOW; 'Senator Sam Slorn'; 'Lyle Berg'; 
repmarumoto@capitol.hawaii.gov  

Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony 

Via email 

Councilmember Apo 
Councilmember Dela Cruz 
Councilmember Marshall 
Councilmember Djou 
Councilmember Kobayashi 
Councilmember Tam 
Councilmember Cachola 
Councilmember Okino 
Councilmember Garcia 

Jeannine Johnson 
5648 Pia Street, Honolulu, Hawai`i 96821 

Phone: 373-2874 (h) / 523-5030 (w) 
December 13, 2006 

Hrg: 	Thursday, December 14, 2006 at 10 am regarding: 
BILL 79 (2006), CD1  — RELATING TO TRANSIT 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I strongly oppose the rail system which has been selected as the transportation mode to give 
Leeward residents a "traffic alternative" and will not benefit two-thirds of the population on 0`ahu at 
all. I also believe that the alternatives analysis (AA) report is essentially flawed and intentionally 
slanted to make rail the preferred alternative. How can the City Council even consider making such an 
important decision based on such a flawed report and which would cause such a huge blight in our 
city? 

I have asked everyone I know that lives in Ewa Beach, Mililani and Makikilo if they would 
ride the rail and not one person has said they would. The City should require that there riders for the 
rail before even one penny is collected. 

Currently, TheBus provides a mode of convenient and reliable transportation alternative. 
TheBus was named "America's Best Transit System" 1994-1995 and 2000-2001 by the American 
Public Transportation Association (APTA). While TheBus is heavily subsidized, it is used by all 
residents on 0`ahu. Its estimated weekday ridership is approximately 218,000 trips, or 68 million per 

Misc. Corn. No. 1370*  
12/13/2006 TP 
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Clear Day 	 Page 2 of 2 

year, utilizing a fleet of 525 buses. I currently ride TheBus to work and if the City would make 
it more convenient with more pickups, better buses and stops, I'm sure more people would ride it too. 
However, the City is on a mission to get rail, and is therefore removing buses, shelters and routes to 
make it a less convenient for the people of 0`ahu. 

Help resolve traffic problems on Ocahu by utilizing our award winning bus system, changing 
the hours of the University of Hawai`i's school system, providing bus transportation to private schools, 
expand vanpools or shuttle service to pick riders up at their homes, take the congestion-free HOV lanes 
to downtown and drop them off at their workplace or choose the least expensive "traffic alternative." 
Any or all of these ideas would improve the lives for everyone on Oahu, not just a tiny percentage of 
the population that might use a rail system. 

Mahal°,  

Jeannine Johnson 

cc: 	Chair Robert Chuck (via email) 
Sen. Sam Slam (via email) 
Rep. Lyla Berg (via email) 
Rep. Barbara Marumoto (via email) 

12/13/2006 
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December 12, 2006 

1111.1101110N .  *11  
Amemica- 

SCHULER DIVISION 

The Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair, and Members 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
City Council, City arid County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 VIA FACSIMILE: 527-5733 

Re: RELATING TO TRANSIT — BILL 79 

Good afternoon and happy holidays Chairman Cachola and members of the committee, 

My name is Mike Jones, and I am the Division President of D.R. Horton-Schuler Homes 
LLC. Schuler has a long history of being recognized as a kama'aina company and we are 
proud of our accomplishments as one of Hawaii's leading residential developers over the 
past four decades. 1 hope that you accept that it is from that perspective from which this 
letter is written, and I respectfully offer a few thoughts on the transit matters before you 
today, Generally, we are strongly in favor of transportation improvements for Oahu 
that will improve the quality of life for all of our residents. 

Respectfully, we believe it is critical for rail to start as soon as possible. This decision 
needs to be made not so much for the people that are living on the island now, but 
more for the people that WILL be living on the island of O'ahu 30-40 years from now. 

On one of the transit trips, the one comment that resonated with me the most was made 
by the Vancouver planners. They mentioned that the city planners 30 years ago made 
the decision to stop building freeways into the city and started planning rail, connected 
bus links and other methods of commuting. They saw then the need to plan for what 
they thought was best for the city over the very long term. 

The island population is going to continue to grow and we need to make sure we too 
are planning for the future and not become short-sighted in our decision-making. We 

certainly understand that it is a very different decision with a lot of moving parts, but 
let's keep moving and say yes to rail and the proposed route. Then we can work hard 

together to bring down the cost of this project and proper TOO zoning over the next 

few years. 

Misc. Com . No. 1-871: 
Oahu • Maui • Hawaii • Kauai 	 TP 

828 Fort Street Mall • 4th Floor • Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 • (808) 521-5661 • Fax (808) 538-1476 
www.drhortonhawaii.rom 
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During my testimony December 7 0., was asked whether our company would "pay for 
the stations" if rail were to run through our property in Ewa, I , would like to briefly 
emphasize here how supportive this company is of rail, how our Ho'opili land plan is 
flexible to embrace various possible alignments for the City's consideration, and how we 
believe that there will be plenty of opportunities for our company to work closely with 
the City to achieve the highest possible return on the investment, It is reasonable for us 
to closely weigh the benefits that TOD zoning can bring to a property against what we 
should be willing contribute towards the needed system infrastructure, 

Furthermore, our company views mass transit as an important element to an overall 
package of solutions that should be pursued to improve that quality of life. importantly, 
we think of rail as perhaps the major contributor to a comprehensive transportation 
solution that will continue to be determined and take shape over time. This includes 
continued roadway improvements, freeway enhancements, transportation demand 
management strategies, other transit improvements to the City's award-winning bus 
service, and additional major public infrastructure improvements. 

We strongly encourage the Council and Administration to collaborate with the objective 
of improving the quality of life for Oahu's residents, so that less time is spent on the 
roads and more time with families and in great places that makes our island world-class. 
To this end, we also respectfully reiterate our previous submittals before the 
Transportation Subcommittee that the Council proceeds with the adoption of proposed 
Bill 79, CDI to approve the transit mode and alignment. 

Thank you for allowing us to share our views with you this afternoon. Aloha. 

Sincerely, 

Michael T. J a 
Division President 
MT.I/rw 
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LABORERS' INTERNATIONAL UNION OF NORTH AMERICA 
LOCAL 368 

BENJAMIN SAGUIBO 
Business Manager/Secrensty - Treasurer 

MELVIN A. CREMER 
President 

CLAYTON SAGIJIBO 
Vice Presidem 

JAMES I. KUROIWA, JR, 
Reemdeng Seueuny 

HERBERT LOO 
&secafttve Board 

RICK PAGATPATAN 
Executive Board 

PETE LINDSEY 
F-terulive Buarrl 

NOEL MORIKAWA 
Audilor 

BRIAN CREMER 
AwiNar 

GEORGE AIKALA 
Auditor 

ERNEST SANTIAGO 
sorgramAr-Anns 

Testimony by Wayne H. Kishida 
Hawaii Laborers' Union Local 368 

December 14, 2006 

In Support of Bill 79 (2006) CD1 
RELATING TO TRANSIT 

Chair Cachola & Members of the City Council, City and County of Honolulu: 

My name is Wayne Kishida, Organizer/Business Agent for the Hawaii Laborers' 
Union Local 368. I am speaking in strong support of Bill 79 (2006) CD1 that selects 
the City's locally preferred alternative mode Fixed Rail System! 

As we have been told over and over, timely action on this Bill will allow our 
Congressional Delegation to move forward and secure much needed funding. 

We encourage you to select the 28 mile route from Kapolei to University of Hawaii by 
way of the Airport the so-called Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekuwela Alignment 
with an addition of a spur to Waikiki. We feel the whole project should be planned out 
and phased in as funding is available. 

We urge the City Council Members to support Bill 79 (2006) CD1 and pursue 
vigorously, the Route (Alignment) and leave Technology to a later date. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this testimony. 	
rri 
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HONOLULU. HWA11 

DEC N 8 so Ali '06 

RECEIVED 

Testimony by Alfred Lardizabal 
In Support of Bull 79 (2006) 

December 14, 2006 

Honorable Members of the Honolulu County Council: 

Thank you for permitting me to submit this testimony in favor of the full 28-mile route of 
the several mass transit alignments under consideration. The need for this project has 
been spoken out loud and clear by the communities that are directly affected. We need to  
move more people. not move more cars.  

This is a momentous decision by the County Council and a difficult one at best. The 
public appreciates the depth and length of your deliberations and the courage you have 
shown to move this controversial project along. The public also appreciates the many 
opportunities it has had to submit their opinions. 

Your decision is awaited. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1873  
TP 
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From: Lopez [lopezd003©hawaii.mcomi 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 14, 2006 9:34 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony 

BILL 79 

I do not wish to provide oral testimony but I do feel it is important to prctiWe 
written testimony on this issue. 

cr, 

The biggest problem I see with this entire project (ex: rail system) is that everyone is 
forgetting that we live on an island. What this means, is there is only so much 
space and resources. In my opinion, the only solution to the transportation 
problem, is to make LIMITS. 

This means limiting the amount of vehicles, limiting the amount of homes being 
built, etc... The ISLAND is only so big and this factor cannot be changed. 

Some out of the box" ideas would be: adjust the hours for the University of 
Hawaii, get more people to work in the area they live, limit (by various ways) the 
amount of vehicles are on the island and owned by people, etc... 

Danny Lopez 
Wahiawa 

Misc. Co • 
No,  1874 
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THE GENTRY COMPANIES 

dirabh 

December 13, 2006 

The Honorable Rorny M. Cachola, Chair 
and Members 

Communes on Transportation and Planning 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Mr. Chair and Members of the Committee: 

My name is Debbie Luning, testifying on behalf of Gentry Homes, Ltd. in support of Bill 
79, CD, 1, which sets forth a fixed rail system as the city's locally preferred alternative. 
We would also like to express support of the longer 28-mile alignment generally 
described as the kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwits alignment. Not only does this 
alignment connect the City of Kapolei with the University of Hawaii at Manoa, it also 
takes into account the future growth of Kalaeloa, the planned UH-West Oahu campus, 
and two of the largest job centers on the island, the Honolulu International Airport and 
and Pearl Harbor. We urge your consideration of this alignment 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify, 

Sincerely, 

GENTRY HOMES, LTD. 

Debra M. A Luning 
Director Governmental Affairs and 
Community Relations 

Corn. No, 1S75  
••malaysalt■—■=mies 	im.4 .11•••31., 

580 N. Nicriitz Hwy., Ho (AL Hawaii 96817 P.O. Box 295, HorKiteu, Hawaii 968DS (008) 599-5558 
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Michelle Spalding atsoi 

FROM ; 
	

PHOW NO. : 
	 Dec. 14 2006 439:57P41 P1 

CITY COUNCIL TR.ANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMITTEE 
Honorable Roiny Cachola, Chair 

Honorable Ann Kobayashi, Vice Chair 	 rri 	c) 
1::=, 	= 
c-) 	z 
— 	(DC)  DECEMBER 14, 2006  
.z..._. 

.-4-  rrl 	 r- e-) 	co  BILL 79 AND BILL 79, CDI 	rr I 	 - r- t.t1 ----: RELATING TO TRANSIT 	 ..c... 
rn. 	

-.4 
C)  = 	-.> .. 

Honorable Chair Cachola and Committee Members: 

The Downtown Waterfront and Kaka'ak.o _Ma -1.11(a are being carefully improved and upgraded 
with strong community input and support. These are areas are under State ,jurisdiction and two 
separate State agencies, if the City administration's preferred Waterfront transit route is chosen, 
the City Council can expect a head-on collision with these Master Plans. 

There are very serious concerns surrounding the significant negative impacts of an elevated mass 
transit route along the Honolulu Waterfront, especially the significant impact on the waterfront's 
complex of registered historic sites that include Aloha Tower, Irwin Park and the Dillingham 
Transportation Building. As a State Senator, Councilinember Rod Tam was instrumental in 
saving historic Irwin Park from commercial development, and the proposed overbearing elevated 
transit structure darkening and obstructing the Aloha Tower view plane would be no different. 
An extended centerpiece park is being planned along the Honolulu Waterfront as well. 

it would be a fatal mistake Or Honolulu y -  the City Council fOrces the intrusion of elevated 
transit blight on the Honolulu Waterfront and the mauka-mafrai harbor views 
from illaunahea, !Vitamin and Bishop Streets. 

In addition, the Kaka'al«) Mauk.a master plan designates Halekauwila Street and its extension to 
Kamakee Street as a significant "promenade street." This is to be a pedestrian-friendly boulevard 
with 15-11.-wide sidewalks and human-scale residential neighborhoods. Halekauwila Street also 
runs along Mother Waldron Park, another registered historic site designated for park expansion 
in the community's master plan, and two additional park areas are planned within this new 
neighborhood along Halekanwila Street at Punchbowl Street and Ward Avenue. 

Thus, the proposed transit infrastructure blight Pvo mid be tragically misplaced on llalckanwila 
Street as well, 

The Transportation and Planning Committee is urged to vote for the Iwilei terminus rm a bus 
mass transit guideway, and to support an energy-efficient downtown circulator system that is 
superior in flexibility and convenience for residents and visitors alike. Thank you for the 
opportunity to present this testimony. 

Sincerely, 

Misc. Corn. No.  187C"  
TP 
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AARP Hawaii 
0/11011100/00/ 

rri 
City Council, City and County of Honolulu rr. 
Transportation and Planning Committee 	c) 

Thursday, December 14, 2006 
To the Honorable Romy M. Cachola, and Committee Members 

Testimony on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Project 
Bill 79, CD 1 

My name is Harry Mattson, Associate State Director, Advocacy for AARP Hawaii. We 
are a national membership organization for people 50 and older with 150,000 members in 
Hawaii. I am here today to testify in favor of Bill 79, CD1. 

Although most known for our stands on Social Security and health care issues, AARP is 
committed to building livable communities. AARP believes that "all individuals should 
have access to a range of safe, accessible, dependent, and affordable transportation 
options that enhance mobility, enable independent living, and foster social engagement." 

In auto-dependent areas like Hawaii, a significant portion of personal income is spent on 
transportation; whereas in places where folks have transportation options, only about 9 
percent of income is spent on transportation.' In fact, according to the 2004 State of 
Hawaii Data Book, Hawaii residents spent 34% of their income on housing and 18% on 
transportation. The amount spent on transportation is even higher than that spent on food 
(13%). It's obvious that having more transportation choices such as rail transit will 
benefit seniors and other residents struggling with our high cost of living. 

Further, national data shows that more than one in five age 65 and older do not drive. 
Non-drivers make 15% fewer trips to the doctor and 65% fewer trips for social, family 
and religious purposes. This means that drivers go out an average of 8 times per week for 
these purposes and non-drivers only 3 times a week. This lack of social contact is 
detrimental to the emotional well-being of older people (Findlay, 2003). Also, this lack 
of mobility means that non-drivers 65 and older make less than half as many shopping 
trips and half as many trips to restaurants and other places to eat. Their ability to 
contribute to the economy is limited by their lack of transportation options. 

Part of the answer lies in a well planned and executed multi-modal transportation system, 
one which is enhanced by appropriately planned and well designed transit oriented 
development (TOD). TODs can and should address the needs of communities with 
various income levels, provide for multi-generational living, offer accessibility, create 
opportunities for social interaction, provide a range of housing options, encourage 
economic development and be pedestrian-friendly. Therefore, TOD options should be 
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included as part of the City's evaluation of the Locally Preferred Alternative to assure 
that whatever alignment is selected offers the best TOD potential. 

Urban sprawl, traffic congestion, and unfriendly pedestrian environments degrade our 
quality of life. These issues are important to us and also critical to those who don't 
presently qualify for AARP membership 	our children and grandchildren. We speak on 
behalf of keiki and kupuna alike. 

Thank you. 

4.4* 

'Reconnecting America: Center for Transit-Oriented Development 
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WESTOA IHIU 
Economic DevelopmentAssockation 

December 14, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
Honolulu City Council 
630 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Committee Chair Ca-chola and Members of the Committee: 

Re: illligal_MIEC,ftugamig  

The West Oahu Economic Development Association (WOEDA) is a group of more than 
70 businesses dedicated to the economic growth of West Oahu. WOEDA supports building 
the transit system to its full route from West Kapolei to U.H. Manoa. 

From our perspective, the issue of transit is not simply a matter of cost or ridership. 
While certainly important, these are more near-term concerns which have to be balanced with 
a long-term view of what we want for our island community in the next 50 years. We submit 
that the larger picture of how transit can drive economic development, particularhi in West 
Oahu, should carry significant weight. Our businesses operate in the State's fastest-growing 
region—an area designated for future commercial growth and job growth_ We believe that 
supporting transit's full route from West Kapolei to Marva is necessary to promote and support 
such growth. 

To put the transit cost in perspective, please consider that in the next 20 years the 
Kapolei region alone will produce: 

• $3.8 billion in annual sales by new businesses in the Kapoiei region; and 
• nearly $3 billion in new net State and City government revenue (this includes net 

City revenue of $837 million). 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment 

Sincerely, 

Misc. Corn. No. 1878  
P.O. Box 700972 • Kapoiel, HI 96709 • Phone (808) 842-1600 Fax (808) 847-6575 4 ,  vivAv_weatonhu.org 
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Dear Honolulu City Council Members:  rn 

I approve of the HOT (High Occupancy Transit) Multi-modal Guideway as a less expensive, flexie, mocign, 
advanced technology, and quieter alternative to the Rail Transit.  

Mahal°, 

Andy Mertz 
Andy's Pool Service Corp. 
Director 
Small Business Hawaii 
808.732.0202 
wvvw.andyspoolservicecorp.com  
andyanclyspoolservicecorp.corn 

12/14/06 
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From: Andy Mertz [andy@andyspoolservicecorp.coni] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 14, 2006 12:12 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Testimony 
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Message 	 Page 1 of 3 

From: Mori, Richard H. [rmori@hawaiigas.comj 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 14, 2006 8:31 AM 

To: 

Subject: Testimony for the 14 December 2006 meeting of the Transportation and Planning Committee 

The Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair, 

and Members of the Transportation and Planning Committee 

City and County of Honolulu 

Honolulu Hale 

530 S. King Street 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

RE: Selection of Alignment for the Fixed Guideway 

Chair Cachola, members of the committee: 

As noted in Wednesdays Honolulu Star Bulletin the estimated tax to be 

collected will be approx $196 Million. Over 15 years this would total 

over 2.9 Billion. With at least an additional $1 Billion to be provided 

from the Federal Government for this project, we will have approximately 

$4 Billion dollars. As Mayor Hannemann has indicated there are very 

good prospects for Public-Private partnerships to further fund this 

project. As a result of these funding projections, I favor the full 

route from Kapolei to Manoa, via the Airport. Diverting the rail to the 

Salt Lake area would not have the ridership necessary to make this 

project successful. 

The people of Salt Lake have not supported the rail as they are very 

close to town and have access to the buses due to the density of the 

, itsc. Corn. 1\ics 
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area. Only now as they see that the rail is a reality they want in. 

This would not be a productive route. Express shuttles to the airport, 

Hickam or Pearl Harbor from Salt Lake could be easily added as they are 

approximately 1.5 miles from the proposed Airport route. 

Many more citizens and military personnel work at the airport, Hickam Air 

Force Base and Pearl Harbor Naval Base and live in the Ewa, Kapolei, 

Central Area where they would live due to the affordability of housing. 

I favor an elevated system for the full route and using Maglev 

technology from the Japanese Manufacturers due to the following reasons: 

1. We will not be plagued with the problems that were experienced in 

the Las Vegas Monorail constructed by Bombardier. A wheel fell off one 

of the cars, most of the first year the system could not operate due to 

programming problems and the developer has since gone bankrupt on the 

project and abandoned the management of the system. The system was 

poorly designed for the conditions in Vegas as it has very hot summers 

and Very cold winters, but for the life of me I wonder why you must walk 

over 500 feet to the stations and it is not conditioned to protect you 

from the wide range in temperatures. During my visit this past summer 

with temperatures in the 100's I did not see anyone riding the Las Vegas 

Monorail. We should learn from this mistake: Stick to a first class 

Japanese Maglev system which would have a lower maintenance cost over 

the long run and will not have another ALOHA STADIUM!!! I have heard 

that the extension from the Airport to the Strip stations are to be done 

by a Japanese Maglev company. They have wised up from their first mistake. 

2. The top speed of the Maglev is 62 mph and with 14 rail stations from 

Kapolei to UHM the rail ride will only take 34 minutes. 

3. The Japanese have told the Mayor that they can build it in 3 years. 

12/14/2006 
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,11 	We need traffic relief NOW!!! 4 hours of travel time everyday for Ewa 

residents is totally unacceptable. Starting construction from both ends of the route will speed 

the construction process. Delay in construction will be very expensive as the unemployment 

rate presently is 2.1%, which is very much below full employment. Contractors now have 

problems finding good workers, An example of the effect low unemployment has on 

construction costs is shown by the estimated cost for the replacement of the Arizona Visitors 

Center in 2004 was $19 Million, now 2 years later it has ballooned to $37 Million. 

4. Nearly every one person dies daily in the US in a collision with grade 

level trains. 

5. Noise is an important factor, as the rail will travel through the urban corridor. The 

noise level is approximately 15 Db less which means that it is twice as quiet as a car 

passing you on the roadway. 

Thank you very much for allowing me to testify. 

Richard Mori 

94-742 Kaaka Street 

Waipahu, Hawaii 96797 

808-221-3985 

12/14/2006 

AR00070159 



LINDA UNCLE 
GOVERNOR 

RODNEY K HARAGA 
DIRECTOR 

Deputy Directors 

FRANCIS PAUL KEENO 

BARRY FUKUNAGA 

BRENNON T. MORIOKA 

BRIAN H. SEKIGUCHI 

 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

869 PUNCHBOWL STREET 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-5097 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

HWY-PS 
2.3215 

rrs Transportation and Planning Committee  
Honolulu City Council 	 ,. 	›.. 
Honolulu Hale 	 o, 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813-3077 

Dear Chair Cachola and Members of the Transportation and Planning Committee: 

Subject: 	Bill 2006-79, CD 1, Relating to Transit 

We appreciate the City and County of Honolulu's efforts to consult us during planning for the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project. When we review City transit plans, our 
primary concern will be to preserve State highway capacity, safety, and circulation and to modify 
proposed uses that might otherwise preclude planned State highway improvements. However, 
we recognize the need to maximize public benefit from the State highway right-of-way. Based 
on the preliminary information provided to date, we will not rule out any of the proposed 
alternative City transit uses of the State highway right-of-way. But before we will commit to 
allow City use of our right-of-way, we need to review detailed plans and traffic mitigation 
measures. We understand that these detailed plans and mitigation measures will be provided 
over the next several years. 

BRENNON T. MORIOKA, Ph.D., P.E. 
Deputy Director - Highways 
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CITY OLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

December 14, 2006 
	

DEC ILI 	ss AM '06 

City Council of Honolulu 

Re: Transit Appropriation for Bill 79, CD-1 (2006), selecting the transportation mock.tor tb9,Qty's locally 
preferred alternative 	 tit.Ctirft 

Aloha Members of the City Council: 

I am opposed to the Bill 79 in its current state as I believe it will be an incredible tax burden to the 
community with no appreciable relief to the traffic congestion. Having lived in San Francisco for many 
years (1981-1993), I rode the Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) much of the time to work and school. It 
served seven counties covering many miles and carried many thousands everyday. But it was serving a 
population base of over 4 million people. As it was, the city tax was 8%, almost twice what ours is 
currently. San Francisco also had a toll that went from $1 to currently over $3 for the Bay Bridge and $5 
for the Golden Gate. We have no other revenue generating toll or tax to make up for what will surely 
bankrupt our county. 

I plead with members of the City Council to turn down this bill and consider other alternatives to rail 
including limiting the number of new cars coming into this state. Our road infrastructure was built to 
support a much smaller populace and a substantially smaller number of vehicles. 

Sincerely, 

Ann Moriyasu 
1004 Luna'ai Place 
Kailua, HI 96734 

Sent via email 
anniemoriyasu@earthlink.net  
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OITT CLER, )7, 
HONOLULU, HAWAW 

Transportation & Planning Committee 
Chair Rorny Cachola 
and Committee members 
	

DEC 13 8 44 AH '06 
RE: Bill 79(2006) CD1 - relating to route selection and selection of the 
Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for Oahu, Hawaii - IN OPPOSITION 

RECEIVED 
Good Morning Chair Cachola & Committee Members: 

I'm Daisy Mural, a member of the general public working for a private business, who commutes qi the City's Mass 
Transit System called TheBus from Kapahulu to Katihi Kai, Monday - Friday. This is also my in in mode of 
transportation during the weekend, unless I am able to car pool with my friends. Oahu has one of he busiest and best bus 
service, operating on a daily basis, even during the Holidays, unlike other parts of the world that. oes not have Sunday 
bus services. I notice that in the downtown and Ala Moans Center areas, many passengers ride th bus system, but not 
everyone goes to the end of the route, such as the University of Hawaii at Manoa. The EXPRESS A bus empties out along 
Kapiolani Blvd., before reaching UH. 

I find Bill 79, CM most intriguing, as the bill started out as SELECTING both the Route & Loe -Ay Preferred 
Alternative. The CDI version suddenly became RAIL was the LPA, even before the City Co sucilmembers voted on 
selecting the LPA. The Couneilmembers have the task of selecting the best route alignment to m t only service both 
residents and visitors, but as to which areas will cost the least for the City without having to buy i ut private properties via 
eminent domain. Dillingham Blvd. alone has 39 properties to buy either entirely or partially. 

I believe the issue that motorist from the Leeward coast face during rush hour Monday Friday i how to solve the 
traffic congestion rather than getting another form of transportation alternative. Oahu is tic large enough like other 
Cities that have plenty of space to build out at street level, and must rely on an elevated system. I mow of friends and co- 
workers that do need to be on the streets at 4:30 in the morning to get to work as well as to find s -eet parking and their 
frustrations of constant gridlock due to accidents or too many vehicles traveling at the same time is them. 

The question to ask is what happens as the Leeward coast and other areas of Oahu continues to b. ild without the 
necessary infrastructures in place and population growth continues at an alarming rate in the futu Will Oahu again need 
to build more arterials above ground to service the growing population and creating a sea of high rise roadways and Rail 
tracks - again faced with the same problem of traffic congestion? 

The best route selection would be the one that services the most residents and visitors as well 
	

lordability. Il l had to 
chose the route, it would be the one from till West Oahu to Ala Moans Center or the one ending tt lwilei to transfer to 
circulators or buses rather than continuing into the Primary Urban Center. There are many resider ts on a fixed income, 
children need to get to places, parents with infants, handicap and Senior Citizen riders will most e affected with the price 
of the Fixed Guideway "RAIL". Remember, each time a passenger rides either the bus or RAIL, ley need to pay and the 
cost maybe as high as $ 6 - $ 8 one way, even thought the fares will remain $ 2.00 for adults and . 1.00 school-aged 
children & Seniors with a Medicare card. Remember each transit station/Center may or may not ave an elevator for 
those that have trouble walking or carrying heavy bags. The bicycle riders will NOT BE .ALL0)2 1  ED during the peak 
times. The question is will those with a handicap also NOT BE ALLOWED to board during the t .tak hours too? 

I believe that expansion of the current Bus System, by changing some of the current routes to an :xpress Route and 
expending some routes to go much further into the subdivisions picking up more passengers wou help as well as an 
elevated Express Tollway to move more cars along, and leaving traffic lanes down below for slco moving vehicles, 
mopeds, motorcycles and bicyclists. I have ridden the Country Express C from Dillingham & 

	
hale and within 

15 minutes, I am getting off in front of the Library of Hawaii, as the Express buses stops only at I )nvenient stops. In the 
morning, I catch 1 bus and walk 1 block to my work place. I would need to catch 2 buses to rid the RAIL to get to 
work and pay more. 

Daisy Mural 
3039 Kawnoa Street 
Honolulu, HI 96815 
December 12, 2006 
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B INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION 

'Building ith Hawaii's Professionals since 1a55" 

December 14, 2 06 

Honorable Ro Cachola, Chair 
Committee on 	Sport:akin and Planning 
City Council 
Honolulu, Ha 	96813 

RE: Bill 79 

Dear Chair Ca.° ole rad Members of the Transportation and Pluming Corm/litter, 

I am Karen N 	, Chief Executive Officer of the Building Industry Association of 
Hawaii (BIA- wail). BIA-Hawaii strongly supports the passage of Bill 79, CDI and the 
selection of the rail transit alternative. The rail alternative can bring new opportunities for 
residential housing, including affordable housing, and new retail arid commercial 
development. 	rail alternative also incorporates concepts of "Smart Growth" and 
"livable cm= ties" in otr existing urban core. 

Rail transit; 	a viable economy and a better quality of Life by reducing commute 
times and offeri rid= more opportunity to spend quality time with their families. While 
rail transit will 1 eliminate traffic congestion, it will help to slow the growth of iraffic. 
The Building 	Association supports the Mayor's and Council's choice of the rail 
alternative and e longer 28 mile route to UH Manoa. 

20g7 Officen 

President 
Bid Pak 
Orme Paolo Corponston 

Prneideribalect 
'Story K.flood 

DIRlicrion.Schuler Dtvlelen 

Vice President 
Mike Greet 
Gentry Horne*, LW 

9ecretarY 
Doug Peenion 
Dude &Cake Homes Ham*, fnc. 

Trimmer 
Marlene Lem 
ArnerIcan finvirsp Bo* 

0004101 APiesettia-liolider 
Paul Slum 
flevnalan Drudging Conatrucenn Co. 

Special Appointie-Assoaleti 
Peer asdridge 
Serves Raynor Overhead Doors. In. 

Immediate Past President 
Man Shelton 
Man Shintahl, Inc. 

Chest Executive Wore 
Karen histairesare 
DIA-HAWAII 

XX17 Directors 

Audrey Widen* 
Mena Constructor) Inc. 

Doan Aesthltia 
Universal Denseuetlen, ire. 

For these , MA-Hawaii supports the fixed guideway (Tail) transit alternative. 

JIM Spinet 
konevforth Ocostrvof on Inc, 

Jeff faieiteltIms 
Centex DavAnation Properties Hewed 

Joe Kindrive 
Mute ErferPri$011 

Kip Kaman 
KLiD knarrianottel, LLD 

Akira Warn' 
riettIO Intluairlea, 

Beverly Armin 
Metal Incearice Co. 

BEI theft 
AM-PRED DO. 

Kula Holm; 
Piers Deaver Lung ttgov babe 

Peter Welnyk 
Hewett Vinyl Fencing, Ina. 

'Roy Ogewe 
dint Lew Lenen Ogre* & 
Nakamura 

Thank you for the opportunity to share our views. 

Karen T. N 
Chief &eolith,  
B 
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Offic  
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LINIT1D PUBLIC WORKERS 
AFSCII4E, LOCAL 646, AFL-CIO 

WeataWea Pepto 
HAWAII 

December 14, 2006 

Sincerely, 

DA JSNMNA NELUA 
State Director 

DE0-13-2006 WED 0602 PM LIN State Director's Ofc 	FAX NO, 8426090 
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The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
and Members of the Committee 

Transportation and Planning Committee 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Cachola and Councilmembers: 

I am Dayton Nakanelua, State Director, United Public Workers. I am expressing 
my strong support of the 20-mile option in Bill 7,  (2006) CD1, that runs from East 
kapolei to the airport, into downtown Honolulu and Ala Moana Shopping Center. I am 
also supportive of the alternative to extend this route to the University. The passage of 
this bill will allow the City Administration to proceed on a fixed guideway. 

I have previously expressed my deep-seated concern for my members who live 
on the Leeward Coast and who face an increasingly intolerable traffic mess. The 20- 
mile alternative will address this problem by taking these individuals (who make these 
long, slow commutes everyday) from their homes directly to the places many work—the 
airport and downtown. A fixed guideway system is a true fix for this problem. 

Once again, I urge you to act now to provide relief for these workers who provide 
our much needed public services. Accordingly. I urge you to select the 20-mile option 
in Bill 79. 

HEADQUARTERS: 
HAWAII: 

MAUI: 
KAUAI: 

1428 North School Sheol, Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 (808) 847-2631 
362 East Lanikaula Street, Hilo, Hawaii 96720 (808) 961-3424 
841 kolu Street, Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 (808) 244-0815 
4211 Rice Street, Lihue, Hawaii 96766 (808) 245-2412 

- 
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Kapolei Property 
Development ac 
an 'Vine of the Estate cf James Cinttpbell 

KapoleiHawaii -memo 

pol Kamokfia Boulevard, Suite 250 / Kap016,11awall 66797 • Tel 606474.3541 / Fax 596474.3111 • www,kapoiezorn 

December 14, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
and Members of the Transportation and 
Planning Committee 

City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
530 S. King Street 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Chair Cachola and Councilmembers of the Committee: 

Et at 79 (2006) CD 1 RelatinAlp Transit 

Kapolei Property Development LLC supports the full mass transit route from West Kapolei to 
the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the 
City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (UH West 
Oahu and UH 1Vlanoa), thereby providing mass transit access for a larger number of Oahu's 
workers and university students. 

Your support of the full route would be consistent with the City's long-held policy of focusing 
growth in Oahu's secondary urban center. The purpose of this policy is to focus growth away 
from the primary urban center, thereby relieving congestion by changing the pattern of traffic. 
There is every indication that Kapolei is indeed on its way to becoming a major job center. 
Recent studies show that in the next 20 years, there will be 40,000 new jobs in Kapolei. 

Based on the foregoing, we respectfully request your support of the full West Kapolei to Ufi 
Manoa route. 

Cameron W. Nekota 
Entitlement Project Manager 

15033200%11157 
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DECEMBER 14,2006 

Glenn J. OamiIda 
91-1179 Puarnaeiole Street, 241 7  
`Ewa Beach, Hawaii; 96706 
Email: inakanalta2@yaboo.COM  

The Honorable Councilman Remy Cachola, 
Chairman, Transportation Committee 
Honolulu Hale, Room 202 
530 S. King Street 
Honolulu, flawari 96813 
Fax#: 527-5733 
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Aloha! Councilman Cachola & members of the Committee 
Welcome to 'Ewa! My name is Glenn Oamilda, a lifetime resident 
of the area, born and raised in Waipahu on the sugar plantation, now 
living in 'Ewa Beach. First of all, I want to go on record in opposition 
to the city's mass transit/rail system proposal. TheBus system, though 
heavily subsidized, has been for all these years the best form of public 
transportation and should continue to be. More so, the public should 
demand the city make TheBus more efficient and more convenient. 

can recall over fifteen (15) years ago when a group of community 
citizens sat down for hours, for days and even months planning for this 
city of Kapolei. We envisioned a place where we could live, work and 
play, thereby enhancing the quality-of-life and life-styles for every person 
and for every family living on the 'Ewa plain and along the leeward coast. 
Mr. Chair, this was without question a process in -planning at its very 
best! 

Without engaging all the co-mmunities in the 'Ewa region in continual 
discussions, dialogues, debates, suggestions and recommendations, this 
mass transit project will only be added to the already snow-balling impacTs 
that we are experiencing on the leeward coast. Mr. Chair we have got to 
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Plan and Elan well! Planning should not be left to any elected official with 
mission Or a political agenda. We've heard it all before, "Don't worry, 
mist me, go about your daily lives, 	get it done." And all too 
frequently the same outcry by government official and politicians that, 
"the federal monies are there, let's not waste the funding." The only 
good politicans and elected official can do is to facilitate open public 
discussions and to empower and/or encourage public participation. 

Furthermore, community leaders on the *Ewa plains should begin 
thinking, planning and discussing seriously the possibility of putting in 
place in the Second City of Kaploei political and economic structures, 
a process for self-rule and self-governance. 

In closing Mr. Chair, I've been to about ten (10) of these public 
presentation by the City, and I've always referred back to the very 
first one when I aked the mayor, "Is it prudent of you to push your 
rail agenda when impacts are occurring daily, that are constantly affecting 
our quality-of-life and life-style, and without much mitigation, then why 
you would want to move people back to Town?" 
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From: Dexter Okada [dexter.okada@uokada.corn] 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 13, 2006 1:54 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Testimony 

City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 

Transportation and Planning Committee 
December 14, 2006 

Chair Romy Cachola and Committee Members, 

I am against Bill 79 CD1 because of: 
1. The astronomical cost 
2. The dubious ridership numbers 
3. The lack of input and planning at the community level 

But since a fixed rail system seems to b a forgone conclusion, I will comment on the routes that come 
through my area, Kaka'ako. 

I. Kawaihao and Waimanu Streets have a right of way of only 40 feet and are aligned on both 
sides with small businesses and small property owners. An overhead system which would 
be at the minimum 30 feet wide will create an impassable, dark and foreboding street. Of 
course, there is always eminent domain which would destroy the small businesses and small 
property owners. 

1 Many of the businesses in Kaka'ako are service or light industrial businesses that support 
communities from downtown to east Oahu and to the windward side. Whether the route is 
Waimanu or Kawaihao or Halekauwila streets, these businesses will be destroyed by the 
nature of TODs. 

3. If the routes come through Kaka'ako, the future of the small businesses and small 
landowners becomes confusing because there will be two government entities planning what 
Kaka'ako will look like in the future, the City and the Hawaii Community Development 
Authority. 

Dexter Okada 
U. Okada & Co., Ltd. 
Kaka'ako Business and Landowners Association 
Tel: 597-1102 
Email: dexter.okadaguokada.com  
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December 13, 2006 

The Honorable Romy Cachola, Chairman 
Transportation Committee 
City Council of the City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Re: Bill 79, (2006) CD1  

Dear Chairman Cachola and Members of the City Council, 

r-s7 

rrt 

rrt. 

I am testifying in support of the Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila-
UH alignment. 

I feel it is very important to route the mass transit system through the 
airport, Dillingham to the University of Hawaii. When you look at the major 
attractions for using rail along the airport-Dillingham route, there is the: 

• Pearl Harbor attraction 
• Naval Shipyard 
• Hickam Air Force Base 
• Navy Exchange (NEX) shopping complex 
• Honolulu International Airport 
• Airline credit unions 
• airport business and industrial complexes 
• Marukai 
• OCCC prison 
• Dillingham business and industrial complexes 
• Sand Island Business District 
• Blood Bank 
• New York Technical Institute 
• Driver's Licensing Bureau 
• Honolulu Community College 
• Costco 
• Home Depot 
• Best Buys 
• Dole Cannery and theatres 
• 7 banks on this routing (that I can count but might be more) 

to attract huge volumes of ridership throughout the day. In order for light 
rail to have large volumes of ridership and become self-sufficient, the 
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route chosen is the most important criteria for its success. It would be a 
huge mistake to select any other route for lack of reason to ride the rail. 
Take, for example, going through Salt Lake Blvd. Other than for morning 
and afternoon commuters going to work or students, there would be very 
little reason for the public to ride the rail on that route. In fact, it might be 
a hassle to catch the bus feeder to one of the above attractions. It 
makes more sense to route the rail to where people want to go rather 
than to force people to catch the bus to get to where they want to go. 

I am an airline employee. Currently, there is inadequate parking for all 
airline employees. Employee lots are overflowing and those who 
purchase expensive terminal parking often have no parking stalls to park 
in. For us, the answer is to utilize the rail system, which comes directly to 
the airport. If the rail was routed through Salt Lake Blvd., I doubt many 
airline employees will use the rail system. Transferring to a bus feeder to 
get to the airport will take too much time lending to airline employees still 
opting to drive to work. 

The purpose of rail is to get cars off the street. Unless rail is routed to where 
people want to go, failure is likely. Going the full 28-mile is critical to 
getting cars off the streets. When the University of Hawaii and Chaminade 
College are in session, traffic is a bottleneck from the University to Bishop 
Museum on the H-1 freeway going westbound. When college is not in 
session, traffic is heavy but it moves. College students rarely carpool 
because of their different schedules. 20,000 students with 6,000 staff 
probably means 18,000 to 20,000 cars on the road. I know you've heard 
how students get to the UH parking structure at 5:30 am just to get a 
parking stall. These future leaders deserve better than to be forced to 
take on a schedule where they must get up at 4:30 am to get to the 
parking structure to guarantee they can park their cars, sleep for 2 hours 
in their cars before going to class. For them, rail is the answer. They'd get 
adequate sleep (as opposed to broken sleep) and probably do better in 
college because they feel rested. My brother did this for his entire college 
experience. He told me he didn't like it, always felt tired, but didn't have 
a choice if he wanted a space to park his car. 

The success of public transportation in Washington DC and Japan is the 
routing. Transit stops are selected based on where people want to go. 
Many of my friends in Washington DC don't own cars because public 
transportation meets their needs. Ditto with Japan. One day, I hope 
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Oahu's public transportation system will be similar so I can quit owning a 
car and quit paying for expensive automobile insurance. It would also be 
reasonable to expect that cost of living might come down a bit when 
businesses don't need to pay their drivers overtime for being stuck in 
traffic. Once cars are taken off the road, businesses will see increases in 
their bottom lines when their drivers are no longer stuck on the highways 
while still on the time clock. When businesses make profits, they can lower 
rates charged to consumers. Take cars off the roads and demand for gas 
decreases. The laws of supply and demand might mean lowered gas 
prices at the pump. So it is most important that light rail be routed to 
where people want to go so that people have the choice to use this city's 
efficient, clean and fast public transportation system. 

I urge you to choose the route where the ridership will be high. This means 
the Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila-UH alignment. 

Sincerely, 

Charlene Oshiro 
941 Aliamanu Place 
Honolulu, HI 96818 
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Karl Rhoads 

• 4 

District 28 (Palama, Chinatown, Downtown, Sheridan) 
State House of Representatives 

886-6180 
reprhoadsAcapitol.hawaildov 

December 14, 2006 

Testimony in Support of Bill 79, Selecting Rail as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative 

Chair Cachola, members of the Committee, thank you for the opportunity to testify  
in favor of Bill 79. 

There is no question that rail should be chosen as the locally preferred alternative 
as Bill 79 does. Considering the severity of our congestion problems the No Build and 
Transportation System Management alternatives have little appeal. The Managed Lane 
alternative has a fatal flaw. There is no viable way to get from the end of the managed 
lane in Iwilei into Downtown or points farther Diamondhead. Pouring thousands of extra 
vehicles on to the surface streets in Iwilei and Downtown will only exacerbate the 
situation in an already congested area. 

Rail, built correctly, is the only option that will allow a traveler to completely avoid 
our congested streets. To do this, however, rail must not run in traffic or ever cross 
streets where traffic would have to stop and wait for it. Grade crossings slow down both 
the train and people who are driving. And of course rail will carry thousands of people 
each day who would otherwise be driving cars. Rail thus helps both those who ride it and 
those who do not. 

With regard to the proposed routes, all of which run through the 28 th  District, I 
hope the Committee will keep in mind the so called 5-minute rule. Basically, people will 
not walk more than 5 minutes either to or from a train station. Those commuting into 
town will need to be within a 5 minute walk to work and those using it in town will not 
walk more than 5 minutes from home to catch it. 
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Karl Rhoads 
December 14, 2006 
Page 2 

On a practical level what this means is that the route chosen should be as close to 
as many workplaces and residences as possible. These goals can sometimes be mutually 
exclusive if the homes and workplaces are in different places, but in the 28 th  District it 
means that the route should never be closer than a 5-minute's walk from the water's edge. 
If there are only residence and workplaces on one side of the route, then we are not taking 
full advantage of the benefits of rail. 

Consequently, I oppose the routes that utilize Nimitz Highway through the 
Downtown area. Virtually no one lives or works makai of Nimitz in that area. And 
thousands of people live and work in the area which is a 5-minute walk on the other side 
of the most makai 5-minute walk area, that is between a 5 and 10-minute walk from the 
water. 

I also oppose the route that terminates in Iwilei for essentially the same reason I 
oppose the Managed Lane alternative. There is no easy way to get riders from Iwilei to 
points farther Diamondhead. The more times a rider is forced to switch modes of 
transportation, the less likely she is to use that route. 

Finally, in most of Downtown utilities such as power and telephone lines were 
buried years ago for safety, but mainly for aesthetic reasons. A rail line will be much 
more intrusive than a power line and the rationale for putting rail underground in heavily 
populated areas is even more persuasive. Yes, it is more expensive to tunnel, but 
eventually it will become clear that in densely populated areas the train should be 
underground. The only thing more expensive than putting rail underground is 
demolishing elevated tracks and stations and then putting them underground. Let's do it 
right the first time. 

Mahalo for reading my testimony and I look forward to working with the Council 
in taking this giant step forward in our island's surface transportation system. 
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Testimony by Ben Saguibo 
Laborers' Union Local 368 

December 14, 2006 

In Support of BILL 79(2006) CD1 — RELATING TO TRANSff 

Honorable Members of the City Council, City and County of Honolulu: 

My name is Ben Saguibo, Business Manager, Secretary/Treasurer for the Laborers' 
Union Local 368. I am testifying in strong support of Bill 79 (2006) CD1 that selects 
the City's locally preferred alternative mode Fixed Rail System. 

We urge you to select the whole 28 mile route from Kapolei to University of Hawaii by 
way of the Airport the so-called Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekuwela Alignment 
with an addition of a spur to Waikiki. We feel the whole project should be planned out 
and phased in as funding is available. 

We urge the members of the City Council to support Bill 79 (2006) CD1 and pursue 
vigorously, the decision for the route and rail transit system. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this testimony. 
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HASEKO 
HASEKO (Hawaii), Inc. 

December 14, 2006 

The Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair 
and Members of the Transportation & Planning Committee 
530 S. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

RE: Transit Bill 79 CD1 
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Aloha Chair Cachola, 

On behalf of Haseko, I'd like to express our strong support for rail and the full 28-mile route linking 
West Kapolei to the airport and University of Hawaii at Manoa. 

In order for this to be a true transportation alternative, it is imperative that the fixed guideway system 
include stops at so-called "destination" places. It is not enough to run the line along a neighborhood - 
to be successful, it must actually take people to places they need to go, such as the various UH campuses, 
the airport, major retail locations and job centers such as downtown Honolulu and Pearl Harbor. 

Rail will not only provide a transportation alternative for people, it will also help drive economic 
development and the creation of jobs on the Ewa Plain. This in turn will help decrease the number of 
cars heading into town, which will benefit all of Oahu by freeing up capacity on existing roadways and 
surface streets for people who aren't lucky enough to live, work and play in West Oahu. 

Thank you for this opportunity to express our continued support. 

Mahal°, 

Sharene Saito Tam 
Director of Community Relations & Public Affairs 
Haseko (Hawaii), Inc. 
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HONOLULU, HA MI 

To: Honolulu City Council 
From: Senator Norman Sakamoto 
December 7, 2006 

Testimony: Transit 

This testimony is in support of the rail transit alternative. 

DEC N 8 is AM '06 

RECEIVED 

I support the system running from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 

The alternative routes running through the district that I represent suggests that a choice 
needs to be made between the following: 

a) Service the military at Pearl Harbor and Hickam. Service the tourists visiting the 
Arizona Memorial. Service the Airport for visitors and employees. Or 

b) Service the residents in the Salt Lake community 

If one were to service the airport, low budget tourists would be happy. Some residents 
would be happy. Perhaps the federal officials would be happy. 

If we were to service Salt Lake, the residents would be happy. Many of them work at the 
airport, at Hiekam, or at Pearl Harbor. With a transit stop they would greatly benefit the 
high concentration of people living adjacent to Salt Lake Boulevard. 
Students going to Manoa or West Oahu would be served. Shoppers going to Pearl Ridge 
or Ala Moana will be served. Employees going to work anywhere along the transit 
corridor will be happy. With the high concentration of residents in the middle of the 
transit corridor, isn't it good planning to serve that community? 

If the rail by passed Salt Lake, the 50,000 residents will feel like hungry people (who 
helped to cook the food,) with noses on the plate glass watching others being served a 
buffet right before their eyes and just out of reach. 

Since many testifiers support the airport stop (apparently for the tourists) it makes sense 
to consider serving both. Can we serve both the airport/bases and Salt Lake? Yes! 

Earlier studies have depicted a possible alignment through the Navy housing area. There 
was insufficient detail to allow the Navy to approve a route across the housing area. 
There is a quantifiable mitigation cost and a cost for another station a Salt Lake. Yes, the 
cost will increase. The utilization will also increase. 

I ask the members of the Council to support working with the Navy and our 
congressional officials to include Salt Lake residents who will pay their fair share. Please 
do not leave them out with their noses on the plate glass. 

Our residents deserve fair treatment. Aloha! 
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Testimony to the Honolulu City Council 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
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Chair Cacholai  Vice Chair Kobayashi, and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

My name is Harry Saunders. and I am the President of Castle & Cooke Homes Hawaii, Inc. 
(Castle & Cooke) 
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Castle & Cooke commends the Council for their diligence and analyses in seeking 
alternatives and bringing the debate to the fore to address Oahu's transportation needs. 
Because of the magnitude of the mass transit project, it is prudent and essential to carefully 
review the feasibility and costs surrounding the various alternatives on mode, alignment, and 
technology. Simultaneously, it is also important to secure financial commitments to move this 
effort fonvard. 

We continue to support a fixed rail system as a viable transit alternative for the future of 
Honolulu, and we support you in your efforts to secure the commitment of federal funding to 
make it a reality. 

As your Committee deliberates to recommend the mode and alignment for Final Rea.ding, 
Castle & Cooke believes that the Project is vital for the continued growth and development of 
Honolulu and this State, and firmly remains committed in its support for Project 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this bill. Should you have any questions 
or would like further clarification, please do not hesitate to contact me at 5484863, or Carleton 
Ching, Director of Community & Government Relations at 548-3793. 
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Bill 79, CD 1 

Our City Administration and City Council are pushing through a rail transit plan that 
even supporters have to admit will not reduce the traffic problems on Oahu. Our City leaders 
have already adopted large fee increases and doubled property taxes over the last few 
years. For example, in 2005 the average property tax bill increased 28%; this was an 
increase 800% greater than the cost of living increase! The City Counciil passed another 
huge property tax increase this year. Because of the rail transit plan we have a large 
12 1/2% excise tax increase coming up. 

City politicians say that the 12 1/2% increase in the excise tax for rail transit will not be 
raised in the future- however, Lowell Kalapa, who heads The Tax Foundation of Hawaii and 
probably the greatest expert on Hawaii tax matters says, "it is almost certain that if Honolulu 
chooses a rail alternative, the current 0.5% surcharge will not be sufficient to pay for the 
project". The following are also quotes from Mr. Kalapa: 

"the 0.5% county surcharge for Honolulu's mass transit system will represent the 
largest tax increase since since all tax rates were increased across the board in 1965. 

"...taxpayers struggle with the heavy tax burden that has made Hawaii infamous as a 
poor place to do business, a difficult place to cope with the high cost of living, and a poor 
place to make an investment. 

"Embedded in the cost of overhead, the general excise tax certainly adds to the cost 
of living in Hawaii, yet because of its low rate the tax is never suspect to the uninformed eye. 
It is insidious, creeping into everything that is consumed and produced in Hawaii. So it not 
only imposes a heavier burden on our pocketbooks, it also puts everything made in Hawaii 
at a competitive disadvantage on the world marketplace." 

I commend the two Council members that oppose this plan and very disappointed 
with the City Administration and City Council members who seek to further burden Honolulu's 
greatly overtaxed population. 

Mg7 

Charles Scott 
566 Ahina Street 
Honolulu, Hi 96816 
Ph: 734-3028 
cscott@aloha.com  
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From: 	 Chad Taniguchi [cmat@hawa mcorn] 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, December 12, 2006 0:33 PM 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony 

bill 79 Th 12/14/06 

Bicyclist testimony in support of bill 79 

4::=1 

On December 7, 2006, I testified in favor of bill 79, in favor of rail 
transit and the 28-mile route including the Airport and Ulf. I am a 
member of the Hawaii Bicycling League, a bicycle rider from Kailua to 
Honolulu daily, a bus rider, and a taxpayer who sees the benefit of 
rail transit island-wide. I drive my car only when absolutely 
necessary. With rail I would probably take the bus from Kailua to 
downtown, then transfer to rail to get to the airport or other 
destinations along the route. 

There are many things our taxes support that are not used by everyone. 
But in total, they provide through the medium of government what we 
cannot do individually, or even as members of private organizations. 
Rail is one of those examples. 

If and when rail is chosen, a lot of thinking has to go into making 
rail easy and convenient to use. Car and taxi parking/loading areas, 
bus stops, bike parking, and pedestrian access are all vital. 

Council member Garcia mentioned that Vancouver's Skytrain system 
incorporated bicycle paths below the transit. This is an excellent 
idea. When you think of what can take cars off the roads -- 
carpooling, motorcycles, bicycles, and walking can. Bicycles are very 
efficient. I burn 500 calories bicycling one hour and go 8-12 miles. 
One gallon of gas contains about 31,000 and I would need from 1/2 to 
one gallon of gas to take me 8-12 miles. 	On a bicycle I carry my body 
weight plus 20-30 pounds. 	With a car I carry my body weight plus 1000 
- 5000 pounds depending on car size. The bicycle is an amazing tool. 
We need to integrate walking, cycling, buses and transit to take the 
most cars off the road. By making Honolulu walking and cycling 
friendly, we will enhance rail transit use and reduce car use. 

Aloha, 
Chad Taniguchi 
Kailua 
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December 14, 2006 

Committee Chair Cachola and Councilmembers, 

cr) 
Aloha and thank you for the opportunity to testify. My name is Mark Taylor and I'm a seven-
term member of the Aliamanu/Salt Lake/Foster Village Neighborhood Board. 

You're already aware that the Board unanimously supports routing a fixed transit line down Salt 
Lake Boulevard. This is because a Salt Lake Boulevard alignment would serve a much larger 
resident population than an Airport alignment. It would also cost $110 million less. 

The City Administration's counterargument is that an Airport alignment would serve a much 
larger number of employees than a Salt Lake Boulevard alignment. However, when the 
Administration cites the number of employees that would be served by an Airport alignment, it 
includes employees working in areas such as Mapunapuna and Iwilei that would actually be 
served regardless of whether the Council selects a Salt Lake Boulevard or an Airport alignment. 

I urge the Council to base its routing decision on more specific, accurate information about how 
many residents and employees would be served by each alignment. Fortunately this information 
can be obtained from the City's online Economic Development Property Locator system. The 
results are summarized in the attached table. 

If the Airport alignment is selected, four stations will be built, which will be located an average 
of 1.3 miles apart. Assuming a service radius of 0.7 miles around each station (to avoid 
overlaps), the four stations would serve approximately 20,000 residents and 40,000 employees, 
or 60,000 total. (It should be noted that the 40,000 employee estimate includes upward 
adjustments to ensure it includes all civilian employees of Pearl Harbor Naval Base and Hickam 
Air Force Base, regardless of whether they are within the 0.7 mile service radius.) 

If the Salt Lake Boulevard alignment is selected, two stations will be built, which will be located 
2.1 miles apart. Assuming a service radius of 1.1 miles around each station, the two stations 
would serve approximately 49,000 residents and 12,500 employees, or 61,500 total. 

So, while the numbers are close, a Salt Lake Boulevard alignment would actually serve a slightly 
larger combined total of residents and employees than an Airport alignment. 

Just for comparison, the table also presents information about the number of residents and 
employees that would be served by a Camp Catlin Road alignment. Although this alignment 
would require the City to negotiate a right-of-way through Navy housing, it would serve 
approximately 36,000 residents and 40,000 employees, or 76,000 total. This is about 25% more 
than either the Airport or Salt Lake Boulevard alignment. 

I hope this helpful. Mahal° for your time and attention. 
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Assumed 
TMK of 
Station 

Assumed 
Service 
Radius 

• Residents 
Within 

ervice Radius 

Employees 
Within 

Service Radius 

• Sum of 
Residents and 

Employees 

99003029 0.7 	iles 6,319 1,964 8,283 
99002004 0.7 miles 4,297 14,199 18,496 
11003061 0.7 miles 5,570 16,585 22,155 
11016015 0.7 miles 4,270 6,778 11,048 

20,456 39,526 59,982 

99003062 1.1 miles 19,461 4,140 23,601 
11060001 1.1 miles 29,508 8,372 37,880 

48,969 12,512 61,481 

99003029 0.7 miles 6,319 1,964 8,283 
99002004 0.7 miles 4,297 14,1992  18,496 
11003061 0.7 miles 5,570 16,585 
11060001 0.6 miles 19,6553  7,694 27,349 

35,841 40,442 76,283 

1 

Airport Alignment: 
Aloha Stadium 
Kamehameha Hwy & Radford Dr 
Honolulu International Airport 
Aolele St & Lagoon Dr 
TOTAL 

Salt Lake Blvd Alignment: 
Salt Lake Blvd & Kahua a'ani St 
Salt Lake Blvd &. Ala Nioi P1 
TOTAL 

Cam Catlin Road Alignment: 
Aloha Stadium 
Kamehameha Hwy & Radford Dr 
Honolulu International Airport 
Salt Lake Blvd & Ala Nioi PI  
TOTAL 

RESIDENT POPULATION AND EMPLOYEE COUNT 
IN PROXIMITY TO PROPOSED HONOLULU TRANSIT STATIONS 

Sources: City and County of Honolulu Economic Development Property Locator (http://gis.hicentralconewebsite/ecodev/edasp);  
US. Navy Region Hawaii Public Affairs Office; US. Air Force Region Hawaii Community Relations Office 

'Resident population projection for 2009 
2Adjusted upward to add 9,500 Pearl Harbor Naval Base and 2,900 Hickam Air Force Base civilian employees 
3Adjusted upward to add 3,300 residents of Aliamanu who live between 0.6 and 1.1 miles from station 
4Adjusted upward to add 6,500 employees in Mapunapuna who work between 0.6 and 1.1 miles from station 
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The private commercial passenger carriers and goods carriers deserve to use the propos 
elevated freeway to alleviate traffic on the H-1 for the thousands of passenger cars. Along 
with the people moving on the buses, the large vehicles will also immensely help the flow of 
traffic. 

The train will not help us. Already business and the general public are paying more of their 
transportation services because of the traffic congestion and it MIL only get worse. So why is 
the City council voting for the train that will cost more, take longer to build and not really help 
the traffic congestion? 
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SUBJECT: Bill 79 (2006), CDI — Relatink to Transit 	 0, 

Dear Chair Cachola and Members of the Transportation and Planning Committee', 

My name is Jim Tollefson and I am the President of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Hawaii. I appreciate the opportunity to submit testimony regarding Bill 79 (2006), CM relating 
to Transit. 

The Chamber believes traffic congestion has a negative impact on both our economy and 
the quality of life we enjoy. Therefore, finding an option to alleviate some of our traffic 
challenges is essential in order to impluve the health of our businesses and Hawaii's future 
growtla. 

Consequently, the Chamber has consistently testified in support of the formal process of 
selecting a locally preferred alternative to address the traffic challenges. As we continue to 
follow the process, it is evident from Bill 79 that the fixed rail system is the option preferred by 
the key decision makers. Therefore, the Chamber wishes to ensure the selection and design of 
the appropriate rail system, and encourages the City to continue to engage input from businesses 
and the community to ensure the best possible outcome. 

While the Chamber believes that it is important to provide a route that connects as many 
population and business centers as possible, ideally stretching from Kapolei to the University of 
Hawaii Manoa campus and Waikiki, the Chamber has strong concerns regarding the high costs 
of such a project, and recommend that the City evaluate carefully the costs and benefits of each 
proposed route to ensure that the taxpayers' investment will produce an appropriate social and 
economic gain. 

Finally, the Chamber requests that an HIS be completed early in the process and prior to 
the commitment of funds for transit system development. 

In light of this, The Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii will continue to engage in the 
process and support the implementation of the locally preferred alternative, 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views on this matter. 

1900 RA;  
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December 14, 2006 

The Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair, and Members 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 BY FACSIMILE: 527-5733 

RE: BILL 79, CD1 RELATING TO TRANSIT (SELECTING THE 
TRANSPORTATION MODE FOR THE CITY'S LOCALLY PREFERRED 
ALTERNATIVE) 

Dear Chair Cachola and Committee Members: 

I am Dean Uchida, Executive Director of the Land Use Research Foundation of Hawaii 
(LURF), offering some thoughts on transit related Bill 79, CD1. 

LURF and its members have been on record since 1992 as supporting development of a 
Honolulu rapid transit project as a needed element of the City's overall transportation 
system, in order to help alleviate traffic congestion, increase mobility, and decrease 
dependence on the automobile. Most vibrant metropolitan areas throughout the world 
have some type of mass transit system to alleviate traffic and congestion. The City and 
County of Honolulu needs to offer transportation options beyond the private automobile. 
In addition, vehicular mobility within the primary and secondary urban centers needs to 
be improved in order to avoid traffic gridlock. 

Not improving the transportation infrastructure in Oahu's rapidly growing Ewa and 
Central Oahu regions is simply not an option, if public policy directs continued 
development of the "second city" to provide affordable housing and locations for new 
employment opportunities. 

This community vision of the future provides areas in the city, not serviced by rail, with 
quality of life benefits such as open space, agricultural use, and other low-density uses. 
This would be similar to Honolulu's "Keep the Country, Country" ideals by having the 
areas around the urban areas less dense, and more green and open, while growth is 
accommodated in areas around the transit line by increasing density. Thus, in theory, 
everyone benefits from the enhanced quality of life. 

As we understand it, the focus of the discussion so far has been on the following: 

Misc. Corn. No. 
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Honorable Romy M. Cachola, Chair, and Members 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
City Council 
December 14,2006 
Page 2 

1. 	Analysis of the different modes of transportations alternatives which are 
available to address a projected traffic congestion problem; 

2, 	Analysis of alignments for the different transportation alternatives (e.g. route 
for rail, buses or high occupancy lanes); 

3. Analysis and comparison of costs and rider-ship projections for each of the 
alternatives; and 

4. If rail is selected, the type of rail technology that will be used in Honolulu. 

At this time, we strongly encourage the Council and Administration work out a decision-
making time frame, or "critical path," with decision-making milestones that does not 
jeopardize federal funding for this project. 

We also believe that the planning for the project should be as "inclusive" as possible by 
setting the parameters of the system (i.e. West Kapolei to University of Hawaii, Manoa). 
We have one opportunity to Plan for the system, and we should do it now. Funding will 
dictate which increments or stages are constructed. 

In summary, LURF recommends the Council select an alignment and secure federal 
funding for this important public works project that will help improve the quality of life 
for our residents. 

It is time to stand up and be counted in support of rail transit. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views. 

AR00070185 
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December 14, 2006 

The Honorable Rorny M. Cachola, Chair, and Members 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 BY FACSIMILE: 527-5733 

RE: BILL 79, Ca" RELATING TO TRANSIT (SELECTING THE TRANSPORTATION MODE 
FOR THE CITY'S LOCALLY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE) 

Dear Chair Cachola and Committee Members: 

I am Dean Uchida, testifying on behalf of the Leeward Oahu Transportation Management Association 
(LOTMA), offering some thoughts on transit related Bill 79, CD'. 

LOTMA was incorporated in 1990, in an effort to collaboratively unite all of the major Leeward and 
Central Oahu region's landowners and developers to address mobility issues and accommodate the 
increasing transportation needs of this rapidly growing region. LOTMA's mission is to advocate, 
develop, and implement, in cooperation with government and the community, a coherent program 
aimed at improving mobility in Leeward and Central regions of Oahu; and to promote and facilitate the 
development and use of alternative transportation opportunities that would maximize the use of 
existing and proposed transportation systems in the Leeward/Central region. 

LOTMA and its members have been on record since 1992 as supporting development of a Honolulu 
rapid transit project as a needed element of the City's overall transportation system, in order to help 
alleviate traffic congestion, increase mobility, and decrease dependence on the automobile. Most 
vibrant metropolitan areas throughout the world have some type of mass transit system to alleviate 
traffic and congestion. The City and County of Honolulu needs to offer transportation options beyond 
the private automobile. In addition, vehicular mobility within the primary and secondary urban centers 
needs to be improved in order to avoid traffic gridlock. 

Not improving the transportation infrastructure in Oahu's rapidly growing Ewa and Central Oahu regions is 
simply not an option, if public policy directs continued development of the "second city" to provide affordable 
housing and locations for new employment opportunities. 

This community vision of the future provides areas in the city, not serviced by rail, with quality of life benefits 
such as open space, agricultural use, and other low-density uses. This would be similar to Honolulu's "Keep 
the Country, Country" ideals by having the areas around the urban areas less dense, and more green and open, 
while growth is accommodated in areas around the transit line by increasing density. Thus, in theory, 
everyone benefits from the enhanced quality of life. 

As we understand it, the focus of the discussion so far has been on the following: 

Misc. Come No. 	 
TP 

AR000701 86 



1..eel•trtt Ott hu 1 rtinsporiatiort ‘1annetneni 
790 Bishop St.. Ste. 1928 Ilemolttlu. 111 961113 

111 808-6'17-7433 FX 808-536-0132 
NV EH wu1 at 

Intottt wito, - ;1.1tel 

1. Analysis of the different modes of transportations alternatives which are available to address a 
projected traffic congestion problem; 

2. Analysis of alignments for the different transportation alternatives (e.g. route for rail, buses or high 
occupancy lanes); 

3. Analysis and comparison of costs and rider-ship projections for each of the alternatives; and 
4. If rail is selected, the type of rail technology that will be used in Honolulu. 

At this time, we strongly encourage the Council and Administration work out a decision-making time frame, 
or "critical path," with decision-making milestones that does not jeopardize federal funding for this project. 

We also believe that the planning for the project should be as "inclusive" as possible by setting the parameters 
of the system (i.e. West Kapolei to University of Hawaii, Manoa). We have one opportunity to Flan for the 
system, and we should do it now. Funding will dictate which increments or stages are constructed. 

In summary, LOTMA recommends the Council select an alignment and secure federal funding for this 
important public works project that will help improve the quality of life for our residents. 

It is time to stand up and be counted in support of rail transit. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views. 
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UNITE HERE. 
LOCALS,HAWAH 

Elk Gill, Aneneini Secretary-Treasurer 
	

Hernando Ramos Ten, President 	Godfrey Aineshiro, Senior Vite-Presidenr 

Thursday, December 14, 2006 

Councilor Romy M. Cachola, Chair 
Transportation and Planning Committee 
City and County of Honolulu 

Cade M. Watanabe 
755 Isenberg Street #402 
Honolulu, HI 96826 

Bill No. 79 CD I: Relating to transit. 

My name is Cade Watanabe and I am testifying in support of Bill No. 79 that outlines rail as the 
preferred alternative for Honolulu's Transit project. More specifically, and in my capacity as an 
Organizer with UNITE HERE! Local 5,1 wish to express our support for a fixed guideway system 
between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii, or the alignment generally described as the 
Kamokila-Airport-Dillingham-King with a Waikiki branch alignment 

• More than any other segment of our community, families such as ours are likely to be affected the 
most. Today, the majority of Local 5 households are situated outside of Honolulu's urban center. 
As a result, our members spend hours each day commuting to and from work. 

C:7 
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Hotel and other service industry workers whom work in Waikiki have earned the fight to spend 
more time with their families and less time on the road. In addition, employee parking has and will 
continue to be an issue for us in Waikiki. As already noted in oral testimony provided to the 
Council by Local 5 hotel workers, our members often find themselves locked-out of the hotels 
parking structures due to a lack of parking and an increase in large conventions and events. Support 
for a rail alternative with service to our job sites in Waikiki will alleviate many of the 
inconveniences associated with this problem and provide opportunities for us to assert the need for 
expanded housing opportunities for working families along the proposed rail route. 

I urge this committee to support a fixed guideway system between Kapolei and the University of 
Hawaii, or the alignment generally described as the Kamokila-Airport-Dillingham-King with a 
Waikiki branch alignment. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Cade M. Watanabe 
Community/Political Organizer 

Misc. Com. No 1903  
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Josef Wolfgruber 
49594 Maunalani Circle 
Honolulu, HI 96816 
ph/fax: (808) 737-4822 

CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

EC N 11 03 An '06 

Date: December 14 th , 2006 	RECE.IVED 

Subject: Testimony on Bill 79 (2006), CD1 - Relating to transit 

Honorable chair and council members: 

Pm known as Joe Wolf in Honolulu since 1970 and worked in 4 continents in construction. 

One more time, I beg you to do the right thing. I'm shocked that very few seem to see a solution to the 
traffic problem. Why was mass transit not on the voters ballots in November? A fixed system is not 
helping much, just creating another problem and punishing all of us with the cost. 

When new buildings are built usually the sewer lines are there first, why not the road infrastructure? 
Can a housewife with children carry her groceries up the rail? 

May I suggest to make a bold move and give free bus rides for all, which would help those who need it 
most, and encourage others to leave their cars at home, since we are paying for it anyway. If need get 
more buses. 

Please select the Managed Lane alternative. 

In a few years after the hybrid vehicles, hydrogen power may drive our cars which we'll still need. For 
those UH students, the bus goes right on to campus, why are not more riding it? 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Joe Wolf 
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CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAH flop 
DEC N S 	Ali 06 

December 14, 2006 

To: 	The Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair 	RECEIVED 
and Members of the Transportation & Planning Committee 

From: 	Jan Yokota, Vice President-Development, Hawaii Region 
General Growth Properties 

Date: 	Thursday, December 14, 2006 

Subject: 	Bill 79 (2006), CDI — Relating to Transit 

LIMITED PRITTNEIISITIP 

1585 Kapiolani Boulevard, Suite 800 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814 

Phone (808) 946-2811 
Fax (808) 946-2216 

Aloha. I am Jan Yokota, Vice President of Development for the Hawaii Region of General Growth Properties. General 

Growth owns and manages the Ala Moana Shopping Center, adjacent office buildings, and The Ward Centers on Oahu. I am here 

today to testify in support of a rail transit system for West Oahu and Honolulu. 

Last week, my colleague Dwight Yoshimura testified that our growing Island population, and the corresponding increase 

in the volume of traffic on Oahu, has overwhelmed the Honolulu corridor's existing road and public transit systems in the area 

immediately surrounding the Ala Moana and Ward properties. Access to and from the shopping center is compromised by traffic 

congestion despite ongoing road and traffic pattern improvements in Kakaako and elsewhere, 

The management and merchants of Ala Moana Center and Ward would therefore be in support of a fixed-rail guideway 

system as a locally preferred alternative that would facilitate customer access to our properties. Additionally, Ala Moana and 

Ward retailers employ thousands of individuals, many of whom would benefit by having a reliable, safe and affordable public 

transit alternative for their daytime and evening commutes to and from their jobs. 

Our preference is for the alignment that serves Pearl Harbor and Honolulu International Airport. It is critical that a rail 

transit system connects these two major centers of employment and visitor generation to Ala Moana Center and the Ward Centers. 

If sufficient funding is available, we would then urge the expansion of the rail transit system to Waikiki, as this will provide a 

valuable transportation alternative to Ala Moana and Ward for our visitors, as well as the large number of Hawaii residents who 

work in the areas that will be linked by the rail system. 

We therefore urge the Council to move forward on the fixed-rail alternative for our growing community. Thank you. 
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From: Arvid Youngquist rthirr33@gmail.com ] 

Sent: Friday, December 08, 2006 12:16 PM 

To: 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Dec_ 14, 2006 9 AM 

Chair Romy M. Cachola 
Vice Chair Ann H. Kobayashi 
Honorable Members of the City Council 

Aloha. 

I am submitting this written testimony in support of Bill 79 (2006), CD1-Relating to Transit. 

I must commend your committee for conducting various public hearings on off-site locations 
concerning this measure. 

With proper consideration given to residents of Chinatown, Salt Lake, Waikiki, and the students 
of UH Manoa, the selection of a fixed rail system at the more modest budget might be the prudent 
decision at this juncture. With an existent rail system, it may be possible in 20015 to expand upon 
the span of operation. Recommend this measure be reported out to the City Council to pass third 
reading on Dec. 22, 2006. 

Mahal°, and Seasons' Greetings. 

Arvid T. Youngquist 
P 0 Box 37542 
Honolulu, HI 96837 
540-1910 

Misc. Com  N i906 
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From: Arvid Youngquist [thirr33@gmail.corni 

Sent: 	Friday, December 08, 2006 12:25 PM 

To: 

Subject: Dec. 22, 2006 Special Meeting 10 AM (Bill 79, CD1) t==P 
rn 

Chair Donovan M. Dela Cruz 
Vice Chair Ann IL Kobayashi 
Honorable Members of the City Council 

Aloha. 

want to thank the City Council's 7-2 support for this Bill 79 , CD1, on Dec. 7, 2006i Spegil 
Session. I support passage of Bill 79, CD1 on third reading. 

The thoughts of testifiers regarding Salt Lake, Chinatown, Waikiki, and UH Manoa students 
should be considered in your decision making process. 

A more modest route initially might be the most prudent step, while leaving the subsequent 
expansion up to the next Councils post-2015. Thank you for your participation in extra-
Committee hearings, and for the public hearings conducted by the various committees. 

Mahalo, Merry Christmas and a Happy New Year! 

Arvid T. Youngquist 
P 0 Box 37542 
Honolulu, HI 96837 
540-1910 

Peace Be With You. 
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From: Aimoku McClellan [amcclellan@pelatron.com ] 

Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2006 6:56 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, EDt - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route 
would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well as the two 
university campuses (UH West Oahu and LIN Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large number 
of Oahu's workers and university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not along Kamokila 
Blvd. The proposed Kamokita route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. It is 
aligned with developed, low density single family housing. We must provide the infrastructure to support the 
planned developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including the 
judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use lands 
(Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed Croc Center. The route will better serve UH West 
Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential contributions to 
Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales and new 
construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State and City government revenue, of which the City's 
share would be $837 million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing Hawaii's economy 
and moving students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support of the full 
Kapolei-Manoa route 

Mahal°, 

Thomas Aimoku McClellan 
President a Chief Executive Officer 
Pelatron, Inc. 

Misc. Corn. No.  I-911  
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Bryan Delp 
91-210 Kaulona PI 

Ewa Beach, HI 96706 

December 18, 2006 
TESTIMONY FOR: 
SPECIAL MEETING CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER 
42ND SESSION 
FRIDAY, DECEMBER 22, 2006 
10 A.M. 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and 
downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (UH West Oahu and OH 
Manoa). The full route provides access to a larger number of residents, workers and 
students that will most likely utilize the system as well as benefit from it. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of 
Kapolei, including the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but 
undeveloped residential and mixed use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, 
and the proposed Croc Center. The route will better serve UH West Oahu and the 
Hawaiian Homelands Developments, It can be planned with the new north/south road. 

Though I expect the council to be good stewards of our taxpayer dollars, I also expect 
that the council will not short-cut this transit system that would service the wider 
community if implemented as proposed by Councilmember Apo. Our island is 
experiencing now the short sightedness of past administrations by overbuilding beyond 
our infrastructure capabilities. This includes procrastination on transit, which is decades 
behind where it could have been and will now be more costly due to non-action by 
previous elected officials. Therefore, as you consider the cost of the transit project, 
please consider the full route and the potential benefits to all of Oahu residents for now 
and into the future. 

Sincerely, 

Brn Delp 

Misc. Corn. No. 1912  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Rap35 [Rap35@hawaii.mcom] 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 7:23 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Cc: 	Apo, Todd K; Mayor Mufi Hannemann 

Subject: Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CO2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 
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I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This 
route would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well 
as the two university campuses (UH West Oahu and UN Manoa) thereby providing mass transit 
access for a large number of Oahu's workers and university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not along 
Kamokila Blvd. The proposed Kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. 
Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low density single family housing. We must provide the 
infrastructure to support the planned developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including the 
judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use 
lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed Croc Center. The route will better 
serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new 
north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential 
contributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new 
business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State and City 
government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolers growth, advancing Hawaii's 
economy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support 
of the full Kapolei-Manoa route 
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Sincerely, 

Monica Fatu 

91-243 Kaukolu Pl. 

Ewa Beach, HI 96706 

12/19/2006 
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Fujinaga, Dot S.  

From: 	 Thomas Gallagher [gallaghet001@hawaii.rr.corni 
Sent: 	 Monday, December 18, 2006 7:24 PM 
To: 	 Mayor Mufi Hannemann 
Cc: 	 Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; 

Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

I would like to ask that you please postpone any votes on the transit plan until such time as a strong vision and proper 
planning may be carried out for Honolulu's transit plan. 

Misc. Corn. No. 19144 '  
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William Harris inarrismdw001@hawaiisr.comj 
Monday, December 18, 2006 7:46 PM 
Tam, Rod; Okino, Gary; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Garcia, Nestor; Djou, Charles; 
Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Cachola, Romy; Apo, Todd K 
Oppose rail, pro HOT 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Dear Council Members, 

I strongly oppose the fixed heavy rail system planned for Oahu for the 
following reasons: 
1. The proposed excise tax surcharge from 4% to 4-1/2% is in actuality a 
12.5% increase in taxes (4.5/4 = 1.125). 

2. If built, the rail system would make life more, not less, complicated for 
commuters. First they have to take some sort of vehicle to the nearest rail 
station in the morning, then they ride the train, then they get off and have 

to take a third vehicle to their destination. Then everything happens in 
reverse pau hana. Who could possibly see this as a simplification? Why would 

anyone think that this expensive and complicated rail system would reduce 
the number of cars on the road, when the increase in gas prices from 
$1.70/gal in 2003 to $3.19/gal in 2006 hasn't done it? 
(http://www.honolulugasprices.com/retail_price_chart.aspx)  

3. As currently planned the rail system from Kapolei to UH will cost $3-5 
billion. By contrast a high Occupancy Tollway (HOT) could be built for less 
than $1 billion and financed through tolls rather than a tax increase. HOT 
would be accessible to emergency vehicles while passenger-dedicated rail 
could never be. 

4. On 11/17/06 the Advertiser reported many voices of dissatisfaction from 
Ewa residents who will not be served by the proposed rail system. Most 
likely with the money saved by not building rail, HOT could also be extended 
into Ewa to relieve the bottleneck of Ft. Weaver Rd. Future settlements 

elsewhere could then reach the HOT via well designed on ramps. 

4. While the energy sources of highway vehicles may change in the future, it's 

unlikely that citizens will ever willingly relinquish the use of some form 
of personal automobile. Why have both a rail system with an unchangeable 
energy source and a highway system in which the energy system can evolve? 

5. Building rail will require the condemnation and acquisition of many 
properties highly valued by their owners. By contrast, if HOT is built above 
currently existing roads as it was in Tampa, FL, the legal challenges will 

never surface. 

rn 

4Z; 

12. Lastly I must say that my chief objection here is to the use of 
taxpayers money to build a monstrous system that nearly everyone agrees will 
not solve the traffic congestion problem nor reduce the number of cars on 

1 	 Misc. Coin. No. 1915'  

AR000701 99 



the 

road, that cannot be used by the emergency vehicles that will still have to 
pick their way through the traffic, that has already experienced an 
escalation in cost estimates and will undoubtedly develop further overruns 

as it progresses, that will require ongoing transfusions of tax monies for 
operation and repair, and that will be at the mercy of strikes, should 

salaries be deemed inadequate. 

If a rail transit system could be developed and operated by the private 

sector and financed by user fees, my objections would abate considerably, 
leaving only the comment that it still would not work. However, it seems to 
me that the HOT concept would solve all these problems so I urge this 
committee to bid Parsons-Brinkerhoff a fond farewell and bring in the HOT 

system in its place. 

Sincerely, 

William Harris, M.D. 
1765 Ala Moana Blvd. #1880 

Honolulu, HI 96815 
(808) 941-8151 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Wendy Smotherman ikawena21@hotmail.comi 

Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2006 8:12 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Cachola, Romy; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Djou, Charles; Garcia, Nestor; Kobayashi, 
Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Okino, Gary; Tam, Rod 

Subject: Honolulu City Council must postpone Friday vote to get transit plan right! 

Respectfully request all concerned ignore the arbitrary deadline for a 
decision on the $billion+ transit system, and postpone the action long 
enough to make the wisest possible decision, in a non-holiday-rush 
atmosphere. After all, it will likely be the most costly and most 
influential decision in our citizens' collective lifetimes. 

Hoping wisdom will guide your decisions, not the rush of a holiday 
deadline. 

Misc. Corn. ' No. 1916  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Robert Weeks [weeksr001@hawaii.rr.comj 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 5:11 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Improve the bus 

When you look at what the rail system as proposed, it seems like a better choice to work on the bus system 
instead. The bus is almost like your personal driver as they get a lot closer to everyone's home vs. the rail 
system. 

Have you looked at what the tax drain will do to the economy? What happens when the bubble bursts or at least 
starts to leak? 

This project is too big for the council to decide, it needs to be put to the people that will have to pay for it to vote. 

Will the City as part of this scheme, remove all parking subsidies for their employees? It only make sense that 
with the rail system all city employees can use it as well as state workers, so there is no need for subsidized 
parking in any area served by rail system. I haven't heard any mention of this in the discussions as yet. If I have 
to "do it for the good of everyone" I feel that they also need to "do it for the good of everyone" Only fair, right ?! 

I look forward to your answers. 

Bob Weeks 

Misc. Com. No. i917  
12/19/2006 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: A THAD HEGERBERG [thegerberg@hawaiiantel.neti 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 11:02 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Fw: Honolulu City Council must postpone Friday 12-22 vote to get transit plan right! RECEIVED 

-- Original Message --- 
From: A THAD HEGERBERG  
To: drndelacruz@honolulu.gov   
Sent: Monday, December 18, 2006 11:00 PM 
Subject: Fw: Honolulu City Council must postpone Friday 12-22 vote to get transit plan right! 

I have followed local government since 1978 when I moved to 0 .ahu, and I have never been more concerned 
about the actions of the 
City and County Administration and the City Council than I am now over the problems associated with the transit 
issue. It is obvious to me that proper research, 
planning and due diligence has failed to occur in several areas up to this point in time. 

If due diligence had been carried out everywhere it was needed, we would not currently find ourselves in the 
position of being unprepared for the important votes now scheduled for this Friday, December 22, 2006. The City 
and County is obviously not ready to make these decisions, but It is even more obvious that officials are 
embarrassed about the fact that the highest tax increase in the history of our city goes into effect on January 1, 
2007, and no plan for transit is currently in place. Collecting tax monies for a huge public works project which is 
nowhere near ready to go is a big no-no. Does anyone at all disagree? 

We all know, deep in the recesses of our hearts, that the answer is not to force decisions to be made before 
those involved are fully informed and prepared to make them. Rather, it is time for all concerned to perhaps 
swallow their pride, take a deep breath (and a step back), and postpone this vote until further hearings are 
held and everyone has an opportunity to see what can happen when clear heads and creative minds 
prevail It is now time to do the right thing. 

*********************************************** 

I would like to also recommend that administrators and council members take some time to strategize about 
what we could build that might satisfy the special needs and requirements of a people.. .and their guests, millions 
of tourists.., on a beautiful small island in the middle of the Pacific Ocean. Something that looks and performs 
unobtrusively.., instead of something which "swallows up" our incomparable paradise would be perfect. 

1. I believe we need public transportation which lies lightly on the land. That means that the existence of this 
transit system should complement 

rather than destroy the natural beauty of this place. No 19th century inventions which feature noisy metal on 
metal, ugly tracks all over the landscape, etc. No 20th 

century inventions with huge amounts of concrete instead of grass and trees. Opps, there goes the double 
decker highways, too. 

2. 1 also believe we need transportation which will excite both the residents and the tourists to want to ride it, and 
which will allow them to enjoy the incredible natural 	beauty of our island landscape and the ocean as they 
travel from place to place. Give them a 21st century whisper-quiet ride, 

high above the city on an air bus that has the flexibility to be as much at home on the Ewa plain as it is 
traveling above the Kuhio corridor in Waikiki. 

3. Give us transportation which will cause us to truly be willing to give up our cars for traVel from place to place in 

Misc. Corn. No. 1915  
12/19/2006 
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21st Century Hawaii Nei. Oh, and give 	 us transportation which we can afford. I have done my 
research: the most expensive mass transit is the underground train; the second most expensive transit is an 
elevated train; and the third most expensive transit is the train which rides at ground level The transit I'm talking 
about is one of the very least costly. One of the 

reasons for that is that it "lies lightly" on the landscape. It means we can afford it, and afford the most 
complete version of it rather than being forced to 

accept a shorter route than we truly need because of wildly high costs. (Do we really want a train which starts 
on the town side of Kapolei and ends several miles 

before it reaches the University of Hawaii?) 

I do not work for, represent, nor have any financial interest in the company to which I'm about to refer you. I 
discovered their website while doing research 

on mass transit. It is an American company,and is located in Houston, TX. Of course I'm not recommending 
this firm; I am recommending we widen our 

vision, consider something which will not only not be a negative influence on our community, but rather has the 
potential to bring some extremely positive 

benefits to Honolulu and 0 1ahu. 

What if people chose to come here especially to ride the air bus, and in doing so decided not to rent a car for 
the week? How many fewer rental cars 
would we have on our streets, highways and freeways? And, at the same time, what if the air bus was so 
pleasant, and so widely available on the 
island, that many more residents would eagerly make the choice to sell their cars and go everywhere on an air 
bus, relaxing, working on their laptop, 
enjoying the matchless panorama all about them, while not having to drive the vehicle at all, let alone sit in traffic 
for hours which is not moving. How would it change the amount of time working parents could spend with their 
families? Now I hope you'll take the time to visit the following link: 

www.aerobus.corn; 

We have but one opportunity to do something very special for this community. We should envision nothing less 
than the best possible solutions to our 
problems with regard to moving people from place to place on this island, and doing it so well that they not only 
agree to ride with us, but enthusiastically 
bring their family members, friends, neighbors and colleagues with them! I do believe we are "settling" for too 
little, and we are currently willing to pay almost 
any price to make the problem go away. What I envision for 0`ahu is just what we all deserve: something about 
fifty times better and at a price which would 
allow us to have the deluxe version; in other words we can put the aerobus everywhere there is a real need for it. 

I sincerely thank you for your dedication to the task at hand. I respect and appreciate your work, your ideas, 
and your willingness to be flexible enough 
to do what's best for our community. 

Mahalo and aloha, 

Arne Thad Hegerberg 

1700 Makiki St. #108 
Honolulu, HI 96822 

(C) 808-392-9457 
(H) 808-955-1223 
(Fax) 808-955-4411 
email: thegerberghawaiiantel.net  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Andy Mertz randy©andyspoolservicecorp.coml 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 10:48 PM 

To 	pdp@hawaii.edu  

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Cachola, Romy; Tam, Rod; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, 
Charles; Apo, Todd K; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Honolulu Needs a Respectable Analysis Report to Help Honolulu Make the Right Decision About 
Mass Transit 

http://www.hawaiireporter.com/story.aspx?d6581de9-ec07-4d89-bfe4-8ae3e62db404   

Professor Panos D. Prevedouros, PhD 

Aloha Dr. Prevedouros, 

Your 1211812006 Hawari Reporter article about our current Oahu Mass Transit Alternatives Analysis (AA) report is 
very powerful and logical. I want every Honolulu City Council member to read your wonderful caution and care 
about our people, and the burden placed on all of us when spending these large amounts of our earnings in the 
form of tax dollars. 

Please keep championing these important principles. Our Newell people greatly benefit from your diligence in 
getting accurate information to them, based on you experience, training, and research. 

With Deep Gratitude, 

Andrew Mertz 
Director 
Small Business Hawail 
Andy's Pool Service Corp. 
808.732.0202 
www.andyspoolservicecorp,corn  
andyAandyspoolservicecorp.com  

c=;  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Stancliffl©aol.com  

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 10:25 PM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor; Djou, Charles 

Subject: Tollway, please!! Permit buses, and this will get cars off the roads. 

Aloha, Honolulu Council Members: 

Councilmember Djou makes the following strong points: 

"1.. .continue to be troubled by the enormous cost of a rail system. This system will be the largest public works 
project in the history of Hawaii, financed by the largest tax increase Hawaii has ever seen and it still will not be 
enough. The mayor's administration itself admits that a full build out of a $6 bil. rail system will be at least $1.6 bil. 
short of funds. Instead, I prefer that the City opt for an elevated toll way, that can be built for less than $1 bit. and 
financed through tolls rather than a tax increase." 

Please additionally consider that a tollway could: 
1. Be conditioned upon accepting buses, vans, and other public transport. 
2. Be configured to always have a counter -flow lane to allow public transport in both directions. (This could be 
FIXED counterflow, so no zipper lanes needed, only adjustments to entrances and exits.) 
3. Be "overengineered" so that the structure could later support rail if that proves desirable. 
Such a tollway would get cars off the road because the buses would be so much more efficient than driving, that 
people would take them more often. People would not have to disembark and transfer from rail to bus. 

PLEASE be restrained with spending, and go with the tollway concept! 

Richard C. Stancliff 
Former Member, Transportation Committee, Neighborhood Board #10 
Makiki, Tantalus, Lower Punchbowl 

CF, 

Misc. Corn. No. 1 .920 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: joan flaming (tutujoan©earthlink.neti 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 9:54 PM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; adobayashi@Honolulu.gov ; rtam@honolulu.bov; 
rchachola©Honolulu.gov ; Garcia, Nestor 

Cc: 	bmarumoto©Honolulu.gov  

Subject: Proposed Rail Transit System for Honolulu 

Dear Councilpeople, 

Please, please nix the proposed rail system for Honolulu. This proposal is madness, not to 
mention prohibitively expensive. The figures quoted us are only a part of what it will actually 
cost, and they are way past affordable. To tax us all in order to benefit the chosen few who 
are residents of Kapolei is ridiculously unfair, and the great majority of people who do the 
commuting to downtown Honolulu will not be served at all. The traffic problems already 
existing will be exacerbated by the lengthy time taken to complete the project. 

Please do everything in your power to halt this wild and crazy proposal. 

Joan Fleming 

joan fleming 
tutujoanaearthlink.net  
EarthLink Revolves Around You. 

rti 

Misc. Corn. No. 1921  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: 	 Lorrin Lee [lorrin@lorrinlee.com ] 
Sent: 	 Monday, December 18, 2006 4:21 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Feedback from a Taxpayer on a future Transportation System. 

Aloha Councilman Donovan, 

As a taxpayer and voter, I take great interest in the discussions I 
have viewed on TV pertaining to the future transportation system 
discussions. Here's my feedback... 

4=1 
rn 	X 

1. i feel the council members need to see and discuss the BIG 	 c-4 	CP 
X picture. Each member has very valid points based on his or her  

background. Each person is right in their own way from their own 	 rn 

experience and viewpoint. But, we must see the BIG picture to serve  
= cz 

all the people of Hawaii best. I have not heard that discussed fully.  
ci 	 zzx• 	A. 

;31= 	1E 7c 
2. This picture should include the constantly rising costs of living  _ 
in Hawaii, along with the growing number of homeless people, the 

 

rising cost of renting in Hawaii. And more. These increases will 
continue to happen annually for the rest of our life. Transportation 
is only one of many costs we face daily. 

3. An increase in our GET is only a part of the many increases we 
will all face, along with health care, cost of goods, electricity, 
water, etc. Our many citizens' burdens and hardships will only get 
worse if we obligated them to pay more than they can afford. Traffic 
is only one of many concerns of everyone and should be addressed in 

the BIG picture of living a quality life in Hawaii. 

4. If a person only has $25,000 a year to live on and we ask him to 

spend more, they will have to give up something. Maybe food, maybe 
their standard of living and quality of life. We can't ask a person 

to pay $450 more year if he is barely making it. And, that is only 
ONE of the many increases he will experience. In the big picture, he 
could face a rising additional cost of $1000 or more annually just to 

maintain his present standard of living. In the years to come, it 
will surely end up being in the tens of thousands of dollars he would 
prefer to spend in other ways. 

5. The solution to any problem is in the CAUSE of the problem. If the 
problem is increasing traffic congestion, then, we must ask: "What is 

the Ideal Situation?" Then, we can go from there. 

6. If I were a commuter, I would say that I would rather work at home 
or a few blocks away from where I live, so I don't have to commute. 
If I don't commute, then, much time and money is saved. That, to me 

would be the Ideal Situation. Less stress. More quality time. 

1 
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7. Maybe it would be nice to have a fixed rail. Maybe not. I don't 
know if that is the answer. Maybe, if it was only paid for by those 

who use it. The way it seems to be... 5% may use it and 100% will 
have to pay for it. Somehow, that does not seem right. Am I missing 
something? 

8. Traffic congestion seems to happen during commuting hours. About 2 

hours in the morning and 2 hours in the afternoon. The rest of the 
time, the traffic seems to move quite smoothly, barring any 
accidents. On the weekends, the traffic seems to move quite well, 
especially on Sunday mornings. 

9. Therefore, shouldn't we address those 4 hours a day, not 24 hours 
a day? A flexible system may be a better solution. Could it be a bus 

system? Could it be the finest bus system in the world? We could add 
say a bus system that would accommodate the commuter hours with more 
buses and less buses during the other hours. Aiming for NO standing 

by passengers. With beautiful and soothing Hawaiian Music on Hawaiian 
decorated buses that even tourists would look forward to riding. 

10. If an Ideal Situaion solution is focused on, let's ask if HOW we 

can create the Ideal bus transportation system that would entice 
people to use it, Could it be buses with reclining cushioned seats 
like those in touring buses? Could we have it so everyone will have a 

seat with NO standing? I am talking about clean, quiet and well-
designed Commuter Buses, as used in NJ to NYC. Strickly for commuting. 

11. I realize coming up with an Ideal Situation is a very complex 

thing to create. It is better to do it right or do nothing at all 
until the solution is found. The price for making the wrong decision 
will affect all of us in years to come, and perhaps the rest of our 
life in Hawaii. It could be disasterous, at least costwise. 

12. We need to see the BIG picture on rising costs of living in 
Hawaii with an increase in GET (which I don't like to see happen) as 

just ONE of many increases. If many can't afford it the way it is 
now, then, it will be worse for them with an additional increase. 

13. Why not more focus on practically eliminating commuting by having 

Kapolei become the dream come true - second city? Wasn't this an 
Ideal Situation goal for Hawaii? It seems to still make sense today. 
Locate the jobs where the people live. Commuting by car or train is 
still commuting. People will still have to use their cars to do 

errands, drop off children, have peace and quiet and the music they 
want to hear while riding in their cars. Sometimes people drive their 
cars just to getaway and be alone. 

14. An Ideal Situation is when we can raise the quality of living in 
Hawaii with reduced costs and more time to enjoy our family, friends 
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and the beauty of Hawaii. 

15. As council members, voted in to represent the great people of 

Hawaii, you have an equally great responsibility to make the right 
decision. Better a delayed decision than a wrong decision. Let's look 

at the BIG picture, which I have not heard discussed fully at all. 
One last thing, if your parents and children are struggling to make 
ends meet and living paycheck to paycheck, would you impose on them 

to pay more just to maintain their standard of living in Hawaii? Or, 
would you want to create an Ideal Situation for them? 

Lorrin L. Lee 
Honolulu 

### 

500 University Ave #2415 
Honolulu HI 96826 
Ph: 949-5000 
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QLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: F. H. House! [houself001@hawaiisr.corn] 	 DEC 19 8 46 Aft '06 
Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 4:18 PM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; bmarshall@honolulu.govi; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tarn, Rod; 
Cachola, Romy; Min°, Gary; Garcia, Nestor; Djou, Charles 

Subject: rail transit 	 RECEIVED 

There are so many other options to consider and this editorial says it well. How can you expect the 
working people of this state to withstand an increase in the excise tax, increased property taxes and an 
expensive rail construction? Having lived in the Washington DC areal can tell you that a Metro system 
there only encouraged over development, increased traffic, over population and the highest tax rate in a 
tri-state area. Don't do this to such a beautiful island. Sincerely, Marie House! 

COMMENTARY 

Root of traffic woes missing in the debate 
By Mark Dyer 
In the debate over whether to build a fixed rail system for Honolulu there is a curious lack of discussion of the 
underlying cause of our transit problems. Most people seem to think of "traffic" as the problem without stopping 
to consider why it exists. 
Honolulu's traffic woes are the result of too many people living in one place, and working, or going to school, in 
another place many miles away. This commuter lifestyle is not a necessary part of the human experience — we've 
been doing it for less than 100 years. As we are finding out, traveling long distances between home and work has 
become increasingly dysfunctional. The time required, and the costs incurred, both continue to increase as our 
city's transit infrastructure strains to accommodate the growing numbers of cars on the road. Decades of poorly 
planned growth that placed more and more homes in Central or Leeward Otahu while continuing to concentrate 

jobs in the downtown core and Waikiki have predictably caused rush-hour traffic to get worse and worse. 
To date, attempted solutions to Honolulu's traffic problems include various Band-Aid measures such as carpool 
and zipper lanes, express bus service and a ferry. Our mayor is now proposing a fixed rail transit system that will 
cost billions of dollars and take years to build. None of these cures, however, addresses the root problem of 
moving too many people too far a distance between home and work or school on a daily basis. Why not reduce 
the need to commute in the first place? 
The following are a few suggestions that attempt to put schools and workplaces closer to where people live. For 
the most part, these are not new ideas. They do, however, deserve to be acted on — not just individually but 
together as part of a comprehensive plan to reduce traffic. 

• Move all or part of the University of Hawaiti, Manoa to a location in Central or Leeward °tabu. Everyone 
knows traffic improves considerably when UH is not in session. Why not take it out of the commuting equation 
entirely? As an added bonus, putting the campus in the Leeward area will allow Windward students to commute 
using H-3, thereby reducing traffic over the Pali. 
• Get serious about making Kapolei the "second city" so more jobs can be moved there. A couple of low-rise 
office buildings and a really nice library do not a city make. Bellevue, Wash., outside Seattle, provides a good 
model of what a real second city and alternative downtown should look like. 
• Continue to move more government offices, both city and state, to Kapotei or elsewhere in Leeward (Alm 
This will help put more jobs closer to where people are actually living. Offer appropriate incentives or assistance 
to government employees to help them make the change. Encourage businesses to move as well. If American 
companies can put their customer service and data entry operations in China or India, then it should be possible to 
relocate more local companies to Kapolei. 
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• Don't stop with Kapolei. Decentralize the economy further by, for example, putting more small office parks in 
places like Militani. Build more hotels and tourist attractions, such as a world-class aquarium, in the Leeward 
area. Consider developing an up-country resort similar to Lana'i's Lodge at Koele. 
• Build affordable, high-rise housing in central Honolulu. The latest transit analysis report refers to lower income 
workers having to commute to jobs in Waikiki or downtown. Why not give them the choice of living closer to 
work? We already have enough high-rise condos designed for wealthy overseas investors and millionaire 
Mainland retirees. Let's build some for the rest of us. Recently announced plans to build affordable housing in 
town are a step in the right direction but only a tiny fraction of what is really needed. 
Taken together, these measures would take a lot of cars off the main rush hour traffic roadways. Would they be 
enough to make a rail system unnecessary? Perhaps not, but you certainly can't tell from the recent "Alternatives 
Analysis Report" which does not even consider them as an alternative. If we can spend millions of dollars 
studying various mass transit systems, why not spend a few thousand trying to determine the feasibility of moving 
jobs and homes closer together? Even diehard proponents of rail should be open to these ideas as a complement to 
building a fixed guideway system. The "Alternatives Analysis" readily admits that "traffic congestion on key 
corridor facilities is expected to exist under all alternatives." (Page 3-28.) In other words, rush hour traffic will 
still be a problem even if rail gets built. Working to reduce commuting, rather than creating and enabling more of 
it, is, therefore, a sensible solution worthy of serious consideration. 
Mark Dyer is a resident of Kane'ohe. He wrote this commentary for The Advertiser. 

12/18/2006 
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Fujinaga, Dot S.  

From: 	 Vivian_Tsuji@datahouse.com  
Sent: 	 Monday, December 18, 2006 3:58 PM 
To: 	 Cachola, Romy; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Okino, Gary; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; 

Apo, Todd K; Garcia, Nestor; Tam, Rod 
Subject: 	 Fixed Rail Vote 

To: Councilmembers, City & County of Honolulu 

After attending the Transportation Committee meetings and reviewing the 

many articles in the dailies, listening to the many testimonies, and 
information presented by Toru Hamayasu i  I am voicing my concern still. 

Fixed Guideway/Rail proposals: 
Too expensive 

Too risky 

Big impact, small benefits for too few riders 

rn 
I'm for: 	 rn 

1.1ncreasing the number of contra-flow lanes on the H-1 	 r=

• 

1 
2.Increasing The Bus service 
3. Building/widening more freeways, highways and roads. They can be 
reversable, raised, tunnels, bridges, etc. They'll service a broader range 
of transportation vehicles with greater flexibility than fixed rail or 
guideways. 

Please consider: 

Fixed rail should be recommended between Waikiki and the Convention Center, 
Ala Moana Shopping Center/Ward Complex, and funded by a public/private 
partnership with General Growth Management. Example: Pearl Ridge monorail. 

I'm still so shocked that at the Windward Community College meeting, Mr. 
Hamayasu mentioned that with the recommended Fixed Rail system for $3.6 B, 
their study anticipates an operating deficit of $20B by the year 2047. Did 
anyone not hear that?! 

Respectfully submitted 
Vivian Tsuji 

Phone 235-8190 

46-290 Kalali Street 
Kaneohe, HI 96744 

1 	 Misc. Corn. No, 1924 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: vm [meyersv001@hawali.rr.com ] 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 3:18 PM 

To: 	Tam, Rod; °kin°, Gary; Marshall, Barbara; Garcia, Nestor; Djou, Charles; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; 
Cachola, Romy; Apo, Todd K 

Subject: Traffic solutions 

Mark Dyer's op ed piece in today's Advertiser echoes my earlier e-mail to you: the problem is 
too many people trying to get into too small a space. 

The solution is not a fixed guideway but, as Dyer explains, "a comprehensive plan to reduce 
traffic." 

I urge you, as step "I in such a plan, NOT to opt for rail if you feel you must reach a final vote 
on Friday. Please choose buses 

Victor Meyers 

Misc. Corn. No.  1925  

12/18/2006 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: 	 Pat Meyers [patmeyers@hawaiisr.coml 
Sent: 	 Monday, December 18, 2006 3:04 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 NO RR 

NO NO NO RAILROAD!!! 

DON'T FALL FOR THIS RUSH RUSH RUSH FROM THE MAYOR/ 
USE YOUR HEAD 

 

rre 
4-) 

WE NEED A BETTER BUS SYSTEM 

NO ONE WITH 3 CARS IN THEIR GARAGE WILL TAKE A BUS TO THE TRAIN. 

GET REAL. 

PAT MEYERS 47) 

Misc. Corn. No. i926 

AR0007021 5 
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CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Lani Matsu° [Imatsuo@hawaii.edu ] 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 2:40 PM 

To: 	Lani Matsu° 

Subject: Mass Transit Vote 	 RECEIVED 

This e-mail is to urge you to say no to the proposed rail system. The proposed cost is way more than the city can 
bear and the actual cost will likely be much higher than projected. Once complete, the operating costs will be a 
drain on taxpayers forever. In talking with people that support rail, they have no plans to use it but are hoping that 
the new system will be used by others and free up the roads for them. 

The money you are committing to this new system could be used more effectively to improve the existing bus 
system. Provide free parking near major bus depots, frequent service and more routes and people will take the 
bus. Parking at the bus stations would enable them to reduce their commute cost but still have the flexibility to 
stop at the store, run an errand or pick up/drop off children as part of their commute. Speaking from my own 
lifestyle, this is critical for mass appeal. With the money you save from the rail system, you could subsidize 
riders and partner with large employers to promote rider-ship. This should have been done years ago but it's 
never too late and it beats sinking billions of dollars into something that will not work, will cost the city untold 
billions, and have a huge environmental impact. 

Fees for vehicies entering downtown and other toll charges during business hours only, such as what London 
does, would be another effective way to get people out of their cars. 

Check out the December issue of Esquire featuring the Best and the Brightest and the ideas and projects being 
worked on to improve transportation and commuting. Rail transit is not a new and exciting idea anymore and 
Honolulu CANNOT sustain it. l urge you to say no and save yourself the legacy of putting the city into irreversible 
debt. 

DEC iS 8 46 AK '06 

Misc. Corn. No. 1927  

12/18/2006 
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Fujina a, Dot S. 

From: Haldia@aol.com  

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 2:34 PM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H.; °kin°, Gary; Djou, Charles; Caohola, Romy; Marshall, Barbara; Garcia, Nestor; 
Tam, Rod; Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Rail system 

12-18-06 
implore all of you to try to stop the plans for light rail for our state and also stop the increased 

GET beginning January 1, 2007. 

The only practical system is to build overhead toll roads over H-1. NO ONE, I REPEAT, NO 
ONE, IS GOING TO GIVE UP THEIR CAR. With the lack of accountability on this island for 
political error, please don't add your names to the list. 

Thank you. 

Diane Tippett 

C=0 
OTT 

C) 
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Misc. Corn. No. J928  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: Salasf©aol.com  

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 1:17 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Fixed Rail? 

Dear Mr. Dela Cruz 

Ike 19 8 46 AM '06 

RECET ED 

I find it extremely shortsighted to even consider a fixed rail system that does not extend to UH Manoa, Waikiki, 
and the Airport. A large portion of those who would consider riding a fixed rail would do so if those destinations 
were included. Also, the spur to Manoa should go all the way to Manoa Shopping Center. Many students live 
in the valley and taking them off of University Ave, Oahu Ave, Manoa & E.Manoa Roads, and other streets in 
the valley would go far in clearing up the morning and evening traffic congestion. It would also give an option 
for those Manoa residents who work in downtown or Waikiki to ride the rail. Without a UH spur extending to 
the shopping center, a spur extending thru Waikiki to Kapiolani Park, and a spur to the airport, the whole project 
is a monumental waste of my tax money. 

B. I find it insulting that the true cost of the fixed rail is not being put forth so everyone can see exactly how 
much it actually is. The rail cannot be built if the right-of-way is not purchased or otherwise obtained. The rail 
cannot run if there is no maintenance. However, both of these, and who knows how many other costs, are 
being kept apart as if they do not need to be considered. This is fiscally irresponsible. 

C. The implementation of a fixed rail is years away from groundbreaking and even more years away from the 
first passenger ride. Yet the tax will start in a couple of weeks. The current tax hike is not sufficient to pay for 
the cost of the fixed rail, even if you leave out the BILLION+ dollar cost of right-of-way and maintenance. Also, 
there is no guarantee that the money being input into City coffers because of the tax increase will not be raided 
to pay for some other C&C pet projects. I know it's been said "that won't happen"... but the landfill in 
Waimanalo had a promise of a fixed life too. Why should I believe that the monies for the rail would be set 
aside and pristine, especially since they will accumulate to a big amount before the first really big expenditure is 
due? Bottom line with this one... it's a matter of trust... and I don't. 
D. Honolulu's rail project will be financed by the largest tax increase in the history of Hawaii, but the tax 
increase will not be enough to construct this rail system. Indeed the administration itself admits that building the 
full 28 mile system will be at least $1.6 billion short in funding — meaning another massive tax increase will be 
likely. In the alternative, I support looking at an elevated toll system built above H-1. An elevated toll way will 
cost less than a fourth of what it would cost to construct a rail system and can be paid for with tolls rather than a 
tax increase. 

To sum up this position: 
I. I do not support a shortened rail route. The route must immediately include Manoa, Waikiki and the Airport 
(not just "planned"). 
2. I want to see full financial disclosure for all costs with a grand total of what fixed rail will be, including right-
of-way and maintenance. 
3. Tax money generated by the tax rate increase must go into a special fund that can not raiding for other 
purposes. 
4. If all of the above ( 1, 2, and 3) are not included as part of the bill, I want you to vote NO on fixed rail. 
5. If you ignore my wishes, you are telling me to vigorously campaign and vote for somebody else. 

Sincerely, 
Joe tax payer 

Misc. Corn. No. 1-929  

12/18/2006 
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Fujinaga y  Dot S. 

From: 	Sinaloa Hawaiian Tortillas Inc. [Sinaloa@hawaiisr.com ] 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 11:58 AM 

To: 	Mayor Mufi Han nemann 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: 	FOR MANAGED LANE VIADUCT & Fixed Rail but to Campbell Ind Pk 

Importance: High 

Mayor & Council Chair 
We are for a Managed Lane viaduct from lwilei and H-2 to allow cars that need to get to second city and N shore 
to skip over pearl city aiea traffic. this should be open to all that live west of pearl city 

We are not against a fixed rail but to be truthful i would never ever use it living in Kapolei and having 2 jobs to 
go to every day one by the airport and one in Kailua. it would do nothing for me as well as many of my co 
workers. 

We need a mix of BOTH to fix the traffic. with all this money i understand that a viaduct would only cost $128 
mil and this fixed rail is going to run 6-8 billion... I think we should do both and have the fixed rail go to Campbell 
Industrial Park 

Terrence Hananec 
91-1081 Aukahi Street 
Kapolei HI 96707 
808-479-0040 

and my room mate 
Gary Whigham 
91-1081 Aukahi Street 
Kapolei HI 96707 

C-2 

Misc. Corn. No. 1330  

12/18/2006 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Lorna Mount [imount@hawaiisr,com] 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 11:20 AM 

To: 	Mayor MO Hannemann 

Cc: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Honolulu City Council must postpone Friday vote to get transit plan right? 

Dear Mr. Mayor and City Council members, 

Please postpone any votes on the transit plan until such time asa strong vision and proper 
planning 
may be carried out for Honolulu's transit plan. I do think more planning should take place and 
we 
need to consider others methods for auto transit, especially to the windward side of the island. 

Sincerely, 

Lorna Mount 

Cr) 

Misc. Corn. No. 1931' 

12/18/2006 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

 

CITY CLER 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: 	 Loren C. Divers porendd@yahoo.comj 
Sent: 	 Monday, December 18, 200611:06 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Mass Transit - Delay it until we get it right 

DEC 19 8 46 AH '06 

Hello, Mr. Dela Cruz: 	 RECEIVED 

1. Nobody objects to reducing our traffic woes. We all want to make 
sure its done the right way. 

2. Right now too many persons are trying to pressure us into making 
rush decisions and that is a formula for disaster. 

3. We need to determine which is the most cost effective, least 
divisive and most protective of our wonderful tropical ambiance - one 
that compliments rather than detracts from out island environment. 

Delay the vote until a viable system can be put into place. 

Respectfully yours, 

Loren C. Divers 
Developer 

Loren C. Divers 
RPA Group LLC 
1531 Thurston Ave. 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
Tel: (808) 532-2299 
Cel: (808) 389-5101 

Misc. Corn. No. 1_932 
1 
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04 TY 0 L E R -K 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: tesha malama [tesha96706@yahoo.corn] 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 10:58 AM 

To: 	Tam, Rod 

Cc: 	Kobayashi, Ann H.; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Okino, Gary; Cachoia, Romy 

Subject: RE: Transportation Committee Mtg. - Bill 79 

Du (9 8 46 al '06 

RECEIVED 

Mahalo Council Member Tam for your speedy response. Please help Council Member Apo move his 
FD amendment forward for the Saratoga Route. I suspect that some of the Council Members believe the 
Green Saratoga Route is the Administration's choice, but in reality we spent countless volunteer hours 
lobbying the administration to pick this route, because they were actually pushing for the Yellow route. 
Please do whatever it takes to amend to the GREEN Route. It is the right route for the project. It is the 
GREEN Route that will be most successful overall and provide the most opportunities to generate 
revenue for the C&C and the State. 

Mahalo 

"Tarn, Rod" <rtain@honolulu.gov > wrote: 

You are right, we need to build it and build it right. I am looking at the 
current bill that has the rail beginning at Kamokila and am reassessing 
whether we should amend it as Councilmember Apo and Okino have suggesting 
using the Kalaeloa route. 

Sincerely, 

Councilmember Rod Tam 

From: tesha maiama [mailto:tesha96706@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Friday, December 15, 2006 11:33 AM 
To: Kobayashi, Ann H.; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Cachola, Romy; Tam, Rod; Okino, Gary; Apo, Todd K; 
Garcia, Nestor 
Subject: Transportation Committee Mtg. - Bill 79 

Honorable Council Members, due to other commitments I could not make it to the meeting in 
person. To my amazement I realized you were still meeting at 5pm so I watched it on Channel 
54 until 7pm when I left to go to the Ewa Neighborhood Board meeting where they would be 
discussing the same issue and voting. When I came home at 9pm you were still meeting and I 
was devastated to find that you proposed to destroy the first section of the rail route. I continued 
to watch until you took the vote and ended at 11:54pm. I am sick to think that you met for 15 
hours and in quests for doing the RIGHT thing you got confused, lost, tired, and it seemed like 
borderline delirious. I went to sleep with such a heartbroken feeling, because you do not realize 
what kind of volunteer work went into having the administration realize why the GREEN' 
(Saratogoa-Geiger-N/S Road) route is the only route will work for the Ewa area. Even though 
the yellow route looks like it will be cheaper - the reality is that the yellow will be the most 
expensive route in HUMAN EXPENSE, because the construction impact will be 
DEVASTATING to us who use Kamokila daily. 

Misc. Corn. No. "33  

12/18/2006 
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1. The goal of the fixed guideway is to move people from west to east (relieve gridlock from 
west). 
2. In order for the guideway to work - you MUST motivate people to get out of their 
cars. Currently during peek hours it takes an Ewa Beach resident 35 minutes to get to Farrington 
Hwy on the bus or car. NO ONE will sit in traffic for 35 minutes then get out their car/bus to 
catch the rail. That is WHY the YELLOW ROUTE does not work for US. 
3. The GREEN Route allows an Ewa Beach and Ewa resident to travel 8 minutes to 
Saratoga/Geiger and jump on the rail. THIS is the ONLY way the guideway will work to get 
10,000 people out of their cars from Ewa area. 

Please do not get confused by all the technicalities. You must begin this project right and all the 
other INVESTMENTS will fall in place to secure the line to the UNIVERSITY and WAIKIKI. 
You BUILD it RIGHT!!! They will come. The DONALD TRUMPS of the world will BUILD 
Waikiki. KALAELOA investors will come and fees can be negotiated to finish the lines to the 
UNIVERSITY. We have done it before with the IMPACT FEES. The STATE/DHHL will do 
there part. Do not let the other "2" members DISTRACT you from doing the RIGHT thing. 
Listen to the visionary wisdom from Council Member Okino and Apo. 

I BEG OF You to CHOOSE the GREEN ROUTE - Or EWA BEACH will be screwed again. 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http ://mail .yahoo .com 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
littp://mail.yahoo.com  

12/18/2006 
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Please postpone mass transit vote to get it right. 	 Page 1 of 1 

CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Mimi Dizon [MimiD@cbpacific.comj 
	

DEC19- 	146 lar OS 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 9:47 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Please postpone mass transit vote to get it right. 	 RECEIVED 

Many people cannot or will not testify in person at the City Council. This matter is long overdue to be put to a vote 
to the citizens of Oahu. Has anyone done an objective, reliable survey of potential riders to find out what 
percentage would actually ride? Broad consumer support is needed, not just what people in government think 
should be done. We all agree that a workable solution needs to be created. Thank you. Mimi Dizon 

Mimi Dizon, MS, RA 

Co (dwell Banker Pacific Properties 
4211 Waialae Avenue Suite UW1 
Kahala Mall Rooftop 
Honolulu, Hi. 96816 
Kahala Office 808- 732-1414 
Direct Line 	808-738-3949 
rnimid@cbpacific.corn 
www.cbpacific.cont/mirnid 

808 349-9025 cell 

Misc. Corn. No.  1934  

12/18/2006 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: 	 gelisha001@hawaii.rr.com  
Sent: 	 Monday, December 18, 2006 9:03 AM 
To: 	 Apo, Todd K; Garcia, Nestor 
Cc: 	 Data Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; 

Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary 
Subject: 	 Floor Draft to Amend Bill 79 Regarding Mass Transit 

With All Due Respect, 
DO NOT support the routing of the Mass Transit solution as currently 

proposed in Bill 79. 1 STRONGLY SUPPORT THE FLOOR DRAFT TO AMEND BILL 

79 TO PLACE THE ROUTE THROUGH THE 'EWA PLAIN AS WE WERE PROMISED 
DURING THE CAMPAIGNING FOR THE RECENT ELECTIONS. 

am disappointed, no, I AM DISGUSTED at the failure of City Council 
representatives Todd Apo and Nestor Garcia to represent the people of 
the 'Ewa Plain in assuring that MASS transit legislation is passed 
that truly serve the MASSES. Mass transit, by definition, is intended 
to connect geographies where high density populations LIVE to 
locations where these same people work, shop, attend entertainment, 

and they and their children attend school. One need only look at the 
Bay Area, San Diego, Chicago, the National Capital Region, and Atlanta 
to see first hand how MASS transit should and does work. 

You can imagine my surprise to find the City Council pursuing a 
proposed route that fails to serve the 'Ewa plain, one of the most 
increasingly densely populated geographies on the island of O'ahu. For 

decades the residents of the 'Ewa plain have been promised the North-
South road was "just around the corner." We have also been promised 
the widening of Fort 
Weaver Road is also "just around the corner." During the last 

election we were assured MASS transit for the 'Ewa Plain was "just 
around the corner." Now, the residents of the 'Ewa Plain are 
disrespected yet again with a proposed mass transit route completely 

bypassing the 'Ewa Plain. 

The nearest stations will be in Ka polei, where traffic is an 
increasing nightmare, or Pearl City. While the Pearl City station 
location may be convenient to Councilman Gary Okino's constituents 
either Kapolei or Pearl City requires your constituents, the residents 
of the 'Ewa Plain, to first negotiate Fort Weaver Road and then either 

travel through Kaleloa to Ft Barrett Road and then onto the 
increasingly congested and impassable Farrington Highway or travel on 

H-1 or Farrington Highway to arrive at Kamehameha Highway and access 
the Pearl City station. Whether traveling via The Bus or by 

automobile the debacle of the bottleneck on Fort Weaver Road must 
still be negotiated. What are you thinking? Have you tried to 
commute on Fort Weaver Road during morning or evening rush hour? Have 
you tried to navigate Farrington Highway in Kapolei during rush hour? 

1 
	 Misc. Corn. No. 1935  

AR00070225 



We relocated from Mililani Town to 'Ewa by Gentry in 1995. When we 
first relocated I could leave for my Honolulu office at 6:30 am and 

expect to arrive in Honolulu by 7:30 am. Currently, lam leaving 'Ewa 
at 5:30 

am with hopes of arriving in Honolulu by 7:30 am. Often, I am late. 

I now eat my weekday breakfast alone in my office instead of at home 
with my family. 

The original MASS transit route I supported established a station 
somewhere near the Fort Weaver and Geiger Road/Iroquois Point Road 
intersection. All I could think at the time was "Hallelujah", our 

City Council finally got something right! Of course, this alternative 
was clearly 
only proposed as a way to assure voters that our City Council 

representatives were looking out for us. Once the election was over 
the 'Ewa plain MASSES were no longer of consequence. When push came 
to shove you,Councilmen Apo and Garcia, folded your tents. You let 

the louder and 
more political voices of Councilman Ann Kobiyashi and others drown out 

the 

voices of the always overlooked Leeward communities. 

For MASS transit to serve MASS populations the 'Ewa plain must be 
appropriately serviced by the proposed MASS transit route. 

Anthony Gelish 

Ewa Beach 

2 

AR00070226 



Page 1 of 1 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: genieu©juno.com  

Sent Monday, December 18, 2006 5:08 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Cachola, Romy; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Djou, Charles; Garcia, Nestor; Kobayashi, 
Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Okino, Gary; Tam, Rod 

Subject: Oahu transit plan 

Respectfully request all concerned ignore the arbitrary deadline for a decision on the $billion+ 
transit system, and postpone the action long enough to make the wisest possible decision, in a non-
holiday-rush atmosphere. After all, it will likely be the most costly and most influential decision in 
our citizens' collective lifetimes. 

Hoping wisdom will guide your decisions, not the rush of a holiday deadline. 

Gene Leupp 

C") 
rrl 

Misc. Corn. No. 1936  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Barbara Clemens [bciernens©earthlink.net ] 

Sent: 	Monday, December 18,2006 8:17 AM 

To: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; 
Kobayashi, Ann H,; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Please postpone the transit vote 

Mayor Hanneman and the members of the City Council: 

Please postpone the mass transit vote so that the Council has enough time to thoroughly consider all the issues. 
We want our system to be the best in world, and it's critical that it not be poorly executed, in the interest of our 
citizens and in the interest of the tourist industry on which our economy is based. And for our pocketbooks. 
Between property and sales taxes, citizens are reaching a point where many middle-class citizens will have to 
leave the islands. You will then be left with only the very rich and the very poor. This would be yet another tragedy 
for Hawaii. Please spend our money wisely with adequate deliberation. 

Thank you for all you do - 
Barbara Clemens 
Niu Valley 
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OITY OLERK 
PIONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Smartrip@aolcom 
	

lEe 19 8 46 	06 
Sent: 	Monday, December 18, 2006 8:09 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: transit 	 RECEIVED 

Dear Sir. 

Postpone any votes on the transit plan until such time as 
a strong vision and proper planning may be carried out for Honolulu's transit plan. 

Rail is not the answer. A highway over a highway and implementing smaller ferry boats in our 
oceans is. 

Stefanie Smart 
Honolulu 

Misc. Corn. No. 1-938  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Robert R. Bumgarner [r2bumgarner@mac.cornj 

Sent: Monday, December 18, 2006 7:36 AM 

To: 	Garcia, Nestor 

Cc: Kobayashi, Ann H.; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Apo, Todd K; Tam, Rod; Djou, 
Charles; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Mayor Mufi Hannemann 

Honorable Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I am writing to ask you to support Todd Apo's floor draft amendment to Bill 79, which would restore 
the Kalaeloa / Ewa routing to the transit plan. 

You must know that only desperation will induce Hawaii citizens to give up their cars and ride mass 
transit. The residents of Ewa Beach and surrounds are certainly the most desperate commuters and your 
best prospect for substantial ridership. If you fail to serve this large and growing constituency, it is 
likely that the rail system will operate at a loss. 

If you need more money to serve those who need relief most, add another .25 to the excise tax. Please,  
either build it ri ht or don't build it at all! 

Respectfully, 

Capt. Robert R. Bumgarner, Sr. 
Ewa Beach 

Misc. Corn. No. 1939  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Gboydjr [gboydjr@aol.com ] 

Sent: Monday, December 18,2006 2:14 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Mass Transit Route 

Councilmen and Councilwoman; 

What is the Council thinking when the Ewa Plain is not included in the new mass transit route? Has anyone on the 
council viewed the morning and afternoon traffic on Ft. Weaver Road? Perhaps if a helicopter was chartered and 
the council members could view the traffic in the morning and afternoon rush periods, an appreciation of what is 
being ignored could be developed - certainly if the Council members could experience the traffic congestion in a 
car for five consecutive days they might have a great appreciation of what's being ignored in the proposed route? 
This problem is only going to get worse. 

Certainly if you insist on going forward with this effort you must not ignore this area of the island. To do so is 
irresponsible and inexcusable. 

Regards, 
George G. Boyd 
Waianae 
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From: 	 Mike Rethman trethman@hotmail.comi 
Sent: 	 Sunday, December 17, 2006 9:41 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Bus v. train mass system 

The bus approach (with the dedicated lane system) makes lots more sense than 
a train becuase the bus approach makes for a much more versatile system that 
can minimize user tansfer time thereby making the system more attractive for 
commuters. Such as system could be the most successful mass transist system 
anywhere, 

Best, 

Mike Rethman 

!Wisc. Corn. No. 1941 
1 
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From: steve curty istevecurty@hawaii.rr.corni 

Sent: 	Sunday, December 17, 2006 6:34 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: rail is fun and the bus is not 

Hi Donovan, rail is fun and the bus is not 
local people will love it especially the ones most against it 

thank you 
c>c). 
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From: 
	

Michelle S. Matson [MSMatson@hawalisr.comi 

Sent: 
	

Sunday, December 17, 2006 4:50 PM 

To: 
	

Kiersten Faulkner HHF; Donna Wong HTF; Mary Steiner TOC; Henry Curtis LOL; Genevieve K. 
Salmonson OEQC; Melanie Chinen, SHPD Administrator; Susan Y. Tasaki, SHPD Historic 
Architect; Duane James EPA; Donna Turchie FTA 

Cc: 
	

Tam, Rod; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Cachola, Romy; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Apo, Todd K; 
Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: 
	

Honolulu Elevated Guideway Will Blight Registered Historic Sites 

Importance: High 

D-900D  Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Draft Environmental Report 

Re. NPHA Section 106 and DOTA Section 4(f) on page 60, please note the second 
paragraph on page 62 and the fatal flaw in the last paragraph on pages 62-3. Curiously, 
on pages 67-68 and 74, this biased report completely avoids addressing the significant 
long-term environmental impacts of the presently-proposed elevated route alignment on 
Aloha Tower, Irwin Park, and the Dillingham Transportation Building at the Downtown 
Waterfront; Mother Waldron Park on Halekauwila Street; and now possibly the Ala Wai 
Canal in Waikiki - all registered historic sites. Specifically, such elevated infrastructure 
blight is "visually incompatible and blocks the view of a historic resource (e.g., the 
scale of the infrastructure would overwhelm the resource's historic appearance)" and 
causes the "loss of integrity of setting, feeling and association" (see pages 63-4). 
Similarly, the historic view planes to Honolulu Harbor from Bishop Street and the 
Chinatown Historic District will be similarly impacted. 

The attached rendering was done by the Hawaii .Chapter of the American Institute of Architects. The impact 
illustrated is comparable to that shown on the City administration's Aloha Tower station video on their 
www.honolulutransit.com  website. Note Aloha Tower and Irwin Park on the left of the rendering. Aloha Tower and 
Irwin Park are also shown on the video, as is the Dillingham Transportation Building (red tile roof) immediately to 
the left of the elevated guideway heading toward Ala MoanaANaikiki. 
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CITY COUNCIL TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMITTEE 
Honorable Romy Cachola, Chair 

Honorable Ann Kobayashi, Vice Chair 

DECEMBER 14,2006 

BILL 79 AND BILL 79, CD1  
RELATING TO TRANSIT 

Honorable Chair Cachola and Committee Members: 

The Downtown Waterfront and Kaka'ako Mauka are being carefully improved and upgraded 
with strong community input and support. These are areas are under State jurisdiction and two 
separate State agencies. If the City administration's preferred Waterfront transit route is chosen, 
the City Council can expect a head-on collision with these Master Plans. 

There are very serious concerns surrounding the significant negative impacts of an elevated mass 
transit route along the Honolulu Waterfront, especially the significant impact on the waterfront's 
complex of registered historic sites that include Aloha Tower, Irwin Park and the Dillingham 
Transportation Building. As a State Senator, Councilmember Rod Tam was instrumental in 
saving historic Irwin Park from commercial development, and the proposed overbearing elevated 
transit structure darkening and obstructing the Aloha Tower view plane would be no different 
An extended centerpiece park is being planned along the Honolulu Waterfront as well. 

It would be a fatal mistake for Honolulu if the city Council forces the intrusion of elevated 
transit blight on the Honolulu Waterfront and the rnauka-rnakai harbor views 
from Maunakea, Nuuanu and Bishop Streets. 

In addition, the Kaka'ako Mauka master plan designates Halekauwila Street and its extension to 
Kamakee Street as a significant "promenade street." This is to be a pedestrian-friendly boulevard 
with 15-ft.-wide sidewalks and human-scale residential neighborhoods. Halekauwila Street also 
runs along Mother Waldron Park, another registered historic site designated for park expansion 
in the community's master plan, and two additional park areas are planned within this new 
neighborhood along Halekauvvila Street at Punchbowl Street and Ward Avenue. 

Thus, the proposed transit infrastructure blight would be tragically misplaced on Halekauwila 
Street as welL 

The Transportation and Planning Committee is urged to vote for the Iwilei terminus for a bus 
mass transit guideway, and to support an energy-efficient downtown circulator system that is 
superior in flexibility and convenience for residents and visitors alike. Thank you for the 
opportunity to present this testimony. 

Sincerely, 

MicheffeSlitatson 
Michelle Spalding Matson 

AR00070235 
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HonoluluAdvertiser= 
Posted on: Sunday, December 17, 2006 

Will transit mar your view, rattle your 
home? 
By Gordon Y.K. Pans 
Advertiser Staff Writer 

A decisive vote on mass transit is set for Friday and will be preceded 
by more heated debate over the route and the technology to use. 

However, environmental concerns have yet to be fully weighed. 

Noise. View planes. Natural and archaeological resources. 

Residences and businesses that could be displaced. 
The citys ffxExt stridewayi:as rergiered 
"4Bove 'Vitt tiaveliffererit , - Although the concerns have not been on the forefront so far, they raise 
environmental impacts depending on 

issues about how mass transit could affect the daily lives of people who v)hiciirodie s chos-enTrid-
work, live, play and travel along the route. 

Several group are atching. 

"We would want to make sure that the impacts on visual environment are minimalized and mitigated as 
much as possible," said Bob Loy, director of environmental programs for The Outdoor Circle. 

Many of the issues are discussed in a 74-page draft document, the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit 
Corridor Project Environmental Consequences: Supporting Information, that was completed for the city by 
planner Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade and Douglas in late October. 

The report concludes that faced with the alternatives ofjust increasing the bus fleet, establishing a hub-and-
spoke network and other low-cost fixes, and constructing a two-lane, grade-separated "managed lane" 
project for buses and other transit vehicles, "the Fixed Guideway Alternative would generate the greatest 
environmental benefit for several elements of the environment." It noted, however, that impacts would 
differ depending on the alignments chosen. 

NOISE 

Depending on the route, the study estimates that a light rapid transit or a rapid rail line could cause up to 
400-plus "noise impacts," with each affecting a house or apartment unit, according to Laurence Spurgeon, 
supervising environmental engineer for Parsons Brinckerhoff. 

About 260 Salt Lake residences, primarily along Salt Lake Boulevard, would be most affected if the city 
puts the route there rather than along Aolele Street near Honolulu airport. 

About 55 could feel a "severe impact" from noise generated by the rail line, and the remaining 205 or so a 
"moderate impact." There would be no impact in the airport area if that route was chosen. The Council 
Transportation Committee last week decided to leave that route decision up to Mayor Mull Harmemann. 
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The study also estimates there would be a moderate impact on: 

• About 77 Kapolei households along Kamokila Boulevard and Farrington Highway; 
• 17 households under a Dillingham Boulevard option; 
• 52 households in a North King Street alignment; 
• 23 in Waikiki. 

"The rail technology today is not nearly as loud as the old rail technology from the 1950s," Spurgeon said. 
"Each train going by is only about as loud as a Fed Ex truck." 

The study said solid 3- to 5-foot barriers on the guideway system could lower noise at these locations by at 
least 5 decibels, 

PARCELS 

About 187 parcels from Kapolei to Waikiki could be affected either through a complete displacement or 
redevelopment, and some could be acquired, as a result of an elevated guideway project. 

The biggest impact would likely be in urban Honolulu along the Nimitz Highway/Halekauwila 
Street/KapPolani Boulevard corridor, where an estimated 77 parcels may be affected. Some could include 
full purchases. 

About 39 parcels also could be affected in Kalihi under either the Dillingham Boulevard or North King 
Street configuration. The study estimates as many as 25 of the parcels could be acquired and may involve 
building displacements. 

A related issue that council members may be considering is a federal requirement dubbed "environmental 
justice" that calls on cities to not disproportionately burden minority and low-income populations. 

The report identifies about 60 parcels along the proposed route in the "earth justice" category, including 25 
along the Nimitz/Halekauwila/KapPolani corridor and about 25 more in Kalihi. 

VIEW PLANES 

The report states "all of the alignments proposed under the Fixed Guideway Alternative would have 
the potential for impacts to exceptional trees, historic and cultural resources, the existing aesthetic 
environment's character, the existing light environment, viewer groups, and aesthetic policies." 

The study identifies two sections along the preferred route as having visual impacts of "moderate to high." 
One is the Kamokila-Farrington corridor in Kapolei; the other is from Farrington in 'Ewa to Kamehameha 
Highway at Aloha Stadium. 

The North King Street corridor, if chosen, also would see its view plane affected in a "moderate to high" 
manner while the alternative, the Dillingham corridor, rates as a "low to moderate" impact area. 

According to the study: "The elevated guideway structure has the potential to be out of scale or 
character to settings that are more historic, pedestrian-oriented, and low-profile or open." 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND NATURAL IMPACTS 

While the fixed guideway alternative could affect natural resources more than the other options, the actual 
impacts are not anticipated to be severe. 
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"I think the biggest concern is street trees," Spurgeon said. 

For instance, about 76 kamani trees along Kapolei Parkway will need to be transplanted. So, too, would 26 
kamani trees and one monkeypod along Dillingham, if that route is chosen, as well as 17 notable 
monkeypod trees along the medians of Kona Street and Kaprolani Boulevard. 

According to the report: "The potential for encountering archaeological resources is dependent on the 
construction of methods used." 

Spurgeon said while elevated structures such as that proposed for the guideway require columns to be 
placed underground, the impact would be less than with an underground route. 

"Archaeological mitigation would include burial treatment, archaeological data recovery and archaeological 
monitoring," the report said. "If some flexibility in the construction design exists, it may be possible to 
preserve the archaeological resources in place." 

The study rates the areas with the highest potential for burial discoveries as the region between downtown 
and Waikiki. 

Henry Curtis, executive director of Life of the Land, had not seen the report, but said he is worried that the 
project could end up doing more for setting up opportunities for ambitious land developers rather than 
solving the island's traffic problems. 

Curtis, who has not read the study, said that in the meantime, communities, view planes and other aspects 
of O'ahu would be disrupted. 

Life of the Land favors expansion of the bus system including a continuous series of express buses along 
five regional routes. "We need to cut back on our use of fossil fuels and we do that by encouraging people 
to take buses," he said. "Having a one-route train line will not do that." 

Spurgeon said the study is not intended to be a complete environmental impact statement. "The idea is to 
do just enough analysis to tell the difference between the alternatives," he said. 

If the council approves the project on Friday, the EIS process would likely start in February, likely in 
conjunction with design of the project. The process, which would include a series of public hearings, would 
last about a year. 

Mike Leidernann contributed to this report. Reach Gordon YK Pang at gpang@honoluluadvertiser.com  or 
525-8026. 

Reach Gordon YK. Pang at goanzahonoluluadvertiser.corn. 

As chosen by the council's 
transportation committee, 
mass transit would follow a 
route that: 
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Transit vote 

To see the full Alternatives
Analysis report, go to: 

ww.honolul utransit.org  

RELATED N 
FROM THE W B 

Latest headlines by top 

• Architecture  
• Construction  
Powered by Topix net 

See the report 

Starts on Kamokila 
Boulevard in Kapolei an 
runs to Farrington and 
Kanicharneha highways, 
Salt Lake Boulevard or 
Aolele Street, Dillingham 
Boulevard Nimitz 
Highway., Halekauwila 
Street, Kapiiolani 
Boulevard arid ends at 1J14- 
Mama's lower campus. 
Includes a possible spur to 
Waikiki. 

The full City Council takes 
up a resolution ori mass-
transit teehnoloov and its 
route at 10 a.m. Friday in - C council chambers. 
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From: 	 Randolph F. Leong [RFL208©Aloha.neti 
Sent: 	 Sunday, December 17, 2006 7:53 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Cutting-Edge Technology for Transit 

	
DEC 19 8 47 NI 06 

Dear Councilman Dela Cruz, 

RECEIVED 
The time may finally be ripe to consider a transportation techonolog I 
wrote about 4 years ago. For Friday's decision, please consider the 

dual-mode technology, which is rapidly gaining world-wide attention: 

http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2002/Nov/24/op/op06a.html  

Instead of trains that are inflexibly bound to the rail, consider 
dual-mode buses like the MAXI-RUF described in the article, or, a vehicle 
similar to Japan's DMV or the U.K.'s BLADERUNNER, described in the 
following websites: 

http://faculty.washington.edui-jbs/itrans/japanese_dualmode.htm  

http://faculty.washington.edu/jbs/itrans/bladerunner1.htm  

I believe that the $4- to $6-billion cost for the transit project is 
much too expensive for Honolulu. However, if you are going ahead with the 
project, I hope that instead of a train that is bound to the track, a 
dual-mode bus that offers flexibility and convenience, is used. 

Aloha, 
Randy 

RANDOLPH F. LEONG 
Attorney at Law 

126 Queen Street, Suite 301 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Tel. No. (808) 536-8804 
Email: RFL208@Aloha.net  

FAX No. (808) 536-8805 
Cellular No. (808) 554-8804 

DISCLAIMER: This message is only intended for the addressee named above. 

Its contents may be confidential, privileged or otherwise protected. Any 

unauthorized use, disclosure or copying of this message or its contents is 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, (i) please do not read 

or disclose it to others, (ii) please notify the sender by reply e-mail or 
phone, and (iii) please delete this communication from your system. 

Misc. Corn. No. 944 
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From: 	 Bob Gould [bob.gould@stanfordalumni.orgl 
Sent: 	 Saturday, December 16, 2006 12:40 PM 
To: 	 letters@honoluluadvertiserzom 
Cc: 	 Kobayashi, Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Okino, Gary; 

Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Garcia, Nestor; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Apo, Todd K 
Subject: 	 Build the rail system 

Councilmembers: 

Since the 2004-2005 property tax assessment, my property's tax valuation 

has gone up 64%. My taxes have gone up 24% between 2004-2005 and 
2006-2007, and have the potential of going up another 24% this year, based 

on the assessed value. in the meantime you are all playing political games 
with rapid transit, insisting on putting your personal stamp on whatever is 
done (especially you, Ms. Kobayashi), rather than relying on the work and 

opinions of people who have spent years studying the problem or considering 
the needs of the people on the Ewa plain. 

Charles Djou, look to the future. Have some vision. The system WILL be 
built. We can build it now or pay more to build it later, but we have 
needed it for years. 

You should all have to commute to Honolulu Hale from Ewa Beach every 
morning and back every afternoon. Then maybe you would understand. 

We don't like this political maneuvering and foot dragging. It has been 
obvious for 30 years that Oahu needs a rail system, and Council after 
Council has neglected their responsibilities and prevented a system from 
being built. Every year the costs have gone up (largely due to property 

acquisition costs as evidenced by the tax assessments), and every year the 
available matching Federal funds have gone down. Once we could have gotten 
90% payment by the Federal Government, and now it is about half. 

Do a rail transit system, and do it right. Make it go where it needs to 
go, not where it is cheapest, and make it competitive with cars in elapsed 

travel time. This means that the trains must hit speeds of at least 60 to 
70 mph between stations. Buses on guideways are not going to do that, and 
they would require much bigger guideways. 

Quit fooling around and do your jobs! Your constituents are not very 
happy with you right now. 

Robert Gould 
Kaneohe 

254-5242 
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From: Robert R. Bumgarner [r2bumgarner@mac.comj 

Sent: 	Saturday, December 16, 2006 8:53 AM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H.; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Cachola, Romy; 
Tam, Rod; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Cc: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann 

Subject: Long-Term Rail Solution Please 

Dear Council Members: 

Please accept this humble plea from a resident of the Ewa plain. 	 f=a rn 	= 4-) 	a 
Regards, 	 = 	zs 	z 

a ca m 
C-) 	

1-• 71 

Robert Bumgamer  

Ewa Beach Beach 	 Zz. rn  
.....1 	

..F c) r- 
c:)  

Begin forwarded message:  
Cr) 

From: "Robert R. Bumgarner" <r2bumgarner(amac.com > 
Date: December 16, 2006 8:47:31 AM HST 
To: Todd Apo <tapo@honolulu.gov > 
Cc: Will Espero <senespero@Capitol.hawaii.gov>, Colleen Hanabusa <hanac841Ayahoo.com > 

Dear Todd: 

I cannot determine how the voting went on the current transit plan, but I'm sure you would 
not support a proposal that did not provide service to Ewa Beach and the Ewa plain. 

I'm equally sure the Council and Administration are rushing to get a plan on the books as 
soon as possible due to their desire to secure Federal finding. However, funding an 
unworkable project that does not serve the needs of most potential riders will simply 
guarantee we will build a "white elephant" that will not attract sufficient rider-ship to 
support the operation. 

Given the primary goal of providing relief to horribly over-loaded highways in West and 
Central Oahu, it is very difficult for me to believe that the Plan A shown in today's 
Advertiser would be worth building. It certainly will provide no relief for those of us who 
suffer daily through the Fort Weaver Road nightmare. 

Please keep pressing for a viable solution that will serve our community adequately. 
Alignment B is a much more useful choice. 

Aloha, 

Robert Bumgamer 
Ewa Beach 

Misc. Corn. No.  1246  

12/18/2006 
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From: David Brown lbrownde22©yahoo.corn] 	 DEC 19 8 47 AM 06 
Sent: 	Saturday, December 16, 2006 3:04 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Garcia, Nestor; Okino, Gary; Tam, Rod; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Apo, Todd K; 
Cachoia, Romy 	 RECEIVED 

Subject: Mass Transit System: Waikiki spur; Stop in Salt Lake 

Dear Council Member: 

I own an apartment in Waikiki and am writing to express my strong desire to see the mass transit system 
have a spur entering at least the edge of Waikiki. A spur to Waikiki would benefit both residents and 
those who must commute to it -- including many from your districts. 

Also, I am writing to express my strong desire to see the mass transit system pass along Salt Lake 
Boulevard, either directly, or with a spur through Navy property up from the airport. Don't by stymied 
by the Navy: if you work with them, they would allow the spur, especially if you appeal to Senators 
Inouye and Akaka!! 

It would be outrageous to pass by the very large community of commuters living in Salt Lake. What is 
the purpose of the system if large concentrations of population are being passed by? 

Thank you. 

David Brown 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http://mail.yahoo.com  

Misc. Corn. N 1947 
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From: Timothy Itimfern@hawaii.rr.coml 

Sent: 	Friday, December 15, 2006 9:24 PM 

To: 	Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Djou, Charles; Garcia, Nestor; Okino, Gary; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Dela 
Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K; Marshall, Barbara 

Cc: 	Maxine Sandison 

Subject: City Council RE Fixed Rail 121506 

Friday, December 15, 2006 

To: Hon. Honolulu City Council Members 

From: Timothy E. Fern, MD, 44-415 Kaneohe Bay Drive 
Kaneohe, HI 96744-2611 
808-254-4956 
timfernhawaii.rr.com   

RE Fixed Rail 

0'7 

As a 53-year Windward resident AND car owner, I DO NOT support a 
fixed rail system, but instead DO SUPPORT an elevated express BUS 
lanes serving the UH AREA with outlying central city and western-Oahu 
communities. 

My reasons are: 
• The cost of building a fixed rail system is too high without a 

proven ridership 
• The annual cost of running and possibly subsidizing an 

elevated rail vs bus system, (will without a doubt be hugely 
cheaper for a bus system) has never to my recollection been 
explained to us tax payers who will be paying for this system. 

• It wiil not benefit at all in my community in Windward Oahu, yet 
I am forced to be taxed to help pay for it. 

In conclusion, I SUPPORT an ELEVATED BUS transportation 
system. 
Sincerely, 

Timothy E. Fern, MD 
A 53-year Windward resident 	 Misc. Corn. No. 1948  

12/18/2006 
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CITY QLERX 
HONOLULU, Ht4All 

From: Sandie Nagao [snagao@hawaii.rr.com ] 

Sent: 	Friday, December 15, 2006 8:47 PM 

	 OEC 19 8 ta AN '06 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Rail System 	
RECEIVED 

Oahu needs a rail system and we need it now! I am sure some of the people in your area would love to have a 
rail system which would eliminate getting up at 4 and 5 to get into town to work? What would having a rail system 
do? 1. Free up buses so that more buses can service your area and Kailua and Hawaii Kai? 2. It would get a lot 
of the cars off of the road which would cut down the wear and tear of the roads. 3. It would help the thousands of 
leeward people especially in Waianae who cannot afford to drive in every day get to work easier! 

I have been on the Max in Oregon, the Metro in Washington DC and loved them both! It was fast and easy to 
ride! You didn't have bus drivers talking on cell phones while driving! The fixed rail system was also quiet! 
Nothing like the noisy buses and cars! 

Think Fixed Rail. We can use the excess buses from the Leeward area to service people in other areas to really 
get people off the roads and stop driving. Think! 

Misc. Corn. No. 1949 

12/18/2006 
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Justito Alcon 
91-1175 Kaiopua St 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 
808-689-4382 
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From: Jay-gmail ialconj@gmail.comi 

Sent: 	Friday, December 15, 2006 4:30 PM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Okino, Gary; Garcia, 
Nestor; Cachola, Romy; Tam, Rod; Apo, Todd K 

Subject: IRT: Kapolei-UH route picked for transit plan 

Dear Council Members: 

After reading about your decision, I have to ask those who voted last night on the transit plan. Do you 
hate the people of the Leeward Coast, especially Ewa Beach? Are we that low in the importance of this 
island, that we are at the bottom of the totem pole in your regard? 

I believe you do hate us! In lack of a better sentence, Mr. Okino clearly stated my sentiments about the 
voting members decision last night "If you wanted to undermine this entire project, you've done a good 
job tonight." 

Your decision in picking a totaly different route thru Kapolei, one that is not even recommended by the 
mayor, devastate my hope of having a better quality of life in the Leeward area. What you voted for cut 
into the effectiveness of the whole program by excluding tens of thousands of people (current and 
future), in Ewa Beach and Kapolei, immediate access to the transit. The very people that can cause 
massive congestion and traffic within the island, especially Urban Honolulu, are again left out. How are 
we to use a system that will not benefit us. 

Your choice is not wise and is irresponsible to the people of this island. I ask you councilwoman 
Kobayashi, in your argument that the route chosen will still serve the area adequately, what make you 
think that? Have you tried driving in Ft. Weaver, Geiger, or Ft Barret Road in the morning or afternoon? 
With the amount of development down here, our traffic problems continue to increase exponentialy. 
Yet, you champion for a route that is leaving us out. Your idea of adequate means for us Ewa plain and 
Leeward residents is to continue suffering. 

A very disappointed tax payer, 

Misc. Corn. No. 1950 

12/18/2006 
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Girt CLERX 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: ccrandal (ccrandal@hawaii.edui 

Sent: 	Friday, December 15, 2006 1:25 PM 

Subject: Mahelo NUJ LOA! 

Mahal° NW LOAF 

DEC 13 8 47 AN 106 

RECEIVED 

"And to keep options open, members decided on the new term, a "fixed-guideway system," 
allowing the possibility for rail or bus technology." 

Mahalo nui loa for voting for a flexible plan involving both the bus and the train. 

Misc. Corn. No  1951  

12/18/2006 
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From: tesha malama ftesha96706©yahoo.corn] 

Sent: 	Friday, December 15, 2006 11:33 AM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H.; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Cachola, Romy; Tam, Rod; Okino, Gary; Apo, Todd K; 
Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Transportation Committee Mtg. - Bill 79 

Honorable Council Members, due to other commitments I could not make it to the meeting in person. 
To my amazement I realized you were still meeting at 5pm so I watched it on Channel 54 until 7pm 
when I left to go to the Ewa Neighborhood Board meeting where they would be discussing the same 
issue and voting. When I came home at 9pm you were still meeting and I was devastated to find that 
you proposed to destroy the first section of the rail route. I continued to watch until you took the vote 
and ended at 11:54pm. I am sick to think that you met for 15 hours and in quests for doing the RIGHT 
thing you got confused, lost, tired, and it seemed like borderline delirious. I went to sleep with such a 
heartbroken feeling, because you do not realize what kind of volunteer work went into having the 
administration realize why the GREEN (Saratogoa-Geiger-N/S Road) route is the only route will work 
for the Ewa area. Even though the yellow route looks like it will be cheaper - the reality is that the 
yellow will be the most expensive route in HUMAN EXPENSE, because the construction impact will be 
DEVASTATING to us who use Kamokila daily. 

1. The goal of the fixed guideway is to move people from west to east (relieve gridlock from west). 
2. In order for the guideway to work - you MUST motivate people to get out of their cars. Currently 
during peek hours it takes an Ewa Beach resident 35 minutes to get to Farrington Hwy on the bus or 
car. NO ONE will sit in traffic for 35 minutes then get out their car/bus to catch the rail. That is WHY 
the YELLOW ROUIE does not work for US. 
3. The GREEN Route allows an Ewa Beach and Ewa resident to travel 8 minutes to Saratoga/Geiger 
and jump on the rail. THIS is the ONLY way the guideway will work to get 10,000 people out of their 
cars from Ewa area. 

Please do not get confused by all the technicalities. You must begin this project right and all the other 
INVESTMENTS will fall in place to secure the line to the UNIVERSITY and WAIKIKI. You BUILD 
it RIGHT!!! They will come. The DONALD TRUMPS of the world will BUILD Waikiki. 
KALAELOA investors will come and fees can be negotiated to finish the lines to the UNIVERSITY. 
We have done it before with the IMPACT FEES. The STATE/DHHL will do there part. Do not let the 
other "2" members DISTRACT you from doing the RIGHT thing. Listen to the visionary wisdom from 
Council Member Okino and Apo. 

I BEG OF You to CHOOSE the GREEN ROW - Or EWA BEACH will be screwed again. 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http://mail.yahoo.com  

Misc. Corn. No. 1-952 
12/18/2006 
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CITY CLERX 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Dale Evans [dale©charleystaxi.corni 
	

DEC 19 8 47 AR '06 
Sent: 	Friday, December 15, 2006 1:19 AM 

To: 	HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 

Subject: Washington Metro fares go up 	
RECEIVED 

Under the proposal, the current maximum rush-hour fare of $3.90 would increase to $4.75 for 
SmarTrip users and $6 for paper farecard users. 
12/14/06 Washington Post 
btt ://www.washin 	 -d n/content/article/2006/12/13/AR2006121302341.html 

"Surcharging people to ride during rush hour is like saying goodbye to the commuter," he wrote in 
an earlier e-mail. "I will drive." 
12/15/06 Washington Post 
http://wvvw.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/12/14/AR2006121401180.html  

US avg fare Commuter Rail is $3.90 
http ://www.ap f 

Misc. Corn. No. 1953 

12/18/2006 
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From: Jay-gmail {alconj@gmail.corni 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 8:56 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route, as proposed by Mayor Mufi Hanneman, from the City of Kapolei, 
Pearl Harbor/Hickarn/Airport, Downtown, to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would 
connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well as the two 
university campuses (UH West Oahu and UH Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large 
number of Oahu's workers and university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not along 
Kamokila Blvd. The proposed Karnokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. 
Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low density single family housing. We must provide the 
infrastructure to support the planned developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmen-11)er Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including 
the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed 
use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed Kroc Center. The route will 
better serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the 
new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential 
contributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new 
business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State and City 
government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 

In addition, I also support Rapid-Rail Technology over other technologies such as buses or maglev. 
Rapid-Rail is as much as efficient as all other technologies and capable of transporting more passengers 
unlike the buses. Rapid-Rail is also low and noise and uses electricity rather than diesel fuel(oil) to run. 
Incorporating solar array roofing design within the Transit-Station/Park-and-Ride, can be a source to 
generate electricity for the Rapid-Rail during the day, reducing operating cost. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing Hawaii's 
economy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support 
of the full Kapolei-Manoa route and Rapid-Rail Technology. 

c. Corn. No. 

12/19/2006 
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Sincerely, 

Justito B. Alcon 
Ewa Beach resident 

91-1175 Kaiopua St. 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 
Home: 689-4382 
Cell: 372-4089 
alconjggmaii.com  

12/19/2006 
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From: The NPSG [thenpsg@thenpsg.org ] 

Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2006 9:20 AM 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Please, please consider traffic in and out of Ewa Beach when deciding on the route of the new road(s). The 
countless productive hours people are wasting waiting on Ft. Weaver Road is really a crime. Thank you, Cindy 
Snow, 222-1807 

Misc. Com.No.  1-95G .  

12/19/2006 
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Fu'ina a Dot S. 

DrKopf@hawaii.rr.com  
Monday, December 18, 2006 4:55 PM 
Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; 
Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 
Please oppose rail 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Aloha City Council Member, 

Please vote AGAINST RAIL. The cost of the system is too much for our 

city. Run the numbers and the 180 million generated each year will not 

pay for the system and not even come close to operating it. 

There is a need for better transportation but rail is too expensive. 

Please please please consider alternatives: 

Elevated tollway 

Point to point luxury buses 

Toll lanes 

Anything is better than the cost of rail. 

Why are you letting the mayor push you around. Please stand up and say 

NO NO NO NO!! 

Thank you, 

Don Kopf 

375-1177 

C=7 
rrt 

Misc. Corn, No. 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: 
	

Marian Grey [marian243@hawaiiantel.net ] 

Sent: 
	

Tuesday, December 19, 2006 8:49 AM 

To: 
	

Apo, Todd K; Cachola, Romy; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; 'Charles K. Djou'; Garcia, Nestor; Kobayashi, 
Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Okino, Gary; Tam, Rod 

Subject: Don't Bankrupt the City 

On Friday you have an opportunity to do the right thing. Don't start us on a downhill spiral to financial 

disaster. Some people think that this outrageously priced rail project will alleviate the traffic problems. 

You know that is not what will happen. 

What we need are other affordable traffic solutions. The 6 Billion plus rail is riot one of them, If 

overhead traffic "hot lanes" were built to handle buses and van pools, that would be for better to lessen 

the traffic. 

Marian Grey 

Misc. Corn. No 

12/19/2006 
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CIFT CLER K  
HONOLULU, H4Y1' 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Conakoffee@aol.com  

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 10:58 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Rail System 	 RECEIVED 

am writing to you to request that you do not vote for the Honolulu Rail System. Based on all reports the 
consensus is that it won't be used and it won't relieve our Traffic problems. I would ask that you defer this vote 
and take the question to the voters to decide. We are already overburdened with high taxes and the tax paying 
public should not be required to pay any more for a system has not been thought out or proven to have a 
chance to be a success. 

Tom Meehan 

DEC 19 11 58 al OS 

lsc. Corn . No. 
12/19/2006 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: 	 manuel@hcc.hawaii.edu  
Sent: 	 Tuesday, December 19, 2006 10:20 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Cachola, Romy 
Cc: 	 Apo, Todd K; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles 
Subject: 	 FD TO BILL 79 

Dear Council Members: 

In reference to the Ewa Transit Route, Ms. Kobayashi stated that the 
trunk should be built first and the branches later. The problem is that 

the worst traffic now exist in the branch areas not the trunk. 

It is getting worse and worse due to continued development without 

infrastructure. Take a 5:00 am trip out to Ft Weaver and see for 

yourselves. Please use common sense, by the time the trunk is built the 
branch areas will be in total gridlock. We cannot wait 10 to 20 years 

for relief. 

Thank You! 

Manuel Castaneda 

1 
Misc. Corn. No 

AR00070258 
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CIT1 
HONOLULU HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: 	Bill Berg [1313@hawaiiantel.net ] 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 10:12 AM 

To: 	Okino, Gary; Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Garcia, Nestor 	 RECEIVED 

Cc: 	letters@nonoluluadvertiser.com  

Subject: No rail 

Hi All! 
I just received a real estate appraisal that is 130% higher than one _year ago. Units 
in my building are not selling at 90% of last years appraisal. I cannot afford any 
additional taxes. Especially for a gstem than seems like nothing more than gravy for 
planners, contractors and financiers. Nearly all riders will come from the present Bus 
.yystem. finally I have heard no mention of how much land and access will have to be 
taken from current landowners (chances are a lot, by condemnatiom).Ha_ppy 
Holidays! Santa says HO HO NO! 

Sincerely 
BillBers 
949-7118 
1925 Kalakaua Ave. 
Honolulu 

Fl 5s-arn- 

Ailisc. Corn. No. 

12/19/2006 

AR00070259 



Fujinaga, Dot S. 
CITY CLERK 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: 	 Ernest Oshiro [oshiro©hawaii,edu] 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, December 19, 2006 9:14 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 fixed transit 

DEC IS II 58 AN 

Dear Councilmember Delacruz 	 RECEIVED 

I think that the omission of the council of the North South road reflects a short sighted view of the preferred route. 
This is the part of the island which has the heaviest congestion. To not include the Ewa residents is a disservice to 

residents who need the transit solution the most. And with the developments planned how you can omit this road 

is incomprehensible. 

Please reconsider your view about this matter and support the proposals forwarded by Councilmembers Okino and 

Apo. 

Thank you, 

Ernest Oshiro 

Misc. Corn. No. 	9 7 

AR00070260 
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December 19, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chain -nan 
City Council, City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 VIA FACSIMILE: 527-6910 

Re: RELATING TO TRANSIT — BILL 79 

Good afternoon and happy holidays Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the committee. 

My name is Bob Bruhl, and I am the Vice President. Oahu Development for D.R. Horton-Schuler 
Homes LLC. Schuler has a long history of being recognized as a kama'aina company and we are 
proud of our accomplishments as one of Hawaii's leading residential developers over the past 
four decades. I hope that you accept that it is from that perspective from which this letter is 
written, and I respectfully offer a few thoughts on the transit matters before you today. 
Generally, we are strongly in favor of transportation improvements for Oahu that will improve 
the quality of life for all of our residents. 

Respectfully, we believe it is critical for rail to start as soon as possible. This decision needs to be 
made not so much for the people that are living on the island now, but more for the people that 
WILL be living on the island of O'ahu 30-40 years from now. 

Early on in the Alternative Analysis process, our company, along with UH West Oahu, the 
Department of Hawaiian Homelands and HCDA, has supported the rail alignment that runs from 
Kapolei, utilizing the Kapolei Parkway/Saratoga Road/North-South Road/Farrington route 
through the Ewa Plain. Our company stands strongly by that original commitment today. 

Our reason is simple: this is the best alignment for the system. In a nutshell: 
• it has the highest projected ridership; 
• it is most thoughtful in capturing riders from where housing exists today and where the bulk 

of commercial and residential development will occur over the long-term; 
• its green-field nature involves the least condemnation headaches throughout the entire 

possible 28-mile transit expanse; 
• it has the greatest possibilities to capitalize on the best of what TOD-planning can offer 

through new, not redevelopment; and 
• it is right choice for Ewa and its people. 

Oahu • Maui • Hawaii - Kauai Misc. Corn. No. 1969  
828 Fort Street Mall • 4th Floor • Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 • (808) 521-5661 • Fax: (808) 538-1476 

www.drhortonhawaii.eorn 
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If the current alignment choke is not modified, the City will be unnecessarily making Ewa a TOO-
redevelopment project project rather than a green field. It will be saddled with the same challenge that 
it faces in many places along the alignment through the PUC: how can several large non-
ridership-friendly land uses, all of which were installed recently enough — strip malls, a proposed 
Wal-Mart location, low-density single-family housing, a golf course, a quarry processing plant -- 
be changed over the long-term to assure the City the ridership it needs to have this investment 
make sense, will be generated? 

Our company views mass transit as an important element to an overall package of solutions that 
should be pursued to improve that quality of life. Importantly, we think of rail as perhaps the 
major contributor to a comprehensive transportation solution that will continue to be 
determined and take shape over time. This includes continued roadway improvements, freeway 
enhancements, transportation demand management strategies, other transit improvements to the 
City's award-winning bus service, and additional major public infrastructure improvements. 

Thank you for allowing us to share our views with you this afternoon. Aloha. 

Bob Bruhl 
Vice President — Oahu Development 
BB/rw 

AR00070262 



December 22, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

34 years ago the Honolulu City Counsel members fail to a provide traffic solution. 
Another opportunity came and went 15 years ago. Now generation later the City Counsel 
has it's third opportunity for traffic alternatives. I'm here to support the best solution as 
noted in Councilmember Apo's Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit fixed 
guideway. 

The City Council's Transportation Committee last week voted to exclude Saratoga 
Avenue and North South Road bypassing Ewa/Ewa Beach, UH West Oahu and Kalaeloa, 
This decision fails to address the studies presented to you indicating the expected growth 
of Ewa/Kapolei and Makakilo. By 2030 this is where 69% percent of the population with 
84% percent of employment will be as development continues. 

Excluding Saratoga Avenue and North South Road the City Counsel hurts many lower-
income and minority workers who live in the corridor and rely on transit. As you 
consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential 
contributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual 
regional new business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new 
net State and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 

The number of new employment opportunities in relation to growth shows that many 
workers will still be required to travel to downtown Honolulu. By including the route of 
Saratoga Avenue and North South Road you will reduce central traffic, lessen the need 
for parking by removing the largest traffic volume. 

Don't let the opportunity pass by as it did in 1972 when the cost for 22 mile similar 
system was $550 million, or again in 1991 at $618 million and the lost of $100's of 
million in Federal Funding. Delay increases cost and vehicle congestion. Our solution is 
in your hands to support Councilmember Apo's Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDL Including 
Saratoga Avenue and North South Road corridor is critical for our quality of life for all of 
Oahu. 

Jim Moylan 
91-1001 Kaimalie St. 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 
(808) 689-9770 

Misc. Com . N 1970 
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December 19, 2006 

rr: 

lo, 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chairman 
City Council, City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

	
VIA FACSIMILE: 527-6910 

Re: RELATING TO TRANSIT — 8ILL 79 

Good afternoon and happy holidays Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the committee, 

My name name is Mike Jones, and I am the Division President of D.R. Horton-Schuler Homes LLC. 
Schuler has a long history of being recognized as a kama'aina company and we are proud of our 
accomplishments as one of Hawaii's leading residential developers over the past four decades. I 
hope that you accept that it is from that perspective from which this letter is written, and I 
respectfully offer a few thoughts on the transit matters before you today. Generally, we are 
strongly in favor of transportation improvements for Oahu that will improve the quality of life 
for all of our residents. 

Respectfully, we believe it is critical for rail to start as soon as possible. This decision needs to be 
made not so much for the people that are living on the island now, but more for the people that 
WILL be living on the island of O'ahu 30-40 years from now. 

Early on in the Alternative Analysis process, our company, along with UH West Oahu, the 
Department of Hawaiian Homelands and HCDA, has supported the rail alignment that runs from 
Kapolei, utilizing the Kapolei Parkway/Saratoga Road/North-South Road/Farrington route 
through the Ewa Plain. We stand strongly by that original commitment today. 

The Ewa Plain has long been designated by the City and County as the area where both job and 
housing growth was to occur on the Island of Oahu. Most of the infrastructure has been designed 
to meet this growth from the sewer treatment plant to water availability. The only shortfall 
seems to be transportation where roads are getting done late in the game and now the alternate 
means of transportation (rail) which also could have been done many years ago is only now 
getting started. The present residents of the Ewa area have struggled just getting up to the 
freeway. They have had to bear the burden of growth and will continue to do 50 in order 
to make the vision of the "Second City" become a reality. So let's provide a solution that they can 
look forward to and improve their quality of living, they deserve this. 

Oahu • Maui • Hawaii • Kauai Misc. Com. No 1971 
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If the current alignment choice is not modified, the City will be unnecessarily making Ewa a TOD-
redeveteipment project rather than a green field, it will be saddled with the same challenge that 
it faces in many places along the alignment through the PIK: how can several large non-
ridership-friendly land uses, all of which were installed recently enough -- strip malls, a proposed 
Wal-Mart location, low-density single-family housing, a golf course, a quarry processing plant -- 
be changed over the long-term to assure the City the ridership it needs to have this investment 
make sense will be generated? 

On one of the transit trips, the one comment that resonated with me the most was made by the 
Vancouver planners. They mentioned that the city planners 30 years ago made the decision to 
stop building freeways into the city arid started planning rail, connected bus links and other 
methods of commuting. They saw then the need to plan for what they thought was best for the 
city over the very long term. 

The island population is going to continue to grow and we need to make sure we too are 
planning for the future and not become short-sighted in our decision-making. We certainly 
understand that it is a very different decision with a lot of moving parts but let's keep moving 
and say yes to rail and the proposed route. Then we can work hard together to bring down the 
cost of this project and proper TOD zoning over the next few years. 

During my testimony December 7", I was asked whether our company would "pay for the 
stations" if rail were to run through our property in Ewa. I would like to briefly emphasize here 
how supportive this company is of rail, how our Ho'opili land plan is flexible to embrace various 
possible alignments for the City's consideration, and how we believe that there will be plenty of 
opportunities for our company to work closely with the City to achieve the highest possible 
return on the investment. It is reasonable for us to closely weigh the benefits that TOD zoning 
can bring to a property against what we should be willing contribute towards the needed system 
infrastructure. 

Furthermore, our company views mass transit as an important element to an overall package of 
solutions that should be pursued to improve that quality of life. Importantly, we think of rail as 
perhaps the major contributor to a comprehensive transportation solution that will continue to 
be determined and take shape over time. This Includes continued roadway improvements, 
freeway enhancements, transportation demand management strategies, other transit 
improvements to the City's award-winning bus service, and additional major public infrastructure 
improvements. 

We strongly encourage the Council arid Administration to collaborate with the objective of 
improving the quality of life for Oahu's residents, so that less time is spent on the roads and more 
time with families and in great places that makes our island world-class. To this end, we also 
respectfully reiterate our previous submittals before the Transportation Subcommittee that the 
Council proceeds with the adoption of proposed Bill 79, CD1 to approve the transit mode arid 
alignment. 

Thank you for allowing us to share our views with you this afternoon. Aloha. 

Sincerely, 

Michael T. ione 
Division Pres nt 
tviTinvo 

AR00070265 
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1001 Bishop Street • Pauahi Tower • Suite 2630 • Honolulu, HI 96813 

Phone: (808) 532-2244 • Fax: (808) 545 - 2025 

  

TESTIMONY OF THE HAWAII BUSINESS ROUNDTABLE 
Regarding 

Bill 79 (2006), CD1, FD1, "Relating to Transit" 

 

December 22, 2006 

651- -JAIRPERSON DELA CRUZ AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL: 

I am Cad Takamura, Executive Director of the Hawaii Business Roundtable. The 
members of the Hawaii Business Roundtable support Bill 79 (2006), CD1, FD1, 
because while we remain concerned about the high costs of this project and the 
fact that an EIS has not yet been completed, we believe that it is vital for the City 
Council to select a locally preferred alternative, in order to secure local and 
federal funding for this project and to allow preliminary design and engineering 
work to proceed. In this regard, we understand that the Alternative Analysis 
Report supports the choice of a fixed guideway system as the preferred 
alternative of the four options discussed in that Report. Clearly, however, further 
work must be done subsequently: (1) to ensure the cost-effectiveness of this 
alternative, and (2) to formulate a prudent and fair transit-oriented development 
policy that appropriately addresses the issues of parking, the location of 
workforce housing, and public-private partnerships. We also urge the Council 
and the City Administration to continue to work on near-term interim solutions to 
alleviate Oahu's growing traffic problems. 

Finally, while the members of the Hawaii Business Roundtable agree that a 
timely decision must be made on a locally preferred alternative, we do not have a 
specific route to recommend. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views on this matter_ 

Misc., Corr 

taj 
CZ) 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: 	 Spencer Kimura fkimurasp©hawaii.edui 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, December 19, 2006 1:17 PM 
To: 	 Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; 

Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 
Subject: 	 Transit 

Dear Councilmembers, 

I am so glad that you are stong and sensible enough to question the Mayor's 
plan to spend billions of our taxpayer money on a rail system that will not 

alleviate traffic congestion. As a concerned taxpayer. I pray that you 

consider the cheaper, faster, and more flexible alternative of using busses 
instead of trains on a dedicated reversible guideway for the following 
reasons: 

1. Keep our money &jobs in Hawaii! Construction of either project will 

provide jobs, but rail would require spending much of our money outside of 	 c:3 

state for things like trains, equipment and rail consultants. 
2. Busses can pick up commuters in places like Ewa Beach, or MiMani, which 
may not be directly along the route of the expressway, and take them 
straight to town without having to transfer. Busses could provide service to 
BOTH Salt Lake and the Airport. 
3. The guideway that is used by busses can also be used by emergency 
vehicles in times of crisis, such as ambulances or fire crews. 
4. The guideway can also help pay for itself through tolls. 

Please don't burden our city with rail debt! 

Thank you! 

Spencer Kimura 

Email: kimurasp@hawaii.edu  
Tel: 956-9038 

Misc. Corn. No.  1973.  
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:31'n CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: RJ1-11939@aolcom 	 DEC 19 3 41 NI '06 
Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 12:38 PM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Okino, Gary; Mayor 
Mufi Hannemann; Garcia, Nestor; Cachola, Romy; Tam, Rod; Apo, Todd K; 
letters@honoluluadvertiser. com 	 RECEIVED 

Subject: Rail System 

The Mayor and his advisors scare me to death! Here we are with buses that are not on time; mediocre at times 
service; and we are talking about managing billions of dollars on a train that even the Mayor admits won't solve 
the problem. 

So are we to just buy into this fantasy solution, and then down the road yet have to really solve the problem. Why 
don't we solve it now! It is solvable. And it won't cost billions. 

First, we need to put a limit on the number of cars that the island can handle -- we can't just keep adding more 
cars -- this is an island, what don't you understand about that? 

Second, we need an on-time, efficient bus system that is imaginative in truly serving us -- we could have 'plush' 
seating and storage for parcelsisuitcased for not even one billion! 

Third, for the cars we have already, fast lanes whatever similar to what Charles Du is proposing could handle 
those who can pay! 

Fourth, the problem is basically two hours in the morning and two hours in the evening or during special events. 
A simple problem that doesn't require billions just stager hours to spread to load out! Too simple, for you folks 
to get? 

Then we can concentrate on our community's real problems of right now -- education, health, and welfare! Our 
people are suffering, and all we can do is build trains to nowhere! 

Robert J. Herberger 
400 Hebron Lane, #1811 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96815 
942-4503 

Misc. Corn. No. 1-974  

12/19/2006 
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Respectfully, 

John Roberts 
91-1068 Piipii St. 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 
dufferpwri teme.corn 

CZ, 
rn 
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From: John Lionnandokye@hawaiiantel.neti 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 4:06 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

The current ridiculous traffic problems facing west Oahu are the direct result of the unrelenting issuance of new home 
building permits in the Ewa area without first installing infrastructure such as roads to support it. We are stuck with the 
incompetence that has occurred until now and which continues today as the building continues and the gridlock worsens. The 
concept that a rail or other fixed route system will be built that does not have at least one terminal in Ewa Beach is laughable 
on one hand and sad on the other. The Ewa Beach area has been most severely impacted by this rush to build and make 
money and should be the LAST to be without easy access to a new fixed system. Thank you for the opportunity to express 
my opinion. 

Misc. Com. No.  1976  

12/19/2006 
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December 22, 2006 

To: 	The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and Members of the Honolulu City Council 

From: 	Jan Yokota, Vice President-Development, Hawaii Region 
General Growth Properties 

Date: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 

Subject: 	Bill 79 (2006), CD2 — Relating IQ the Selection of the Transportation Mode for the City' red  
Alternative 

Aloha. I am Jan Yokota, Vice President of Development for the FlaWail Region of General Growth Properties. General 

Growth owns and manages the Ala Moana Shopping Center, adjacent office buildings, and The Ward Centers on Calm. I am hre 

today to testify in support of a rail transit system for West Oahu and Honolulu. 

In previous testimony, my colleague Dwight Yoshimura and I have testified that our growing Island population, and the 

corresponding increase in the volume of traffic on Oahu, has overwhelmed the Honolulu corridor's existing road and public transit 

systems in the area immediately surrounding the Ala Moana and Ward properties. Access to and from the shopping center is 

compromised by traffic congestion despite ongoing road and traffic pattern improvements in Kakaako and elsewhere. 

The management and merchants of Ala Moana Center and Ward would therefore be in support of a fixed-rail guideway 

system as a locally preferred alternative that would facilitate customer access to our properties. Additionally, Ala Moans and 

Ward retailers employ thousands of individuals, many of whom would benefit by having a reliable, safe and affordable public 

transit alternative for their daytime and evening commutes to and from their jobs. 

Our preference is for the alignment that serves Pearl Harbor and Honolulu International Airport. It is critical that a rail 

transit system connect these two major centers of employment and visitor generation to Ala Moana Center and the Ward Centers. 

If sufficient funding is available, we would then urge the expansion of the rail transit system to Waikiki, as this will provide a 

valuable transportation alternative to Ala Moana and Ward for our visitors, as well as the large number of Hawaii residents who 

live and work in the areas that will be linked by the rail system. 

We therefore urge the Council to move forward on the fixed-rail alternative for our growing community, Thank you. 
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From: Ahsam, Vivian (DDPH) [Vivian.Ahsam@dia.mil ] 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 7:11 AM 	 1=, 
rn 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony - Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 
0 — 
r-- 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 	 (-- 

Honolulu City Council 
- 

530 South King Street 	 .„ 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 	

1111 	N=0.  

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 	 c;z. 
arz Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would 
connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university 
campuses (UH West Oahu and IJIH Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's 
workers and university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not along Kamokila Blvd. 
The proposed kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. It is aligned with 
developed, low density single family housing. We must provide the infrastructure to support the planned 
developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including the judiciary 
facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use lands (Mehana), the 
redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed Croc Center. The route will better serve UH West Oahu and the 
Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential contributions to 
Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales and new 
construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State and City government revenue, of which the City's 
share would be $837 million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing Hawaii's economy and 
moving students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support of the full Kapolei-
Manoa route 

Sincerely, 

Vivian C. Ah Sam 
Resident 
Ewa Villages 

 

Misc. Corn. No 

12/20/2006 
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From: philosophy2000@aol.com  

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 7:19 PM 

 

Subject: COUNCIL MEETING TESTIMONY 

TO: City Council's Transportation Committee 

RE: Bill 79 (Friday, December 22, 2006) 

Dear Council Members: 

I am a U.S. Citizen and resident of Ewa Beach. I am out of town right now, and this is my 
written testimony in regards to the most significant issues this decade for Ewa Beach, Kapolei, 
and West Oahu. 

Please...please...please  !!! The time is now for this important issue. Let's move forward with 
rail. However, with your indulgence, for the benefit of our (future) children and those who live 
in these areas, may I please ask the Council to consider the North-South Road/Kalaeloa 
(NS/K) corridor instead of the route chosen by the Transportation Committee? You must do it 
for the future. 

l/We strongly believe the NS/K route is better, providing more opportunities for our region in 
the future. The area is currently being planned for thousands of homes and many commercial 
establishments. 

Again, I ask for your support and do the right thing. 

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to submit my written testimony. Aloha and God bless! 

Advance Merry Christmas and Happy New Year to all of you!!! 

Sincerely yours, 

Genaro Q. Bimbo 
91-1293 Hoopio Street 
Ewa Beach, Hawaii 96706 
(808) 471-9998 
(808) 258-1998 
genaro.bimbo_@navymil 
philasophy2000©aol.com  

Cheek out the new A.01.. Most comprehensive set of free safety and security tools, free access to 
millions of high-quality videos from across the web, free AOL Mail and more. 

• 

197 Misc. Corn.'No. 	9  
12/20/2006 
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From: Jeri Gaynor [jerigaynor@msn.com ] 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 7:04 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Good morning... I just received word that you are meeting to determine a route for the railway 
system. Your proposal defeats the purpose of having a rail system. If you use your route plan 
which bypasses the majority of users, then you won't make enough revenue to add to the 
system. It almost seems as though you are just slapping down track to get commuters off your 
back by saying there is an alternative to driving.., but you are not giving anyone a true chance at 
that alternative. If your goal is for the rail to fail, bypass Ewa... People are not going to 
sit in 45 minutes of traffk to catch a 30 minute train ride into town.  Mr. Apo has a good 
route plan and you need to pass it. I understand that initially it is more money, but it will pay for 
itself by generating more revenue from more riders. Then later on you can build your speed train 
into town from Kapolei. 

Jeri Gaynor 
Ewa Beach 

Misc. Come No. 1980  
12/20/2006 
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From: McKenna Hawaii [mckennahawaii@hotmail.com ] 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 11:40 PM 

To: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony - Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

c=7 

r-r3 
C .; 
rn 
<7_ 
F-1 
777 ,  

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This 
route would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well 
as the two university campuses (UH West Oahu and UH Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access 
for a large number of Oahu's workers and university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not along 
Kamokila Blvd, The proposed Kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. 
Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low density single family housing. We must provide the 
infrastructure to support the planned developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including the 
judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use 
lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed Kroc Center. The route will better 
serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new 
north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential 
contributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new 
business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State and City 
government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing Hawaii's 
economy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support 
of the full Kapolei-Manoa route. 

Sincerely, 

Jon & Roswitha McKenna 
Ewa Beach resident 

Misc. Corn. No. 1981  
12/20/2006 
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From: Adelie& Zeno Rause fzrausa@earthlink.netj 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 6:27 AM 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Council Meeting Testimony - Bill 79 (2006), CD2, 

To the Members of the Honolulu City Council, 

I urge you to consider routing the train line closer to Ewa Beach. 

As you are fully aware, this is a heavily populated area with only one road out at this time. This is the fastest 
growing new developmental area on Oahu and residents continue to move to this area. Buses are not going to 
alleviate the problem as they too have to travel on Fort Weaver Road. I just received my 1997 Property Tax 
Assessment and my property has increased by $200,000. If I am to pay taxes like everyone else on this island, I 
demand to have easy access to the rest of the island. I would definitely travel on a train if it were to be routed 
close to Ewa Beach. Most mornings I travel to Aiea and it takes me 30-40 minutes to get to H-1 and then only 20 
minutes to travel on H-1 to Aiea.. If you think that Ewa Residents are most likely to use your existing approved 
alignment, you are mistaken because faced with a commute to get to the train is only going to force most 
commuters to just stay in their cars. The way I see it is that this part of the island is in most need of your 
proposed train line. If you leave out Ewa Beach, you will still have serious traffic issues. I am not willing to 
support a project where I have to pay for something that does nothing to alleviate this serious problem in my 
community. 

Please look at this as a LONG TERM plan. Western Oahu has so much development to come. There are big plans 
for our area and to include the train now will be a very clever piece of foresight and will save money later. 

Please don't leave Ewa Beach off the map. 

Sincerely, 

Addle Rausa 

Misc. Corn. No.  1-982  
12/20/2006 
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From: 

Sent: 

Reinhold, Sunny Mr PBO, HQ U/7A 
[SunnyR@hd.hqusareur.army.mil ) 
Wednesday, December 20, 2006 3:12 AM 

Subject: 	 Council Meeting Testimony 
Signed By: 	 There are problems with the signature. Click the signature button for 

details. 	
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Sir/Ma'am, 

I am currently located in Heidelberg Germany 

and I am not able to attend, but please see my proposal for the new road 

construction. And please let me know how it goes. Maybe this idea has been 

already 

submitted by someone else before me. 

Have a Great Day! 

SUNNY REINHOLD 

Misc. Corn. No. 19(S3  1 
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Sir/Ma'am, 

Thank you for all your hard work and looking out for better future for Honolulu 
residents. I would like to throw in another alternative proposal to your current project to 
relieve the congestions on H1. I don't believe we are not going to solve immediate or 
future congestion with current proposal. As we all can see that H1 is already over 
expanded and there is no more room for further expansion and it is not cost effective. 

My proposal: 

1. Build another extension road from Wairnanalo Village to Fort Barrett Ave. to 
Geiger to Iroquois Rd to West Lock Dr & North Dr. 

2. Build an over pass Bridge from where West lock Dr and North Dr. meet through 
Pearl Harbor W Loch Navel Magazine to and through Hickarn AFB and out to H1 
at near exit 15a (N. Nimitz Hwy). 

Feasibility: 

1. The bridge crossing the Peal Harbor channel to Hickam AFB should be high 
enough for the larger ship's passage. 

2. Need authorization by Department of Defense to build bypass through Peal 
Harbor and Hickam APB. 

3. If road is build through the bases, the road needs to be enclosed for the base 
security. 

4. Provide one exit and entry on to the road from each of the bases. 

Benefits: 

1. Shorter distances travel to downtown Honolulu 
2. Total road miles is 10 mile (est.) verses 25 miles on existing H1 
3. Shorter commuting time 
4. Environmentally friendly from less congestion and shorter travel distance. 
5. More cost effective 
6. Building a high bridge crossing the Peal Harbor channel to Hickam AFB would 

be Monumental and Scenic for Oahu 
7. Economical to the commuters and tax payers 
8. The new road will divert about 30-35 percent of H1 traffic flow into the 

downtown Honolulu 

Disadvantages: 

The traffic from the new road and H1 at exit near 15a, will create a choke point when 
the traffic merges. Still need to expand more roads at downtown and roads leaving 
out from the airport roads (N. Nimitz Hwy). 

AR00070277 



I believe my suggestion is a win-win situation in the long run and cost savings. 
My proposal is different then other previous proposal submitted and we all have to 
look at things in a new prospective. This proposal is a new venture and should not be 
afraid to execute for feasibility study. This planners needs to get away from the Hl 
expansion or any new road near HI. H1 corridor is already over crowded and we need 
to stay away from further expansion of Hi. 

Attached a Map with the blue marker marked for proposed road. 

AR00070278 
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December 19, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Me 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two 
major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well 
as the two university campuses (UH West Oahu and IJIH Manoa) 
thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's 
workers and university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the 
growth will happen - not along Kamokila Blvd. The proposed Kamokila 
route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. 
It is aligned with developed, low density single family housing. We 
must provide the infrastructure to support the planned developments 
of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true 
city center of Kapolei, including the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route 
will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use 
lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed 
Croc Center. The route will better serve UH West Oahu and the 
Hawaiian Homelands Developments, It can be planned with the new 
north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the 
Kapolei region's potential contributions to Hawaii's economy over the 
next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales 
and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State 
and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 
million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's 
growth, advancing Hawaii's economy and moving students and 
workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support of 
the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

Sincerely, 

M. Sarah Robert 

M isc . Co 
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RECElVED 

From: jtucker526@aol.com  

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 5:51 AM 

DEC 20 6 27 AM 'OG 

CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU. HAWAP 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

I agree with the residents of the Ewa and Kapolei areas in that I feel the new proposed transportation system 
should include these areas. 

My husband and lived in the Ewa area for 12 months and moved back to the Waianae area partly because of the 
traffice on Fort Weaver Road. I ride the bus to and from town Monday - Friday each week to work and I can be in 
Waianae quicker than I could get home in Ewa because of the Fort Weaver Road trafftic. 

I strongly feel that the new proposed transit system should include the Ewa and Kapolei areas. 

Mahal() for your consideration. 
Janet Tucker 

Check out the  new  AOL. Most comprehensive set of free safety and security tools, free access to 
millions of high-quality videos from across the web, free AOL Mail and more. 

Misc. Corn. No. 1985  
12/20/2006 
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City Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz 	RECE WED 
and Council Members 

DEC 20 6 07 AM '06 
RE: Bill 79 CD2, FDI - relating to sell:tick* elif1Ai514*d Guideway system and rot :e 
for Oahu 	 HONOLULU, HAWAII 
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Good Morning Council Chair Dela Cruz and Councilmernbers: 

I'm Daisy Mural, a resident of Kapahulu who rides the City's TheBus as my main mode ( 
Thank you coundlmembers for studying the huge impact a Mass Transit System for Dal 
and hopefully solve our traffic nightmare. I commend you as you have heard from your 
many problems of traffic congestion they face on the weekdays commuting to and from 
possible short term solutions. The over-development in the Ewa and Kapolei districts as 
of Oahu certainly adds to the traffic congestion, making it more difficult to get to your c 
on time. 

Some of my co-workers are caught in the traffic mess and some have found alternate n 
work and back home. The traffic nightmare happens whenever an accident occurs in th 
afternoon rush hour and all alternative routes are also stalled. They deserve a traffic rel 
GUIDEWAY such as RAIL would NOT BE THE SOLUTION. I believe a more flex 
such as managed lane - elevated tollway for a rubbernized roadway as well a 
selection which will serve the greatest number of people to keep the flow of I 
would be the best choice. 

transportation. 
u would create 
:onstituents, the 
work and some 
Nell as other parts 

-tjnation faster or 

utes to get to 
morning or 

.4, but a FIXED 
ble alternative, 
the route 

raffic moving 

The route selection from both EWA and KAPOLEI would certainly help move a great nur iber of people 
as well as to go through the neighborhood of Salt Lake and ending at Iwilei rather than :0 continue to 
UH-Manoa. I understand that the total cost of a Fixed or Flexible Guideway as well as b s enhancement 
is crucial and the first step to a totally Mass Transit System. If adding buses is not an or don, I would 
suggest that the current buses route be changed to go deeper into the residential and c immercial sub- 
divisions, make circulator routes and change some of the present buses to an Express S :mice (this would 
help the commuter reach their destination faster). 

I have a friend that is a construction worker who rides the City's bus system to get to w irk. Luckily all he 
needs to carry is a knapsack for his tools and an ice chest for his water and lunch. ion: how many 
constructions workers will be able to park their trucks at a Park & Ride, carry their equir Tient, then go up 
the elevated platform to catch the Rail Transit Tram to and from their job site? 

My experience of the Metro trains at the Metro stations in Washington, DC are not very itilet when they pass 
at high speeds and the ride inside is not all that smooth either. I found it to be a means of transportation 
rather than a scenic mode of transportation. I'm sure the same will apply to the RAIL tr. veling on a 30 feet 
or more platform for 20 hours a day for both the passengers and the residents that live n the areas it 
passes. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak and please make the right choice to serve more 3eOple without 
draining our income and resources. 

Daisy Mural 
3039 Kaunaoa Street 
Honolulu, HI 96815 
December 19, 2006 

Misc. Corn. No.  1986  
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The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 
.r4‘ 

530 South King Street 

0 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 	 e" -.4- 	0 
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Re: Bill 79 (2006), CO2, FOI Relating to Transit 

December 19, 2006 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and 
downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (OH West Oahu and UH 
Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's workers and 
university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - 
not along Karnokila Blvd. The proposed Kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces 
more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low density single family 
housing. We must provide the infrastructure to support the planned developments of the 
second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of 
Kapolel, including the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but 
undeveloped residential and mixed use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, 
and the proposed Kroc Center. The route will better serve UN West Oahu and the 
Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's 
potential contributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in 
annual regional new business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion 
in new net State and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be WV 
million. The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolers growth, 
advancing Hawaii's economy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. 

must say I am surprised at what appears to be a narrowed way of thinking when 
looking at the proposed rail system. I think the suggestion of going to a bus (similar to 
BART) system is foolhardy. Many among the council have wondered who would really 
use the rail system. Others have speculated that no one would want to pay for a ride. 
have lived in Tokyo and Taipei for the previous 17 years. I can tell you that the rail 
systems there are among some of the best in the world. Travel is fast, efficient and easy 
to follow. Tourists would find transportation more convenient. Certainly a stop close to 
the airport would be widely used. Additionally, passes could be issued using a plastic 

Misc. Corn. No. 1.987  
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"re-charge card system where a certain dollar amount is credited and then used on a 
declining balance basis. One could then recharge as needed. In fact, in Taipei, these 
cards are used on both the koIRT (Mass Rail Transit) and on the city buses as well. Once 
the rail line(s) are built, some of the city bus routes should be adjusted to transport 
people from the stations outward. 

Clearly, continued development of the Ewa plain is going to continue. The city cannot 
stand by and watch the ongoing gridlock get even worse, We must not ;settle for a 
shorter route to save a little money when in the long run, the traffic congestion will only 
cost the taxpayers more as temporary fixes are sought and "band aids* are applied. We 
can look back at the incredible length of time that was taken to finally decide on building 
the H-3. The final cost was astronomical and could have cost so much less had quicker 
action been taken. I respectfully ask for your support of the full Kapolel-fvlanos route 

Sincerely, 

Erlene Lahapa ichimura 

Ewa Beach resident 

tity,/ 
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December 19, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Mei?etbe 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two 
major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well 
as the two university campuses (UH West Oahu and IJIH Manoa) 
thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's 
workers and university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the 
growth will happen - not along Kamokila Blvd. The proposed Kamokila 
route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. 
It is aligned with developed, low density single family housing. We 
must provide the infrastructure to support the planned developments 
of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true 
city center of Kapolei, including the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route 
will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use 
lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed 
Croc Center. The route will better serve UH West Oahu and the 
Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new 
north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the 
Kapolei region's potential contributions to Hawaii's economy over the 
next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales 
and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State 
and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 
million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapoleits 
growth, advancing Hawaii's economy and moving students and 
workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support of 
the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

Sincerely, 

Nofrnand Hi. Robert 

. Corn. No. 
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From: Lance Johnson flajlmt@hawaiisr.comj 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 8:08 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

  

Dear Council, 

      

No district of Oahu has the traffic issues similar to the Ewa Plain. The fact that Ewa is omitted from the approved 
plan is unconceivable. Is the council thinking about the future growth planned for this area, not just what is here 
now. With that future growth, not even the North/South road will be enough to service this area. The property tax 
dollars and excise tax dollars gained from this area, and yet the area not included in this proposal, is somewhat of 
a taxation without representation. Please find a more amenable solution and include the Ewa Plain in the design 
of our forthcoming rail system. 

If you pick up a starving dog and make him prosperous, he will not bite you; that is the principal difference 
between a dog and a man -Mark Twain 

Lance Johnson 
91-1026 Kaiamaloo St. 
Ewa Beach, HI 

Li 

12/20/2006 
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CI I 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: mhansonl 70@aol.com 
	 CJ 	J 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 8:19 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	 RECEIVED 

Subject: Rail Alternative 

Dear Councilmembers, 
The time is closing fast for the vote on the mass transit system that will take Oahu through the rest of 

this century and beyond. While rail is a fine option, the cost is more than we taxpayers can bear. More 
than six billion dollars without counting the legal wrangling, the cost of consultants and the endless 
environment studies and NIMBY carping. And that price is in today's dollars, not the dollars of 10-15 
years from now when this system is finally complete. I think the cost will make bill for 11-3 seem like a 
bargain. 

We already have a bus system. In January, the new tax will be collected and bring in what I believe I 
read in the newspaper as being about $200 million a year. So, how about making the bus free and use 
the new tax money to run it? Even as a six-month proof of concept project, it would show just how 
many people would really use mass transit. If they won't ride a free bus, are they going to pay to ride 
the train? 

So please consider this idea. Free bus for six months. If it works, we probably won't need a rail 
system and all its headaches. You'll save a ton of money in just eliminating the cost of collecting the 
fares. I've heard that cost is about 20% of what's taken in 1 believe the Big Island is doing this already, 
so why can't we try it here? And they're doing it without a tax increase. 

Also, since the sales tax hits the poorest among us the hardest, and the poorest are most likely to use 
the bus as transportation, eliminating the fares would be like a refund for them, a bit of assistance in 
their difficult life. Seems like there's a positive political spin in there somewhere. If it works, probably 
the biggest cost will be expanding the park and ride facilities to accomodate all the riders. 

Mike Hanson 
District 2 
Mililani 
626-1335(h) 
655-3243(w) 

Check out the  new AOL. Most comprehensive set of free safety and security tools, free access to 
millions of high-quality videos from across the web, free AOL Mail and more. 

s . Corn. No. , 	 

12/20/2006 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

CiTr CtERK. 
HONOLULU, H4,4m1 

From: 	 PHILLIP HEYENGA tkailua374@msn.com ] 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, December 19, 2006 9:46 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

I support elevated hot lanes. 
phillip heyenga 

DEC 20 9 13M '08 

RECET 

Fixing up the home? Live Search can help 
http://imagine-windowsl  ive.com/sea  rch/kits/defa ultaspx?kit=improve&loca le=en-
US84sou rce=hmema iltaglinenov06&FORM -WLMTAG 

1 

Com No. 
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CITY- CL E.J.. 
HON OLULU, HAWA 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

 

   

From: Michael Akin [michaelakin01@gmail.com ] 
	 13 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 10:45 PM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi,%4 4.Ntn, Rod; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: NO WAIALUA QUARRY (Correction) FOR TRANSIT 

Aloha Council Members Todd K. Apo, Donovan M. Dela Cruz, Barbara Marshall, Charles K. Djou, Anne H. Kobayashi, 
Rod Tam, Romy M. Cachola, Gary H. Okino and Nestor R. Garcia, 

In my recent email to you I wrote: 

The construction of the light rail requires a HUGE QUARRY to supply the aggregate rock for the massive amount of 
concrete infrastructure. Where this HUGE QUARRY will be built to supply the hundred of 

millions of cubic yards of concrete HAS NEVER BEEN DISCUSSED except possible between Ameron HC&D and 
Mayor Hannemann. 

I meant to write hundred of 

thousands of cubic yards of concrete. 

STILL I ASK TO YOU TO VOTE DOWN THE "MAYOR'S IDEA," 

OPT FOR HUNDREDS OF NEW BUSES WITH DEDICATED LANES AND BUS PRIORITY TRAFFIC RULES 
INSTEAD. 

Sincerely submitted, 

MICHAEL ANTHONY AKIN, Federal Tribal Census Member #I0 in the Penobscot Nation of OLD TOWN - ORONO, 
MAINE. 

POB 1133 

Haleiwa, 96712 

(808) 282-9851 

Come No 

12/20/2006 
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CITY- CL E.J.. 
HON OLULU, HAWA 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

 

   

From: Michael Akin [michaelakin01@gmail.com ] 
	 13 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 10:45 PM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi,%4 4.Ntn, Rod; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: NO WAIALUA QUARRY (Correction) FOR TRANSIT 

Aloha Council Members Todd K. Apo, Donovan M. Dela Cruz, Barbara Marshall, Charles K. Djou, Anne H. Kobayashi, 
Rod Tam, Romy M. Cachola, Gary H. Okino and Nestor R. Garcia, 

In my recent email to you I wrote: 

The construction of the light rail requires a HUGE QUARRY to supply the aggregate rock for the massive amount of 
concrete infrastructure. Where this HUGE QUARRY will be built to supply the hundred of 

millions of cubic yards of concrete HAS NEVER BEEN DISCUSSED except possible between Ameron HC&D and 
Mayor Hannemann. 

I meant to write hundred of 

thousands of cubic yards of concrete. 

STILL I ASK TO YOU TO VOTE DOWN THE "MAYOR'S IDEA," 

OPT FOR HUNDREDS OF NEW BUSES WITH DEDICATED LANES AND BUS PRIORITY TRAFFIC RULES 
INSTEAD. 

Sincerely submitted, 

MICHAEL ANTHONY AKIN, Federal Tribal Census Member #I0 in the Penobscot Nation of OLD TOWN - ORONO, 
MAINE. 

POB 1133 

Haleiwa, 96712 

(808) 282-9851 

Come No 

12/20/2006 
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CITY C)LEFO' 
Fujinaga, Dot S. 	 °LULU, HAW 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Importance: 

zcorrea [zcorrea@zecom.biz] 
Wednesday, December 20, 2006 1:08 AM 	 DV 0 9 p 
Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; obayashi, nn 	am, Rod; 
Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor; Djou, Charles 
Please vote NO on Rail 

High 
	

RECETVED 

Aloha, 

I am asking you to _vote NO for the current version of the Mayors rail 

proposal and give it more time to address some very disturbing issues 

and questions. *Make this a successful City Council project, not a whim 
and failure of Mayor Mufi, 

The Mayor and his staff are pushing a rail rail system under false 
pretense. After attending one of the "rail information meetings", I 

walked away convinced that there are two many unanswered questions and 
inconstancies about the rail, more over I felt I attended a used care 

sales seminar and rally for the Mayors pet project. More specifically: 

* The rail proposal study appears as a study to justify Rail, not to 

find a solution to traffic and other modes of transportation. 

* First we were told it would cost one amount, then that amount was 
drastically _increased_, it appears the price for this project is 

out of control. 

* We are being taxed for something that will not happen for years in 

the future 
* Many cities are hurting from rail projects and ridership is not as 

projected. 
* WHAT ABOUT USING OUR BUSES ON A ELEVATED TRANSIT CORRIDOR? 

* Ewa plains is left out in the cold on this proposed system. 
* To the average voter, this project has Union reward written all 

over it. More "good old boys" 

* Taxes, Taxes, Taxes. 

The caution flags are up on this project as another waste of money and 

time. Keep in mind that many voters are not voicing their discontent on 

this project, but will vote their unhappiness in two years. 

Two years is when the taxes take its toll and more of the Mayors 
poor plans and hype will be revealed. 
Two years after the economy cools down and unemployment goes up, and 

still no solution to traffic. 
Two years when the voters finds out how the City Council was just 

puppets for the Mayors project. 
Two years when Mufi starts to make excuses and blame the council. 	

r.•,0 
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Do not get me wrong, I voted for Muff But in two years, _I will vote 

for someone else_. 

Mahal° 

Zenas C Correa 

zcorrea@zecom.biz 

6th generation Hawaii resident and ohana 

Ewa Beach 

2 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Barbara Lahr [blohr145@yahoo.corn] 	 EC 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 6:22 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Garcia, Nestor; Cachola, Romy; Tam, Rod; Okino, Gary; Kobayashi, Ann FL; 
Marshall, Barbara; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 	 RECEIVED 

Cc: 	Djou, Charles 

Subject: December 22 Vote on Rail System: VOTE NO ! ! ! 

Dear Honorable City Council Member: 

I am a resident of Hawaii and a registered voter who actually voted in the most recent election. 

There aren't words strong enough to tell you how very opposed to rail I am! It is too expensive and the 
costs are likely to balloon. I am sick and tired of all the tax increases -- you are making this state 
unlivable! Use some common sense. A rail system is NOT THE BEST SOLUTION! Look into a high-
occupancy toll road. Does the Mayor want to leave a legacy of bringing "rail to Oahu" at the expense of 
all us taxpayers? YOU are responsible for stopping him and this misguided idea. Haven't you ever heard 
of a cost-benefit analysis? You have an obligation to the people of this state to do better than to 
implement such a bad solution to our traffic problems. 

Barbara Lohr 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http://maiLyahoo.com  

Co 

12/20/2006 
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OITI CLERK. 
Fujinaga, Dot S. 	 HONOLULU, Hi.'" 

From: 	 william lewis [Iewisb003@hawaii.mcom] 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, December 20, 2006 7:20 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 VOTE NO on rail 

DEC ZU 9 13 id 

Mr. Dela Cruz 	 RECEIVED 

I urge you to vote NO to this light rail plan. Whatever this vague 

plan is, it is a looming finincial disaster for you and the entire 

state of Hawaii. This so-called plan hasnt not been properly 

presented to the voting public. I can see why. Hiding all the details 

and trying to cram this down the throats of the Hawaii tax payers is 

the only way. 

I urge you to show fiscal restraint and vote no on light rail. 

Explore cheaper alternatives. This rail will not solve the traffic 

problems but it will create financial problems for everyone. HUGE 

problems that will go on for decades. The taxpayers are being hurt 

every time they turn around. Gas tax, property tax, car registration, 

HECO wants a raise and cant keep the power on when the wind blows. 

Just vote no and find something that will actually work. 

Please listen to the voting public and vote no. 

Thanks 

Bill Lewis 

. Corn. No. 
1 
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Ti LER. 
HONOLULU,  

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

  

From: Ipodsys@aol,com 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 8:03 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Transit Vote RECEIVED 

How can you make such an impulsive decision with billions of dollars at stake? I hope you stand up for that 
decision when the city and our wallets are financially hurt. If it was your investment portfolio could you reach a 
prudent decision with the info that you have? This is worst than a car saleman's tactics. My preference is to 
have a long term and phased approach to deck the freeways - not managed lanes - from Kaimuki to Ewa. 

Misc. Com. No 

12/20/2006 
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CAT'i GL, 
HON OLU ki, HAWA Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: 	 James Romberg Bimromberg@hawaii.mcorn] 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, December 20, 2006 8:12 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 My taxes My vote 

Please do not let the proposed mass transit bill to go any further. This 

is absolute nonsense in the truest form of the word. We live in the 

country, where your voters are from, we do not go to town except 
if absolutely necessary. Why should we pay more in fuel taxes to support 

something that is of no help to us! For that matter why should we have 

to pay any more taxes on any project or scheme (as in confidence scheme) 

that will only benefit certain groups or organizations! 

Sheri Siptrott 

67-632 Kane PI 
Waialua, HI 96791 

DEC 2.0 9 

RECE ■ V ED 

Misc. Cont No 
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From: 	Billy Gomban Jr. [billyghawaii@yahoo.com ] 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 7:19 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Please Support Ewa 
RECEIVED 

 

Dear Mr. Donavan M. Dela Cruz: 

  

I am a resident of Ewa by Gentry, in Ewa Beach and urge that you please support the transit route to go through 
Kalaeloa to service Kapolei and Ewa. 

Why spend the money if you can't do it right..., by serving the high density areas of the west side. 

Sincerely 

William Gomban Jr. 
Retired Verizon Hawaii 
Vietnam Veteran 
808-685-6992 

Billy G. 
ARS K:H6.1PL 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http://mail.yahoo.com  

Come No 

12/20/2006 
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Jackie Links [jglynx©msn.corn] 

rr} 

CD- 

CZZ. 	C) From: 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 9:42 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Page 1 of 1 

Dear Council Members: Please add my name to those who feel we would be better served by 
having the rail route go down the N/S road and into Kalaeloa. At the rate houses are being built 
in the Ewa Beach area we will need relief for those workers who support the downtown 
and Waikiki area. By the time the rail is available all of the roads in this area will be overtaxed. 
This route into Kalaeloa would allow parking for those who would use the rail and relieve the H-1 
traffic. Not taking into consideration the in and out flux of workers from this area to east Oahu 
will have a major impact on the entire island. Sincerely, Gordon R. Links 91-205 Keonekapu 
Place, Ewa Beach HI. 96706 Telephone 685-4273 

Misc. Com . No 

12/20/2006 
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CITY ci.ERr 
Fujinaga, Dot S. 
	 HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: 	 LRIafontai@aol.com  
Sent: 	 Tuesday, December 19, 2006 4:51 PM 	 DEC 20 10 48 Ali 'OS 
To: 

	

	 Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H,; Tam, Rod; 
Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: 	 FIXED RAIL SYSTEM 

RECEIVED 
Dear Councilmember: 

Whose clever idea was it to put THE FIXED RAIL SYSTEM to a vote during the 
Holidays when people are busy thinking about other things???? Did our dear 
former Mayor Harris suggest this? He threw thousands and thousands of our tax 
dollars to the wind!!!! WE had to pay for all his books that didn't sell!!! 

COMMON SENSE SHOULD TELL YOU NOW IS NOT THE TIME TO APPROVE THIS HUGE 
EXPENDITURE!!! YOU DON'T HAVE ENOUGH INFORMATION RE COSTS, TYPE OF RAIL CARS, 
LOCATION, ETC.,AND DO THE PEOPLE REALLY WANT THIS "WHITE ELEPHANT"!! DON'T RUSH 
INTO THIS JUST BECAUSE MAYOR " MUFI" SAYS SO. 

The vast majority of the people are not going to use it, and that's what's 

needed to make it successful. Has a survey of any kind been taken to see who is 
going to use this 'White Elephant"???? 

Build an ELEVATED TOLL ROAD which people WILL USE. People don't want to 

leave their cars in lots where they can be stolen and broken into. Also they like 
to shop on their way home alot of times or go to Waikiki or some other place 
like maybe Kahala Mall or one of the other malls. 

YOU ARE MAKING A BIG MISTAKE IF YOU PROCEED WITH THIS "FIXED RAIL SYSTEM". 

Sincerely, 

Valoy Alexander 

Misc. Corn. No  200,2 
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0,111 CLEF 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Tyler Proctor [tproctor5@yahoo.cornj 

Sent: 	Tuesday, December 19, 2006 4:29 PM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Please reconsider 

Tyler Proctor Ewa Beach 429-7819 
I would prefer an elevated toll way. 

DEC 20 10 48 AN '06 

RECEIVED 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best sparn protection around 
http://mail.yahoo.com  

Misc. Corn. No. 2003  

12/19/2006 
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CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

HONOLULUTRAFFICCOM DEC 20 10 48 AM '06 

SEEKING COST-EFFECTIVE SOLUTIONS TO TRAFFIC CONGESTION 

December 19, 2006. 

Dear Council Chair Dela Cruz: 

RECEIVED 

In our view, the City Council needs to take three actions before the end of December: 

A. Delay the start of the tax increase, 

B. Investigate the cause of Parsons Brinckerhoff's (PB) blatant bias towards rail in the 
Alternatives Analysis (AA) and, 

C. Insist that the City Administration and PB redo the AA. 

A. 	The City Council needs to delay implementing the tax because PB has not 
provided sufficient unbiased information in the AA that the Council can make a clear 
decision. The cart is before the horse in three ways: 

1. The City is imposing the tax increase before the public or the City Council 
really knows what we are getting. 

2. The City Administration has admitted that it must redo the Scoping Process 
shortly, including public hearings, and so the process that the public has relied 
upon as providing an adequate consideration of options to be included in the 
Alternatives Analysis has yet to occur. 

3. The Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO) has yet to approve 
the Oahu Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP) that PB cited in the AA as 
providing much of the input for the Alternatives Analysis. 

B. 	The City Council should investigate PB's bias towards rail and against 
Managed Lanes (HOT lanes). The following three examples are just some of the 
indications of bias: 

1. The Tampa Expressway cost $400 million. The City and Parsons Brinckerhoff 
project the Managed Lanes Alternative (MLA), a similar highway, to cost $2.6 
billion — a clearly overstated forecast. On the other hand, the cost forecast 
for rail is that its cost per mile would be less than that forecast for the 1992 
rail line, allowing for inflation — a clearly understated forecast. 

2. The MLA is forecast to be burdened with the operating and capital costs of 
960 buses (50 percent more than the No-Build Alternative) and 5,200 parking 
spaces in park-and-ride lots more than No-Build, yet it is projected to generate 
only five percent more riders. 

3. The State statute reads, "No moneys received from the surcharge shall be 
used to build or repair public roads or highways or bicycle paths, or to support 
public transportation systems already in existence prior to July 12, 2005" and 
the city's Bill 40 contains a similar provision. Therefore, highway solutions are 
given little consideration. 

phone 808.285-7799 	fax 8o8-545.4495 	email info@honolulutraffic.com  

Misc. Corn. No. 2°°S 
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C. 	The City Council should insist that the Administration and PB redo the 
Alternatives Analysis for the following reasons: 

t The City used faulty reasoning in determining that highway expansion could 
not reduce traffic congestion. The City and PB are trying to "solve" our traffic 
congestion problems with transit "solutions." This will not work since 
highway traffic congestion can only be resolved with highway solutions. The 
public is not generally aware that it was never the City's intent to reduce 
traffic congestion below present levels. 

2. PB uses highly sophisticated computer simulations to calculate ridership 
projections, but they use a single flawed assumption: Transit ridership 
increases with population. Clearly, it does not. Since 1984. our population has 
increased 13.5 percent but our bus ridership has declined io percent, a 21 
percent decline relative to population. 

3. There is no financial plan: The AA recommended a full corridor alignment 
from the University of Hawaii at Manoa and Kalaeloa via Halekauwila Street 
but provided unacceptable options for funding it. The AA and its Financial 
Feasibility Report shows us that, 

a) If the prudent "trend forecast" of new tax revenues is used, $1.234 
billion would be required from "Other Sources," a euphemism for 
future tax increases, and, 

b) the AA uses $1.2 billion as the federal funding despite the fact that 
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) told the OMPO Policy 
Committee that $500 million would be the practical limit, which is why 
OMPO used $456 million in its forecast. FTA also told our recent 
Council delegation to Washington DC, that they should consider the 
historical record of FTA funding. From that record, the outer limit 
appears to be $750 million. Obviously, the prudent amount to use 
would be $500 million, or less. If a prudent estimate of likely (not 
wishful thinking) federal funding of $456 million is used there will be a 
further $744 million shortfall, and, 

c) the City and PB used a projected cost of the 28-mile option as $4.6 
billion. At that price, simply allowing for inflation shows that the new 
rail plan's cost per mile is much less than the 1992 rail plan. That is not 
logical, especially considering that land condemnation will cost the City 
far more now than it would have in 1992, even allowing for inflation. 
We should at least use the same cost per mile as the 1992 plan, which 
amounts to $6.4 billion, or another $1.8 billion to add to "Other 
Sources." 

Thus, the total shortfall from these three items is likely to be $3.8 billion. Where is it 
to come from other than tax increases? 

In addition, there is the remarkable lack of diligence shown by the Transit Advisory 
Task Force in trying to resolve the major discrepancies between the conclusions of 
the AA and the conclusions of its critics. 

AR00070302 



The following omissions from the Transit Advisory Task Force Report demonstrate 
this: 

The summary does not even mention the enormous disparity between the $420 
million actual cost of the Tampa Expressway, and the AA's projected cost of $2.6 
billion for the similarly sized Managed Lanes alternative in Honolulu. Task Force sub-
committee members made only one phone call to Dr. Martin Stone, the Director of 
Planning for the Tampa Expressway Authority who told them it could be built for less 
than a billion dollars. The Report omits this. 

The Task Force members did not call the Honolulu office of PCL Civil Constructors, 
who built the Tampa Expressway and the Hawaii Convention Center. There should 
have been extensive discussions with PCL. 

The Report ignores Councilmember Djou's report of his Tampa visit: "The Tampa 
transportation officials universally expressed disbelief at the City's AA cost estimate. 
They all stated that none of them were ever contacted by any City official or the 
City's transit consultant, nor did the City or its consultant ever request any 
information from any Tampa officials on their elevated expressway system. Every 
single Tampa official I met with felt a similar system could be built in Honolulu for 
about $5oo million, and none of the officials felt that it would cost over $1 billion." 
[Djou's report was made prior to the one phone call.] 

The Report ignores Djou's report that: "Ft. Lauderdale, Florida and Birmingham, 
Alabama have not only inspected, but have now opted to select an elevated toll way 
as their locally preferred transit alternative to address their respective community's 
transportation needs. In particular, both Ft. Lauderdale and Birmingham 
contemplated building a rail system for their respective communities, but rejected 
them after inspecting the Tampa expressway system." The Task Force should have 
checked these facts with the respective authorities and determined why these cities 
changed their minds. 

The Report ignores the fact that, allowing for inflation, the AA's projected rail costs 
are less per mile than that of the 1992 FEIS — let alone why. 

The Report ignores the fact that Honolulu bus ridership does not grow with 
population, a basic assumption made in the ridership-forecasting model used for the 
AA. Using such an assumption, it is clear that if PB were to run a backcast of the 
ridership model to predict today's No-Build ridership from 1991 data, it would 
overstate the ridership we actually have. 

The Report ignores the fact that the Task Force was asked "whether the AA's 
forecast of ridership ... data provided is comparable to historical data from operating 
systems in other jurisdictions." Had they done so, they would have found that the AA 
forecasts a 35 percent increase in transit's market share over the next 25 years, 
whereas no other metro area has achieved any increase at all in a comparable period. 

In attempting to make the case that the budgeted amount for the federal 
contribution in the AA is not that much more than "the amount the FTA gives to 
most projects," it uses an incorrect amount of $95o million; the correct amount is $1.2 
billion. 

The financial forecast in the AA and the Financial Feasibility Reports, such as it is, is 
more an exercise in wishful thinking than a prudent assessment of the City's future 

AR00070303 



financial condition under any of the alternatives. As detailed in C. 3. above, there is a 
likely shortfall of $3.8 billion for the full rail alignment. The Report does not deal 
with such possibilities. 

The Report discusses the fact that the Oahu Regional Transportation Plan, cited 
frequently in the AA as a data source, does not exist other than in draft form. It 
soothingly assures us that the final version "is substantively unchanged." I-low does 
he know? OMPO has yet to approve the final version. Why is this, when it was 
supposed to have been produced six months ago? OMPO has been sitting on it for a 
reason and it would be useful to know why, 

The Report mentions that the City is to perform the Scoping Process but does not tell 
the Council why it has to be redone, and why the FTA will have to re-issue a new 
Notice of Intent to enter the National Environment Protection Act (NEPA) process 
again. Nor does the Report mention the dilemma that no officials appear to know 
whether the City is currently in the NEPA process or not. 

Incredibly, the Task Force by a vote of 5-1 found nothing unusual about any of this. 
Dr. Prevedouros, the only traffic engineer on the Task Force, cast the negative vote. 

The Council should insist on a more honest process; this one has been far too biased. 

Sincerely, 

Cliff Slater 
Chair 

Footnotes: 

' Exclusive of the Appendix. 
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Renee Cochran 

Renee Cochran 
44-1309 Kou Place 

e, Hawaii 96744 

441309 Kau Place 
Kaneohe, Hawaii 96744 

Fax 
To: 	Councilwoman Barbara Marshall 

	
Fmnu  Renee Cochran 

Fax: 527-6888 	 Pages: 

Date: December 19, 2006 

Re: 	Friday's vote 

0 Urgent 0 For Review 0 Please Comment 0 Please Reply 0 Please Recycle 

• Comments: 

Aloha Mrs. Marshall 

I am writing to ask that you NOT to allow the final vote of the proposed rail system to pass and not to pass 
the proposed sales tax increase. 

The rail system will never work, it will put our island into a terrible economic deficit that future generations 
will be saddled to pay. 

While I agree there is a traffic problem, it seems more reasonable to look at a vast improvement of the 
express bus system and or additional contra-flow on the freeways before billions are spent on a rail that will 
never work. 

Why has the subject of the rail not been put to a public vote asking the taxpayers who will have to fund this 
absurd system if they want the rail and if they will be riding the system? 

I have voted for you and think that you are a very bring lady. Please don't allow yourself to be "railroaded" 
into this terrible decision. 

Thank you for your consideration of my request 

Aloha and Best Regards 

Misc. Corn. No. 2006 
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From: 	 Ed Teruya tedt@itsfed.com ) 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, December 19, 2006 1:47 PM 
To: 	 Apo, Todd K; Cachola, Romy; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; DjogEgates;laillidilisit;g6r,• 

Kobayashi, Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Okino, Gary; Tam, Rod 
Subject: 	 Rail 

CITY .  OLERK 
HONOLULU, HAW4II 

RECEIVE . ° 
To the Honolulu City Counil, 

Except for one or two of you, the Council has gone insane. You should step 
back and think what you are doing by voting for this rail transit system. 

You will put the City in debt forever and the citizens will be paying (thru 

taxation). 

As far as I can tell, there is still no accurate cost associated with this 
system. Yes, you say Szl. to $6 Billion. What about the other costs? Land 
Purchases, Maintenance Costs, Cost Overuns due to many many reasons (rise in 
labor, material, etc), additional bus routes, additional buses, additional 
maintenance costs for buses, and others. The bus system will require 
addtional subsidizing and guess how its going to be funded 	 
right 	TAXES. 

There is still no workable plan....you're planning as you go. 

Why don't you poll the people who drive and DO NOT even poll the bus riders 

because they're the only ones who will be using the rail system. 

When the Mayor was campaigning for Office, I really thought he would stick 
to the 3 questions which he would have to answer positively before 
proceeding on any project. I thought they were "yes" or "no" quesions. I 

didn't realize there could be "buts" attached. 
1. Do we need it? Yes (But must be Rail) 

2. Can we afford it? Yes (But taxes will be raised) 

3. Can we maintain it? Yes (But taxes will be raised again, & again) 

Why don't you inform the public in the news media about the initial Costs 

and maintenance Costs. People do not realize how "stuck" we(our children, 
grand children and their children) will be for the rest of our lives if this 
goes thru. You say the public is informed by hearings, etc.? We can't even 

take off from work or find parking to attend. 

hope at least one of you reads this and reconsider 	 

Misc. Corn. No 2007 

1 
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From: Chris Grant [cgrant@kitv.corn] 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 10:09 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI Relating to Transit 

he Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
onolulu City Council 
30 South King Street 
onolulu, Hawaii 96813 

e: Bill 79 (2006), CO2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

ear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa, 
Dwever I believe strongly that we're not addressing practical issues like reaching needy communities 
(e Waianae and coverage near Waikiki, in addition to providing a vital stop that specifically serves the 
wa/Ewa Beach communities. First, I can't believe that the proposed route does not include Ewa Beach, 
early one of the highest growth communities on Oahu. Why would the council not have an Ewa/Ewa 
each stop? This makes no sense. Also, why would the routes not be accessible to Waikiki? Service 
orkers in Waikiki clearly would financially benefit from the type of route, and would surely help the 
igger picture of alleviating traffic congestion, not to mention the practicality of opening the island to more 
■urism accessibility, and vice-versa. 

Specifically regarding my community of Ewa/Ewa Beach, this is important 25-30 year planning. These 
areas are where the growth will happen - not along Kamokita Blvd. The proposed Kamokila route does 
not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, tow density 
single family housing. We must provide the infrastructure to support the planned developments of the 
second city. 

he route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including the 
Idiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use 
Inds (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed Kroc Center. The route will better 
.rve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new 
Drth/south road. 

s you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential 
Dntributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new 
Jsiness sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State and City 
Dyer-ft-rent revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 

ublic transportation solutions should address all communities. Please re-address the routes that you're 
msidering so that the benefit is more widespread to all communities. 

incerely, 

hris Grant 
wa Beach resident 

Misc. Corn. No. 2008 

12/20/2006 
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December 20, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and 
downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (UH West Oahu and UH Manoa) 
thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's workers and university 
students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not along 
Kamokila Blvd. The proposed Kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto 
Ft. Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low density single family housing. We must 
provide the infrastructure to support the planned developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kaplei, 
including the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped 
residential and mixed use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed 
Kroc Center. The route will better serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands 
Developments. It can be planned with the new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential 
contributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional 
new business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State and 
City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolers growth, advancing 
Hawaii's economy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask 
for your support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

Sincerely, 
Gary and Robin Staliens 
Ocean Pointe, Ewa Beach Owner 
(858) 883-2125 

Misc. Corn. No. 	" 
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From: Mel McKeague [mel_mckeague@hotmail.comi 
	

tks 
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 10:57 AM 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony - Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 

Aloha, 

As a life-long resident of the Ewa Plains, first in "Oahu's First Planned City" - Makakilo, and now in Ewa Beach, I 
would ask the City Council to reconsider the last minute "amendment" that eliminated the proposed Rail Transit 
Line away from the Ewa Plains, and goes against the recommendations of the $10 Million Transit Study. The 
Transit Study experts recommended the Ewa Route, referred to as the "Green Route". Please re-instate and 
approve the "Green Route" recommended by the Transit Study experts. The Rail is needed yesterday. 

Mahal°, 
Mel McKeague 
91-1111 Ahona St. 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 
808-689-0272 

Misc. Corn. No 

12/20/2006 
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From: Susan York [yorkjrd002©mac.com ] 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 11:05 AM 

DEC 20 11 13 	'06 
CITY .  CL  FRP, 

HONOLULU, HAttei,c1 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Bill 79 

It is imperative that the transportation plan include routing through Kalaeloa into Ewa/Ewa Beach. To exclude 
the Ewa/Ewa Beach community would be to doom the success of mass transit for West Oah'u: 

1. During the trial of the Wiki Wiki Ferry, the highest rider-ship occurred when the ferry left from Iroquois 
Point, not when it left from Barber's Point harbor! As an Ewa/Ewa Beach resident, I do not want to travel west 
into Kapolei in order travel east into town—I would continue to use my car to drive myself to town rather than 
trying to get into Kapolei somehow, maybe try to find parking, etc. 

2. By-passing Ewa/Ewa Beach is to disrespect (again) the long time residents of the Ewa Plain in Old Ewa 
Beach and Historic Ewa, and the large planned communities of Ocean Pointe, Ewa by Gentry, and the 
"Westlochs". Within these communities are two projects that provide housing to the elderly who need the 
access to this mass transit alternative in order to get to town for medical appointments and treatments. 

3. Former military housing at Kalaeioa and Iroquois Point has been converted to more affordable rental units 
which are critical to resolving the homeless problem. This segment of our community is less likely to be able 
to afford cars, yet they need to get to town for work opportunities and to access may other services that help 
them rebuild their lives. 

Susan E. York 
91-030 Pahuhu Way 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 
(808) 683-0512 

Misc. Corn. No. ;Z011 

12/20/2006 
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R CE 

From: Gelish, Anthony [Gelish_Anthony@bah.corni 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 11:54 AM 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony - Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 

DEC 20 I2 38 Pti 'OS 

CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWA!I 

With All Due Respect, 
I support Councilmember Apo's FD1 to Bill 79. The proposed routing of the mass transit corridor excluding the 
'Ewa plain is completely unacceptable.  The council must  adopt the original route proposed by the city 
administration and identified in FD1 to Bill 79 incorporating a convenient, efficient route providing appropriate 
mass transit access for residents of the 'Ewa plain. 

I have lived in 'Ewa Beach since 1995. I have seen the duration of my commute degrade geometrically year-by-
year. When my family moved to our 'Ewa by Gentry home in 1995 I was able to leave our home between 6 and 
6:30 am and expect to arrive at my Honolulu office prior to 7:30 am. Since the massive construction at Ocean 
Pointe, continuing growth of Gentry properties, and the growth of all the associated traffic on Fort Weaver 
Road my morning commute forces me to leave home not later than 5:30 am. Despite leaving this early I am still 
not assured of arriving at my Honolulu office by 7:30 am. I now eat breakfast alone in my office rather than at 
home with my spouse. I have tried taking The Bus and find it is, of course, trapped in the same traffic quagmire. 
My only consolation is that I can nap on The Bus. 

'Ewa's infrastructure needs have been a city council unwanted step-child. Permitting for construction of acres and 
acres of residences has gone forward with little to no attention to transportation infrastructure. For decades 'Ewa 
has been promised the North-South Road. For years 'Ewa has been promised Fort Weaver Road would be 
widened. For years our state legislators have pursued efforts to urge the city and county to consider a contra-flow 
lane solution on Fort Weaver Road. While the North-South road is FINALLY under construction and a VERY 
short portion of Fort Weaver Road has been widened, with a promise the remaining widening will begin 
soon, none of these efforts have resulted in the promised near-term solution to our traffic chaos. 

Now, the City Council proposes to derail a long-term, viable solution to the 'Ewa plains mass transit woes by 
selecting a mass transit system route by-passing 'Ewa's transportation needy residents. What could you all be 
thinking? Clearly no one on the transportation committee has been forced to navigate the morning or evening 
rush hour traffic on Fort Weaver Road. A mass transit solution requiring 'Ewa plain residents to travel by car or 
bus to Kapolei or Pearl City to access the mass transit solution provides NO  relief for the snarled traffic that is Fort 
Weaver Road. 

campaign for and against  candidates for public offices and I vote. The members of the council's transportation 
committee can be assured I will continue my campaigning. The members can also be assured I have a long 
memory, and will not forget your actions regarding 'Ewa's transportation crisis. 

Very respectfully, 
Tony 

Anthony Gelish, CHE 
Associate 
Booz Allen Hamilton 
733 Bishop Street, Suite 3000 
Pacific Guardian Center, Makai Tower 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813-3219 
WP (808) 545-6821 
WF (808) 545-6808 
CP (808) 286-5483 
Gelish Anthony@bah.com  
URL http://www.bah.com  Misc. Corn. No 	01?0i2  

12/20/2006 
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From: 	Cheri Michel [cherimichel@earthlink.netj 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 12:24 PM 

Subject: Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2 FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

My husband and I moved from Los Angeles to Ewa Beach last year and are part of the large wave of people moving into this 
area. We believe that in the next 20 years this area, along with the Kapolei region, will bring in contributions to Hawaii's 
economy of about $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in 
new net State and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. Consider this as you consider the 
cost of the transit project. 

Given this, we ask for your support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route - we support the full mass transit route from the City of 
KapoIei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and 
downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (UH West Oahu and MN Manoa). These areas are where the 
growth will happen - not along Kamokila Blvd. The proposed Karnokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto 
Ft. Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low density single family housing. We must provide the infrastructure to support 
the planned developments of the second city. 

And, please do not consider proposing an archaic bus system as the answer to Oahu's transit challenges of the future - that is 
downright embarrassing. 

Sincerely, 
Scott Brazwell 8z. Cheri Michel Brazwell 

Scott Brazwell & Cheri Michel Brazwell 
91-435 Pupu Street 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 
808-689-7282 
cheritnichelekearthlink.net  

, 201.3 Misc. Corn. No. 	 

12/20/2006 
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From: LWindisch [windischl@hawaiiantel.net } 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 12:36 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

 

 

ez;  

 

Dear Sir, 

  

I am strongly encouraging you to consider the North-South Road/Kalaeloa (NS/K) corridor instead of the current 
route from along Farrington Highway to Kamokila Blvd. in Kapolei. The Ewa area is the fastest growing 
community on the island and traffic is almost at a standstill during rush hour. Get the land now before it is 
developed to avoid higher cost and add another way to move people in and out of Ewa. We need relief now. 

'2014 

12/20/2006 
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From: kurt's [fevellak001@hawall.mcoml 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 12:54 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Date: December 18, 2006 

To: 	The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 

530 South King Street Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Subject: Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 - Relating to Transit 

My name is Kurt Fevella, the Chairperson of the Ewa Neighborhood Board and a 30 year 
resident and concerned citizen from Ewa Beach. I support the full mass transit route from 
Kapolei through Saratoga, the North-South Rd., Farrington Hwy. the Airport, and ending at the 
University of Hawaii. 

I want the full council to reconsider the route they have chosen. I believe it is a big mistake 
because it will have detrimental impacts to all of us who travel on Kamokila Blvd. and Ft, 
Weaver Road. Those two corridors are the lifeline for Ewa Beach, Kapolei, and our family 
from Waranae. 

When Hawaii Kai needed their lifeline to be widened and developed we supported our family 
and friends from the east. When Kaneohe/Kailua and our important military facilities needed 
H3 we supported it. Today when our communities are suffering with the decisions to target 
growth in our area we need our family and friends to support us. You Council Members have 
the opportunity to deliver on the PROMISES that was made in the past. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapolei, 
including the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped 
residential and mixed use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed 
Croc Center. The route will better serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands 
Developments. It can be planned with the new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential 
contributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional 
new business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State and 
City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 
The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, Kalaeloa 
Development, advancing Hawaii 's economy and moving students and workers to and from 
their homes. I respectfully ask for your support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

12/20/2006 
	 Misc. Corn. No 	 : oi5  
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Sincerely, 

Kurt Fevella, Chairperson Ewa Neighborhood Board 

12/2012006 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATWES 
STATE OF HAWAII 
STATE CAPITOL 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

Rep. ItiArityn n. E.mc 

3nu'Ontria 

Ph: S86-946971IS; ff.R6-946 
Einait roplccqghpitAliniAmagoit 

 

Cry 

TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF BILL 79(2006) 

HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL MEETING 
FRIDAY, DECEMBER 22,2006 

10:00 A.M. 

Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Council, 

My name is Marilyn B. Lee, and I am a State Representative for the 38 th  House District 
which includes Mililani, Mililani Mauka, and Waipio Acres. 

The City of Honolulu is the center of our island home. Tourism, education and 
government are all based in this important area. Unfortunately, those of us who live 
outside of this zone are finding it more and more difficult to access it in a timely fashion. 
The Leeward, Central and Windward sides of Oahu axe experiencing tremendous growth. 
This is excellent news for our island but it has made traffic the preeminent local issue of 
our day. With daily commutes into town from booming areas that can take over an hour 
and a half one way and a future that looks to only give us an increase in that time, a 
comprehensive approach to relieve the traffic congestion on Oahu is desperately needed. 
The passage of Bill 79, which provides that the locally preferred alternative for the 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project be a fixed guideway system between 
Kapplei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa, would be an excellent part of a 
comprehensive approach. 

Much has been done over the last year to study this proposal. It is now time to act. The 
passage of this bill will begin the process to make Oahu more easily accessible to those 
living outside of the City of Honolulu. Passage now will also help gain federal funding 
on the project. I urge you not to delay. 

I also request the Council to consider placing the word "rail" into the bill. Although a 
fixed guideway system sounds nice we are talking about a rail system. This rail system 
should be one to last 100 years like the examples of New York City and Chicago. After 
all, it will never be cheaper than now. I strongly urge the Council to pass Bill 79 and I 
thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony. 

Misc. Corn. No. 2016 

COUNCI 
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Memorandum 

To: Honorable Donovan M. Dela Cruz, Chair and Members of the 
City Council 

From: Marlene Uesugi, Arbors Resident 

Date: December 20, 2006 

Re: Bill 79(20.6), CD2 — Relating to Transi 

I submit my testimony in strong support for a rail transit line or a fixed 
guide way system that will take you to West Oahu via the North-South 
Road and Kalaeloa corridor, instead of the route chosen by the 
Transportation Committee. 

I believe that this route will better serve our area in the future, since it is 
the fastest growing region in Oahu. The thousands of new homes in the 
Ewa/Ewa Beach built in the last decade and future homes yet to be built 
will also provide riders and commuters for the system. 

With the development of many commercial establishments, the full 
transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, 
advancing Hawaii's economy and moving students and workers to and 
from their homes. 

I respectfully ask for your support to not exclude the Ewa Plains on your 
decision, in determining the final route for the proposed rail transit line. 

Thank you, 

Misc. Corn. No. 2017°' 
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The Chamber of 
Commerce of Hawaii 

Since 1850 

Testimony to the City Council of Honolulu 
City Council Chambers 

Honolulu Hale 
December 22, 2006 @ 10:00AM 

SUBJECT: Bill 79 (2006), CD2 Relating to Transit c=3. 

Dear Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council: 

My name is Jim Tollefson and I am the President of the Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii. I 
appreciate the opportunity to submit testimony regarding Bill 79 (2006), CD2 relating to Transit. 

The Chamber believes traffic congestion has a negative impact on both our economy and the 
quality of life we enjoy. Therefore, finding an option to alleviate some of our traffic challenges is 
essential in order to improve the health of our businesses and Hawaii's future growth. 

Consequently, the Chamber has consistently testified in support of the foimal process of 
selecting a locally preferred alternative to address the traffic challenges. As we continue to follow the 
process, it is evident from Bill 79 that the fixed guideway system is the option preferred by the key 
decision makers. Therefore, the Chamber wishes to ensure the selection and design of the appropriate 
rail system, and encourages the City to continue to engage input from businesses and the community to 
ensure the best possible outcome. 

While the Chamber believes that it is important to provide a route that connects as many 
population and business centers as possible, ideally stretching from Kapolei to the University of 
Hawaii Manoa campus and Waikiki, the Chamber has strong concerns regarding the high costs of such 
a project, and recommends that the City evaluate carefully the costs and benefits of each proposed 
route to ensure that the taxpayers' investment will produce an appropriate social and economic gain. 

Finally, the Chamber requests that an EIS be completed early in the process and prior to the 
commitment of funds for transit system development. 

In light of this, The Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii will continue to engage in the process 
and support the implementation of the locally preferred alternative. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views on this matter. 

Misc. Corn, No. 
1132 Bishop Street, Suite 402 • Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 • Phone: (808) 545-4300 • Facsimile: (808) 545-4369 
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OM CLERK 
HONOLULU,HAWAH 

MEMORANDUM 
	

DEC 20 3 05 PH 'OS 

RECE1 vErrember 22, 2006 

TO: 	 Honorable Donovan M. Dela Cruz: Chairr'and Members 
City Council 

FROM: 	 R2o?, C. Evans: West Loch Estates (WLE) 

SUBJECT: 	BI-1-1---079 Proposed CD2 FD 1 Relating to Mass Transit 
routing. 

We support this ordinance yet, are concerned about the 
currently selected route. 

We support the route proposed in FD1. 

This means that as currently proposed, the route will 
effectively exclude all potential users from WLE across St. Francis 
Hospital West throughout the entire south Ewa plain. In choosing 
this route, it's difficult to understand why, after the Council 
members who have had the opportunity to experience traversing 
Papipi road north to the existing Kunia freeway entrance taking 
well over 30 minutes, would then expect these Ewa residents to park 
their cars, and, then engage mass transit to their easterly 
directions, and, reverse the process in the evening. 

Its clear that as a retirees'; 	we'll be long dead before 
the first train ever leaves the station. We'll not ever receive 
any benefit for our increased tax payments. 

Nevertheless, as retiree members of this community with 
responsibility for the greater good of the entire island community, 
due diligence would require some express rationale by the decision-
maker, after traversing the aforementioned route, as to why so many 
Ewa plains residents are now to be excluded from this improvement 
in their quality of life. 

Thank you for allowing me to testify. 

Misc. Corn. No ?01.9 
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Mary L Forde 
91-1044 Kai La St 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 
December 19, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan De la Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 	 zr- 

c, 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 r— 

r- 
r•ri 	 cri 	m 

ziE 

I fully support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawacig 	
— 

at Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and 
downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (UH West Oahu and UH 
Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's workers and 
university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not 
along Kamokila Blvd. The proposed Kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more 
traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. it is aligned with developed, low-density single-family 
housing. We must provide the infrastructure to support the planned developments of the 
second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapolei, 
including the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped 
residential and mixed-use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the 
proposed Kroc Center. The route will better serve UN West Oahu and the Hawaiian 
Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's 
potential contributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in 
annual regional new business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion 
in new net State and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 
million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing 
Hawaii's economy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. I 
respectfully ask for your support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

Sincerely, 

Mary 12-  orde 
Ewa Beach resident 

Misc. Corn, No. 2020 

  

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 
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Please vote against this "White Elephant"! 
Mahal° 

2;7  

Keahi D. Pelayo 

%.".) 	 A- 4,4.4 • ■ ••■••1 ■ •• ar. • 

December 20, 2006 

CIT'r CLER? 
HONOLULU, HAWAir 

DEC 20 3 05 PH '06 

RECEIVED 

Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
530 S. King Street, Rm 202 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

I am a business man and parent of elementary and middle school age children. I am writing to 
express my opposition to the proposed rail transit system. I oppose it for the following reasons. 

I. Parents with children will not be able to use it and children may need to be at school at different 
times (both before and after school). With varied sporting interests, parents with multiple children 
will need to deliver kids to different locations at different times, therefore rail is not a solution for the 
vast majority of families. 
2. The proposed GET increase does not cover the estimated cost. Nor does it take into account the 
inevitable cost overruns. 
3. There are less costly more efficient solutions available. Why take on a huge financial and social 
commitment when it is not clear that it will work. 
4. If you move forward you will be moving the City and County toward inevitable increases in all 
fees and taxes. The people of this City and State cannot afford this project. 
5. Given the size of this project and the lack of clear information regarding costs of construction, 
operation or a chance of its even succeeding at reducing traffic congestion, I find it hard to believe 
that the private sector would take such a huge risk. Since you work for the people of Oahu you owe 
a higher duty of care to us and should not vote for such a outlandish venture. 

Misc. Corn. No 2021  
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Sincerely 

4 ,, 4 V ,-J i 

CIT1' CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

DEC 20 3 05 PH '06 
DONOVAN M. DELA CRUZ 
DISTRICT 2 
C C HONOLULU 	RECEIVED 

December 20, 2006 

Dear Mr. Dela Cruz, 

As a long time resident of District 2! would like to give you my views on the rapid 
transit for Honolulu. 

HONOLULU MUST HAVE THE LONG ROUTE FOR RAPID TRANSIT. 

I will never use this system for because I'm too old and will be dead before it is 
completed and I live in Kaneohe not The Leeward Side. As a government everyone has to 
pay for common good items, like education, police, fire and transportation_ Even if we 
don't use them. 

I know and you know the final cost for this system will be far higher Then we want ( 10 
billion anyone? ) but it still must be built, ff we don't build it now we will have 
permanent gridlock on the roads. 

Buses, they still drive on the roads 
More road lanes, where will the cars park once they get there? 

Like it or not Honolulu is a grown up city with grown up problems. Trying to go back to 
a sleepy little town will not work. 

47-468 Alawiki St_ 
Kaneohe, 111 96744 
239-7004 

. No 
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Date: 	December 1 

CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU. HAW 

, 2006 

To: 	The Honora 
Honolulu Ci 
530 South 
Fax: 523-4 

From: 	Eseti Tupuo 
86-206 Leih 
Waranae, H 

Subject: 	Bill 79(2 

DonokentlaIPA '  
Council 

Street Honolulu, Hawaii 

RECEIVED 
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Misc Corn. No 2024 
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CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAV1 

DEC ZO 3os pfl  

RECEIVED 

Date: 

Ewa 	Villages ,  
Owners Asso iation :L 	20 	2: 
eo Certified Man gement 

3179 Koapak , St. 
Honolulu, H 	19 

Ph. 478-91 0 	PertitiestWir Action 

December 16, 2006 

Aires AlLii Totowa 
Secretary 

?drives Ahlo-lnnera 
Treasurer 

Reggk Cartaiutrea 
Director (LV) 

Aliment Dano-Abeede 
Director (TY) 

The Honorable Donovan i ela Cruz, Chair and City Council 
Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street H °lulu, Hawaii 96813 
Fax: 523-4220 

From: 	Ewa Villages Owners As °elation 
Subject: 	Bill 70 CD2 FD1 

To: 

Glenn Maeda 
Director (CAC) 

Tends II. Malmo 
Association Manager 

Roma Price 
Account Executive 
837-5242 
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Sincerely 
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December 17, 2006 

WY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HA- W -411 

To Councilmembers: On 20 3 05 PH 'j 

Donovan Dela Cruz 

Charles Djou 
	

RECEIVED 

Ann Kobayashi 

Barbara Marshall 

Elevated Rail Lines vs. Elevated Bus Lines 

City transportation planners said, "it will cost more to use the bus on elevated bus 

lines because you'll have to hire more bus drivers." 

I'm pro bus lines for the following reasons_ 

1. No additional annual maintenance cost for the bus line. 

2. Use existing bus fleet (60 ft. buses for elevated roadway). 

3. Use shuttle buses to transport riders to elevated bus roadway stops. 

4. Less buses on the highways and freeways to downtown. 

I'm against rail for the following reasons_ 

1. High annual maintenance cost (about $150,000,000 per year). 

2_ High cost of rail (rail cars and tracks). 

A concerned taxpayer, 

Yoshiyuki Nagaki 

P.O. Box 223 

Pearl City, HI 96782 

Misc. Corn. No. 2026 
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CITY CLERY, 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Dec. 8,200.6 
DEC 20 3 05 111 '06 

All these many months of studies and discussions on the pro's and con's on the rail system, and the 
concrete jungle to be built Last night, Dec. 7, 2006 the council pushed forward the bill to hteilel a massive 
multi-billion dollar rail line on a small part of the island of Oahu. 	 t1L cEIVED 

Never before seen concrete jungle will block future road building plus the cost of unknown billions 
raising of the G.E.T. beginning Jan. 2007 of 12.5% on everyone living, visitors and children and even 
babies unborn will be paying taxes till their death, for the foolish and stapid decision of our mayor and 
council members of the year 2006. 

I, too, will vote for the rail transit systems if building it will alleviate our traffic problems. But as 
you all know, that after they made studies after studies spending the millions only to find out that every 
study they made on the rail transit system including other option like toll road will never solve our massive 
bumper to bumper traffic jams. 

With no other alternatives on the table and yet for me to make suggestions after suggestions for 
over 50 years, saying the same thing over and over. Don't you think ] deserve some consideration? Let the 
public look into my plans that I suggested. After nil these many years all the mayors and city council 
members have been debating the same subject of rails, spending of bow many millions, whereas my 
suggestions never did cost The city even a penny all this years, for ) spent my lime and paid for the stamps. 

Public testimony involving over 100 individual on a shibai that the city council held: The subject 
was on rails pro and cons only, and nothing solved on the issue of traffic jams. 

Did anyone of you read my letters of suggestions I made for over 50 years? Almost the same thing 
over and over. Also did you know that I suggested the mayor to take me for a ride on heavy traffic of 
afternoon or morning so that I can point out on the spot, congestion, alternatives, what are they building, 
even without 1% of solving traffic. He don't mind spending of millions of dollars looking at other nations 
and states. But can't spend a few hours with a nobody which to him is a crazy suggestions. 

Building of the rail system today and after completion day comes, let's consider talk of pro and 
cons of rail all over again. With developers building homes by the thousands all over the island, with homes 
comes population growth and Can and trucks by the thousands. Can the 23 miles from Kapoiei to 
University, roadway with billion dollars rail system solve future road congestions? No way. Think again, we 
need to build, yes but don't get the notions that something is better then nothing and go ahead and commit 
suicide on the rail system. 

You talk of 85% supporting of the rail. What other choice did they have to vote? Also, who else 
but the people close to the proposed mil lines is voting for it. But how many arc going to use and ride, what 
is your count? 

Even before building you say that rider ship alone will not pay for it. Then who is going to pay? 
You who are urging council members to do something, anything to deal with the island's massive traffic 
jams, should look into my suggested Master Flans of the whole island of Oahu. Not just Kapolei to 
University which never will they solve with mentality of rails. 

Our traffic problem that we face is all about roads, cars, populations growth and homes. We must 
find the right combination an growth. 

First we must isolate each community fro the freeways, streets from the highways, like -we have the 
garage and homes isolated from the streets. 

Misc. Corn. No. 2°27  
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42- if possible use streets, highways, freeways and super freeway into one-way directions 
especially super freeway should be built one-way going in opposite direction half a mile or even one mile 
apart around the island of 0-ahu. 

#3- Also to keep the traffic moving at all times, build under pass and over pass, even tunnels on 
intersections with the idea of keeping cars less time on the road to their destination. Traffie light and even 
stop signs should gradually be eliminated. And pedestrian over, under and tunnel should be the code to 
avoid traffic fatalities. Labor unions will have plenty of work to do forever. 

04- The island of Oahu, even one 1.hce me educated in the bottom of graduating grammar schooling 
of eighth grade, con figure out in solving our traffic problem of future growth. In towns, populations, ears 
and trucks, because you have only two choices the flat lands and the mountains. Take notice at the island. 
Most places, the bills and mountains is inland from the oceans and flat lands. So how easy it is to build 
bridges, overpass, underpass, of road of ever moving traffic without stop signs or traffic lights_ 

Take notice that the 11-3 that you built many years ago, the concept is there for you to see. Because 
of overpass, underpass, and tunnels into the mountains you have eliminated many intersections without 
stops or traffic lights. So with the same principles of building the roads, we can have thousand or ears and 
trucks without any road congestions of today's. 

You who can and are making the decisions on building transit rail system, must stop, listen and 
find a solution to solve future road traffic, not rails; 

Stupid or not, let the public decide on my Master Plans of Oahu, helping me with my plans with 
idea of theirs. It won't take long before we have solved, not maybe or continue debating traffic jams of 
better-than-nothing mentality. 

My number to call is 926-0213 join me and let's together go over my plans with your ideas my 
mentality is better to try then not. 

/7"....Ze tun alcahasbi 
99-244 Aiea lits. Dr. 
Aiea, HI 96701 

Pkto+6 472,402 1 3 
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CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: twsystems [twsystems@hawaii.rr.com ] 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 1:31 PM 

To: 	Marshall, Barbara 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Mass Transit Rail 

Dear Ms. Marshall & Mr. Dela Cruz 

DEC 20 3 05 PH '06 

RECEIVED 

I am writing to express my displeasure with the way the city council and Mayor are handling the rail / fixed HOT 
lane. I believe that we the people of Oahu should have been given an opportunity to vote on mass transit. If the 
city council found it important enough to get the publics "pulse" on bike pathways in the November election I think 
we should be voting on something that is much more costly, ambitious and will impact the state for a generation. 

I also have spoken to over 100 people in the past six months and have only found one person who is for the rail 
system and even he concedes that he will never ride it but thinks his grandchildren may benefit from it. Everyone 
else said they will never see an application or opportunity to ride the system and are fearful of what the FINAL 
cost will be. Upkeep is another issue altogether. I am a business man in Hawaii with four children and have lived 
in Hawaii since 1965 and have never felt a need to give my opinion.....until this issue has arisen. I care about 
the future of our island and State. 

believe we need to do something to ease traffic but the manner and process in which the city council has pushed 
rail without enough town hall meetings, polls, and citizen votes has me concerned. I will be urging everyone I 
know to vote against any council member who votes for the rail without a dialogue with the people of Oahu. I 
believe in a representative democracy. I would keep quiet if I felt that a reasonable percentage of people I know 
were for the rail option. I just don't want to see our money wasted with a system that will not solve the traffic 
problem. I would prefer to see a HOT system, expanded busses, or a smaller less ambitious rail in a condensed 
area (running from the stadium — airport — downtown — ward — ala moana — Waikiki). 

Please take my words into consideration. Thank you for your time. 

Kimo M. Kilmer 
twsystemsahawaii.rr.com   
http://www.twsystemshawaii.com  
honolulubulkAhawaii.rr.com  
PH: (808) 372 8416 
FAX: (808) 262 1013 

Misc. Corn. No. 

12/20/2006 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Michael Scherr rmscherr@hawaii.rr.comi 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 1:52 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: against rail 

Don't do it or defer it. It will make traffic WORSE. and raise taxes. Fix H-1 its broke. Mike Scherr 

Misc. Corn. No. 2029 

12/20/2006 
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December 20, 2006 	 OIT'r CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Council Member Dela Cruz, 

I am currently a resident of MIlilani Mauka and have been watching the nume&gs ver&ahniaiCiSsue is 
receiving. There is no doubt that this will be one of the most critical decisions that will need to be made in 
our generation. 

Do we need alternatives to traffic management? The answer is, without a doubt a repTiAttgOtES! 

Of course the $4 billion dollar question is what should that alternative be. 

Personally, my choice of transportation will be made based on convenience, cost and time benefit. 

You will never beat the convenience ofjumping into your car that is sitting in your garage, so let's address 
cost and time benefit. 

At this l 1 th  hour I am concerned that throughout this process I have not heard anything regarding the 
following: 

I. Were people polled or questioned as to why they are driving and what would motivate them to use mass 
transit? 

2. The UH students that commute obviously contribute to the congestion. How much better can we expect 
traffic to be when the West Oahu campus is opened? 

3. Do we know why the traffic is so sensitive to the school calendar? I cannot believe that all parents can 
take vacation and ultimately be off the road during these breaks. (Who has that many days of vacation?) 

4. Where are people commuting to? All of us from Ewa Beach, Kapolei, Mililani, Waianae — Do we know 
why these people are on the road at a certain time, do we know where they are going? 

Let's say for argument sake that you have 2,000 residents from Ewa Beach and Kapolei going to Waikiki. 
If you were to provide a subsidized shuttle to Waikiki, we may be able to get a lot of those individuals out 
of their cars. You may even get the business to contribute, why? This may help their employees report to 
work on time. 

As a test the zip lane should be reserved for buses only to see the impact this may have on commute times. 
Currently the bus shares the zip lane with cars, which does not give the bus a big advantage. 

I have heard the administration state that they do not feel the managed lane will be a good solution. Let me 
ask you this, what's going to happen when the rail breaks down? Are we going to have a back-up? Are we 
going to store a multi-million dollar machine in a garage "just in case", like we do with the zip mobile? 

At least with a bus you can pull off to the side of the road and replace it with another one quickly. The key 
to this will be quickly. I believe before the back-up zip mobile was purchased there was a breakdown, 
which meant no zip lane until the repairs were made. 

I thank you very much for your time and the service you provide to our community 

Mahal°, 

Newell Hirata 
Mililani Mauka Resident Misc. Corn. No  2030 
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Page 1 of 1 vote for the 'Eva Route 

CITYOLER 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Barrett, Robert K CIV PHNSY & IMF, 130/C133 [robert,kbarrett@naECr0 3 06 PH 116 
Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 10:40 AM 

To; 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Cc: 	Apo, Todd K; bmarshal@spamkiller.honolulu.gov 	 RECEIVED 
Subject: vote for the 'Eva Route 

Mr. Dela Cruz and The City Council, 

Please support the 'Ewa alignment of the Rail Transit route. As a Mililani Resident, I know that our traffic 
begins and ends at the H-1/H-2 merge, and the H-1 traffic begins at the Ewa onramp. Please stick to the 
Green/Ewa route as supported by the $10 million study done by transit professionals, and resist last minute 
"shoot-from-the-hip" re-routing and statements that "we'll build the right route later!" Although the first phase of 
the planned transit does not extend to Mililani, I do support rail transit in general, and am sorry our past council 
representative voted against it. It'll cost us enough to build it from Kapolei to Manoa, let's get it right from the 
beginning! 

Mahal°, 

Robert K. Barrett 
95-183 Hoku'ula Pl. 
Mililani 

Misc. Com . No. 2031  

12/20/2006 
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CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Chuck Lehmann [CELehmn0136©hawaii.er.comi 	 BEC ZO 3 06 PH '06 
Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 1242 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Cc: 	Rgbriggs2@aol.com 
	 RECEIVED 

Subject: Locally Preferred Alternative 

Members of the City Council: 

"I am opposed to a fixed rail system as the Locally Preferred Alternative. I urge you 
to vote against any such proposal when the final reading of Bill 79 occurs on Friday 
December 22, 2006" 

Charles E. Lehmann 
47-361 Hui Koloa Place 
Kaneohe, HI 96744-4654 
PH: 258-8335 (Cell) 
PH: 239-8504 (Home) 

FREE Ematicons for your email!  Click Her 

Misc. Corn. hio. 2032  

12/20/2006 
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CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 
¢^. 

From: LarryCYLee@aol.com 
	

DEC 20 3 06 FM '06 
Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 10:48 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: (no subject) 	 RECEIVED 

Dear Councilman: 

Here's a letter expressing my opinion regarding mass transit that I provided to the Department of Transportation 
Services (DTS). I believe the DTS already had their marching orders from the mayor to justify rail and, thus, 
DTS was just going through the motions of doing its research and opinion gathering. I hope the council has an 
open mind and considers my comments. 

Larry Lee 
See PDF attachment 

Misc. Com . No.  2033  

12/20/2006 
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January 7, 2006 

Department of Transportation Services 
Attn: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3rd Floor 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Department of Transportation Services: 

I am writing to oppose mass transit, especially any rail system. I am 56 years old and have lived 
on Oahu my whole life. For the past year and a half, I have been reading the daily newspaper's Letters 
and Commentary. It seems that 9 out of 10 letters are opposed to mass transit. Those who oppose it 
give rational reasons for their position. Those few who favor mass transit, including comments by the 
mayor and Abercrombie, do not have cogent arguments. Their arguments are based upon emotion and 
manufactured fear. Supporters admit that a rail system will NOT solve our current traffic problems. In 
fact, as I recall, the last study that was done in the early 1990's concluded that a rail system would 
reduce traffic by less than 1%. So, why are we even considering spending a least $3 billion dollars to 
build and hundreds of millions of dollar each year thereafter on a system that won't reduce traffic??!! I 
fail to see the logic or rationale. 

I. 	THE SUPPORTERS' CASE 

Supporters of mass transit keep saying that it will provide commuters with an "alternative" 
means of transportation. $3 billion plus is too much just to have an "alternative." It's actually laughable 
except that our politicians seem dead set on railroading the project down our throats. If you want an 
alternative, how about helicopter service? It'll be much cheaper. It can be stopped or reduced during 
off peak periods, with a direct reduction in operational cost. It can be easily and cheaply discontinued 
when and if it is determined to be an ineffective or underused project. The same can't be said for mass 
transit. You might think helicopters is a ridiculous idea, but no more so than spending billions on a 
mass transit system just to have an "alternative." 

The supporters' argument that some of the cost will be covered by federal dollars and tourist 
paying our inflated excise tax is fantasy and a deceptive argument. For one, federal dollars is not free 
money. It is still our money. Secondly, federal money is only a carrot our politicians (particularly 
Abercrombie) are using to entice our city to jump into a bottomless financial pit. I have no doubt that 
mass transit lobbyists have their greasy fingers in this effort. Once the project is approved and on its 
way, the feds will gradually reduce any grants or contribution and leave the city to pay more and more in 
the future. Look at federal funding for education, environment, highway, Medicare and social security. 
These and other more important programs have all been reduced over the years by the feds. Do you 
really think we can depend on the feds in the long run to help finance our "nice to have" but not "need to 
have" rail project? Of course not. Abercrombie's claim that we will lose federal money if the city 
didn't approve the excise tax increase to show that the city is serious about mass transit was only to 
create a sense of urgency. First of all, nothing is forever (except for death and taxes) and even if the 
federal funds were "lost" in 2005, it wouldn't be lost forever. Politicians and politics change, 
economics, and world and national events and opinions change. If Hawaii really wanted federal money 
for some mass transit in the future, it will probably be there, somewhere. However, by dangling the 
federal carrot, the city took the bait and is on the hook. It was enough to give the supporters an excuse 
to push the project onto the public. 
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Saying that tourist will pay for a large part of the cost is also deceptive. Yes, we may have had a 
banner tourist year last year, but not long ago we were dying for tourist. Tourism is a fickle industry. 
Any terrorist attack, airline strike, hurricane, SARS like disease or scare, rescission in the east or on the 
mainland, etc., will have a devastating effect on tourism. As in the past, it can take years for the local 
economy and tourism to recover. There is also more competition for the tourist dollar from other 
destinations. Thus, tourism is not a guaranteed cash cow. Will the ongoing cost for mass transit stop 
when tourism and our economy are down? Who will pick up the slack? The politicians who railroaded 
the project? The mass transit industry that is pushing the project? No, we taxpayers will be stuck with 
ever increasing taxes. 

Like our "world class" convention center, rust bucket stadium, road paving machine, dredging 
barge, medical school, etc., our politicians are willing to spend our tax money just to have bragging 
rights for some new "world class" toy. Once they are built or bought, the public gets stuck with a white 
elephant that doesn't match the political hype or is not sustainable without public bailout and 
maintenance becomes a hidden nightmare. 

Other "alternative" plans have been tried in the past. The most recent being the ferry from 
Barber's Point. Even when rides were offered for free, it couldn't generate enough riders to survive. 
Other past efforts including the "hydrofoil" in the 1960's, etc., have all failed. 

The argument that the project will create jobs is very short sighted. Much of the work will 
require specialized knowledge and skill which probably means a non-local contractor and technicians. 
Locals will be used for some of the work, but the work will last a few years while the public will be 
stuck with the tab for the rest of the foreseeable future. The new jobs created are unnecessary. If the 
same money is spent to fix our schools, roads, sewers, harbors, water system, parks, libraries, etc,, there 
would be plenty of work for years. New jobs can be created by hiring more teachers, librarians, police 
and firemen, DLNR workers, harbor security/police, parks and maintenance crews, government auditors, 
etc. There is no shortage of job possibilities if government is willing to spend the kind of money it 
wants to waste on a pipe dream. 

IL WHY I AM AGAINST MASS TRANSIT 

The reasons presented in opposition to mass transit, to me, make good sense and are more 
convincing. 

I) 	Historically, locally and nationally speaking, cost estimates given by government for 
projects have always been unrealistically low. Once the project is approved, the costs escalates 
tremendously. I see nothing to suggest this pattern will not happen with mass transit. 

2) If it is admitted that mass transit will not significantly reduce traffic, what's the sense of 
wasting our hard earned money? Why burden taxpayers will higher taxes, and subject taxpayers to 
inevitable tax increases for generations just to say there is an "alternative"? 

3) We don't even know how much it will cost to maintain and operate mass transit. What 
will the riding cost to users be? People can't even afford the $2.00 one-way bus fare. Will mass transit 
cost more to ride? Probably "yes" and by much more than $2.00. It'll be cheaper to drive. 

4) Locals simply don't go straight to work from home and return directly home after work. 
Most people have to take their children to schools in town in the morning and pick them up after work; 
go grocery shopping and other shopping after work; go to second jobs, meetings, classes, take children 
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to sports and various lessons, go to exercise classes, socialize after work; etc. People need their cars for 
this. After getting dropped off somewhere by train, no one has the time or inclination to walk to and 
wait at a bus stop in order to take their young children to school and then catch the bus to work. The 
same is true after work. By the time a person has to catch the bus for all the errands after work and then 
catch the train home, it will be late at night. Parents would not allow their children to either ride the 
train or catch the bus alone to go to school or to after school activities. As a practical matter, the system 
is not conducive to our local life-style. This is especially true in Kapolei and the rest of west Oahu 
where there will be a concentration of active young families with young children. 

5) The fact that people will have to catch the bus from the train station to get anywhere not 
within a short walking distance will mean additional cost to the rider. Thus, paying for a train ride and 
multiple bus fares. This fact alone, makes using mass transit impractical. If bus fare was free to train 
users, there is still the problem of the time and effort it takes to catch the bus. Free bus fare simply 
means higher cost to run the mass transit system. The bus cost will either have to be paid as part of the 
mass transit cost, or taxpayers will have to directly pay more to subsidize the "free" rides. Our bus 
system can't support itself now, how can it do so if rides are free or if the bus system has to be greatly 
increased to accommodate mass transit? More over, the likely users of mass transit will be the few who 
now use the bus. Thus, one public system will be stealing the riders from another. The public will be 
stuck subsidizing two non-self sustaining transportation systems. 

6) Where will people in west Oahu park their cars to catch the train to town? Will there be a 
parking fee? If, so that's another discouraging cost to the rider. What kind of security will there be for 
the cars all day and for riders who return to their cars after dark? Who's going to pay for the security? 
One complaint about the last ferry system is that cars were vandalized while parked for the ferry ride. 
How far will the parking lot be from the station and how large will the lot be? If not close to the station, 
or if the lot is large, how will people get to their cars? Shuttle buses? Costs for the shuttle buses? 
Walking in the dark alone to your car?—If so, I wouldn't let my wife or children use the train. 

7) How much will security on the train and stations cost? Punks are naturally going to be 
attracted and will victimize riders and vandalize the stations. It's common on the mainland and other 
places with stations and subways. Security will have to be 24 hours at the stations, whether open for 
business or not. Witness our schools, parks and public restrooms. Just one mugging incident and people 
will avoid using the system. Have a terrorist incident, or even just some crazy doing something stupid, 
Will keep riders away. Thus, security will have to be a top priority. Can we afford it? Will the 
government have the internal fortitude to continually pay the high cost for top security even when rider 
ship is low and/or when there is pressure to cut costs? Look at our schools, libraries, police force, roads, 
sewers, etc., which are much higher priorities and yet are neglected and short changed yearly. Do you 
really think security will be maintained at the necessary level. I seriously don't. That's political reality 
and human nature. 

8) The traffic is bad only during rush hours. The rest of the time, traffic moves at a good 
pace. Traffic is even better when school is out. Thus, does it make sense to spend so much money just 
to address rush hour-school time traffic? Instead, why not address the root problems which are rush 
hour and school sessions. Also, since mass transit will not make any noticeable difference in the traffic 
anyway, the root problems are really the issue. 

9) Over development is really the problem and not traffic. Where ever you allow over 
development, there will be congestion. Address the problem of over development, not the symptom. 

10) Those who say they support mass transit really mean that they support other people using 
mass transit so that they can drive in less traffic. These people are wishful dreamers. 

11) With mass transit as an excuse for further development in west Oahu, local traffic in west 
Oahu will get worst, especially after work and on weekends. 
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12) Construction of mass transit will disrupt and displace thousands of people and businesses. 
Look what happened with the Nimitz Highway/Freeway work. It lasted for years and businesses 
suffered for years. Many went out of business. Condemnation will not fully compensate the landowners 
who must move. In Hawaii, land is too costly for government to pay fair market value rather than 
conservative appraised values. Also, land cannot be replaced with similar property because land is 
unique. 

13) The auto industry spends hundreds of millions of dollars each year to convince the public 
to buy and drive cars and other vehicles. How can government compete to convince drivers to give up 
the convenience and joy of driving? Will government spends millions of tax dollars on campaigns to get 
people to give up their cars? It'll have to, if it hopes to gain any appreciable number of riders. Even if it 
tries, people will want their cars and drive them. 

14) Have a public vote on mass transit so we can see if the majority of the public really wants 
mass transit. I can live with mass transit if an honest vote shows that more than 50% of the people want 
it. But, it's hard to swallow something that is being forced down your throat by politicians. 

15) The current mass transit project is admittedly only the beginning. Further lines are 
planned for the future. It's said that future lines/routes will be needed to make mass transit more 
attractive and effective. Since nothing is certain and it is certainly not a given that government will have 
the political will or money to complete any or all of the necessary future lines, what if we get stuck with 
just the initial line? Now we'll have a partial system that will be incomplete and inefficient. It will not 
serve enough people or routes to make it worth while or practical. How easy does government think it 
will be to convince the public that routes to the Manoa campus and to Waikiki should be built. Unlike 
going from west Oahu to downtown, going from downtown to Manoa and Waikiki will involve a much 
denser population through prime real estate. This means disruption and displacement of a lot more 
people, homes and businesses at a much higher cost. Objections over the sight and blight of the system 
running through largely residential and small business areas will also be significant. I seriously doubt 
that future politicians will be able to pull it off. Perhaps our current politicians feel that once the initial 
leg is built, they can strong arm the public into approving the future routes with the argument that the 
routes are needed to make mass transit work and without the future routes, the taxpayers' cost to 
maintain and operate the initial system will get worst because the existing system is too small to attract 
the necessary riders to make it feasible. Now, that's bootstrapping at its best! 

III, MY GUESS AS TO WHY POLITICIANS FAVOR MASS TRANSIT 

I don't understand the rationale behind our politicians' push for mass transit, given the realities 
and cost. The only reasons I can speculate on are: 

a) They want something to brag about during their political reign. To give the appearance 
that they are "doing something" to address the congestion, 

b) They want bragging rights to tell the world that Hawaii/Oahu is a modem city with 
"world class" mass transportation. It's like the family who has a new shiny luxury car parked in the 
driveway for all to see, but the roof of the house is falling in, the plumbing is stopped up, the water is 
polluted from lead pipes and grunge, the walls are termite eaten, the stove doesn't work and the 
windows are broken. But hey, we do have a nice shiny toy in the driveway. Why do politicians always 
have to have a "world-class" or "state of the art" something new that we can't afford. Why can't we 
just have something adequate, that works, and that we can easily afford? Is it because the latter is not 
fancy or exciting enough?? 
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c) The "alternative" argument is an excuse for government and developers to further over 
develop west Oahu. With mass transit, the government and developers will argue that more 
development is possible because there is mass transit to take care of the traffic concerns. And, if 
residents don't use mass transit and traffic gets worst, government and developers will blame the 
residents for not using the system. That's the only way the "alternative" argument makes any sense. 
After all, if they really believe mass transit will make a difference, why isn't it proposed for east Oahu, 
where the traffic is equally bad, if not worst during rush hour? The reason is that there is not as much 
room left for development in east Oahu, as compared to the potential in west Oahu. Thus, there is no 
need for an excuse to develop east Oahu. 

d) Government and developers want mass transit so they can further develop west Oahu, as 
well as, along the route and at station sites. Developers are working with politicians to see their 
(developers') dream come true. 

c) Mass transit developers and contractors see easy money. They'll do the work and take 
their money. 

d) I hope this is not true, but given the political realities of today, some politicians may have 
hidden agendas that will benefit themselves, family, friends and/or clients. There'll be lots of money 
involved and a lot of development at and around the stations. Many people will profit at the expense of 
others and the public. When was the last time you heard that a large public project didn't involve 
abuse, waste, favoritism, and/or questionable payouts? 

• ALTERNATIVES TO MASS TRANSIT 

So, what can be done instead of an expensive mass transit project? How about the following: 

I) 	Create a real "second city" in west Oahu. Move either the state government or city 
government there. Increase incentives for more businesses in West Oahu. This will keep more residents 
in the area and create more "contra" flowing traffic during the rush hours. 

2) Develop and maintain more schools in west Oahu. Invest enough money in the schools 
(statewide) so that the schools provide quality education so people don't feel the need to send their 
children to private schools in town or to public schools in other districts. 

3) Stagger school times, including the U.H. so they don't collide with the rush hour. 
4) Encourage more staggered or different work hours. Especially for government. 
5) Develop a true west campus for the U.H., so students don't have to drive into town or 

back and forth. 
6) Stop development of luxury homes and condos. They do not benefit the local public. 

They only attract more wealthy non-residents into the area, adding unnecessarily to the population and 
congestion, 

7) Better planning before development is allowed. The secondary roads in west Oahu are 
already inadequate. Mass transit will not help the secondary road traffic. It will get worst, if more 
development is allowed because of the mass transit excuse. 

8) Improve and increase bus service. Next to private cars and taxis, the bus is the most 
convenient means of transportation. They can go more places than mass transit. They can take you 
closer to more destinations than mass transit. It's cheaper to maintain and operate than mass transit, 
even if the price of fuel increases. (Mass transit cost will remain higher, even when people aren't 
riding.) Bus is more flexible and routes can be changed to suit the demands of the rider ship. If the 
routes of mass transit proves unpopular or inconvenient now or in the future, the routes can't be changed 
without prohibitive cost. Security is cheaper and easier with buses. Buses can use existing roads. 
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9) Have more and safer bicycle and moped paths to encourage other forms of transportation. 
10) Traffic congestion is a direct result of population growth. Not only is mass transit not 

going to reduce traffic, it will make matters worst because it will serve as an excuse to allow more 
growth and development. With or without mass transit, the traffic will get worst as the population 
grows and, eventually, it will reach a point where more people will leave Oahu because of the 
congestion and others will tolerate it and stay. As long as the population issue is ignored, traffic will 
worsen and people will continue to complain. Government should address the population problem and 
encourage smaller families and not encourage new residents, e.g., by allowing luxury developments that 
only non-residents can afford, or constantly seeking a greater military presence, or encouraging the 
image that Hawaii is a great place to visit and stay. Like Oregon's Governor McCall did in the 1970's, 
he encouraged people to visit Oregon, spend their money, but not to stay. It was the philosophy of the 
entire state at the time. There were even Oregon postcards showing visitors returning home with 
webbed feet or rusted bodies to discourage new residents. That's not to say that Hawaii should do 
likewise, but the point is that at least Oregon recognized the problem early and tried to do something 
about it. 

Very truly, 

Larry Lee 
1176 Lunahaneli Place 
Kailua, Hawaii 96734 
Ph. 263-4690 
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December 22, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2906), CO2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

As a resident of Kapolei, I urge you to reconsider the route for mass transit. I just don't understand how you can 
even think about not including LIR West Oahu on the route, or why you would choose to ignore all the planned 
development that is being directed to my community. 

Councilmember Apo understands the importance of meeting the needs of residents like me today, who are crying 
out for a transportation solution, and balance that with all the growth and development that is planned in the years to 
come. I hope you'll listen to him and to the loud voices of residents like me who agree with his proposed route along 
Saratoga Avenue and the North-South Road. 

Sarah Fechter 
Kapolei resident 

Misc. Corn. No 21)34 
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December 20, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chairman 
And Members of the City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Council Members, 

Re: Bill 79 CD2 

  

   

CT> 

I am writing to ask for your support for a 28 mile rail transit line or fixed guideway system to West Oahu via the 
North-South Road and Kalaeloa. The recent Transportation and Planning Committee decision directs the 
system down Farrington Highway to Karnokila Boulevard, and although this is feasible, I believe a better route 
for the long term growth and development of the region is the North-South Road/Kalaeloa route. 

As you are aware, there is a tremendous amount of vacant land along the North-South Road/Kalaeloa route 
which is slated for homes and commercial development. The value of this transit corridor is the opportunity to 
build thousands of affordable and market housing units that will utilize the rail system. Employment centers in 
West Kapolei, Kalaeloa, UH West Oahu, and the DHFIL development will also benefit from this rail route. 

The thousands of new homes in Ewa/Ewa Beach built in the last 17 years and future homes approved but not yet 
built will also provide riders and commuters for the system. This area is the fastest growing region on Oahu, 
and the latest version of Kapolei Magazine shows Ewa Beach to Ewa Villages with 30% of the jobs in the 
region, more than the City of Kapolei (25%) and Campbell Industrial Park (29%). 

As a councilmember, you and your staff have studied this issue and heard both sides of the discussion and 
debate. I appreciate the time and effort you have exhausted to this point, and I know the residents of Oahu will 
be the beneficiaries of your decision for generations to come. 

Your vote on this rail issue could be the most important vote in your Council career, and I ask you to make the 
correct vote and consider the best route, the North-South Road/Kalaeloa corridor. Future growth plans support 
this option which would maximize rail usage and assist in the development of affordable housing alternatives for 
our residents. Please choose the route which will provide the most significant impact for our island and West 
Oahu. The current cost projections of the transit system demand the best and right route be chosen. The North-
South Road/Kalaeloa corridor is that route. 

Mahalo for the opportunity to express my thoughts and the opinions of many of my neighbors and constituents. 

Respectfully, 

 

Will Espero 
Misc., Coma No 	2035 
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From: Paul Kane [AlohaMarketing@hawaii.mcom] 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 3:03 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 

530 South King Street 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

17-1 

C=F 

CA) 

4=} 

I support the furl mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Mama. This route would connect 
Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (UH West 
Oahu and UH Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's workers and university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not along Kamokila Blvd. The 
proposed Karnokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low 
density single family housing. We must provide the infrastructure to support the planned developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including the judiciary facility. The 
FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of 
Kalaeloa, and the proposed Kroc Center. The route will better serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands 
Developments. It can be planned with the new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential contributions to Hawaii's 
economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales and new construction expenditures; 
nearly $3 billion in new net State and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing Hawaii's economy and moving 
students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

Sincerely, 
— 

Paul K. Kane III, CSI, CDT, MAI 
Aloha Marketing 
Manufacturers Representatives, LLC 
91 - 1011 Kai Kukuma St. 
Ewa Beach, HI 96707 

Ph. (808) 537-2811 
Fx. (808) 689 - 6922 
Email aioharnarketing@hawaii.mcom 

Misc. Corn. No. 2036  

12/20/2006 
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HASEKO 
HASEKO (Hawaii), Inc. 

December 22„ 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2„ EDT - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

On behalf of Haseko,. I'd like to express our strong support for the full mass transit route Otri West 
KapOleito the airport and University.of Hawaii at : .Manoa. 

The route proposed in Councilman Apo's FD1 connects Oahu's major job centers; links LIH West Oahu 
with UH Manna; and serves the true city center of Kapolei, including the new judiciary building. It brings 
transit within easy reach of Ewa Beach commuters. By comparison, the Kamokila to Farrington Highway 
route would still require residents to spend at least 30-45 minutes on Fort Weaver Road in the morning 
just to get to a transit station nearly 10 miles away! 

Other communities have expressed a desire to have transit brought to their neighborhoods. But nlike 
most, Ewa Beath. and the rest of the Ewa Plain are thedesignated areas for future growth and 
development The fixed guideway is a vital piece of infrastructure that will support these areas where 
growth has been directed to - as well as provide current residents with an alternative means of getting to 
work, school and the airport. 

Running the route thru the heart of Kapolet, down to Kalaeloa then up North-South Road will allow the 
City to integrate transit With the planned development in the area while serving the needs of existing 
residents. It will also help drive economic development on the Ewa Plain - the more jobs created in West 
Oahu, the fewer people who will need to go to town for work each day_ 

1 respectfully Oslc for your support of the full KapOieWanoa route. 

Mahal°, 

/1/4/A0, fa,-dvi,A,n  
Sharene Saito Tam 
Director of Community Relations & Public Affairs 
Haseko (Hawaii), Inc. Misc. Corn. No. 203'; 

91-1001 Kaimalie Street, Suite 205 * Ewa Beach, Hawaii 95706-5005 
Telephone (808) 689-7772 * Fax (808) 689-5757 
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From: Esper Resayo [espergo@yahoo.coml 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 3:43 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

DEC ZO q 03 111 '06 

HONOLULU, H 

In And Out Of Ewa Beach Through The Fort 
Weaver Crawl  
Have you ever driven along Fort Weaver Road from Hanakahi St to H-1 or vice versa 
between 5am/8am and 3pm18:30pm? This is the most horrific commute I have ever 
encountered in my lifetime whether for work or leisure. A normal drive of 5-10 minutes 
within the speed limit can take from 30-45 minutes or more during peak commute hours. 

The taxpayers and working community of Ewa Beach deserve a dependable and easy 
access to a rail transit system. The rail system should be constructed in the Ewa Beach 
area to relieve the traffic congestion. Connecting bus lines or driving to Kapolei from 
Ewa Beach is not a solution because it will only prolong the time for hardworking 
families to arrive at their job location. Residents of Ewa Beach should be able to board at 
rail stops at Ewa Beach and NOT at Kapolei. 

There is only one way in and out of Ewa Beach through the Fort Weaver crawl. Another 
option is to drive to Kapolei through Fort Barrett/Geiger Roads and with the ever 
increasing price of gasoline why waste precious time and hard earned money by taking 
the longer route through Kapolei. 

D.R. Horton, Ewa Gentry and Haseko are building homes by the thousands. There is so 
much growth on this side of town. Additional schools, golf link and commercial 
business will bring more cars and people to Ewa Beach. To me growth means there 
should be improved and better infrastructure. 

The hard working community of Ewa Beach spend so much time on the Fort Weaver 
Crawl that there is no quality of life for them and their families. We have waited many 
years to see an improvement with commuter traffic and when will the promises be 
fulfilled? Will it be in my lifetime? 

Is it true that the people West of Red Hill are treated as second-class citizens? 

Please help us improve the quality of life by constructing the rail transit at Ewa Beach for 
the hardworking families/taxpayers of Ewa Beach. I will definitely use the rail transit 

Misc. Corn. No. 2038 
12/20/2006 
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system because traffic congestion will be out-of-sight and out-of-mind. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Esper and Tony Resayo 
91-1028 Kaiikuwa St 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 
808-689-1653 

12/20/2006 
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December 22, 2006 

The Honoral2le Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 

530 South King Street 

Honolulu, Hawaii 36813 

Re: Dill 79 (2006), CP2, FPI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Del a Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

Please support Councilmember Ape's route for transit. As an Ewa beach resident, I was dismayed to learn the 

transportation committee had clone a 15th  hour switch on the route'after I had gone to bed. The new route is just 

not practical for me or my neighbors to make use of the system. We are looking for solutions to the gridlock on Fort 

Weaver Road — the route approved by the committee would do nothing to solve that for us. We will still have to make 

the 20-120 minute (yes it can vary that much day-to-day!) drive up congested Fort Weaver Road to get to the 

closest station. 

For too long, Ewa beach has been overlooked by the government when it comes to much-needed infrastructure. 

Please don't ignore my community again. Please support my Counciirnember's route — he knows how much we 

desperately need it. 

Sincerely, 

Nobuko Holyfield 

Ewa beach resident 

Misc. Corn. No. 2k  ) 9  
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Honolulu City Council HO NO 
 

Testimony by 
HGEA/AFSCME Local 152 
Friday, December 22, 2006 

Bill 79 CD2 - Relating to Transit 

The Hawaii Government Employees Association, AFSCME Local 152, AFL-CIO fully 
supports this measure. The purpose of the ordinance is to select the city's locally 
preferred alternative to move forward on the development of Honolulu's mass transit 
project. 

We favor the selection of the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Corridor to be a fixed 
guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa. We are 
confident that with the selection of this alternative, the City will finally be poised to move 
ahead on a responsible mass transit system suitable for Oahu residents. On behalf of our 
membership, we support the measure and acknowledge the City Council for working to 
make mass transit a reality on Oahu. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testify. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Nora A. Nomura 
Legislative Officer 

Misc. Corn. No  
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From: Steven C. Bohlen jstevenc@hawaiisr.corn] tit, II 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 7:08 PM 

  

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 

530 South King Street 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

While I do not support rail as a sole source solution to Oahu's traffic congestion problems, I believe it can be useful as part of 
a balanced approached that includes managed lanes, toll roads, additional roadways, traffic light synchronization, ferry 
service and expanded bus service. If the Honolulu City Council is indeed set on moving forward with this project and is 
willing to do so without listening to the voice of the general public in the form of a referendum, then I do support the full 
mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two 
major job centers (the City of Kapolei arid downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (UT! West Oahu and 
UH Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's workers and university students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not along Kamokila Blvd. The 
proposed Kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low 
density single family housing. We must provide the infrastructure to support the planned developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD I will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including the judiciary facility. 
The FD I route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of 
Kalacloa, and the proposed Kroc Center. The route will better serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands 
Developments. It can be planned with the new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential contributions to Hawaii's 
economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales and new construction expenditures; 
nearly $3 billion in new net State and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing Hawaii's economy and moving 
students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route. 

However, understand that there is no tangible evidence (other than written and spoken speculation) to indicate that ridership 
would be such to return any measurable amount on our incredible investment. The people of the state of Hawaii, and now 
particularly those of the city and county of Honolulu, are being taxed beyond their ability to afford to maintain an acceptable 
quality of life without moving away from Hawaii. The increase of public utilities, housing, property taxes, and gasoline tax 
simultaneously combined with a 12.5% increase in the general excise tax is nothing less than cruel and unusual punishment. 
If the people of Hawaii are to be taxed at the highest rate in the country, for the sake of humanity please allow us to effect our 
collective voice in the form of a referendum with regard to the way ahead for the rail transit project. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Bohlen 

Ewa Beach resident 
Misc. Corn. No. 	41 
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From: Ben & Akiko Mathieu ibamathieu@hawaiisr.conWi ll„,\ 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 7:12 PM 	
C\11vC' 

NA0k43  

 

 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

To whom it may concern, 

It was very disappointing to hear the proposed fixed guideway system route chosen, bypasses the Ewa/Ewa 
Beach area. 

As a resident of Ewa Beach and Ocean Pointe for nearly 4 years, it has been exciting to see the growth and 
redevelopment of infrastructure in the Ewa area - new businesses, new parks, new schools and other 
beautification projects. 

This development and growth results in population increases and the continued growth of the Ocean Pointe 
development and Gentry Developments the traffic on Fort Weaver Road will only worsen. Aside from improving 
and widening Fort Weaver Road, a mass transit system that includes the Ewa/Ewa Beach area is crucial. If a 
solution to the Fort Weaver traffic epidemic is not found soon, we will see the blossoming revitalization in this area 
wither and die. 

I implore the City Council to strongly reconsider their decision or offer other short-term and long-term solutions to 
Fort weaver Road. I would also like everyone to consider that Ewa/Ewa Beach is a potentially dangerous location 
with only one road in and one road out. If any sort of disaster were to occur, the exodus out of Ewa Beach could 
be treacherous and result in unnecessary danger and loss of life. 

Thank you for your time and consideration, 

Ben and Akiko Mathieu 
91-1058 Kaimoana Street 
Ewa Beach, HI 

 

Misc. Corn. No 047 

12/21/2006 
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WRITTEN TESTIMONY FOR THE PROPOSED FIXED GUIDEWiYrS Y8-TEMT.; 
City and Country of Honolulu Council Meeting — dated: December 22t:1,96 'co 
Submitted by: Ted Kanemori, 46-066 Heeia St, Kaneohe, HI 96744 
E-mail: ted@hisurf  corn phone: 247-3993 

, ********************************* vt 
Councilmembers, 

The proposed "fixed guideway" system was intended to get people from one place to 
another in a quick expeditious manner. As debate and hearings continue, it seems that 
the purpose of this system is becoming a little distorted. 

Granted: 
The system should reduce the number of ears on the road. 
The system should service as many of our Hawaii residents as possible. 
The system should be built in a cost effective manner. 
The system should promote economic development. 
The system should assist the tourist industry. 
The system should support the University population. 
The system should have an affordable fare. 
The system's elevated platform should have multiple uses??? Ambulance and Emergency 
vehicles? 

TODAY: 
On the average, the current bus system has stops every 200 yards (it seems). It does a 
wonderful job, and is one of the best in the nation. 
Our emergency vehicles traverse the street and road grids of Oahu just fine. 

CURRENTLY: 
The proposed fixed guideway system is projected to span 28 miles and have how many 
stops? 28? 38? 48? 58? 

Whatever the number of stops is, whichever the route chosen, whatever kind of 
mechanism you decide on, just remember„„,„, PLEASE. 

1. Every district wants to be able to use and be involved with this new system. 
2. More appeasement means more twists and turns for the system. 
3. More convenience for the people means more stops for the system. 
4. More twists, turns and stops mean more cost. 
5. More twists, turns and stops also mean that the system slows down, considerably. 

The last thing that we need is an elevated, $4.6 billion "bus" system that stops every 200 
yards, zigs and zags everywhere and takes forever to get to it's destination. 

REMEMBER: 
The proposed "fixed guideway" system was intended to get people from one place to 
another in a quick expeditious manner. 

Thank you for reading this testimony, 

Misc. Corn. No.  2043  
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From: Warren Harm [whann@hawaiisr.comj 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 9:49 PM 

 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Bring the rail system to Ewa Beach. 

Misc. Corn. No. 204,1  

12/21/2006 
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From: Michael [nrbo@excitacorni 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 3:48 AM 

 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I am a voter. I respectfully ask for your support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route! 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. The 
proposed Kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD I will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including 
the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed 
use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed KrocCenter. The route will better 
serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new 
north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential 
contributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new 
business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State and City 
government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing Hawaii's 
economy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support 
of the full Kapolei-Manoa route. 

The people of Ewa Beach will be carefully watching how our representatives address this critical issue. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Weston 
91-1219 A'awa Drive 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 
808 258 1001 

Join Excite! - littp://www.exeite.com  
The most personalized portal on the Web! 

Misc. Corn. No 	20'15 

12/21/2006 

AR00070353 



Page 1 of 2 

From: Farrin Souza [Tarrin73@yahoo.com ] 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 10:48 PM 

To: 

Subject: Bill 79 (2006), CO2, FD1 Relating to Transit 

January 20, 2006 

Honorable Chair Donoven Dela Cruz and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 So King Street 
Honolulu, Hi 96813 

Re: BILL 7(2006), CD2, FD1 — Relating to Transit 

I respectfully ask for your support of Councilman Todd Apo's FD-1 route, the "people's route." 
It is not my style to become "involved" with politics and political issues. I'm what you may refer to as the "silent majority". 
That was until this transit business cam about. I have been a resident of this community for over three decades and have seen 
sugar cane fields turned into homes, businesses and industries. The proposal of the New Second City made our little 
community of Makakilo a bustling metropolis with all the fixing of a major entity on this island of Oahu. But of course with 
the growth of this city called Kapolei came the headaches, too. The most painful is traffic and the gridlock we face daily. 
With more homes being built and planned for the next 10-15 years, the traffic problems with escalate and become even more 
unbearable. Our main thoroughfare, Kamokila Boulevard is already at gridlock status with traffic from Ewa, Ewa Beach 
using our roads to get to and from work daily. 

The news about having rail transit was received with mixed emotions, but the consensus is that we had better do it now... 
rather than later. The idea that the transit artery should be on Kamokila is simply RIDICULOUS and I find it very strange 
that the majority of the council think this is in our best interest. Where are we to shop, dine, and capture recreational time 
when such construction begins? Our city of Kapolei would be paralyzed for years!! And when the transit construction was 
fmished were do we park our cars and jump on the rail system? This is a community that would be better served with the 
adaptation of the route in KALAELOA. Vast amounts of land are there, with no one occupying the parcels. City lands are 
there, given by the Navy during the BRAC, ready for such an undertaking such as this. The KALAELOA route would better 
serve the people of the Waianae coast, Honokai Hale, Kapolei, Ewa AND Ewa Beach. All of which are subjected to gridlock 
traffic conditions daily. The Kamokila arteries would by-pass and NOT service the very people it is intended to serve. 
ISN'T ANYBODY LISTENING to the people that live here? For years we (tax paying citizens) have supported numerous, 
big 55$ projects outside of this community. Now it is time to support the WEST side, where the influx of housing 
developments, start-up businesses and industries are being enticed to establish themselves. The fixed rail system would 
compliment and complete the whole package of being the Second City. BUT AT KALAELOA, where there is more open, 
AVAILABLE land that can accommodate the vision and service the MOST people.. .as the intended use of rail was 
contrived. A park-and-ride will have to be established to compliment the rail system. Where better to do this than 
KALAELOA...there is not much land in Kapolei to use just for parking. The cost for such land in Kapolei would be 
astronomical as well. 

The cost of the system will never get smaller and if the Council continues to "cut back" because of it.. .the people who most 
need it will not have the opportunity to make this idea of mass transit work. To start at Kamokila would not serve the very 
people it is intended to service, our neighbors in Ewa and Ewa Beach. This mass transit issue is not one of politics here in 
our community, but one of necessity. It surely is not a Mayor "want-to-have" thing. _it is simply an overdue, long-time 
awaited remedy to the traffic that has become unbearable. Alleviate the traffic here and reduce the traffic on the H-1, H-2 
and the main corridors that carry daily traffic to and from the West side. 

Money will come from the taxpayers, future businesses; anticipated construction and vast development opportunities in 
Kalaeloa and the Federal government...do this now. Listen to us from the communities that KNOW the situation. Start in 
the KALAELOA artery, where it makes more sense and will do the most good. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN SOUZA 
92-848 Palailai Street — Makakilo 

Misc. Corn. No.  2°46°  
12/21/2006 
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The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair, 
and Members of the City Council 

City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
530 S. King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

k 	'a 1‘  

C‘I v 
1k0  

December 20, 2006 

RE: Support of Bill 79 CD2 FD1 

Chairman Dela Cruz, honorable members of the Council, I feel it necessary to apologize 
for possibly misleading the Transportation and Planning Committee in oral testimony 
given during the meeting of December 14th. I supported the full 28-mile route, stating 
"from Kapolei to UH-Manoa, with a spur to Waikiki." Using the City's recommendation 
in Chapter 6, Section 1, of the Alternatives Analysis, I assumed that it was understood 
that I was supporting the Kalaeloa (i.e., Saratoga Road/North-South Road) routing for 
Segment I since that is the alignment that requires 28 miles of fixed guideway (not 
including Waikiki). I heard many other people use the same Kapolei reference, including 
during the December 7th hearing that I missed but watched on a television re-broadcast. 
I can guarantee you that virtually every testifier from west of Pearl City prefers the 
Kalaeloa or (possibly) Kapolei Parkway routing, but not the one via Kamokila Boulevard. 
From testimony already given, I also have perceived that most favor the alignment for 
Segment III that goes by the military bases and serves the airport via Aolele Street. 

As for funding the added costs for the longer segment, all of those interested in transit 
financing should contact their members of the State Legislature—as I have done—and 
demand redirection of the ten percent State "rake off' of the general excise tax increase 
into the special transit fund. The State currently has a huge surplus, and may even have 
to provide a tax rebate. Keeping the transit money and offering a rebate is really 
"robbing Peter to pay Paul." Based on current economic estimates, recovery of surcharge 
funds by the City should deliver at least another $300 million for transit over the 15-year 
period- 	or enough to build the additional guideway mileage, estimated (roughly by me) 
at two and a half miles for the Kalaeloa routing and one mile for Kapolei Parkway. 

The provisions of Sections 6 and 7 of the bill seem somewhat controversial. Will they 
interfere with the City's procurement process and possibly result in something less than 
the most efficient and cost effective transit system? I have heard virtually all of the 
supporters of Bill 79 use the term "rail" because that is what they are expecting. I fear 
selection of an automated bus system will endanger receipt of federal funds and, 
therefore, urge you to reinstate "rail" wording in the bill to send the right message to the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA). 

Those of us who live in West O'ahu have no interest in political maneuvering between , 
this Council and the City administration. I urge you, at this time, to leave leeway to the 
City for contracting and technology. During the interim between the Council's approval 

,047 
t;.  Corn. No. 	 
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of Bill 79 and the initiation of the largest public works project in Honolulu's history, 
however, a separate Transit Authority should be established. This organization could not 
only be a decision-making body for system development, implementation, and operation 
but also have selection and negotiation authority for the means of powering the system. 
Assuming selection of some form of rail technology and the time available before start of 
construction, alternative forms of energy should be set up to power all of the system's 
electricity and be apart from the Hawaiian Electric Company (HECO) grid. Excess 
power generated by the transit system can then be sold to HECO as a means of defraying 
operating costs. The use of alternative energy will not only be looked upon favorably by 
the FTA and the Environmental Protection Agency but also help meet the governor's 
energy goals for the year 2020. 

Aloha, and Mahalo in advance, for making perhaps the most important decision of your 
tenures in the City Council. 

Frank Genadio 
92-1370 Kikaha Street 
Kapolei, HI 96707 
672-9170 
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From: 
	 angel & arlene colon [hicolon@hawaliantel.net ] 

Sent: 
	

Wednesday, December 20, 2006 7:33 PM 

Subject: 	 Rail Transit Vote 

Honorable Honolulu City Council 

Mahalo for providing your time and energy as your decide which direction to 

take this bill. In as few possible words I would like to let you know that if 

you build it, they will come." I grew up using the fixed rail system in New 

York City. I used it so often that I did not obtain a drivers license until I 

joined the military at the age of 19. Fixed rail has its advantages in that it 

allows freedom to move at a pace much faster than sitting on the H-1 

crawling 10-15 miles an hour. 

I know that making a decision as to where it is to start and end will be 

difficult, but if you consider that as a resident of Ewa Beach who works on 

Pearl Harbor, I resent the notation of being called a "bedroom community". 

Yes, I had a choice as to where to buy my home, but we settled in Ewa Beach 

because we love the ambiance that permeates throughout her streets. This 

place is a unique place that melds together the old with the new and it works 

very well. 

I am for fixed rail. If it extended into Ewa Beach, I would use it everyday, 

as long as it had an outlet to Pearl Harbor or Hickam AFB. 

You might ask, how we can add the Pearl Harbor and Hickam extension, by 

asking the Department of Defense to pay for the extension. A good portion 

of the population that works at Pearl Harbor and Hickam live in West Oahu 

and we desperately need relief. I retired from the US Air Force a couple of 

years ago after having served honorably for 25 years and my family and I 

decided to make Hawaii and Ewa Beach home...not a "bedroom community". 

Fixed rail really works in moving large masses from one location to another 

and it also allows for continued expansion. The subway in New York City was 
not built over night and neither will the Honolulu Fixed Rail. Please vote to 

begin building the fixed rail now while we can still afford it. Let us learn 

from the fiasco of the H-3 and build the fixed rail system while it is 

economically feasible. 

Misc. Corn. No  2018  
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Again, mahalo for the outstanding support. I would have come in person, but 

I'm at work supporting the warfighter so that we can continue to enjoy our 

right to voice our opinions and freedom to vote. 

God Bless the USA and Go Bows! 

Aloha 

Angel & Arlene Colon 

Ewa Beach...and proud! 

808-386-0596 

2 
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92-954 Makakiktib4Ve 4124 AN 06 
Makakilo, Hawaii 967p7-134Q 

Erq(: December 2Q 
ULO, WtWA 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii 
(UN) at Mance. Our Makakilo/Kapolei/Honakai Hale Neighborhood Board supported the 
full rail transit route from Kapolei to UH Manoa. My Palehua Townhouse Board supports 
the full rail transit route through Kalaeloa and along the North-South Road. The Palehua 
Community Association also supports the full rail option. This will be the best use of rail 
and future technologies when expansion is necessary. Our neighborhood board also 
recommended a connector to Waikiki to serve the many Leeward residents who work in 
Waikiki. 

As the Transportation Chair of Neighborhood Board #34, I do have some addition 
comments. First, I want to thank the majority of the board who voted for mass transit. 
We have let it slip through our fingers before and we cannot afford to let it happen again. 
I also thank those two Councilmembers who do not support this proposal because it 
makes everyone who does work a little harder to ensure that rail becomes a reality. 

Second, you noticed I said rail above. Using buses on a guideway is not realistic for the 
system we need. How much more would it cost to make the above grade structures 
suitable for buses? Buses are needed as connectors to rail but they cannot replace an 
above grade rail system. 

Third, the current preferred Council route through Kapolei must change. The 
Transportation Committee of Makakilo/Kapolei/Honakai Hale Neighborhood Board met 
with Ewa Beach Neighborhood Board members and homeowners. We both agreed that 
the route along Kamokila Blvd./Farrington Highway was the less preferred route. To 
ensure the folks from Ewa Beach and Kapolei use the rail the route must either go along 
Kapolei Parkway or into Kalaeloa, along Saratoga, then up along the North-South Road. 
These two routes will serve both the Kapolei and Ewa Beach areas. 

We agreed that Ewa Beach individuals would use the Kalaeloa route and be able to use 
a park-and-ride near Hawaiian Homelands or Croc Center or in Kalaeloa to use rail into 
Honolulu. Our preferred alignments would also allow better access to City and State 
offices and the future bus transit center in Kapolei. The right-of-ways through Kalaeloa 
and along the North-South Road will be easier to obtain. They would also help relief the 
traffic off Ft Weaver Road. 

Misc. Corn. No. 2049 
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Council Chair Dela Cruz and Councilmembers 
December 20, 2006 
Page 2 

Even though this route may cost more to build, it also has the real potential of being 
force multipliers as new residential and commercial projects come online in the Kapolei 
and Kalaeloa areas. 

I would also be remiss if I didn't mention the importance of having the rail serve the Pearl 
Harbor and Airport in the initial route. The Salt Lake area can be best served at this 
point with circulator buses. The rail going near the Naval and Air Force installation can 
serves both the military and civilian workers. It is a natural to have it go by the airport to 
serve the multitude of workers at the airport support facilities. 

The full transit route is necessary to make the best use of funds. It will promote 
Kapolers growth; help UH students going to either Manoa or West Oahu. We need to 
have rail approved now. It will also help cut the waste of time as people sit in the 
vehicles waiting for the gridlock to clear. 

I respectfully ask for your support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route through Kalaeloa and 
the North-South Road. Thank you for the opportunity to express my views. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Golojuch 
Vice-Chair, Neighborhood Board #34 
President, Palehua Townhouses 
Vice-Chair, Palehua Community Association 

AR00070360 
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Fax to: 527-6910 

December 20,2006 

TO: Chair & Members of the City Council 
Honolulu Hale, Honolulu, HI 96813-3077 

RE -CEIV 

DEC Zi 	lo 	'OE 
crry 

HONOLULU, H0 

FROM: 	Kan-iehi & Setsuko Hayakawa 	 q•Li 
1330 Ala Moana Blvd., #3901 VA. 4., 14.14,f 

lionolu1u,141 96814-4244 
Tel: 591-0779 

RE: Honolulu Mass Transit System-Transportation and Planning, Agenda 
for December 22 Meeting 

There is a complex of five condominium high-rises virtually next to the proposed route 
for the guided way mass transit system in Ala Moana. Additionally, three condominium 
high-rises are under construction close to this route in Ala Moana. Therefore, this system 
will affect negatively the residential atmosphere of occupants in these high-rises (more 
than 2.000 residential units in these high-rises). Additionally, the proposed guided way 
structure will have a negative impact on views around the high-rises and increase 
congestion on local streets. 

Passengers of guided way mass transit systems operated by most local governments are 
concentrated in rush-hours and those in off-rush-hours arc sparse. Therefore, the number 
of average passengers per one hour is small. Because of the highly skewed distribution of 
passengers, the systems operated by most local governments are not self-sustaining, 
requiring financial support by loyal or federal governments in each year of operations. 
Since Honolulu is a relatively small city of population less than 0.5 millions, it is most 
likely that the city has no financial resources of supporting the guided way mass transit 
system in each year of operation without a further tax increase. 

Because of the negative impact on the residential environment and of expected financial 
problem in the future, I would like to recommend respectfully that the Council rejects the 
proposed guided way mass transit system. 

Misc. Corn. N 	2050  
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Caron M, Wilberts 

12119/2006 
To: Honolulu City Council 
Honolulu Hale 

From: 
Caron M. Wilberts 
733 16' h  Avenue 
Honolulu., Hawaii 96816 
Ph: 223-0958 

RECEIVED 

OEC Zi 6 10 Ati '06 
CITY CLERK 

HONOLULU, HhiliC 

p. 1 

Special Meeting City Council Chamber Friday 22,2006 
Submi_ttit written 	 to Transit. Selectin the 
transportatton mode for the çy's locally preferred alternativj. 

Good Day City Council Members, 
My name is Caron M. Wilberts and I would like to submit testimony relating to the 
selection of Honolulu's transit choice. I represent many people in my neighborhood, the 
elderly and the poor who come to me for help and advice. We are all of the same opinion, 
we have no objections to the transit or whatever alternative you select, but are all in 
agreement that if the property owners of Honolulu will be taxed out of our homes to pay 
for it then we are totally against it. 
We the working poor, and the elderly who don't make much money and who are on very 
fixed incomes, we cannot see any more increases to our property tax. Our wages and 
retirement incomes have in no way kept up with all the increases that this City Council 
and administration have subjected the people of Honolulu to. If you in the future intend to 
raise our property taxes again to fund this then we are totally against such a project being 
built. We could accept another small increase in the excise tax, because at least that we 
can pay as you go along, but the property tax is an issue that must not even be considered 
to fund this project. 
We all agree that Honolulu needs some sort of transit solution, but it cannot be on the 
backs of the property owners. I thank you for your time. 

Misc. Corn. No. 
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From: Farrin Souza ffarrin73@yahoo.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 4:38 PM 

To: 

December 19, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chaii nian and City Council Members: 

Honolulu City Council 
530 So. King Street 
Honolulu, Hi 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006) CD2, FD1 — Relating to Transit 

Dear Chairman Dela Cruz and Council Members: 

DEC 20 Li 41 N 

N 011.! U. H 

As a resident of Makakilo and active member of the Kapolei community proper, I support the full mass transit 
route that runs from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii (Manoa). More importantly, to think that any other route 
other than the Kalaeloa option as the preferred starting point is short-sighted and is indicative of someone's 
inattention to the wishes of this community. The rail system running through our main thoroughfare ( Kamakilo 
Blvd. ) will not serve the greater good of the community or that of our neighbors in Ewa and Ewa Beach who 
suffer now with traffic congestion and its related frustrations and would readily use this transit option.. 

The Hawaii Community Development Authority (HCDA) has already drafted a master plan and supports the long 
range development of Kalaeloa. The proposed rail transit system would certainly put "life" into those plans set 
for 15-20 years in the future. Unused land, vast amounts of it, sits idle in Kalaeloa awaiting some revitalization 
that would spur potential economic development and residual prosperity to this welcoming community. 
Kalaeloa's future well-being will hinge on Councilman Todd Apo's FD-1 route. In addition, the Department of 
Hawaiian Homelands and their beneficiaries will all benefit from the Kalaeloa route as well as community 
enhancement entities like the upcoming Kroc Foundation, future schools, neighborhoods and commercial centers 
already being envisioned and developed at brake neck speed here in Kapolei. 

And as far as the cost for this project, I feel that the potential economic opportunities presented at KALELOA for 
the next 20-plus years and beyond will add billions of tax dollars to the state government and in turn produce the 
City's share of hundreds of millions of dollars. If we, the citizens of the City & County of Honolulu, do not 
impose upon you (the full Council), our passionate desire to have the City Council adapt the Kalacloa route, we 
will lose.. .and more importantly... much needed FEDERAL monies.. .just like we did years ago. You cannot 
afford to wait any longer. 

Right now, there is no other more important factor to consider than the rail transit issue in Kapolei. It will, when 
positioned in Kalaeloa, move the optimum amount of people to respective schools, employment, and recreation 
and back again. Please support the Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 and support the Kapolei-Manoa route. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Evelyn E. Souza 

Misc. Corn. No 2052  
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December 22, 2006 

Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz & Members of the City Council 
Honolulu City Council, Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Subject: Testimony on Bill 79 (third reading) 

My name is Don Clegg, I am a former Planning Director and 
Director of the Department of Land Utilization for the City and 
County of Honolulu. I have been a land use planning and 
permitting consultant for the past 12 years as President of 
Analytical Planning Consultants Inc. (APC). 

As DLU Director I was a member of the transit selection committee 
in 1992. As such, I am thoroughly familiar with all the 
arguments for and against a rapid transit system for Oahu. Cost, 
and can we afford, it have always been major concerns, but the 
bottom line is, we cannot afford not to have rapid transit. The 
bus is mass transit but it is not rapid transit. 

With regard to the route, this has been studied to death by 
experts, and I suggest that the Council not try to second guess 
them. There is no perfect route that will satisfy all users, so 
go with the professional recommendations. 

I agree with Council members Okino and Dela Cruz that rapid 
transit systems have a tremendous impact on the shape and 
evolution of a city, and that we must plan ahead for that impact. 
I believe, however that Gary's proposed ordinance is overly 
draconian in its conditions. 

However, some form of interim density and design controls are 
needed around the proposed station locations immediately so that 
planning for the area can be done before it is pre-empted by 
construction building permits. 

I am reminded of the establishment of the Waikiki Special Design 
District which reduced the then permitted floor area by about 
80%. The Council did not immediately limit development and as a 
result over 60 building permits for multistory buildings were 
filed and "grand fathered" within the next 30 days. 
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As a strip city we are one of the most transit prone cities in 
the world. We simply cannot keep supporting transit systems that 
only move cars from one place to another.. When you get where you 
are going you have to find some place to put that car, and that 
will become a bigger problem than getting the car from "A" to 

urge you to vote yes on bill 79 so we can get going. 
Hesitation and delay in moving forward sends a message of 
indecision to congress and a message of hope to all the other 
forward looking cities that want the federal money for their 
rapid transit systems. Please note that I have not heard of any 
city in the world that has as rapid transit system that would get 
rid of it. 

Donald Cleg-1°41/-  
President 

AR00070365 



Page 1 of 1 

C=1  

From: Alvin Wong [anwprods@yahoo.com ] 

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2006 422 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Testimony 

12-21-06 

I support Bill 79, CD!; Proposed CD2, FD1. 

I am in favor of the Pearl Harbor - Hickam - Airport route vs the Salt Lake route because more it will be 
available to more civilian and military personnel who commute to/from work. 

I am in favor of any type of mass transit that includes Ewa, Kapolei, Pearl City, Aiea, Honolulu, Ala 
Moana Shopping Center to UH Manoa.and to Waikiki and Kahala if the funds are available. All major 
shopping centers and schools should be included in the master plan. 

My comments to the critics that mass transit "will not save travel time" is the same statement that was 
mentioned before the building of the freeway past UH Manoa going to Hawaii Kai. The reply was 
"even after completion of the freeway there will still be congestion because of the growing population. 
I believe that the mass transit will move more people as the population on Oahu increases. If mass 
transit is not built it will get worse over the years. 

Mahalo for hearing my comments. 

Aloha, Alvin Wong 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http://mail.yahoo.com  

Misc. Corn. No. 
12/21/2006 

AR00070366 



C=3 
rri 
coa 

• 	 Page 1 of 2 

From: David Wilson [wilsond052@hawaiisr.com] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 8:46 AM 

To: 

Subject: Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

he Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 

onolulu City Council 

30 South King Street 

onolulu, Hawaii 96813 

e: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

ear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This 
)ute would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well 
s the two university campuses (UH West Oahu and UH Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access 
)r.  a large number of Oahu's workers and university students. 

his is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not along 
amokila Blvd. The proposed Kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. 
leaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low density single family housing. We must provide the 
frastructure to support the planned developments of the second city. 

he route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including the 
,diciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use 
Inds (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed Kroc Center. The route will better 
srve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new 
Drth/south road. 

s you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential 
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3ntributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new 
usiness sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State and City 
Dvemment revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 

he full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolers growth, advancing Hawaii's 
..;onomy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support 
I the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

incerely, 

)avid Wilson 91-1034 Hanaloa St. 

wa Beach resident 

12/21/2006 
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From: Kumufolk@aol.com  

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 10:46 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

RECEIVED 

DEC 21 U os A 
CITY CLERK 

HONOLULU ,  H4V4A 11.1 

I 'Os 

Aloha Mai Kakou, 
I have been a resident of 'Ewa Beach for 13 years, before moving here I lived in the Aliamanu area for 38 
years. I have experienced both sides of the traffic situation. I do not support and am in fact very much against 
the fixed rail system for several reasons. Beside the fact that it will permanently scar O'ahu's already declining 
beauty, I do not believe that it will cure the traffic problem. 

Many people will ride at first due to curiosity and find that it financially is a hardship and return to their carpools, 
buses or driving their own cars. Though the current study shows that there will be a vast ridership, I think that 
the numbers will eventually decrease when people realize that the promised convenience cannot possibly be 
delivered. Most people who own cars will opt to drive again because their varied errands that are often added 
to most commutes will not coincide with any route long or short that has been proposed. Another thought, for 
every parent that chooses to ride the rail with teenage drivers at home, their car will then be available to their 
young drivers for school or work and will not take enough cars off the road to make the rail feasible. Thus 
putting more youthful drivers on the road. 

There is also the deception that the rail is to ease the difficulty of our UH students daily commute to and from 
school and that is slowly being chiseled away because of funding. For the simple fact that a west UH campus 
is in the works that problem was already being resolved and rail would not have been a solution too late after 
the fact. The majority of university students are members of our states work force and will not be able to 
depend on using the rail to travel to their various job sites. They will still have to drive just get to work. 

An unfair aspect of the rail is that too many people who will not benefit at all by the system will be required to 
pay a higher tax because of it. There are many people that will be badly impacted because of the increased 
tax. Our seniors are already over burdened with rising medical and RX cost, housing, living expenses, utilities, 
food and assorted other high cost and yet their retirements/pensions will not increase if they were fortunate 
enough to have a "comfortable" one in the first place. And that's whether they ride or not. There are many 
people already being asked to give up too much to taxes that are just getting by now. Some of them 
working more than one job as I do, will still need their current method of transportation. And what about the 
people who live on the outer islands who will never use the rail.., how will they benefit from something they will 
also be taxed for? We have not yet heard about what the public can expect to be charged for the pleasure of 
this convenience. It is a financial disaster waiting to happen. 

The 6 year projected cost plan in this voters opinion is certainly not enough of a look into the future for how it 
will be returned to the people for more increases in order to fund this mistake. My husband and I both drive 
40 miles to and from work every day on different routes and yes, it can be bothersome on days like the Aiea 
walkover falling. We both work on military bases, if we rode the rail we will be at the mercy of more public 
transportation to get to our final destinations which will double our commute time. Multiply our commutes by 
the thousands of other civilian employees commutes and that gives you an idea of just one type of job and the 
daily commutes. Along with arriving to work on time the drivers themselves have to make changes in how they - 
behave while driving. Most problems and delays on the road are caused by human error and that should be 
addressed. Stiffening penilties/fines for unsafe drivers, requiring driving school for those caught not driving 
safely etc. 

Sadly, I see too much discourtesy on the road and people who don't understand the concept of driving with 
"ALOHA". I propose that an "ALOHA" driving ACT be passed that will make driving without Aloha illegal. That 
will set us apart from the rest of country without creating an ugly structure that will just make us followers rather 
than forerunners on an entirely new idea. Other states will have to pay to study our concepts for a change. Too 
much money has already been spent on talking, studies and trips to other states to copy what worked and in 

Misc. Corn. No. 2056  
12/21/2006 

AR00070369 



Page 2 of 2 

my opinion just won't work for our state This rail idea is surely a picture that our kupuna could never have 
conceived when they settled here generations ago. Your job is to uphold the beauty of our islands while trying 
to alleviate the traffic. That's why we vote, that's why we work, that's why we listen and watch to see who's 
best interest is really being pursued here. 

Thank you, 
Hi'olani Suster 

12/21/2006 
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HONOLULU, HAWA'A 
DANIEL DINELL, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

HAWAII COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

BEFORE THE 

HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 

TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMIT 	I EE 

ON 

Friday, December 22, 2006 

10:00 A.M. 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

IN CONSIDERATION OF 

CR-508 - BILL 79, CD2, PROPOSED FDI. 

STATEMENT OF 

The Hawaii Community Development Authority (HCDA) supports Bill 79, 

CD2, Proposed FD1, relating to transit. 

HCDA is responsible for the redevelopment of the Kakaako and Kalaeloa 

community development districts. Our objective is to create sustainable mixed-use 

communities where residents can live, work, learn, and play within their respective 

districts. A dependable, convenient, and efficient transit system is a key 

component of any sustainable community. That said, transit should not be looked 

upon just as an engineering solution to moving people across the island. Starting 

with the premise that future growth, both rural as well as urban, will happen on 

Oahu, what is imperative is a community dialogue on the underlying philosophical 

principles of how we, the residents of the City and County of Honolulu (City), 

want to live and what we want our city to be. 

Misc. Corn. No 42057 
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Transit clearly should play a role in this discussion, but transit should not 

just be a single isolated dimension, rather, it should be a part of an overall strategy 

that the City has developed in encouraging and creating neighborhoods which the 

citizens of Honolulu find desirable and where they can pursue their interests and 

meet their needs. Many cities in North America and around the globe that are 

comparable in population, physical size, and urban growth patterns to Honolulu, 

have done an outstanding job in positioning mobility choices - walking, biking, 

bus, ferry, rail, car sharing, and even privately owned cars as viable, reasonable 

options for residents as well as visitors to utilize. An effective transit system 

should convince a discretionary rider who has the means and ability to not use 

public transit, to do so. The quality of the experience and what best meets the 

community's needs should be the focus in order for public transit to become a 

viable choice, especially for that discretionary rider. 

Land use also should play a key role in this discussion. Where people live, 

work, and recreate is just as important as how they move around. Planning for 

transit should not be about transit in isolation, but rather about offering a range of 

people-oriented choices that revolve around mobility and lifestyles. Political and 

institutional leadership along with a community-wide commitment, spanning 

administration changes, is necessary to develop livable communities of which 

transit becomes a part. Government and the community needs to come together 

with a shared vision and must have open minds to consider various alternative 

futures, including the view that a comprehensive public transit system is one of 

those alternative futures. 

For Kalaeloa, we strongly urge a transit system that includes an alignment 

through the District as this area offers great promise for transit-oriented 

development. In the vicinity of Kalaeloa, the Department of Hawaiian Home 

Lands (DHHL) is planning a 1.5 million square feet commercial development. It is 

also breaking ground in January 2007 for a new office building. There are 
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thousands of homes in this area being planned by DHHL in addition to 900 

affordable units being planned by the Hawaii Housing Finance and Development 

Corporation. The Salvation Army Kroc Center, which includes childcare, worship, 

community and recreation facilities, is being constructed in this area. Also, 

HCDA's Kalaeloa Master Plan envisions 6,500 new residential units and 7,000 jobs 

in the Kalaeloa Community Development District. Given these current 

developments and the potential for the future, Kalaeloa becomes an ideal 

community to be served by transit. 

The Kamokila Boulevard/Farrington Highway alignment specified in the 

CD2 provides fewer benefits compared to the Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road 

alignment. The latter routing affords greater access and greater potential for 

transit-oriented development. It integrates all of Kalaeloa and East Kapolei into a 

continuous community. Also, the Kalaeloa alignment serves all the communities 

along Fort Weaver Road and is better suited for park-and-ride facilities. The 

Keoneula Connector Road through Kalaeloa bridges Ewa Beach and Ocean Pointe 

and the Kapolei Parkway and Geiger Road bridges Ewa by Gentry and Ewa 

Villages. A transit alignment through Kalaeloa will be able to take advantage of all 

these neighborhood connections. 

Additionally, the City will be receiving 485 acres of land in Kalaeloa as part 

of the Barbers Point Naval Air Station base closure. Although the land is deed 

restricted to recreational use for 30 years, the City could convert a portion of the 

acreage closest to the route for a large park-and-ride facility. Some of these lands 

could also be used for storage, staging, or even establishing a transit maintenance 

yard. Moreover, the Saratoga Avenue alignment offers a closer proximity to 

Campbell Industrial Park and Barbers Point Deep Draft Harbor. A Saratoga 

Avenue alignment would provide access both through Malakole Street and provide 

linkages for transporting construction equipment and materials directly from the 

harbor during construction and later for maintenance. 
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The route chosen by the Council Committee on Transportation and 

Planning last week precludes all of the above. Although the Karnokila 

Boulevard/Farrington Highway alignment may be a shorter route and less 

expensive initially, choosing the Saratoga Avenue/North-South Road as the transit 

alignment provides vastly superior future development opportunities and greater 

ridership. In the long run, the alignment specified in the CD2 is less desirable for 

the reasons stated, thus our support of the Proposed FD I. 

For Kakaako, we have some concerns with the project's impact on 

properties and infrastructure along the proposed alignments. We urge the City to 

work with the Kakaako community in developing an alignment that is supported by 

the community. HCDA is currently revising the Kakaako Mauka Area Plan and as 

such, coordination is critical. The primary objective of the Plan amendment project 

is to develop urban design concepts around smart growth objectives. The proposed 

Plan will include a neighborhood framework and provisions for open space, parks 

and views. It will also include a multi-modal street system plan that offers a 

variety of mobility choices. 

The bottom line is that transit should provide an organizing framework of 

principles to do what the City should be doing anyway - create great people-

oriented places with a variety of transportation choices that meet a variety of needs. 

We believe that keeping this in mind will contribute in making Kakaako and 

Kalaeloa better communities for tomorrow. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this matter. 
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HAWAII BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION TRADES COUNCIL, AFL-CIO 
GENTRY PACIFIC DESIGN CENTEFI, STE. 215A • 880 N. NIMITZ HIGHWAY, #50 • HONOLULU, HAWAII 96817 

(6e} 524-2249 • FAX (808) 524-8893 

December 21, 2006 

Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
Honorable Ann Kobayashi, Vice Chair 
Members of the Honolulu City Council 

RE: In SUPPORT of BILL 79 CD2 
Hearing: Friday, December 22, 2006 
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Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Council Members: 

For the Record my name is Buzz Hong the Executive Director for 
the Hawaii Building & Construction Trades Council, AFL-CIO. Our 
Council is comprised of 17-construction unions and a membership of 
26,000 statewide. 

Our members' request that thought be given the route selection 
process to include the servicin,g of the major employment, education 
and transportation destination. 

We thank you for the consideration of our request 

Sincerely, 

William "Buzz" Hong 
Executive Director 
WBI-Est 
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TESTIMONY 
Requesting amendment to Bill 79 to all* fair consideration of the issuls 

Submitted to the City Council at the Public Hearing 
10 a.m. Friday, Decernber 22, 2006 

At City Council Chambers, Hono101u Hale, Honolulu, Hawaii 

T77'2° 

Subj: Take time for a balanced decision on the traffic congestion issue 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz: 

The Honolulu Advertiser rail feature yesterday showed a big picture balanced 
by wise counsel to delay and get the decision right. 

The thoughts expressed by Pacific Resource Partnership and the Hawaii 
Highway Users both made good sense. 

Big thinking requires big thoughts. 

The decision date of December 22 is arbitrary. Now, and in the future, trucks, 
busses, ambulances, handi-vans, and personal vehicles must have smooth-flowing 
roadways. Today's congestion can only be addressed by additional lanes. At 
some point, an alternative mode for commuters, like rail, is advisable if we can 
afford it, but there should be NO plans that preclude the construction of additional 
highway lanes. If the rail can somehow be shown to be affordable, and building 
the system doesn't preclude efficient development of the lanes, then HADA has no 
objection. There is news that several more cities are pursuing plans for HOT 
lanes including — Raleigh, NC, Birmingham, AL, and Fort Lauderdale, FL. 

HADA hopes you'll use the counsel of both writers, and embrace PRP's big 
picture while following HHUA's take more time to get it right, 

Respectfully submitted, 
THE HAWAII AUTOMOBILE DEALERS ASSOCIATION 

Misc. Corn. No 20 9 
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Minneapolis, MN 
1-394 
*7.  414 

Portland,OR --- 
Highway 217 

New 
Lincoln Tunnel 

• SarAtEi Cruz? CA-4"7-Tr 
Highway 1 

North Virginia 
1-95,1-395 

Raleigh, NC 
1-40 

Orange County, CA 
Route 91 

Houston, TX 
1-10 and US 290 San Diego, CA 

1-15 
Dallas, TX' 
1-30 and L635 (which includes 
Loop 12. SH 183, and 1-820) 

Miami, FL 
1-95 

Seattle, WA 
SR 167 

Denver,C0 
1-25,1-36, C-470 

Are there other successful HOT lane projects? 
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RAIL TRANSIT NO 

Much more must be 
done before transit vote 

TIME magazine chose you — the blogger, the 
citizen activist, the mom who testifies once in a 
lifetime, the senior citizen speaking eloquently and 

, passionately on government finances, the in-
' formed citizen who acts — as Person of the Year. 

What has been billed as the final rail vs. man- 
aged-lanes decision at the City Council cham- 
bers tomorrow requires fax, phone, e-mail and 

public testimony from 
citizens like you. Will 
you be zipping around 
elevated roadways like 
the Freeway or wait-
ing for a train to arrive? 
' Sadly, the pro-rail and 
pro-managed lanes de-
bate was canceled be-
cause of the city' s refusal 
to show up. So, I take a 

moment to discuss some of the myths circulating 
on this issue. 

Myth: Rail will reduce traffic congestion on 
0`ahu. 

Fact: Rail will worsen traffic congestion. More 
congestion is a heavy price to pay after spending 
billions on rail. Remember that nationally only 
2 percent of the trips in cities with rail are made 
by rail. Even if 10 percent of trips in Honolulu are 
made my rail, for every 1,000 future trips, 100 
will be by rail and 900 will be by car. Rail is not 
a solution to congestion. Only highway solutions 
mitigate traffic congestion. This is why no U.S, 
city has reduced its traffic congestion building a 
rail line. The opposite is true; those with rail 
have the worst traffic congestion. 

An elevated three -lane reversible managed 
lanes facility zooms buses at 60 mph and allows 
private vehicles to zip along at the same rate af-
ter paying about $4 in peak period. There are 
many successful deployments on the Mainland, 
and managed lanes are at the forefront of na-
tional transportation policy for solving traffic 
congestion. 

Myth: The City's Alternatives Analysis was 
about solving traffic congestion, 

Fact: This never was the case. "The purpose of 
this report is to select the mode and general align-
ment alternative for a high -capacity transit serv-
ice on O'ahu." The purpose of the Alternatives 
Analysis was to "sell" you rail transit, the mayor's 

election campaign promise. 
Myth: Rail is fast. 
Fact: Rail is slow. Trains will move at an av-

erage of 25 to 50 miles per hour over the 28-mile 
route. The train is like an elevator that stops on 
every floor. It will always take more than an hour 
from KapoIel to the University of Hawaii, plus 
transfers and wait times. Recall that today this 
takes less than 40 minutes by car outside of three 
morning hours on weekdays. 

Myth: There is plentiful federal funding for 
rail's $6 billion expense. 

Fact: Even if Honolulu's high-cost, low-rider-
ship rail system were to capture federal funds, the 
funding would amount to 'around $450 million 
for a first operational segment and with great 
luck, an additional $450 million could be obtained 
for the second and final operational segment. Mall 
this federal funding comes through, it will amount 
to about 15 percent of the projected costs. In con-
trast, highways are federally supported at the 80 
percent level, and there are additional special 
funds for deploying managed-lane variable-pric-
ing projects and for public-private partnerships for 
highways. 

Myth: The general excise tax increase from 
4 percent to 4.5 percent is enough to pay for rail. 

Fact: It is nowhere near enough. In fact, there 
is no credible financial plan with a long-term 
horizon, and there is no financial impact plan. 
Ask the mayor how much rail will cost the aver-
age taxpayer and -the average family per year for 
30 years. No one knows and no one wants you to 
know. Not only will the shortest rail line cost 
way more than $3 billion, we will be at least an-
other $3 billion short after collecting the 4.5 per-
cent excise tax for 15 years! 

Myth: The decision has to be made by tomor-
row. 

Fact: This is an arbitrary deadline that the City 
Council set for itself, and the decision can wait. 
The legislation says that the tax surcharge can't 
start before Jan. 1,2007. It doesn't preclude start-
ing it later, after a wise decision has been made. 
A wise course of action would be to follow the ad-
vice from many, and solve the traffic problem 
with multi-modal solutions before pressing ahead 
today with a "rush to rail" that precludes real 
traffic congestion solutions. 

In my opinion, the City Council needs to take 
three actions before the end of December; 

• Delay the start of the tax increase. 
• Investigate the absence of traffic congestion 

solutions in the Alternatives Analysis. 
• Insist that the Alternatives Analysis is cor-

rected and enriched with the council's new align-
ment and it investigates whether express buses on 
busways or HOT lanes arc a better alternative. All 
these must be done before a Locally Preferred 
Alternative should be adopted and taxes 
collected. 

So. it's up to you — The Time Magazine Person 
of the Year. 

The City Council members will meet at 10 a.m. 
tomorrow in council chambers. I'm sure they 
would like to hear from you. 

Pcznos D. Prevedouros is a professor of trans-
portation engineering in the Deportment of Civil 
and Environmental Engineering at the University 
of ilawai`i-Manoa. fie wrote this commentary 
for The Advertiser. 
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RAIL TRANSIT YES 

Our future rides on 
big-picture thinking 

• 

When City Council members meet tomorrow for 
final reading of 13111 79, they will be doing more than 
selecting a mass-transit option and route. They 
will be setting a course for Honolulu's social and 
economic future that will last well into the 21st cen-
tury, 

The right transit option could dramatically re- 
shape — for the better — the way we live and 

work on this island as no 
other public-works proj- 
ect has done. The option 
that presents the great- 
est opportunity for mean- 
ingful change is the 28- 
mile fixed-guideway sys- 
tem from Kalaeloa to the 
University of Hawaii- 

By Kyle j. K. Check 	MAnoa. It offers the most 
promise for economic 

growth, educational enrichment, community revi-
talization, affordable housing and employment. 

One of the key benefits of a fixed guideway 
that has been overlooked in the ongoing debate 
about transit alternatives is transit-oriented de-
velopment. Transit-oriented development sup-
ports, enhances, and has been used in other cities 
to finance a system. But, more importantly, it 
helps drive down the cost of living for residents. 

This type of development can take many forms 
and includes more than just transit stati6ns. In 
Portland, Ore., for example, entire communities — 
complete with market rentals, moderately priced 
condos, luxury penthouses, shopping and restau-
rants, community sqnaees and parks — have been 
built within a one-mile radius of the city's transit 
line. Other U.S. and Canadian metropolises with 
well-designed rapid-transit systems have seen the 
growth and success of similar communities. 

The transit-oriented development opportuni-
ties on Cea.hu are tremendous. The 100-acre site that 
is home to Aloha Stadium could become a major 
transit hub surrounded by affordable-housing units 
arid commereiel mixed-use development. Someday, 
O'abu Community Correctional Center, in the 
heart of my old stomping ground of Kalihi, could 
be transformed into Honolulu's version of Grand 
Central Station. bringing jobs, housing, business and 
hope to this rough-and-tumble neighborhood. 

Both transit-oriented development sites have 
the potential to increase transit ridership, lower 
transportation and housing costs, and enhance the 
overall quality of life for local residents. We know 
all too well that the price of paradise has increased 
drastically in the past decade, with housing and gas 
prices leading the way. lerrrelenee and other eute-
centric alternatives would do little to expand the 
affordable housing market. And while a fixed guide-
way would slightly alter the landscape of Hono-
lulu, more cars on the highway would do far more 
damage to the island by exacerbating the fuel cri-
sis  and generating added pollution. 

One of the most attractive features of the 28-mile 
fixed-guideway system is the linkage of the Uni-
versity of Hawail-Wfanoa to UH-West O'afiu. With 
this connection, the transit corridor could become 
an educational superhighway diat offers a quick and 
direct way for students to get from one campus to 
the other. It also would encourage the sharing of 
knowledge and expertise between the institutions. 
Community support of and participation in UH ac-
tivities and sporting events would become easier 
as well. The integration of town and gown — the 
cornerstone of all world-class universities — could 
become a reality with a fixed-guideway system. 

Another reality is the boost that a fixed guide-
way would give to some of O'ahu's burgeoning in-
dustries. For example, Kamehameha Schools has 
invested a considerable amount of money to de-
velop a life-sciences industry. Once this industry 
gains momentum, there will be a dire need for 
well-educated and trained professionals. The af-
fordable housing and vibrant communities made 
possible by transit-oriented development would 
keep recent graduates in Hawaii and entice former 
residents to return home. This mass of intellectual 
capital would stimulate industry growth and there-
by help diversify our economy. 

Locating high-quality jobs near affordable and 
attractive residences would create a spillover ef-
fect that sparks innovation and entrepreneur-
ship. Cities that have embraced a fixed-guide-
way system have seen more start-ups, increases 
in personal income, expansion of the local tax base 
through real property and general excise tax, and 
the birth of livable and wailcable communities 
better suited to modern lifestyles. 

The construction industry would gain a lot from 
a fixed-guideway system. But O'aliti residents 
would stand to gain much more. Transit-oriented 
development would provide us with the means 
to better manage growth. By focusing on a one-mile 
radius around the transit corridor, the bulk of new 
development would be concenteated in Honolulu's 
urban core. Not only would this create long-term 
sustainability for underused industrial areas, but it 
would allow for the preservation of rural lifestyles 
in other communities that oppose urban sprawl. 

We have an opportunity to build a new eco-
nomic and social "baelcborie" for O'ahu. Let's not 
waste time debating ridership or transit alterna-
tives. There are larger issues, such as the impact 
of a fixed pideway on population densities, iden-
tifying areas along the transit route that would 
present the best economic development oppor-
tunities and the expandability of a particular route. 
Big-picture thinking is what we need now. The fu-
ture of Honolulu is riding on it. 

yle J. K. Chock is executive director of the Pacif-
ic Resource Partnership, a labor-management re-
iations consortium representing the Hawaii Car-
penters Union and signatory unionized contrac-
fors throughout 
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From: Bob [Beachbum999@hawaiiantetnet] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 11:05 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Coundl Meeting Testimony 

To Honolulu City Council: 

The only rail route that makes sense is for rail to start in Kapolei, serve Kalealoa and Ewa Beach, travel the 
North/South Road through the future UH West Oahu campus and the planned Salvation Army Center and then 
through the downtown areas ultimately ending at the University of Hawaii Manoa campus. 

Ewa Beach traffic is gridlocked for several hours each day and the rail must serve Ewa Beach to help alleviate 
this problem. The North/South road will travel through a highly developed, high population area as well as the UH 
West campus. Thousands of UH students at Manoa and West Oahu will use rail transit to head to classes. 
Serving Pearl Harbor and the airport will also remove thousands of auto commuters from the roads. For this 
project to have any chance of success it must serve the needs of the people most affected by traffic gridlock now 
with a plan for future development. 

Robert N. Windisc.h 

Misc. Corn. N '2060  

12/21/2006 
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December 22, 2006 
City Council Zoning Committee Meeting 

Testimon b ohn P. Whalen FAICP on Bill 79 2006 CD2 - 

 

E fVF IT; 

  

   

I support Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 because, of the three measures you are qmsirinp y  this isAeln, 
most favorable in preserving options for the further planning, design and implemWati.dri °feu Ri4gh-r n Ub 
capacity transit system for O'ahu. In that regard, I commend the City Council for defe 	keleci„sion on 
the technology for the system, since this choice will have significant impact on laq t.ffl 
the entire alignment and must be made very carefully. 

My testimony is based on long experience as an urban planner in Honolulu, including five years as 
Director of the former Department of Land Utilization, direct participant in the previous transit planning 
projects, and principal or co-author of the Development Plans for 'Ewa, Central O'ahu and the Primary 
Urban Center, which covers the entire transit corridor. Currently,.I am working on community-level 
plans that are directly affected by the proposed transit project; specifically for the Kaka'ako Mauka Area 
and the Ala Moana-Sheridan area. 

Time does not permit detailed comments, so I'll summarize with the following main points: 

1. I believe the Administration's recommended alignment in Section 1 (Ewa) will have much greater 
long-tei 	Hi benefits than the shorter route and will be well worth the investment, 

2. I question whether a Waikiki branch (in Section V) is really necessary. This is a district with 
unique transportation requirements that could be served by modes other than a fixed guideway 
transit system. 

3. The technology that is most suitable for Sections I through IV may not be suitable for Section V. 
It would make sense to transition to an at-grade transit system in Section V for several reasons. 
First, it is desirable to have more frequent stops in the dense urban core than in the outlying areas, 
where the system will function more as a commuter line. Second, direct and convenient 
pedestrian access to stations is more important in the urban core than in outlying areas, where 
commuters are more likely to drive to the stations. Third, the construction cost per mile for an 
overhead viaduct in the urban core is much higher than in outlying areas. Fourth, an overhead 
viaduct running along the downtown waterfront and through the older, narrower streets of urban 
Honolulu will have a significant adverse impact on adjacent land uses. It will discourage 
improvement of adjacent properties and diminish the quality of the streetscape in the very 
locations where we most need to stimulate pedestrian activity and transit-oriented development. 
Since it is very difficult to retrofit an overhead viaduct into a densely built urban core, engineers 
must resort to awkward solutions; for example, the flyover above the H-1 viaduct near the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa, or the station placed at 80-feet above grade at Ala Moana Center. 

I want to emphasize this last point by reminding the City Council that, of the five cities that many of 
you recently visited to look at transit-oriented development, none built overhead rail viaducts within the 
urban core. Seattle has a short monorail viaduct, but this was not designed as a major transit line, and it is 
a comparatively light structure. Otherwise, Seattle, Vancouver, and San Francisco have overhead 
viaducts in outlying areas, but bring the rail line underground or at-grade when it enters the urban core. 
San Diego and Portland rely on at-grade transit systems. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony on this important decision. 

Sincerely, 

IA v\TIA61,1 
John P. Whalen, FAICP 

Misc. Com , No 2° 1. 
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From: MaryPMoore@aol.com 
	

DEC 21 12 A f 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 11:32 AM 	

CITY C 
HONOLULU ft 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Thank you for allowing me to speak. I believe that building a fixed rail transit system is a huge mistake for 
Honolulu. The cost is so high even before the mode has been selected. Our great-great grandchildren will still 
be paying for it. Because we live on an island we cannot afford to tie up our land for inflexible systems. We 
should make the zipper lane reversible and for buses only. We should put a cap on the number of cars on 
Oahu. People complain about the commute now, but will they use the bus? Why do you think they will use 
rail? Please listen to reason and vote against fixed rail. 

Misc. Coma No. i2O62 .  

12/21/2006 
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From: John Goliner Lgollner@capitol.hawaii.gov] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 12:27 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 

530 South King Street 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

On behalf of many residents of my district, I am testifying in support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to 
the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would include Kalaeloa and run near the planned North South Road. This 
route would connect Oahu's two major 
job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well as the 
two university campuses (UH West Oahu and UH Manoa) thereby providing 
mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's workers and university 
students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth 
will happen - not along Kamokila Blvd. The proposed Kamokila route does 
not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. It is aligned 
with developed, low density single family housing. We must provide the 
infrastructure to support the planned developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city 
center of Kapolei, including the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route 
will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use 
lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed Croc 
Center. The route will better serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian 
Homelands Developments. It can be planned with the new north/south 
road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the 
Kapolei region's potential contributions to Hawaii's economy over the 
next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales 
and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State 
and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 

Misc. Corn. No. "2°63  
12/21/2006 
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million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting 
Kapolei's growth, advancing Hawaii's economy and moving students and 
workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support of 
the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

Sincerely, 

Representative Kymberly Pine 
District 43, Ewa Beach 

12/21/2006 
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From: MAZDA4@aoLcom 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 12:50 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

 

To the council: 

As a voter and tax paying citizen I wish to voice my opinion and object to the lack of hearings about, mass 
transit, provided to the public. These hearings are held at times when many cannot appear and testify. 
I watched the nearing of Nov. 20th, and was dismayed there was little rebuttal of the government position. That 
committee seemed hell bent on rail to be used on the guide way. Mr. Cacholo was abusive 
to those who disagreed with the government position. The inability to get more than one minute for testimony 
is ridiculous. 

We, Citizens, understand that proper hearings have yet to take place and you are ready to adopt a plan based 
on myths, spending billions of our hard earned money. 

1) Rail, fixed or other wise will not solve traffic problems especially from the Leeward region. 
2) The City's Alternative Analysis was about solving traffic congestion. 
3) Rail is fast. 
4) There is plenty Federal Funding. 
5) The 1/2% G E T is enough to pay for rail. Where is the money for operation and maintenance? 
6) There is a deadline for approval. You folks created that artificial deadline. 

Your folks think we don't know of these myths and you can hood wink us again and again. 

The recent approval of the worst route, eliminating Ewa, is a travesty. That route was not even part of the 
original study plan. Just who benefits from the approval of that route? It is my understanding from news reports 
that Mrs. Kobayashi is most responsible for the approval of this route. My God people even the Mayor wants 
the Ewa Route. 

If you on the board do not include us in the initial phase there is going to be hell to pay. I personally believe 
there should be a reversible toll way such as in Tampa. When this was mention in front of Mr. Cochola he 
seemed upset and stated the difference in length is why Tampa cost less. Certainly a per mile cost analysis 
could or should be done regardless of length. Besides the toll way pays for itself. 

lived in the D.C. area in the 1960's when METRO was getting started. This system has been deemed highly 
successful. It is also highly subsidized so it does not come close to paying for itself. Even with that it has not 
alleviated the problems with traffic in any of the counties where it operates. It took years and billions to bring 
that system where it was needed and still the traffic in that region is as bad as ours. Route 95 from Arlington to 
Woodbridge during high peak can take hours and if there is an accident, rain or snowifill Whoaffill Rail by itself 
is not the answer and I believe you, our government, officials know this to be true. 

will accept fair and impartial hearings with the best interest of the public at heart. If service is not restored for 
Ewa which is using the proposed North/South route then you have failed all of us. 

Is there a way my comments can be read into the record? I hope so. 

Sincerely, 

Robert M. Lloyd 
Ewa BEach 

Misr. Corn. No. 20C 4 

  

12/21/2006 
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Representative Colleen Meyer 
Testimony Anti Rail 
Page 1 of 2 

There's a lot of opposition to the rail transit proposal because the cost is prohibitive, the 

projected rider ship disappointing, and it do nothing to reduce traffic congestion. 

rrt 

There are other more viable options, such as, the 10 mile 3 lane reversible toll-wer a 

in Tampa, Florida for less than $450 million. The County says it would cost rtt 
tyl 

to replicate it here. The Mayor says tolls would be $8 dollars and not affordable .Vetere„ 
cz;  

did the city get those figures? In Tampa the drivers will pay $1.50. 	 cr) 

The Council is leaning towards the full 28-mile project to cost $6 billion plus, the priciest 

public works project in the history of our state. If you add the costs for land purchases to 

accommodate the rail's right of ways and parking lots the price could grow to $8 billion. 

With our small population, every man, women and child may have to pay $8,000 in taxes 

to build the rail. This project goes against the fiscal responsibility the City administration 

promised us; Do we need it, can we afford it and can we maintain it? No 

There's a lot of data available showing that people prefer auto travel to public transit. In 

fact from 1960 to 2000 public transit users declined from 12 .1 to 4.7 percent. Figures for 

the 15 metropolitan areas that invested millions in new rail transit projects from 1980 to 

2000 all showed declining numbers of riders except for San Diego which increased from 

3.3 percent in 1980 to 3.4 in 2000. 

Oahu's transportation problem is traffic congestion, not an absence of a rail system. We 

need something that will address this problem as quickly as possible. Tampa's reversible 

Misc. Corn. No, 2065  
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Representative Colleen Meyer 
Testimony Ann Rail 
Page 2 of 

toll way was built in a little more than three years. The Mayor's proposed 28-mile rail 

will take twenty years and do nothing to alleviate traffic congestion. 

The taxpayers should get to vote on a project of this magnitude. City Hall would have 

you believe there is overwhelming support for rail from elected officials and the public. 

Not so, One third of House Members and one fourth of the Senate opposed raising the 

GET. Two of our nine Councilpersons are against it and a recent survey revealed that 53 

percent of the public will not ride. 

If you give the thumbs up to rail it would be a great disservice to the public. Motorists 

will suffer and taxpayers will suffer. Honolulu will have an $8 billion White elephant to 

operate and maintain. 

AR00070388 
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From: Cyndie Smith [CyndieS@GENTRYHAWAII.corni 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 1:06 PM 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony - Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FLY1 

C 
HON U; 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CO2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I am an Ewa Beach resident and I support Councilmember Apo's proposed FD 1. 

I believe that the City Council should select an alignment that will take into consideration not 
only the transportation needs of current and future residents, but also the planned growth of 
businesses, government, educational institutions, and commercial and industrial developments 
in the area. Councilmember Apo's FD 1 would do this; CD 2 would not. Please do what is 
right and support the FD 1 version of Bill 79.. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Cyndie Smith 

Name 
Ewa Beach resident 

This E- 
mail is confidential. It may also be legally privileged. If you are not the addressee, you may not copy, fc 
mail or by phone. Internet communications cannot be guaranteed to be timely, secure, error or virus-
free. The sender does not accept liability for any errors or omissions. Any views expressed in this mess 

12/21/2006 
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December 22, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Council Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council: 

SUBJECT: 	BILL 79 (2006), C.D. 2, FD 1 

My name is Debbie Luning, testifying on behalf of Gentry Homes, Ltd. in support of the 
proposed Bill 79, CD 2, FD 1, which reinstates the Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-
Halekauwila alignment as the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

As the community relations director for Gentry Homes, I am in agreement with testimony 
from residents of Ewa and Ewa Beach who feel they are once again getting the short 
end of the stick. The "Yellow Line" alignment simply doesn't make sense from our 
vantage point and will do little to encourage Ewa residents to give up their cars in lieu of 
riding the rail. We support the "Green Line" alignment, as it is the most thoughtful 
proposal in terms of serving existing homes and businesses, as well as future 
developments. It also has great possibilities for capitalizing on potential TODs. 

As stated in the letter, voting to change the alignment in support of the Floor Draft 
Amendment will be a courageous step on your part. But it will be the right step. 

We urge you to please make the right decision. Thank you for the opportunity to testify. 

Sincerely, 

GENTRY HOMES, LTD. 

Debra M. A. Luning 
Director Governmental Affairs and 
Community Relations 

No 
	fe.t 

560 N. Nimitz Hwy.. Honolulu. Hawaii 96817 PO. Box 295, Honolulu, Hawaii 96809 (808) 599-5558 
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UNIVERSITY OF HAWAPI-WEST O'ANU 

OFFICE OF THE CHANCELLOR 

December 20, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chairman 
Honolulu City Council 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chairman Dela Cruz and Councilmembers: 

Bill 79, CD I  

Thank you for your courage and foresight in approving a fixed transit system between Kapolei 
and Manoa. As additional transportation options like the transit system become available, this 
will surely help to get more people out of their cars and thus, alleviate much of the roadway 
congestion that has plagued Osahu, and especially Leeward O'ahu, drivers for years. 

While we are pleased with the Council's approval of this important measure, we disagree with 
the proposed route at Kapolei and are hopeful that the Council's final choice will be one that 
services those areas within Kapolei that are expected to be more densely populated with 
residential and commercial activity. Specifically, the route along Saratoga Road and the North 
South Road rather than Kamokila Boulevard and Farrington Highway may cost the county a little 
more, but in the long run, we believe this route will better serve and thus assure greater use of 
this system by residents. 

For University of Hawaii - West Os ahu, any transit points that service the proposed Kapplei 
campus is an added benefit, especially as we strive to create a true University community. It is 
essential that our students and faculty not only be able to move conveniently between Kapolei 
and Mama but also within the city of Kapolei to homes, shops and restaurants as well. 

As always, we are available to answer any questions you may have with regard to University of 
Hawaii - West Oahu. Thank you again for your approval and for your consideration. 

Regards, 

Misc. Corn. No. 2069:  
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TESTIMONY OF MURRAY TOWILL 
PRESIDENT 

HAWAI'l HOTEL & LODGING ASSOCIATION 

December 22, 2006 

RE: Bill 79 (2006) CD2 Relating to Transit 

Good Morning Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the Honolulu City Council. I am 
Murray Towill, President of the Hawai'i Hotel & Lodging Association. 

The Hawaii Hotel & Lodging Association is a statewide association of hotels, 
condominiums, timeshare companies, management firms, suppliers, and other related firms 
and individuals. Our membership includes over 180 hotels representing over 50,500 rooms. 
Our hotel members range from the 3,432 rooms of the Hilton Hawaiian Village to the 4 rooms 
of the Bougainvillea Bed & Breakfast on the Big Island. On Oahu alone, we represent over 75 
properties. 

Our Oahu Lodging properties have taken a position in support of the development of a 
fixed rail system for Honolulu. We believe the existing and projected increases in traffic 
congestion necessitates the development of a transit system that can provide an alternative 
to the private automobile. Ideally this system would run from Kapolei to the University of 
Hawaii at Manoa and provide appropriate access to Waikiki. 

Presently, the only Waikiki option includes an elevated system on Kuhio Ave., which 
we do not favor. We believe other Waikiki options including a people mover intersecting with 
the main transit line or a line along the Ala Wai, should be considered in subsequent stages 
of planning for the project. 

Finally, we believe the final alignment should provide access for the greatest number 
of trips in order to maximize ridership. 

Mahalo again for this opportunity to testify. 

Misc. Corn. No, 2070' 
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CITY CLERK 
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TO: 	Council Chair Donovan Dela Cruz and all Council Members 

FROM: Bobbie Jennings 

RE: 	Testimony on Rail Transit for Council meeting Friday, Dec. 22, 2006 

Walt! Wait} As hard as you have worked on a solution to the rail transit problem, 
you now seen a bit over-anxious to put it behind you without doing what many of 
your constituents feel has not been total due diligence. For example, the 
Alternative Analysis is anything but objective — but you already know that. 
Please present us taxpayers with a more factual analysis that, indeed, offers 
alternatives; one that faces the truth about worsening traffic with rail, and truth 
about what rail will really cost. 

Most disconcerting: in all media reports and testimony presented to you Council, 
Members, the only voices I hear who are in favor of rail transit are those who 
stand to personally (financially) benefit. The Advertiser's editorial "yes-no" 
column Thursday is a good example (Kyle Chock's statements). 

I am hopeful this one-more-voice will help to influence you in keeping an open 
mind a while longer, until the truths can be sorted out. 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

Misc. Corm No. 2011.* 
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Wes Frysztacki 
92-1112-2 Otani Street 
Kapolei, HI 96707 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
And City Council Members 

City and County of Honolulu 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hi 96813 

RECEly 

05 Pti 'OS 
Friday, Decembe tg1062  

CITY 
HONOL ULU, Hf"411 

RE: Testimony in Support of Bill 79 (2006), CD 2,  Relating to Transit 

Aloha Mr. Chair and Councilmembers, 

My name is Wes Frysztacki, a resident of Oahu and an urban transportation expert 
with over thirty years of professional experience working in major metropolitan areas 
throughout North America. I am offering testimony in very strong support of Bill 79, CD 2. 

I support the full fixed guideway route from the City of Kapolei to the University of 
Hawaii at Manoa. The Locally Preferred Alignment must serve Kalaeloa, the UH West Oahu 
campus and our international airport. These connections are essential. 

Fixed guideway service to Waikiki and Salt Lake must be further investigated during 
the development of the EIS. The National Environmental Policy Act requires that an EIS 
must rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives. It can be easily 
surmised that fixed guideway services to Salt Lake and Waikiki cannot be judged to be 
unreasonable alternatives based on the enormous amount of testimony to the contrary. 

The City Council is to be commended for listening, reading and absorbing hundreds 
of testimonials over the past several months_ You have witnessed much contradiction, but 
there are some strong common themes_ The strongest prevailing theme: doing nothing is 
not a reasonable alternative. 

Your visits to places throughout the world to see for yourselves how we compare 
have been enlightening. One thing you have not seen: an enviable world-class city that has 
done nothing. All are making a series of major public transportation capital investments. 

You know from your own travels we are behind other cities you visit. You know other 
places have determined that the cost of rail is a necessary infrastructure investment. You 
know this is a step that must be taken. A step that must be taken today. 

Vote for Bill 79 and we will be on our way to being able to say unequivocally, 
Honolulu is a world-class city! 

Mahal°, 

Misc. Corn. No. 2072*  
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NORMAN W BRUCKMANN 
2452 TUSITALA ST #1807 
HON XI 96815 

DEc 21 2 13 Pli '06 

RECEIVED 

CITY COUNCIL 
530 S KING ST 
HON, HI 96813 

DEAR COUNCILMEMBERS, 
I WAS BORN IN NEW YORK CITY AND I HAVE 
DONE A LOT OF TRAVELING TO OTHER PARTS OF 
THE WORLD. IT ALWAYS AMAZED HOW 
INCONVENIENT IT WAS TO GE IBACK AND FORTH 
TO THE AIRPORTS. IN NEW YORK THE AIRPORTS 
ARE NOT SERVICED BY MASS TRANSIT AND THEY 
ARE IN THE MIDDLE OF LONG ISLAND. HONG 
KONG BUILT AN ISLAND AND A MONORAIL THAT 
TAKES YOU RIGHT INTO KOWLOON FOR THE 
TOURIST. WE ARE IN THE MIDDLE OF THE PACIFIC 
OCEAN OUR MAIN INCOME IS FROM THE 
TOURIST. DON'T YOU THINK IT WOULD MAKE 
SENSE TO HAVE THE MONORAIL GO TO THE 
AIRPORT WAIKIKI , THEN UR? THANK YOU FOR 
YOUR TIME. PLEASE IGNORE MY GRAMMAR. 

Misc. Corn. No. 2073  
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TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF 
BILL 79 (2006), CO2, FD1 — RELATING TO TRANSIT 

	07 

HONOLOLti; 

CITY COUNCIL HEARING - FRIDAY, DECEMBER 22, 2006 

Aloha Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

As a resident of the Ewa plain for the past nine years, I urge you to adopt the proposed FD1 supporting the full mass 
transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 

I have attended and monitored over 30 hours of hearings on this issue and have heard — as you have — the many 
challenges facing our island community. I have heard the hundreds of people providing testimony in support of or in 
opposition to the fixed guideway system. I fully understand your need to balance the interests of multiple 
constituencies and that this is going to be one of the most difficult decisions ever faced by our elected officials. 

But I ask you to consider the population most in need: the residents of the Ewa plain whose district continues to 
absorb the greatest growth on this island. 

We base our lives around the "worst case scenario," not averages. On any given day, I ask myself, how long can I 
expect it to take me to get into town for a meeting or a hearing if there is an accident, a stalled vehicle, a sewer main 
break, a funeral procession, or even rain? On any given day, I must anticipate a 90-minute commute. Anywhere 
from 20 to 30 minutes of that commute is traveling the three miles up and down Ft. Weaver Rd. to the freeway. 

I have tried the regressive route of going through Kapdei, but there is no relief because thousands of other Ewa 
Beach residents have the same idea. Instead, we compound the already congested H-1 onramp at Makakilo which 
eventually comes to a crawl two-miles from the Kunia offramp because the H-1's three lanes reduce down to two to 
accommodate the mass of cars coming out of Ewa Beach. 

The only relief that we can expect comes from restoring the original alignment of the fixed guideway system to 
include Ewa Beach. It is not feasible to ask us to wait until the transit system is in place (12 years) and adding a line 
after that (another 5 years), Another 15 to 20 years and another 50,000 homes on the Ewa plain will add another 20 
to 30 minutes to my little 3-mile commute out of Ewa Beach. It is unconscionable that you would allow our quality of 
life to deteriorate to such a degree. 

I have lived in Pablo, Kaimuki, Alewa Heights and even Salt Lake, and like many of you, I used to think that traffic 
was bad. But I suggest you remember Black Tuesday and how long it took you to get home that night. Now multiply 
that times 5 days a week, 52 weeks a year, and you will have a greater appreciation of what we - in West Oahu - sit 
through everyday. You cannot put a price tag on that. 

Mahal° for the opportunity to share my thoughts. 

Aloha, 

Alicia and Saua Maluafiti 
Resident, Ewa Beach 

Misc. Corn. No. 2074 

by 
ALICIA MALUAFITI 

Ewa Beach Resident 
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SEN N SAKAMOTO 	 PAGE 01 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

PHONE: (8 -08) 586.8585 
FAx;(608)586-8588 

EMAIL: tarmakemeto capitot.hawatl,gov 

December 22, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair: 

am Senator Norman Sakamoto, representing the 15 th  Senatorial District, which 
includes Salt Lake, Aliiamanu, Foster Village, and other areas. Mahal° for the 
opportunity to testify in strong support for Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 relating to the 
selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

Mayor Hannemann in a news article indicated that the residents of Salt Lake need to 
come forward to express their feelings if they want the transit system to traverse 
through the Salt Lake area. Indeed, Mr. Chair, the residents and members of the 
Neighborhood Board have responded mightily in strong support for the Salt Lake 
route through various communications to the Mayor, Councilmember Cachola, and to 
my office. 

Suffice for me to reiterate that the Salt Lake area is made up of large number of 
residents in densely populated houses and condominiums, who would contribute 
immensely to rider ship in the transit system. At the same time, traffic conditions in 
an already gridlocked freeway and roadways will be greatly alleviated. 

Thank you for listening to the voices and pleas from the residents of Salt Lake. 

Sin cerp.fy, 

Olt\ Oh ---Sta 

Norman Sakamoto, Chair 
Senate Committee on Education 
Senator 15 1h  District 

Misc. Corn. No. 2075 
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BILL 79 (2006) CD2 Fain 
RELATING TO TRANSIT 

DEC 21 2 	06 DECEMBER 22, 2006 
10:00 A.M. COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

HONORABLE CHAIR DELA CRUZ AND COUNCIL MEMBEW,E D 

IN SUPPORT 

On December 14, 2006, the Ewa Neighborhood Board voted unanimously in favor of a 
specific route to serve rail. The preferred route traverses along the North- South Road. 

Please take into consideration that the community of Ewa Beach has already had to cope 
with the blow of the Ft. Weaver Road alignment being scrapped and the overall analysis 
ignoring the potential of an underwater tunnel. 

If the rail route avoids Ewa Beach proper and rather takes the Kamokila alignment, it has 
been stated that spurs can be added later. Such an act- to add spurs later will involve an 
enormous political feat. When one takes into account that Rep. Kym Pine from Ewa Beach 
voted against funding rail altogether — voted no to HB1309 HD2 SD2 CD1 on May 3 rd of 

2005 that became ACT 247- how on earth can we expect to fund spurs later when getting 
to this stage was already a tooth and nail battle that had to be fought to overcome the 
Kymberly Pines that are out there who tried to kill the rail in the first place? 

When Rep. Pine voted against the funding mechanism that this Council approved of to 
potentially secure almost a billion dollars in federal subsidies for rail, what makes anyone 
here in this room believe that politicians like Pine would support funding a spur into Ewa 
Beach later on? 

That is why it is so important for this Council to vote in favor of the alignment that comes 
the closest to the Ewa Beach community today and not bank on the political support being 
there later to fund a spur down the road. As long as there are politicians in office like Rep. 
Pine who claim to support rail but in reality refuse to fund its construction, the more we 
need in Ewa Beach to get our route secured now when the opportunity is before us. 

Thank you. 

Torn Berg 
91-203 Hanapouli Circle 
Ewa Beach, Hawaii 96706 
685-1932/ or 753-7324 

Misc. Corn. No. 2070 
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December 21, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and Members of the City Council 

Honolulu City Council 
Honolulu Hale 
530 S. King Street 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council: 

Bill 79 CD2 FD1 Relatin to Transit 

The Estate of James Campbell supports the full mass transit route from the west side of the 
City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two 
major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university 
campuses (UH West Oahu and UH Manoa) thereby provide mass transit access for a large 
number of Oahu's workers and university students. 

Kapolei is well on its way to becoming the new city. Within the City of Kapolei alone, there 
are 20 projects planned or under construction this year— including six office buildings, six 
retail projects, three restaurants, a bank, a school, two residential projects, and a court 
complex, Projections further show that the Kapolei region will grow to 7.1 million square feet 
by 2025. This is approaching the size of downtown Honolulu's business district today. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider Kapolei's potential contributions 
to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: 

• About $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales and new construction 
expenditures; 

• Nearly $3 billion in new net State and City government revenue, of which the City's 
share would be $837 million; 

• 40,000 new jobs bringing the total workers in the region to 65,000; 
• 13,600 direct and indirect construction jobs; and 
• $620 million in annual payroll. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing 
Hawaii's economy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. Ir .  

Misc. Corn. No. 207'7  

1001 Karnoldia Boulevard, itApoie1,. Hawaii 96707 Phone: (308) 67-4-6674 Fax: (808) 674-3111 Welasite: Www,lamescampbell.com  
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The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and Members of the City Council 

December 21, 2006 
Page 2 

We believe that regardless of the route chosen by the Council and the administration, the 
Kapolei west station needs early attention. It is situated to make use of planned development 
of a mixed use nature. But just as important, it is the station that would serve an existing 
Leeward and Waianae coast population of 45,000. This would be their station. It would serve 
an existing work force of 6,000 in the harbor and industrial areas which will grow to 13,000 in 
2025. It will be their station too. 

In our Unilateral Agreements dated April 1990, September 1991, and December 2004, the 
Estate committed to a transit station site located in the civic center area along Kapolei Parkway 
as well as the land for the alignment along Kapolei Parkway. As such, we do support the FD1 
as the Kapolei Parkway alignment is consistent with our Unilateral Agreements, 

Again, the full route is vital to the land use policy of the City and County of Honolulu. 
Regardless of the decision the Council takes, we stand ready to make transit work. 

We thank you for your courage and vision. 

Sincerely, 

David W. Rae 
Vice President, Public Affairs 

ga:00001 3001K10061 
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From: Mike Gayer [mgayer@coastalwindows.com ] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 2:01 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

•c' ,  tArt 

1-k0 

To All Concerned, Please Have Transit Route to include Kalaeloa/Ewa Beach Area. It is well known that this 
section is probably the the most congested area. I work in Waipio area, and some times takes 45min. to 1 hour to 
get to work just 10 miles awaym. Also my wife uses our bus system daily (to town) and she will commit to use 
transit daily. If transit is able to be routed into kalaeloa/Ewa, it will ease flow going out of Ewa (Ft. Weaver 
Rd.) and onto freeway which will reduce bottleneck effect from west Oahu onto freeway creating a smoother flow 
for freeway - eastbound. Just drive around bus route in morning to see how much customers will be potential 
transit users. Thank You for your consideration in this matter. 
Sincerely, Mike and Doris Gayer 

Misc. Com . No. .2078  

12/21/2006 
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LAND USE RESEARCH 

FOUNDATION OF HAWAII 
700 Bishop Street, Ste. 1928 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
Phone 521-4717 
Fax 536-o132 

December 22, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair, and Members 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

RFCEIVEP 

DEC 21 2t 	PH tOS 

CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAP 

BY FACSIMILE: 527-i713 

RE: BILL No. 79, CD2 RELATING TO TRANSIT [Selecting the 
Transportation Mode and Alignment for the Honolulu's Locally 
Preferred Alternative (LPA)] 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members: 

I am Dean Uchida, Executive Director of the Land Use Research Foundation of Hawaii 
(LURF), offering some thoughts on transit related Bill 79, CD2. 

LURF and its members have been on record since 1992 as supporting development of a 
Honolulu rapid transit project as a needed element of the City's overall transportation 
system, in order to help alleviate traffic congestion, increase mobility, and decrease 
dependence on the automobile. Most vibrant metropolitan areas throughout the world 
have some type of mass transit system to alleviate traffic and congestion. The City and 
County of Honolulu needs to offer transportation options beyond the private automobile. 
In addition, vehicular mobility within the primary and secondary urban centers needs to 
be improved in order to avoid traffic gridlock. 

Not improving the transportation infrastructure in Oahu's rapidly growing Ewa and 
Central Oahu regions is simply not an option, if public policy directs continued 
development of the "second city" to provide affordable housing and locations for new 
employment opportunities. 

This community vision of the future provides areas in the city, not serviced by a fixed 
guide-way system, with quality of life benefits such as open space, agricultural use, and 
other low-density uses. This would be similar to Honolulu's "Keep the Country, 
Country" ideals by having the areas around the urban areas less dense, and more green 
and open, while growth is accommodated in areas around the transit line by increasing 
density. Thus, in theory, everyone benefits from the enhanced quality of life. 

As we understand it, the CD2 selects an overall alignment from West Kapolei to the 
University of Hawaii at Manoa campus, with a spur to service Waikiki. The Mode of 

Misc. Com. No.  2073 ' 
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Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair, and Members 
City Council 
December 22, 2006 
Page 2 

fixed-guide-way system is a choice between rail and bus, with either benefiting from a 
dedicated fixed-guide-way system to separate it from existing traffic. With respect to the 
Mode, we favor some type of rail technology. 

We strongly encourage the Council and Administration to work together on this project 
and not jeopardize the federal funding. 

We also believe that we have one opportunity to have the vision to plan for the future 
using rail to accommodate how and where we will grow as a city. The availability of 
funding will dictate which and when increments or stages are constructed. 

In summary, LURF recommends the Council select rail and secure federal funding for 
this important public works project that will help improve the quality of life for our 
residents. 

It is time to stand up and be counted in support of rail transit. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views. 

AR00070404 
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BY FACSIMILE: 527-5733 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair, and Members 
City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

RE: BILL No. 79, CD2 RELATING TO TRANSIT [Selecting the Transportation 
Mode and Alignment for the Honolulu's Locally Preferred Alternative 
(LPA)] 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members: 

I am Dean Uchida, testifying on behalf of the Leeward Oahu Transportation Management 
Association (LOTMA), offering some thoughts on transit related Bill 79, CD2. 

LOTMA was incorporated in 1990, in an effort to collaboratively unite all of the major 
Leeward and Central Oahu region's landowners and developers to address mobility issues 
and accommodate the increasing transportation needs of this rapidly growing region. 
LOTMA's mission is to advocate, develop, and implement, in cooperation with 
government and the community, a coherent program aimed at improving mobility in 
Leeward and Central regions of Oahu; and to promote and facilitate the development and 
use of alternative transportation opportunities that would maximize the use of existing 
and proposed transportation systems in the Leeward/Central region. 

LOTMA and its members have been on record since 1992 as supporting development of a 
Honolulu rapid transit project as a needed element of the City's overall transportation system, in 
order to help alleviate traffic congestion, increase mobility, and decrease dependence on the 
automobile. Most vibrant metropolitan areas throughout the world have some type of mass 
transit system to alleviate traffic and congestion. The City and County of Honolulu needs to 
offer transportation options beyond the private automobile. In addition, vehicular mobility 
within the primary and secondary urban centers needs to be improved in order to avoid traffic 
gridlock. 

Not improving the transportation infrastructure in Oahu's rapidly growing Ewa and Central 
Oahu regions is simply not an option, if public policy directs continued development of the 
"second city" to provide affordable housing and locations for new employment opportunities. 

This community vision of the future provides areas in the city, not serviced by a fixed guide-way 
system, with quality of life benefits such as open space, agricultural use, and other low-density 
uses. This would be similar to Honolulu's "Keep the Country, Country" ideals by having the • 
areas around the urban areas less dense, and more green and open, while growth is 
accommodated in areas around the transit line by increasing density. Thus, in theory, everyone 
benefits from the enhanced quality of life. 

Misc. Corn. No. 2080  
Leeward Oahu Transportation Marlaaement Association 

700 Bishop St., Ste. 1928 Honolulu, Hi 96813 
PH 808-6771433 FX 808-530-0132 WEB www.lotnia.org  

lotrna@lava.net  
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As we understand it, the CD2 selects an overall alignment from West Kapolei to the University of 
Hawaii at Manoa campus, with a spur to service Waikiki. 

We prefer an alignment that would provide immediate service to the Ewa area. As such, we urge 
the Council to reconsider the alignment that would incorporate Kalaeloa and the North-South 
Road, as proposed in FDi. We believe that these areas represent significant transit rider-ship 
now and in the future. 

We also understand that the Mode of fixed-guide-way system is a choice between rail and bus, 
with either benefiting from a dedicated fixed-guide-way system to separate it from existing 
traffic. With respect to the Mode, we favor some type of rail technology. 

We strongly encourage the Council and Administration to work together on this project and not 
jeopardize the federal funding. 

We also believe that we have one opportunity to have the vision to plan for the future using rail 
to accommodate how and where we will grow as a city. The availability of funding will dictate 
which and when increments or stages are constructed. 

In summary, LOTMA recommends the Council select rail and secure federal funding for this 
important public works project that will help improve the quality of life for our residents. 

It is time to stand up and be counted in support of rail transit. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our views. 

AR00070406 
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e tax, and the people would be giving more freely as 
lands get a benefit from the lotto. 

Misc. Com:No  2081!  
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Thank you, 

Roy M. Yonaoshi 
728B Hanole Place 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96816 
Ph: 372-8889 
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December 21, 2006 	
RECE'. 0 

Dear Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

My name is Roy M. Yonaoshi, I am registering my support for the rail system on Oahu 
to the fullest extent as envisioned by Mayor Mufi Hannernann. 

I have been a banker in Honolulu for more than 33 years and currently reside in Kaimu16. 
I have clients who have business locations scattered over the entire State. However, on 
Oahu, I am frequently required to visit my clients in the West Oahu area. 

Due to our worsening traffic between Honolulu and the Leeward Coast, I find it a 
challenge to schedule appointments with my clients. In fact, when scheduling 
appointments within the greater Honolulu vicinity, I also need to carefully consider the 
traffic patterns. As early as ten years ago, I do not remember having to take into account 
our traffic problems to the extent that I need to consider them today. 

feel my situation today is moving toward the lifestyles of my friends from countries I 
have frequently visited since 1989. They live in Asian countries such as the Philippines, 
Thailand, Japan and Korea. Their daily productive lives are dictated by the traffic 
problems in their countries. They do not appear to be very productive and their qualities 
of life do not even come close to ours. However, if we do nothing to free up time for 
ourselves, our quality of life will begin to mirror theirs. 

do not want our traffic problems to dictate how we operate arui enjoy our lives. 

The rail system (in its fullest extent) will drastically reduce the need for people living in 
"metro Honolulu" to use their vehicles. Parking availability will increase in downtown, 
shopping centers, the Honolulu Stadium, UB and airport. Rail commuters from our 
second-largest city, West Oahu, will take a huge number of vehicles off our roads. 

All of the people on Oahu will benefit from the rail system in ways they do not now 
realize such as an overall healthier environment to live in. 

Finally, I urge you all to vote affirmatively for the rail. 

Misc. Com! No. 4208e  
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December 19, 2007 
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.Ewa Plains Enrichment Programs 
Jessica Sanchez 
91-660 Pohakupuna Road 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 

Dear Honorable Chair and Council Members, 

Please accept my testimony in support of the correct rail transit route from 
Kapolei through Kalaeloa to UH Manoa. 

As a resident of Ewa Beach (15 years), I have watched my children grow up 
(ages 21, 20, 19) without a college (West Oahu), with inadequate 
transportation infrastructure and over-crowded schools. It is time that the 
council does something for the native people, not just visitors. 

As a native resident of Hawaii, I am tired of paying for projects that benefit 
the TOURIST. I am a mother of 6 natural children, two foster and one step 
child. I struggle to make ends meet, and unless you change the preferred 
route, I will end up paying for a transit route that does not help the people of 
Ewa. 

I own a small preschool and I see on a daily basis families who are over-
burdened and run down (from long driving hours) — WORKING folks who 
are doing the hest they can to provide an education, home and transportation 
for their children. I am sure that these very children who are in my 
preschool now, will one day use this mass transit railway! I speak up on 
their be/ia/fin support Qf the rail system that goes through Kalaeloa. 

Thank you for your time and consideration 

Respectfully submitted, 

Jessica Sanchez 
Executive Director 

Misc. Corn. No. 2083 
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As a longtime Honolulu resident, small business owner and homeowner,  
am writing you to express my very strong opposition to the 

c:=70 currently proposed rail system. 	 (2-2 

From: 	 Michael McNiel [mcniel@tsunamidataworks.comi 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 3:13 PM 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Dear Council Members, 

We all would like to see some relief to the traffic congestion that 
we encounter on a daily basis on Oahu. Frequently it takes me 40 
minutes to drive the 7 miles from my home in Pablo to my office on 
Nu'uanu Ave. Yes, it is frustrating. However, we cannot let these 
frustrations pressure us into making shortsighted decisions that will 
cost us dearly. 

We are the verge of starting the largest public works project in this 
state's history. However, this decision is being based largely upon 
the Parsons Brinckerhoff report. A study that should be considered 
invalid, or, at the very least incomplete, due to it's clear bias 
towards a rail solution and lack of a fair and thorough evaluation of 
all transit options. 

A number of valid questions have been raised by many people such as 
UH Professor Dr. Panos Prevedouros and City Council Member Charles 
Djou as to the efficaciousness of rail. Time should be taken to 
seriously study their proposed alternatives as those solutions have a 
good chance of providing a more convenient, sustainable and cost 
effective solution to our transportation issues. As a person who grew 
up in the San Fransisco/Bay Area and has made extensive use of their 
BART system, I can tell you rail is neither cheap nor particularly 
convenient. 

The argument that we must move forward lest we jeopardize our federal 
funding is very narrow-minded. At the current 6 billion dollar 
estimate for the construction of the proposed rail solution, we are 
looking at approximately 8.5 to 17% of the total funding coming for 
the federal government. The rest of the funding is to be provided by 
the taxpayers. Note that all funding discussed so far is only for the 
construction of the rail system. No mention has yet been made 
regarding its operation budget. 

Based on the Parsons Brinckerhoff analysis of a rail operating cost 
of $.33 per passenger mile, 123,700 trips per day and considering the 
full 28 mile Kalaeloa to UH route, that's a yearly operation expense 
of $417,190,620. Will the train fares alone be able to generate this 
kind of revenue? Most certainly not. This can only lead to the 
conclusion that taxpayer funded subsidies will make up the shortfall. 

We are in the midst of increased property taxes, increased fuel costs 
and now an increased GET. The financial strain this places on our 
economy and citizens is far reaching. 1, for example, used to buy a 
case of food (saimin, canned vegetables, etc) from Costco about once 
a week and donate it to the homeless. With the rise in living costs T 
found I could no longer afford to do this. Due to continued rising 
overhead of living in Hawai'i I now rarely eat out, go to the movies 
or attend shows and the only charity I can now afford to give is to 
my church. I know that I am not alone. Many of my friends and 
colleagues are also feeling similar strain. 2084°.  Misc. Com . No. 	 
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I am not at all opposed to the half percent GET increase and funding 
some kind of alternative transit solution. Our community does need a 
long range plan to address the issue. However, we should postpone the 
implementation of the GET tax increase until a solid, sustainable and 
well thought out solution, along with accurate cost projections, is 
proposed and accepted. The current rail proposal does not fit this 
description. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Michael McNiel 
2457 Waiomao Rd. 
Honolulu, HI 96816 
(808) 734-4744 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STATE OF HAWAII 
STATE CAPITOL 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

On behalf of many residents of my district, I am testifying in support the full mass transit route 
from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would include Kalaeloa and 
run near the planned North South Road. This route would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the 
City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (UH West Oahu and 
UH Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's workers and university 
students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen — not 
along Kamokila Blvd. The proposed Kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto 
Ft. Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low density single family housing. We must provide the 
infrastructure to support the planned developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilmember Apds FD 1 will serve the true city center of Kapoiei, 
including the judiciary facility. The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential 
and mixed use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, and the proposed Croc Center. The 
route will better serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands Developments. It can be planned 
with the new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential 
contributions to Hawaii's economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new 
business sales and new construction expenditures; nearly $3 billion in new net State 
and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing 
Hawaii's economy and moving students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for 
your support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

Sincerely, 

Repres alive Kyfnberly Pin 
District , Ewa Beach 

MISC. COM. No. -2085 
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RECEWED 
Representative Karl Rhoads 	

DEC 21 336 ft 116 
Vice Chair, Human Services & Housing Committee 	CITY CLERK 

District 28: Palania, Chinatown, Downtown, Sheridan ;40NOLULU, 

State Capitol, Room 326 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Phone: 586-6180 — Fax: 586-6189 
E-mail: reprhoads@capitol.hawaii.gov  

December 22, 2006 

Chair Dela Cruz, Councilmembers, mahalo for the opportunity to 
testify in favor of Bill 79. 

As most of you are probably already aware from my testimony before 
I was elected to the State House, I am a strong proponent of rail. I do not 
think a bus rapid transit option will do the trick. The Parsons Brinckerhoff 
study rejected a fixed guide way bus system from the outset and to go that 
direction now would require redoing the alternatives analysis, a costly and 
time-consuming process. 

Moreover, this body rejected BRT several years ago. The only thing 
that has changed since then is that traffic has gotten worse. We have heavy 
duty traffic on Oahu and at this juncture I believe a heavy duty solution is 
required. Rail is that solution, not BRT. 

I am also concerned that the Council may try to do rail on the cheap. 
Of course our finances are not unlimited, but in the long-run building the 
system right in the first place will save money. It is almost impossible to 
know exactly how much a project of this magnitude cost before we start 
building it, but that uncertainty should not deter us from building it. 

Yesterday, I was looking at an Advertiser article from May 1986. The 
headline reads "H-1 Pau After 34 Years." When we began building the 
"Mauka Arterial" as the H-1 was first called, in 1952, no one knew for sure 
how much the final price tag was going to be or even what the final route 
would be. And it seems very unlikely that anyone had given funding for the 
H-3 any thought at all. What they did know in 1952 was that we needed a 
freeway system. 

Misc. Com . No $2086 
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The situation is not all that different today. We know we need to 
address our traffic problems. Rail is the obvious answer and has been for 
decades. I respectfully urge you to vote for rail and for an alignment that 
addresses the transportation needs of the highest percentage of Oahu 
residents as possible. 

Thanks for reading my testimony. 

AR0007041 4 
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DEC 21 3 36 I'M '06 	12/21/06 

CITY CLERK Dear City Council Members, HONOLULU, HAWA , I 

As a longtime Honolulu resident, small business owner and homeowner, I am writing you 
to express my very strong opposition to the currently proposed rail system. 

We all would like to see some relief to the traffic congestion that we encounter on a daily 
basis on Oahu. Frequently it takes me 40 minutes to drive the 7 miles from my home in 
Pablo to my office on Nu'uanu Ave. Yes, it is frustrating. However, we cannot let these 
frustrations pressure us into making shortsighted decisions that will cost us dearly. 

We are the verge of starting the largest public works project in this state's history. 
However, this decision is being based largely upon the Parsons Brinckerhoff report. A 
study that should be considered invalid, or, at the very least incomplete, due to it's clear 
bias towards a rail solution and lack of a fair and thorough evaluation of all transit 
options. 

A number of valid questions have been raised by many people such as UH Professor Dr. 
Panos Prevedouros and City Council Member Charles Djou as to the efficaciousness of 
rail. Time should be taken to seriously study their proposed alternatives as those solutions 
have a good chance of providing a more convenient, sustainable and cost effective 
solution to our transportation issues. As a person who grew up in the San Fransisco/Bay 
Area and has made extensive use of their BART system, I can tell you rail is neither 
cheap nor particularly convenient. 

The argument that we must move forward lest we jeopardize our federal funding is very 
narrow-minded. At the current 6 billion dollar estimate for the construction of the 
proposed rail solution, we are looking at approximately 8.5 to 17% of the total funding 
coming for the federal government. The rest of the funding is to be provided by the 
taxpayers. Note that all funding discussed so far is only for the construction of the rail 
system. No mention has yet been made regarding its operation budget. 

Based on the Parsons Brinckerhoff analysis of a rail operating cost of $33 per passenger 
mile, 123,700 trips per day and considering the full 28 mile Kalaeloa to Ull route, that's 
a yearly operation expense of $417,190,620. Will the train fares alone be able to generate 
this kind of revenue? Most certainly not. This can only lead to the conclusion that 
taxpayer funded subsidies will make up the shortfall, 

We are in the midst of increased property taxes, increased fuel costs and now an 
increased GET. The financial strain this places on our economy arid citizens is far 
reaching. I, for example, used to buy a case of food (saimin, canned vegetables, etc) from • 

Costco about once a week and donate it to the homeless. With the rise in living costs I 
found I could no longer afford to do this. Due to continued rising overhead of living in 
Hawai'i I now rarely eat out, go to the movies or attend shows and the only charity I can 

Misc. Com . No. 02087 
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now afford to give is to my church. I know that I am not alone. Many of my friends and 
colleagues are also feeling similar strain. 

I am not at all opposed to the half percent GET increase and funding some kind of 
alternative transit solution. Our community does need a long range plan to address the 
issue. However, we should postpone the implementation of the GET tax increase until a 
solid, sustainable and well thought out solution, along with accurate cost projections, is 
proposed and accepted. The current rail proposal does not fit this description. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

,LP 
Michael McNicl 
2457 Waiomao Rd. 
Honolulu, HI 96816 
(808) 734-4744 
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Rodolfo Ramos 
91-1401 Kamahoi St. 
Ewa, Hawaii 96706 
Phone: 681-3573 

RECEIVED 

December 21, 2006 

The Honorable Donavan Dela Cruz, Chair and Members of the City Council 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street, 3rd  Floor 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79, CD2, FD1 — Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council 

First, I thank you for your courage to choose transit as the alternative mode of 
transportation for Oahu. 

Secondly, I ask that you reconsider the alignment and support the Floor Draft 
Amendment as stated above. 

This proposed alignment would best serve the communities and would provide more 
ridership, which means greater return on our investments. Thank you for considering my 
testimony. 

Sincerely, 

cadie-A 
Rodolfo Ramos 
Ewa Villages Resident 

Misc. Corn. NO 2088 
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December 21, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz 
Council District 2 
City and County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
630 S. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Subj: A balanced decision on the traffic congestion issue 

`1‘.-noVa'r1/4.  
Dear CouncimbF Dela Cruz: 

Today's Honolulu Advertiser rail feature shows a big picture balanced by wise 

counsel to delay and get the decision right. 

The thoughts expressed by Pacific Resource Partnership and the Hawaii 

Highway Users both made good sense 

Big thinking requires big thoughts. 

HADA hopes you'll use the counsel of both writers, and embrace PRP's big 

picture while following HHUA's take more time to get it right. 

Best regards, 
THE HAWAII AUTOMOBILE DEALERS ASSOCIATION 

otAcht-e—' 

(-R 

Dave Rolf 
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Danton S. Wong 

ANDREW V. SEAMAN 
ANDREW R. BLINN 
ANDREW W. CHAR 
LEROY E. COLOMBE 
RAY KAMIKAWA 
ALLEN H. SARA! 
DANTON E. WONG 

CHUN, KERR, DODD, BEAMAN & WONG 
A LIMITED LIABILITY LAW PARTNERSHIP 

FORT STREET TOWER, TOPA FINANCIAL CENTER 
795 FORT STREET, 9TH FLOOR 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3815 
TELEPHONE (808) sza,szoo 
FACSIMILE (808) 536•5869 

w-ww.c.hunkerr.com  

December 21,2006 

SENIOR COUNSEL 

EDWARD Y. C CHUN 

WILLIAM H. DODD 

GEORGE L T. KERR 
19331998 

GREGORY P. CONLAN 
1945-1991 

ANNE E LOPEZ 
KALEEN S. H. MIYASATO 
MARYBETH L snit 
JOSHUA A WISCH 
ADRIENNE S. YOSHIHARA 
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The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chairman and  .,... 
Councilmembers  
Honolulu City Council T"..-  

	

--‘ 	..c.'" 	rr$ 
530 S. King Street, 3rd Fir. 	 r" 4--  
Honolulu, HI 96813 	 ,--- 	c) 	---n 

I,- .-,E. 	---• 
Re: 	Bill 79 (2006) Relating to Transit  

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Couricilmembers: 
	 cri 

My name is Danton Wong, and I am the attorney for DeBartolo Development, LLC, the developer of the proposed 
regional shopping center in Kapolei that is a part of the Department of Hawaiian Homes Lands (DHHL) commercial 
development. 

On behalf of my client, I would like to strongly express our support of Bill 79 (2006) CD2, FD 1, as proposed by 
Councilmember Todd Apo. Bill 79 (2006), CD2, F1)1 provides the best transit route proposal that will serve the largest growing 
area of Oahu. 

Kapolei, especially East Kapolei, is scheduled to undergo major growth and changes in the coining years. Part of that 
growth includes more social services as well as commercial development which would enable the community to live, work and 
play in the same area. A transit system in the areas that are still to be developed provides the City with the unique opportunity to 
plan and construct concurrently with the growth of an area. 

Bill 79, CD-2 FD I proposes a transit line to important social service areas such as (i) Kalaeloa, where homeless shelters 
have been converted from former military housing, (ii) the 1Croc Center, a partnership between the Salvation Army and the 
YWCA which will provide training services, and (iii) the Association of Hawaiian Civic Clubs Community Center which will 
provide services for our Native Hawaiian community. The line in this location would also provide a very efficient and 
convenient mode of transportation for future students of the University of Hawaii-West Oahu, for the business person going to 
work in Kapolei as well as downtown Honolulu, and for the East Kapolei resident going shopping. 

The current version of Bill 79 as passed by the Zoning Committee locates a proposed transit line along the HI Freeway 
corridor, by-passing those in Kapolei who could use the system as their major mode of transportation. 

We strongly urge the members of this council to pass Bill 79, CD2, FD I. We believe that it is the best choice possible 
for planning for the future. Thank you for this opportunity to testify. 

Very truly yours, 

CHUN, KERR, DODD, BEAMAN & WONG, 
a Limited Liability Law Partnership 

q  Misc. Corn. No. 2090  
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City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
42 Session 
December 22, 2006 	 e:=1 

c,C7, 

rrt 
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ca'>3  
The Hawaii Carpenters Union is in support of the Bill and the fixed rail system 

that it specifies as the Locally Preferred Alternative. While the 7,500 members of our 
union would benefit by the construction jobs generated by more than one of the proposed 
alternatives, we believe our members, their families, and the entire community will 
realize the greatest benefit from a fixed rail system. 

Our union has testified previously on the importance of the transit system to our 
economy and the directly related quality of life we will have as employees, community 
residents, parents of college age children, and in other facets of our lives, The Bill before 
you takes us a step closer to grasping an opportunity to prevent the economic obstacle of 
transit gridlock, and to a new dimension in urban planning. 

The fixed rail option provides the best opportunity to influence planning, combine 
convenience with density, address affordable housing needs, and to attract people to 
multifaceted urban living that can in fact relieve pressure on remaining open space. The 
City and County of Honolulu has grown to the point that it simply must address transit 
and these closely related issues. 

We are encouraged by the actions taken, rather than inaction, to this point. We 
urge the City Council to continue on course with a decision to pass Bill 79, 0D2, FD1 
(TKA) on third reading. 

Leonard Hoshijo 
Hawaii Carpenters Union 

Misc. Corn. No. 

Statement of the Hawaii Carpenters Union on Bill 79, CD2, FDI (ricx) 
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RECEIVED 

December 22, 2006 

Dear Honolulu City Council, 

_ As a resident of Hawaii for the past 45 years, I do not support the proposal to build a 
mass transit rail system on the island of Oahu. There are other alternatives that need to 
be considered before passing Bill 79. Please consider mandatory school busing and other 
alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

P 
Pegge Hopper. 

Misc. Corn. No. 

The Pegge Hopper Gallery 1164 Nuuanu Avenue Honolulu, Hawaii 961 7 (808) 524-1,160 
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m 	 r- — —1 
m 	---J 

Aloha Honorable Honorable Mayor Hanneman —  .,:. 	.c  - I-- rn 	cp & All City Council Members: 	 ,z7 	 m m 
2:=- 	x›. = 

First, I must say "Mahalo" for the opportunity to view live on Olelo  _ 
Channel 54 today's City Council Meeting of the Whole with respect to 
Bill 79, CD 1. 

Yellow & Green Line? 

Some Testifiers 
Just Don't Get It, Do They? 

I wish to commend the majority who voted to proceed with accepting the 
verbal testimony from members of the public. 

I watched and listened to the testifiers and the summation of the 
Councilmembers prior to its vote to then pass Bill 79, CD 2, FD 2 with 
such Bill being the one put forth by Councilmember Tod Apo. 

I do feel compelled to state the following: 

The Mayor and the City Council must collaborate to clearly establish for 
all residents in The City and County of Honolulu your respective 
positions with respect to any and all prospective ordinances especially 
one so heavily followed and, sometimes, heatedly discussed. 

There was much discussion by several testifiers below named about 
the Transit Plan's Yellow  & Green  Lines? 

Mr. Fevella, Chairman of Ewa Beach Neighborhood Board, Mr. Eric 
Nelson of Straddle Corp. of America, Ms. Maeda Timson, Honorable 
Senator Willie Espero, for whatever reason, seemed unable to discern 
and understand Councilmember Ann Kobayashi's persistent explanation 
that the Transit Plan then in discussion would include a Yellow  Line to 
accommodate the Leeward & Waianae Coast, & the Green  Line - to 
accommodate the Ewa Beach Communities. 

Misc. Corn. No.  
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There was one woman, Ms. Pearl Johnson who sought and obtained an 
hour of free television time from station KHON2 for you, Mr. Mayor and 
you, the members of The City Council, to publicly discuss and clarify for 
the benefit of us citizens your then respective positions. 

It is unfortunate that neither side chose to avail yourselves of this free 
television time. 

I must commend one public testifier, Ms. Taluafiti, a resident of Ewa 
Beach, who, in the brief minute allotted her said you ought to consider 
the Transit Plan as an investment in the whole Ewa Plain Community. 

Finally, I must commend all Councilmembers for the time spent in doing 
your best throughout this entire process to read, analyze, question, 
understand and to finally take the vote by passing on Third Reading Bill 
79, CD 2, FD 2. 

Past history has clearly indicated that affirmative action was required. 
Seven of you voted in the affirmative. 

Councilmembers Djou and Marshall must also be commended for their 
Nay Votes. It is never easy to vote against the majority and they did 
with, what I believe were their best felt reasons they stated immediately 
prior to the vote. 

Congratulations to all for taking the Vote Today. 

"May each of you always be Blessed with the Grace of God and days of 
Inspiration and Passion!" 	Benjy Wong 

beniy829@hawaiL rr. com  
Benjy Wong 
829 Mokulua Drive 
Kailua, HI 96734 
808-262-8624 
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Page 1 of 2 Please readthis - and please don't rush into rail! 

Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: JM[jayen2you@yahoo.corn] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 2:05 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, CharlesCit 	40.1/4n 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	 11014011_, L ti A W 

Subject: Please read this - and please don't rush into rail! 

http://www.honoluluadvertiser.com/apps/pbcs.d11/artic1OAID-420061221/OPIN1ONO3/612210301/1110/OPINION  

Posted on: Thursday, December 21, 2006 

COMMENTARY 
Much more must be done before transit vote 

By Panes D. Prevedouros 

TIME magazine chose you - the blogger, the citizen activist, the morn who testifies once in a lifetime, the senior citizen speaking eloquently and passionately on 
government finances, the informed citizen who acts - as Person of the Year. 

What has been billed as the final rail vs. managed-lanes decision at the City Council chambers tomorrow requires fax, phone, e-mail and public testimony from 
citizens like you. Will you be zipping around elevated roadways like the H-3 Freeway or waiting for a train to arrive? 

Sadly, the pro-rail and pro-managed lanes debate was canceled because of the city's refusal to show up. So, I take a moment to discuss some of the myths circulating 
on this issue. 

Myth: Rail will reduce traffic congestion on O'ahu. 

Fact: Rail will worsen traffic congestion. More congestion is a heavy price to pay after spending billions on rail. Remember that nationally only 2 percent of the trips 
in cities with rail are made by rail. Even if 10 percent of trips in Honolulu are made my rail, for every 1,000 future trips, 100 will be by rail and 900 will be by car. 
Rail is not a solution to congestion. Only highway solutions mitigate traffic congestion. This is why no U.S. city has reduced its traffic congestion building a rail line. 
The opposite is true; those with rail have the worst traffic congestion. 

An elevated three-lane reversible managed lanes facility zooms buses at 60 mph and allows private vehicles to zip along at the same rate after paying about $4 in peak 
period. There are many successful deployments on the Mainland, and managed lanes are at the forefront of national transportation policy for solving traffic 
congestion. 

Myth: The City's Alternatives Analysis was about solving traffic congestion. 

Fact: This never was the case. "The purpose of this report is to select the mode and general alignment alternative for a high-capacity transit service on O'ahu." The 
purpose of the Alternatives Analysis was to "sell" you rail transit, the mayor's election campaign promise. 

Myth: Rail is fast. 

Fact: Rail is slow. Trains will move at an average of 25 to 30 miles per hour over the 28-mile route. The train is like an elevator that stops on every floor. It will 
always take more than an hour from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii, plus transfers and wait times. Recall that today this takes less than 40 minutes by car outside 
of three morning hours on weekdays. 

Myth: There is plentiful federal funding for rail's $6 billion expense. 

Fact: Even if Honolulu's high-cost, low-ridership rail system were to capture federal funds, the funding would amount to around $450 million for a first operational 
segment and with great luck, an additional $450 million could be obtained for the second and final operational segment. Hall this federal funding comes through, it 
will amount to about 15 percent of the projected costs. In contrast, highways are federally supported at the 80 percent level, and there are additional special funds for 
deploying managed-lane variable-pricing projects and for public-private partnerships for highways. 

Myth: The general excise tax increase from 4 percent to 4.5 percent is enough to pay for rail. 

Fact: It is nowhere near enough. In fact, there is no credible financial plan with a long-term horizon, and there is no financial impact plan. Ask the mayor how mita 
rail will cost the average taxpayer and the average family per year for 30 years. No one knows and no one wants you to know. Not only will the shortest rail line cost 
way more than $3 billion, we will be at least another $3 billion short after collecting the 4.5 percent excise tax for 15 years! 

Myth: The decision has lobe made by tomorrow. 

Fact: This is an arbitrary deadline that the City Council set for itself, and the decision can wait. The legislation says that the tax surcharge can't start before Jan. 1, 
2007. It doesn't preclude starting it later, after a wise decision has been made. A wise course of action would be to follow the advice from many, and solve the traffic 
problem with multi-modal solutions before pressing ahead today with a "rush to rail" that precludes real traffic congestion solutions. 

In my opinion, the City Council needs to take three actions before the end of December: 

4 Delay the start of the tax increase, 

4 Investigate the absence of traffic congestion solutions in the Alternatives Analysis. 
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Please read this - and please don't rush into rail! 
	

Page 2 of 2 

# Insist that the Alternatives Analysis is corrected and enriched with the council's new alignment and it investigates whether express buses on busways or HOT lanes 
are a better alternative. All these must be done before a Locally Preferred Alternative should be adopted and taxes collected. 

So, it's up to you - The Time Magazine Person of the Year. 

The City Council members will meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow in council chambers. Tin sure they would like to hear from you. 

Panos D. Prevedouros is a professor of transportation engineering in the Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering at the University of Hawaii-Manna. He 
wrote this commentary for The Advertiser. 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M RE CE I VErj 

DEC ZI b 07 

Cirf CLEM', 
HoNOLUru, 

 

From: Norman M. Arakaki [arakakin002@hawailantel.net ] 

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 6:11 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Rail transit 

Please vote for the green route. 

Mahalo 	 

 

Misc. Corn. N 2095 

12/21/2006 

AR00070426 



Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 	 Gerry Asato [gasato@earthlink.net ] 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 12:34 PM 
To: 	 Kobayashi, Ann H.; Djou, Charles 
Cc: 	 Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Garcia, Nestor 
Subject: 	 rail transit 

Ms. Kobayashi, 

tc ZI 5 Q3 

CITY C LJ  
ONOLULLL 

As a resident of the Ewa Plains I implore you to reconsider your version of a rail transit 
route that excludes the Ewa/Ewa Beach area. 

I am NOT for rail transit, but if it is going to be shoved upon us you cannot exclude this 
pocket of the island that is slated for the largest growth on the island in the next few 
years. 

I understand that you are charged with fiscal responsibility for the people of your 
district, but as a member of the council, it is your overall responsibility to see to the 
quality of life of the entire island (county). Yes, in the future, a spur can be 
constructed to accommodate the Ewa area, but again, residents here are facing population 
growth without infrastructure growth. 

Ewa is a pocket that has no other means of escape. There is only one road in and out. We 
can travel west and congest Kapolei to escape this pocket, but are we solving the traffic 
problem or merely displacing it? 

My real hope is that the Council will not rush to any decisions to meet a deadline that 
the council, itself, has set. The pending excise tax increase can be temporarily stayed 
until a complete and informed decision can be made. 

Our present city council has, in its membership an excellent representation of the county. 
This council is on the verge of creating history. Please prudently select the solution 
that will address the main issue; how do we reduce the number of vehicles on our highway? 
Somehow, it appears that this main issue is lost. 

Rail is only a substitute for the 'long-haul' express bus service that takes people from 
the outlying areas into the work centers. How are we to CONVINCE people to leave their 
cars at home and ride the rail? The cost of this project can make this the greatest 
MISTAKE the city has ever made. I forsee vehicle taxes going up to astronomical figures 
similar to Washington state. Parking in town will also increase dramatically like in San 
Francisco and Seattle. These measures are a must to FORCE people to leave their cars at 
home simply because you cannot afford to drive. 

Please remember, increasing the cigarette and gas tax has not eliminated smoking and 
traffic. Rail will have the same result because it is not being constructed for the 
correct purpose. Please ask Mufi to look to other places to create his legacy. Challenge 
him by his election mantra: DO YOU NEED IT, CAN YOU AFFORD IT, CAN YOU MAINTAIN IT 

We need a solution to our traffic woes, but this solution is too expensive and it cannot 
be maintained without it being heavily subsidized by the government. Ultimately, it is 
the property owners, who again, will be burdened with this debt. Home ownership is a 
dream for every citizen, but government creates the very problem that contributes to 
homelessness. 

Please vote to POSTPONE the council's decision until we can study how rail will impact 
traffic congestion. 

Thank you for this opportunity to share 

Gerry Asato 
gasato@earthlink.net  

Misc. Corn. No. 2096  
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BILL 79 (2006) CO2 FDI 

RELATING TO TRANSIT 

DECEMBER 22, 2006 

10:00 A.M. COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

HONORABLE CHAIR DELA CRUZ AND COUNCIL MEMBERS, 

IN SUPPORT  

On December 14, 2006, the Ewa Neighborhood Board voted unanimously in 
favor of a specific route to serve rail. The preferred route traverses along the 
North- South Road. 

Please take into consideration that the communit of Ewa 
with the blow of the Ft.  

ed and the overall 
analysis ignoring the potential of  an underwater tunnel. 

If the rail route avoids Ewa Beach proper and rather takes 
the Kamokila a nment it has been stated that s • u s can 
be added later. Such an act- to add spurs later will involve  
an enormous political feat. When one takes into account 
that Rep. Kymberly Pine from Ewa Beach voted a ainst 
funding rail altogether — voted no to HB1309 HD2 SD2  CD1 
on May 3rd  of 2005 that became ACT 247- how on earth can  
we expect  to fund spurs later when getting...to this stagg, 
was alread a tooth and nail battle that had to be fou • ht to 
overcome the Kymberly Pines that are out 
to kill the rail in the firs 	ace? 

here who tried 

 

   

Misc. Corn. No. 2097  
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When Rep. Pine voted against the funding mechanism that this Council 
approved of to potentially secure almost a billion dollars in federal subsidies 
for rail, what makes anyone here in this room believe that politicians like Pine 
would support funding a spur into Ewa Beach later on? 

That is why it is so important for this Council to vote in favor of the alignment 
that comes the closest to the Ewa Beach community today and not bank on the 
political support being there later to fund a spur down the road. As long as 
there are politicians in office like Rep. Pine who claim to support rail but in 
reality refuse to fund its construction, the more we need in Ewa Beach to get 
our route secured now when the opportunity is before us. 

Thank you. 

L.Gary Bautista 

91-1673 Burke Street 

Ewa Villages, Hawaii 96706-2020 

Home 681-4136 / Pager 571-0327 [Mobile 223-7001 / Work 235-0330 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 	 Raymond Beauchemin [beauchemr001@hawaiisr.com ] .., . _ . 
Sent 	 Thursday, December21, 2006 10:57AM 	 RE CfEt 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 	 0-- enr 
Subject: 	 PLEASE VOTE NO ON FIXED RAIL 	 DEC Zi 5 03 	U0 

C 	'I` 

 

CL 

Dear Councilman Dela Cruz; 	 HONOtni..), HEi:Ai 

Please vote NO on tomorrow's vote for fixed rail. It will not improve the transportation 
mess we have in Hawaii and definitely will be of no value to Mililani residents. The 
excessive cost will haunt us for years to come and will burden our children in the form of 
increase excise taxes. I urge you to keep this travesty from happening. Fixed rail is 
NOT the answer. Think about it. 	Mahal°. 

Ray Beauchemin 

Misc. Corn. No. 2098 
2 
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From: Lynne Beckstromhanta [hantayo2002©earthlink.net ] 

Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 9:22 AM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony 

Dear City Council Members, 
I urge you to reconsider your choice of rail transit as a fix for our traffic congestion problem. We are told that 
twenty or thirty years and billions of dollars from now, when it is finally operational, a transit line will not have 
improved our current congestion situation at all. 

To ensure "quality of life" for people, we must focus on ways that allow them to work, play, and go to school in the 
communities where they live. 

Build the UH West campus now. 
Move City Government to Kapolei on a permanent basis, not just a token once-a-month. 
Establish neighborhood public schools that provide a private school quality education. 
Provide tax credits and other assistance to businesses that move their operations from town to outlying 

communities. 

For those who must continue to travel distances to workplaces or schools: 
Expand our award-winning bus system. Each bus removes about forty cars from the road. How can this add 

to congestion. 
Provide tax credits for people who purchase bus passes. 
Provide tax credits for private schools who cooperate on a busing program to transport students to their various 

campuses. 
Require that some portion of the credit be returned in the form of reduced tuition to families who use the 

system . 

Surely, we can do more with our five billion dollars than just maintain the status quo. 

Thank you for your consideration, 
Lynne Beckstrom 
227 Auwaiolimu Street #A 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Lynne Beckstromhanta 
hantayo2002aearth link,  net 
Why Wait? Move to EarthLink. 

Misc. Corm No. 2099 

12/22/2006 

AR00070431 



R. Scott Belford 
P.O. Box 2644 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

rn 

r-0 
•••11■1 

,71 ,̂ 

r.77' 

C:r) 

Re: In Support of Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

December 22, 2006 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I write to you in support of the mass transit route from Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 
The decision you make today can have a beneficial impact on residents in 3 months, in 3 years, and in 
30 years. Satisfying constituents overs such a span of years is possible if you consider the following: 

1. The route, proposed by Councilmember Apo, which travels through Kalaeloa and up the North-
South Road, is the wisest selection for the future of Leeward residents. By covering ITH West 
Oahu, the judiciary center, Kapolei, Kalaeloa, and Ewa, this route reflects the future of Oahu's 
growth. It bridges our burgeoning communities and businesses with our traditional population 
centers. The numbers speak for themselves. 

2. By choosing managed bus lanes to be operated first on our existing roads and eventually on an 
elevated Fixed Guideway, you can be heroes to residents both today and tomorrow. We will all 
begin funding this solution beginning January 1, 2007, and deploying more buses in 2007 can 
begin to change the car culture to one of mass transit. As our roads become more congested, the 
evolving bus traffic can be shifted to the newly constructed Fixed Guidway, once complete. We 
can have a rubber rail beginning in 2007, and this rubber rail can easily follow the roads of least 
resistance. 

With Respect 

R. Scott Belford 

Misc. Corn. No 2100 
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From: 	 gibblack@aol.com  
Sent: 	 Friday, December 22, 2006 7:24 AM 	 DEC 22 9 30 AM '06 
To: 	 Garcia, Nestor; Okino, Gary; Cachola, Romy; Tam, Rod; Kobayashi, Ann 1-1.; Djou, Charles; 

Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K 
Subject: 	 RAIL TRANSIT 

RECEIVED 

Council members: 

I don't feel rail supporters, have a realistic concept of what $5 
billion will really cost every tax payer, especially when only a small 

section of our island will benifit. We will ALL PAY DEARLY! 

We are seeing the 1st tax increase Jan. 1. I would bet there will be 

more with property taxes next as the cost of this is much more than our 

small population can support even with Federal money. If Honolulu does 

not get the expected ridership—what then? We are stuck with an expense 

that will drive our islanders from Oahu. 

If traffic is bad now, can you imagine how much worse it will be with 

this rail system under construction for the next 25 YEARS! 

Jackie Black 

Kaneohe 

Check out the new AOL. Most comprehensive set of free safety and 

security tools, free access to millions of high-quality videos from 

across the web, free AOL Mail and more. 

Misc. Com . No. '2101  
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Philip Blackman 
phialaaleha,net 

9413901, Akami Research L.L.C., Honolulu, Hawaii 
December 22, 2006 

RFCEIVED 

§ FLW 'AM 'OE 
/7 

CouncilrueurtKr Dela Cruz Councilrnember Apo Cooneiirrieruber Taj"• 1  / / 
Councilruember Kobayashi Councilmember Marshall Councilmember Okhio NOW,  - 
Councilmernber Cachola Councilmember Djou CelinaImember fraiia NOLU 

Hrg: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 at 9 am regarding: 
KLL 79 go06), CD  1 - RELATIN9 TO TRANSIT 

Dear Council Chair Dela Cruz, Vice Chair Kobayashi, Transportation Committee Chairman 
Cachola. and Honorable Council members, 

At the Thursday, December 14, 2006 Transportation committee I gave testimony. It included 
reference to a 1 December 2006 on board survey results report that had limited distribution 
and was not generally available the public. Council member Kobayashi asked If I would 
provide a copy of the pages I had copies of. The full report is held by DTS. I believe its 
conclusion and summary pages should have wider distribution and use in the decision process. 
it illuminates ridership myths, and is a good basis for more realistic projections. 

Please understand, as Representative Nell Abercrombie related to me directly, that the AA 
report was composed as an application component for "new start rail funds". To be 
successful the application report must show "rail" to be superior to "other alternatives. 10 
million dollars goes a tong way to make that conclusion. HOT had no intermediate off ramp 
structures illustrated on the map to distribute the HOT vehicles, while rail was meticulously 
detailed with 28 stations. Little money dribbled to any of the proponents of HOT. There was no 
proponents to define HOT, incorporate Tsm principles, and recommend an Integrated system" 
to include wise roadway improvements and recommendation that the State undertake 
expeditiously, the planned HZ lane expansion. The report writer for the AA gets more 
millions for the DS when the monolithic panacea, rail, Implied In the LPA, gets "selected". 
The "optimum" alternative for Oahu goes beyond an application for "Federal New 
Start Funds", which are "rail" criteria funds. IA 
Please slow down this train and give reason and fairness a chancel Vote NO on bill 79. Even 
with the helpful deletion of the word "rail" from the bill, the mode is stilt "monolithic" single 
mode for the entire IPA. in fact the better solution for Oahu's transportation infrastructure 
supporting movement of goods and services, as well as people, is a combination of well 
coordinated and cooperative components. Mayor Mufi Hanneman Is quoted 17 November 
that possibly the best alternative would be one combining features of all the alternatives. 

Council member Okino echoed that sentiment more emphatically. An "integrated system 
drawing upon all component alternatives would be what's best for Oahu. A multirnode 
transportation strategy is needed. The single mode rail idea consumes too much of the islands 
construction time and resources, financing capability, and patience of the public. It chokes off 
other options that yield better service from limited funds. 

Council member Kobayashi encouraged all to "Think outside the box"! Please do not be 
rushed to judgment by what is essentially an artificial "deadline" the Council made, and can 
change to the benefit of all parties. If not "NO", then at least send bill 79 back to committee 
and help the proponents of HOT and "Integrated solutions" define what is truly needed for 
Oahu, not just what is needed for a application package for rail funds. 

Mahalo, Philip Blackman 	 ATTACHMENTS 

Misc. Corn. No. 
	02 
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ATTACHMENT: 
INTEGRATED SOLUTION Includes: 

H2 lane increases as State accelerated projects already planned. 
HOT lanes and multiple ramps to distribute traffic and accommodate a wide range of vehicle 

types, including ambulances, busses, taxies, police cars, services and freight 
delivery, car pools, and vans. Let the "T" generate revenue, not lust the taxpayer! 

"Footprint" community transit nodes for walkers, bicycles, taxies, cars, and busses to 
facilitate current needs and assure city control over key transit nodes as defined as 
"rail" station's properties (S98 	within the AA, 

TSM ,and upgraded ordnances, and public access to electronic real time and historic Theeus 
data, to foster innovation and cooperation for efficiency and ridership. 

Carefully selected application, on a limited M05 route, of rail technology. 

RIOEFtSHIP CONCLUSIONS FROM SURVEY DATA 
Some data relating to a key issue in the success of transit: Ridership. Implications with 
respect to finances and as a means to reduce congestion. 
Also consider the consequence of pirating riders from the 1400 taxies transporting 45,000 riders 
each day, and from 1000's of PDC vehicles that transport the nearly 80,000 visitors each day. 
These individuals and small business pay taxes, are not subsidized by theml 
HOT in Tampa FL is privately financed by investors confident in the ridership HOT attracts. 
Please don't kilt the business community that generates lobs and taxes! 

Only 19% pay the S2 cash fair, all others ride at a fraction of the cost. The majority of 
those riding TheBus are riding on a "free" system. It is hard to improve whatsoever 
on that economic incentive! Rail to survive must drastically expand over the current 
market share and demographics/ preferences represented by the existing Bus 
ridership. Good luck. 	The profile of those electing to use TheBus is: 
50% of the riders don't have a driver's license! 35% come from households without 
vehicles! 75% do not transfer in making their trip. These demographics illustrate the 
difficulty to expand ridership without steeling from existing business services and taxies, 

"OUTSIDE THE BOX" I offer four suggestions 
plus vote "No", or at least refer back to committee:! 

1) Continue to explore ways to assure Public and Council oversight on the management and finances 

of the project. 
2) Improve the regulatory and rules environment for the numerous publit and private entities that 
deliver usability options to all on Oahu. Update the ordances to modern technology options! 
3) Make a transit transition plan that begin* now to change the driving habits In a way to decrease 
the costs of causation. 
4) Revisit the opportunity to define the optimum mix of technology and routes to beat satisfy budget 
constraints and transit needs. 

PAGES FROM ON BOARD SURVEY RESULTS REPORT 1December 2006 
Table 6-2 and 6-3 Daily transit trips matrix 

Table 2-4 SamplIns plan by route 
Table 5-4 working vehicles In household, Table 5-5 Valid License Table 
5-15 Household Incomes of riders and bus usage type 

ARTICLE IN HAWAII REPORTER- by Philip Blackman, Director Akamal Research L.L.C. 
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Table 6-2: Total Daily Transit Trips between Transportation Analysis Areas (TAA*) 
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On Board Satery Results Report 
Honolulu High-Capacily Transit Corridor Projecl 
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Table 6-3: Peak Period Trips for Home-Based Work Trips bebveen Transportation Analysli 
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Table 2-4: Sampling Plan by Route 
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There were two other important design features of the sampling plan that should he 
mentioned. First, the plan ensured the collection of adequate samples at the various day -
parts, defined as the AM Peak period (6:00 a.m. to 7:59 a.m.), AM Peak Shoulder period 
(5:00 am. — 5:59 a.m. and 8:00 a.m. — 8:59 a.m.), Mid-clay (9:00 am. to 1:59 p.m.), PM 
Peak (5:00 p.m. to 4:59 p.m.), PM Peak Shoulder (2:00 p.m. 2:59 p.m. and 5:00 p.m. 
5:59 p.m.) and Night (6:00 p.m. to 4:59 a.m.), Second, the sample was also stratified by 
direction (inbound, outbound, N, S. E, W, loop, etc.). 

Trip Selection 
The number of trips to be sampled was calculated by assuming an average response rate 
of 30% of typical weekday rider loads by trip. Because the number of boardings per trip 
was not known, an equal number of boardings were assumed for each trip on the route. 
Thus, a route that had an average weekday rider load of 500 riders and made 10 trips per 
day was determined to have an average rider load of 50 riders per trip. Assuming the 
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Figure 5-15: What Was Your Estimated Household Income (In 2004) Before 
Taxes By Service Type 

Note: Totals may not sum to 100% due to rounding. 
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Figure 5-4 indicates that more than half of the passengers surveyed (64%) had one or 
fewer vehicles available in their households. About 15% had three of more vehicles 
available. Half of the passengers (50%) over the age of 1.2' 2  did have a valid driver's 
license (see Figure 5-5). 

Figure 5-4: How Many Working Vehicles Are Available in Your Household? 

(N • 178,076) 

IRofulod 
2% 

Figure 5-5: Do You Have A Valid Drivers License? 

(N -116,088) 

Rafusad 
5% 

Vous 
50% 

Note; Totals may not sum to 100% due to rounditw 

12  Agc was cOileeteti as a categorical variable on the questionnaire so the only persons who could have been "cleaned our of this 
variable were those under age 12. The next age category was age 12 to F7. 
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"LEAVE THE CAR AT HOW" 	Not 

Philip Blackman, Director, Akamai Research L.L.C. 
Honolulu, Hawaii 20 December 2006 

The City Council has written and will vote on a law "Bill 79". That law is a key step in a 
long process to add a fixed guideway component to Oahu's transportation infrastructure. 
Everyone living on, or visiting, the island will be paying for it. Many will use it 
directly when moving about. 

The "Sunshine law" has mandated, and each Council Member has embraced, a very 
public discussion on transit. A lot of people are vocal and passionate about their 
experiences, expectations, and visions for better performance of the transportation system 
as a whole, and of the guideway component in particular. 

The public has expressed concerns regarding land use, environmental impact, cost of 
financing and taxes, cost of traffic delays, and cost of not having additional innovative 
mobility options. The public has expressed fears of access not being fair to all categories 
of riders, especially senior citizens, students, and workers. There is concern over the 
management of the project. What will assure fair and open use and disclosure of the flow 
of money that this multi billion dollars project lets loose? 

The Council appeared to be constrained to only choose from the four alternatives offered 
in the Alternative Analysis Study. The document appeared to show a "rail" solution as 
the best. However, that is not a surprise, it in fact was the predetermined goal of the AA 
study! As Our Congressional Representative, Neil Abercrombie, expressed to me, the AA 
was strictly a part of a necessary process to apply for "new start" Federal rail project 
funds. 

But the answer to Oahu's traffic needs is not so direct and simple, even when spending 
over $4Billion. The AA study has brought together facts and figures that helps to shed 
light on other possibilities not explicitly offered as "an alternative". Mayor Mufi 
Hatmemann is described in a 17 November 2006 Honolulu Advertiser commentary as 
saying that HOT lane could possibly complement a rail system for Honolulu. Council 
member Okino has noted the importance of an integrated system that draws on all the 
other solutions described in the AA report. 

Council member, and vice chair, Ann Kobayashi, challenged all at a recent Council 
meeting to "think outside the box". She, with the concurrence of Council member 
Okino, took the significant step of defining the mode of the transit alternative as just a 
"fixed guideway" and eliminated any reference to rail. She hoped this would enlarge the 
number of designs that would be offered in response to any future requests for proposals, 
RFP. Furthermore she and the Transportation Committee authored language to fully 
constrain any project to be within the financial limits of the city, and took steps to assure 
Council oversight review of the contract processes through which the billions of dollars 
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will be expended The route was defined from segments described within the AA report. 
However that does not constitute a "studied alternative" as expected by the FA process. 

'The bill 79 should be referred back to the Transportation committee, and the self-
imposed deadline for a vote by the full council extended. Produce first a realistic, 
financially responsible rail alternative (At least long and comprehensive enough to be 
classified as a MOS, Minimum Operational System) to be contrasted with a realistic, 
financially responsible High Occupancy Toll (HOT) portion. This effort may 
dramatically open everyone's eyes to a distinct possibility that both styles, HOT and 
rail, of meeting the transportation needs should be combined and collectively 
studied. 

Whatever combination is chosen, it is still only a component and companion to existing 
roadways and Bus routes. What we have now, and the expansions and additions of 
creative innovations in transport infrastructure and mobility options, is what truly defines 
what we can expect. The "optimum" alternative for Oahu goes beyond an application 
for "Federal New Start Funds", which are "rail" criteria funds. 

"Outaide the box" 1 offer four suggestions; 
1) Continue to explore ways to assure Public and Council oversight on the 

management and finances of the project. This includes being aware, before 
release of contracts, of the selection criteria, performance 
objectives/specifications, incorporated liquidated damages, and performance 
incentives. It includes review of criteria designed to assure fair competitive bid 
practiOCS and to promote small business opportunities within the contracts. Finally 
the construction schedule and cash flow should be visible to the council and 
public. 

2) Improve the regulatory and rules environment for the numerous public and 
private entitles that deliver mobility options to all on Oahu. The elderly are 
projected to reach 25% of the population and would benefit from quick response 
service of taxis where additional, non-metered options are possible. Feeder 
requirements to busses and rail, and shuttle requirements within airport and 
military bases could be more innovatively satisfied with existing capital assets by 
cooperation and competitive bid opportunities. TheBus bas, and accumulates, real 
time electronically readable transit data that, in the public domain, would spark 
customer-motivated products that pay for themselves, and are truly responsive to 
market forces. (iPS, vehicle identity transducers, demand response computer 
algorithms and software, wireless broadband capabilities, are just some of the new 
technologies that will offer valuable mobility options in a modernized regulatory 
environment 

3) Make a transit transition plan that begins now to change the driving habits 
In a way to decrease the costs of congestion. Expand significantly the campaign 
to attract workers to public transit. Only 22% riding are using it to go to work! All 
income levels of riders appear to be evenly distributed. What does stand out is 
that 35% of bus ridership comes from households without vehicles, and 50% of 
the riders do not have a valid driver license! Ridership increase among those 
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having and using cars should be a policy goal of the City Council. "Leave the car 
at home" should be a motto with a system to support it! Existing HOV lanes 
can be expanded and converted to HOT technology that encourages even more the 
use of busses and vanpools and taxies to satisfy mobility needs. improved transit 
times appears to have the most likelihood of attracting new ridership. Now the 
three "Rapid Bus" routes, A,B,C, are partially insulated from peak hour 
congestion (Makaha to AlaMoana Center varies only 15 minutes from its 1 hour 
25 minute transit at 4arn.). HOT will improve that performance, 

4) The opportunity exists to revisit the optimum mix of technology and routes to 
best satisfy budget constraints and transit needs. The HOT lanes approach 
mixed with a rail component was not analyzed as an alternative. Consider the 
advantages in cost, time to create, and effectiveness of an integrated system, A 
shorter rail and vehicle/bus capable HOT is significantly less costly and quicker to 
build. Advocate the State implement soon it's proposed increase in lanes on H2, 
view it, and the following as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA): A HOT 
reversible two lane fixed guideway serving Hi and H2 at the point where they 
join, and continue to the Airport; a rail from the Airport to AlaMoana, rail spurs 
serving Salt Lake, Aloha Stadium, the University and Waikiki, 

Movement of goods and services, emergency vehicles, and special transport services to 
the elderly depend on the flexibility and connections offered by roads and vehicles. HOT 
technology explicitly helps, 

A) The car is popular because it is good. it is an extension of personality 
and pride, as well as a mode of transportation. It is a very important 
component to our "quality of life" and self-expression. It also often is the 
economic and flexibility winner over public transit. The operators pay a 
gas tax to have roads and highways. Operators are willing to pay even 
more when they can save time with HOT and HOV technology. 

B) The movement of goods and services requires vehicles of a wide 
assortment of size and shape. That commerce, and delivery of goods, is 
essential to the island. The transit system must have the capacity to 
support that movement Rail only weakly supports that goal because it 
does not actually remove many cars from the road. That is especially true 
when as part of the rail alternative there are created nearly 10,000 new 
"car magnets" (parking stalls) as a necessary part of that alternative. 

C) The bus, and vehicles that collectively transport individuals, are 
necessities to many. TheBus, operated right, can be a preferred choice 
of transit for many more of the vast majority that currently drive 
their ear for all their trips. That is not the case now. (Transit accounts 
for only 5.9 % of all trips) Even with extensive coverage (TheBus 
currently serves 4000 stops and has 4000 trips in 89 routes.) and awards 
for being a great bus service, the majority of riders attracted to TheBas 
do not have the option of a car. They do not "leave their car at home" 
as a choice, or with the effect of reducing congestion! 50% do not have 
a driver's license! 35% of the ridership comes from households without 
vehicles! Additionally the ridership illustrates preferences that the 
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addition of rail will not satisfy_ 75% of ridership comes from those that 
do not require a transfer. 95% conduct travel with one or no transfers. 

D) There are very low cost alternatives to rail for many. 40% of students 
at UH are in walking distance of UH. 15% of all modes of island wide 
transit are by walking and bicycle. 22% or less of bus trips are to places of 
employment. 

E) Waikiki accounts for 21% of peak hour ridership and downtown 34%. The 
-C" rapid bus route from Makaha to AlaMoarta center handles 4,697 
riders a day, but those coming from Flonouliuli-Eva Beach and Kapolei-
Ko'Olina-Kalaeloa and Makakilo-Makaiwa, all together generate only 
1328 riders to Downtown and 615 to Waikiki. HOT capacity and 
additional H2 lanes are the immediate solution to leeward congestion. 

F) Only 19% pay the S2 cash far, all others ride at a fraction of the cost The 
majority of those riding TheBus are riding on a "free" system. It is 
hard to improve whatsoever on that economic incentive; Rail to 
survive must drastically expand over the current market share and 
demographics/ preferences represented by the existing Buz ridership. 
Good luck. 

All of us on this island go from place to place and depend on goods and services being 
delivered to us. Our quality of life and economic efficiency is dependent on our 
transportation system_ We are paying for it if it does not work. We pay for it to make it 
work. Let us chose the second path and make it the better value and lesser cost! 
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Philip Blackman 
phitealialicnd 

9413901, Morn! Research L.L.C., Honolulu, Hawaii 96815 
December 22 2006 

Councihnomber Dela Cruz 
Councihnember Kobayashi 
Councilmember Cachola 

Counoihnember Apo 
Councilmember Marshall 
CounoilmerobeT Diou 

Counr-ihnamber Tarn 
Councihnember °kin° 
Counciimember Garda 

- 	td to: 	. 
27-691 

HIT, 	Friday, December 22, 2006 at 9 am regarding: 
%WY ima Qv RELATING TO TRANSIT 

Dear Council Chair Dela Cruz, Vice Chair Kobayashi, Transportation Committee Chairman 
Cachota, and Honorable Council members, 

Say NOT to a monolithic mode, 28 mile placebo. 
Say NOT to a monolithic monopoly. 
Say NOT to accepting AA ridership and congestion projections> Especially when the 
reality is thin 50% of TheBus passengers don't even have a drivers license and are not 
even potentially part of a congestion problem or solution. 
Say NOT to stealing riders from the nearly 2000 tax paying taxi drivers making 45000 
unsubsidized trips. 
Say NOT to stealing riders from the I000's of tax paying PUC drivers transporting the 
80,000 daily visitor count and local residents. 

Say NOT to rail!. 

Say yes to HOT. Let HOT and TSM be keys to an integrated solution. The Mayor and 
Council member Okino both acknowledged the possibility that combined modes made 
the most sense. Analyze that before yoUng! 

The BEST is yet to be revealed. It is a HOT integrated solution. Vote common sense! 
Vote NO or Send bill 79 back to committee 

Sort out green and yellow lines, 
Make HOT more than the "straw man" designed to fail in the AA report's $10 

million spent on a Federal application for rail funds: It is a Federal 
application that needed the "straw man" to fail. The island needs it to succeed. 

Add the off ramps that distribute the vehicles 
Credit the capacity to move unsubsidized products, services, and commerce that 

bring more affordable quality of life for everyone, as well as transport passengers faster! 

Mahal° and Merry Christmas! 

Misc. Corn. No. .2103 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

 

From: Peter Bower [pbower@hawail.rr.com ] 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 10:32 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: SELF-DETERMINATION: WHEN? 

Ott 	5 Oil Ph 

fi 
t460UUi HWt 

 

Good Evening Councilman Dela Cruz — 

This evening I am writing to you with some observations and suggestions regarding the transit decision 
scheduled to be made by the Council this Friday. It appears that much of the discussion of the past few 
days, going back to the lengthy session of the Committee meeting last week, reinforces the notion that 
the Council and our community are being prematurely rushed into making a decision. 

This morning's article in the Advertiser on the City's Administration's sustained aloofness after settling 
the law suit that grew out of evicting the homeless from Ala Moana Park unfortunately reflects the 
disdain this current administration appears to have for the people of Oahu. I have been in Mr. Coelho's 
presence when he has implied that only the City and experts are capable of resolving the tough 
problems, and that the community does not have the capability to do so since many of us only have a 8 th  
or 9th  grade level of education. 

As we continue to barrel ahead with the push to support a rail system on Oahu in the "Age of 
Simplism", where we have often been told it is either "thii, or, "live with the status quo", let us for a 
moment look at the limitations and pukas of the process thus far, and then hopefully with the leadership 
and support of the City Council, begin to look at how other communities are going about making 
difficult decisions with greater inclusion of its citizens. 

Why does the excise tax not discriminate on the basis of income? Do we want to create more 
homelessness and have more members of our community struggle to get by with fewer and fewer 
basics? 

2. It would appear that the process we have been taken through on this proposal is antiquated. Do we 
not already know that for $1 OM, or less, we can usually get the answers we are looking for? 

3. As our Mayor has pointed out, our Congressional leadership is supportive of rail and we again 
have the opportunity to tap into federal monies, our tax dollars. At the federal level is running 
about 82BILLION/ Day in the red. Cannot we take time to discover that there may be other ways 
to get a job done rather than simply seeking more taxes at the federal, state or local levels? 

4. Have we become a passive community that we cannot find ways to have dialogue with one 
another rather than deferring those decisions solely to the "experts and decision makers"? In the 
early 19 th  century Alexis de Tocqueville noted that "if an American should be reduced to 
occupying himself with his own affairs, half his existence would be snatched from him. He would 
feel a vast void in his life". 

5. Can we say there has been substantive community dialogue when citizen participation is limited 
to a website and three minutes to address the City Council, assuming you can physically get there 
or have time off from work to testify? 

6. There is increasing awareness and concern for our ability to be more self-sustaining and 
interdependent locally. With increasing human needs locally because of our federal government's 
largesse, why do we have to rush to "make a decision" that simply fosters more of the same trend 
of the past 40-50 years; unfettered and unlimited growth in the name of pro'gress, and for whom? 

12/21/2006 Misc. Corn. No. 	'2104 I  
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Yet, for a fraction of the cost, the State, City and County and the media can begin to introduce 
our community to helpful examples of nations and cities that have effectively involved its 
citizens in making some of the tough decisions. 

• Ciitizen panels in Denmark that make recommendations to the Danish Parliament and public on 
technology issues. Since 1993. 

• Porto Alegre, Brazil, a city with a larger population than Hawaii, where a formal citizen's group 
of more than 800 people, representing all aspects of the City, are responsible for formulating the 
budget of the City. This includes the involvement of the City Council and the Mayor. There are 
another 15,000-20,000 citizens involved in the budget formulation process. The infrastructure and 
services of the City for both low income and the wealthy citizens have improved dramatically 
from the time the City was almost broke in 1989. 

• There are now at least 70 other cities in South America with a similar process. 
• BALLE chapters, Business Alliance for Local Living Economies, have been established in a 

number of US cities from Philadelphia to Willits, CA. These chapters include individuals, 
businesses and communities that are learning how to establish local living economies, often with 
the support of their respective cities. They are becoming more interdependent locally and 
experiencing ways to keep more of the $$$ locally and ship fewer $$$ elsewhere. 

The framework for moving towards a more deliberative process of community self-determination calls 
for a conviction that there is a great deal of wisdom in our community. Tapping into that wisdom, 
coupled with an appropriate and committed support system, our community can not only articulate their 
individual aspirations but also make the tough decisions that will be for the benefit of ALL members of 
our community. 

Mahal° nui for the leadership you are providing. 

Peter M. Bower 
2444 Hihiwai Street, #1101 
Honolulu 96826 
Tel. 942-7074 

ALOHA, 	Pete Bower 

12/21/2006 
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Public Hearing Testimony on Bill 79liq 7 °8 111  06  
City Council Chamber 	Cili ci 

December 22, 2006 at 10:00 Atvr N° 1-1-11-11  '1444'1  
By Robert Briggs 

Council Chair and Council Members, thank you for this opportunity to 
testify in opposition to the proposed Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) in 
Bill 79 CD2. 

My name is Robert Briggs, a retired engineer and a concerned citizen. 

I am testifying on my behalf, and, of course, in support of the many 
thousands of citizens who also oppose the proposed Locally Preferred 
Alternative (LPA) in Bill 79 CD2. 

it is time to utilize a good dose of common sense. 

First, a problem must be identified. Only then, can a solution be formulated. 

The problem has been identified. 
The problem is, an unacceptable level of vehicular traffic congestion. 

Proposed solutions must eliminate the traffic congestion, or at least reduce it 
to an acceptable level. 

Would the proposed solution eliminate or reduce traffic congestion to an 
acceptable level? Admittedly, it would not. 

So my concern is not whether the routing of proposed system is proper. 
My concern is that the proposed systems will not reduce traffic congestion 
and, of course, the high cost. 

I urge you to dump (de-rail) rail and to pursue effective solutions to our 
traffic congestion problems. 

Respectfully, Robert Briggs, Retired Engineer 
Kailua, Hawaii 96734 ph. 262-8298 

Misc. Com . No. 
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From: Cynthia Brundage [cynbrun@hotmail.com ] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 12:01 PM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi. 4 31--f • %aril; 
rachola@honolulu.gov ; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	 HONOL 

Subject: NO ON RAIL 

I want to ask you to VOTE NO ON RAIL. Its too much money. The elevated toll way is what should 
be built. People love there cars too much here. The usage of the rail would be very low and would not 
be worth the costs of the rail system. 

I would never use it and what should I have to pay taxes for it. 

Get free, personalized online radio with MSN Radio _powered by Pandora 

Misc. Corn : No. 2106 
12/21/2006 

DEC 21 5o 	'OS 

AR00070452 



Global Aeronautics LLC 	 fiFCEIVET 
Kalaeloa, HI I Vero Beach, FL 	

UECZZi; 34 

Testimony in Favor of Restoring the North-South Road /  
Rapid Transit  

Honorable Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I submit this written testimony in favor of Councilman Apo's floor amendment to 
Bill 79, which proposes to restore routing of the proposed rapid transit 
system through Kalaeloa and up North/South road in service of Kapolei and 
Ewa. This alignment is also favored by Mayor Hannemann. 

For the past four years, my company has worked with the University of Hawaii 
and Honolulu Community College to build a world-class integrated airline training 
center at Kalaeloa airport. It is expected that this venture will ultimately entail an 
investment of more than $100 million and will generate about 150 full-time jobs at 
the airport. 

As you know, HCDA has generated a comprehensive master plan for Kalaeloa 
that includes a terminus for the proposed transit system near the airport. I 
believe it is absolutely essential to provide service to Kalaeloa if the City hopes to 
transform what is now a keawe-covered wasteland at Kalaeloa into a major 
contributor to Oahu's second city. 

also testify in favor of this amendment as a resident of Ewa Beach. If rapid 
transit is to succeed, it will be necessary to serve the needs of those who are 
most in need of relief from traffic pressures. Surely, no area of Oahu is more 
pained by traffic delays than Ewa Beach and its primary access, Fort Weaver 
Road. And it is in the desperation of Ewa Beach commuters that you will find the 
revenue steam needed to sustain rapid transit after the system has been built. 

I hope the Council will demonstrate the wisdom needed to either build the system 
correctly or not build it at all. 

With great respect for the burden of leadership now facing the Council, 

Capt. Robert R. Bumgarner 
Managing Director 
91-1044 Kai Kale St. 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 

Misc. Corn. No. 
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Testimony of Darrlyn T. Bunda HoNoL 

on Bill 79. CD2, FD1 

Dear Chairman Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council: 

Over the last 18 years, I have been strongly encouraging and 
supporting the construction of rapid transit system in various 
capacities — Mililani resident; Paratransit Coordinator for 
Castle & Cooke; executive director of the Leeward Oahu 
Transportation Management Association (LOTMA- 1 91- 1 00); 
chair of the City Council's Transportation & Traffic Manage- 
ment Planning Task Force; and chair of the Committee for 
Balanced Transportation. 

Today I am urging this Council to support amending this bill to 
enable the development of the proposed 28-mile rapid transit 
alignment. This is the alignment that will link the "second 
city" of Kapolei with Honolulu via a route including Saratoga 
and North-South Roads, Farrington and Kamehameha 
Highways, the Honolulu Airport, through Honolulu to the 
University of Hawaii - Manoa campus. Based on the projected 
population and job growth in the West Oahu region, this align- 
ment will be critical to effectively serving the region's travel 
needs. This 28-mile alignment also offers an unparalleled op- 
portunity for transit-oriented developments to be designed and 
built by landowners/developers. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express my views. 
Misc. Corn. No. 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Kevin Burkett ikburketthi@hotrnail.com ] 
Thursday, December 21, 2006 11:57 AM 	 nr, 
Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbaraykto 
Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 
Rail Transit Please No 

RFCEIVM 
6.1 

asp, ,RAn 1017A, Rod; 

CITY LI. 
HONOLULU, H4W,t,'' 

Aloha, I am a business person working in Honolulu. While T am very frustrated with the 
increasing traffic congestion in our city, I do not believe that a fixed rail option is a 
solution for us. 
Reasoning as follows: 
1) Our community is made up of people who do not just go straight to work, and come 
straight home. Many of us use our vehicles during the day to travel within the metro 
Honolulu area, and fixed rail does not support this. 
2) The cost of this system will not be able to be fully paid for by the 1/2 % increase 
that you are about to begin collecting from all of us. 
3) The maintenance costs to ensure a quality system does not appear to have been addressed 
or included. 
4) Land Acquisition costs do not appear to be included. 
5) The plan has not spelled out the movement of people from the rail stops to where they 
need to go to. Will this create more traffic congestion in the downtown business areas 
along the line? 
6) In all my conversations with people, no one has said that they were willing to give up 
the autonomy of using their cars, in favor of riding the rail. 
Possible other solutions: 
1) Toll Roads to reduce congestion and encourage carpooling further 
2) Elevated roads over existing freeways 
3) More Contra Flow/Zipperlane/Hotlanes in the direction of the flow demand (when will the 
Zip Lane be reversed for West Oahu?) 

Fixed Rail will be a huge burden on our community for years to come. 
Please ask yourselves why Seattle wants to get rid of their line and vote NO on Fixed 
Rail. 

Mahal°, 
Kevin Burkett 

View Athlete's Collections with Live Search 
http://sportmaps.live.com/index.html:source=hmemailtaglinenov06&FORWMGAC01  

Misc. Corn. No.  .2109 e 
1 
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Rida Cabanilla 
State Representative 
District 42 
586-6080 
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BILL 79(2006) CO2 FD1 
RELATING TO TRANSIT 

DECEMBER 22, 2006 
10:00 A.M. COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

HONORABLE CHAIR DONOVAN DELA CRUZ AND COUNCIL MEMBERS, 

IN SUPPORT 

This is testimony in opposition to the current Kamokila/Farrington Highway route and 
in support of the scrapped Saratoga/Geiger Road to North-South Road route. 

Ewa and Ewa Beach is where the population boon has grown tremendously over the 
years and where population shift for the upcoming years will be surmountable. Fort 
Weaver Road is the longest parking lot in the State. I can't imagine why the Ewa and Ewa 
Beach peoples needs are to be negated in this rail planning process. With the exception of 
my republican counterparts, Leeward legislators were the biggest supporters of the rail 
who made sure that the funding mechanism of the rail was enacted. 

When I supported that legislation —ACT 247 and worked to convince my colleagues 
that the tax increase was necessary, it was with the hope that my constituents would 
benefit from it. Now, with the current plan to shun the Kalaeloa alignment, I envision my 
constituents standing in the rain waiting for the bus to get to the rail station that is housed 
miles away. I feel betrayed! 

Thank you for this opportunity to testify in support of a rail alignment that serves the 
residents of Ewa and Ewa Beach- and that is the North-South Road alignment proposed by 
Councilmember Apo. Your favorable consideration is greatly appreciated. 

Misc. Co • 21.10 

C.31 
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Testimony to the Honolulu City Council by Dennis Callan 
Regarding Bill 79, third reading 

I congratulate you for keeping the potential of bus alive in your 
considerations. Now you need to get a proper analysis from ,the „ 
city administration of the HOT lane bus alternative before miraii 
a decision on mode. rrr; 

The problems you are having with route selection would go aWify` 
with the bus option, because buses can serve a wide variety or 
neighborhoods in existing streets, and then drive onto the elevated 
fixed guideway, providing non-stop service. 

All of the points that rail proponents are bringing up today can be 
better solved by the busway: 
It provides the effective transportation alternative 
creates construction jobs, 
enables TOD along the transit routes. 
Plus we will have all the advantages of a busway that a railway 
will not provide, as I spell out in my written testimony. 

Finally, I am presenting you a 30-minute video of a transportation conference held here 
30 years ago by the State Legislature which concluded that an expanded bus system 
would be a better solution. The issues they brought up by those planning experts are 
amazingly relevant today. Please take a look at it. it is also available on-line at 
honolulutraffic.com  
The ABCs of H-O-T lanes over rail: 
A: Autos - will always be preferred, and can be used more effectively with H-O-T lanes 
B: Bus —faster than rail, using express lanes 
Cost — H-O-T lanes are much cheaper to build and operate than rail 
Convenience — bus picks up near existing homes, delivers close to destination 
Connections — bus transports you with fewer transfers 
Congestion — improved traffic circulation with H-O-T lanes decreases congestion 
Construction just as many jobs will be created to build H-O-T lanes 
Commerce — businesses will benefit from lower public cost and enhanced mobility 
Calendar — expanded bus service can be phased in immediately 
Conservation — H-O-T lanes more energy efficient than rail 
Capacity — physically greater with H-O-T, attracting more users 
Current Conditions — our low density neighborhoods not suited for rail, ideal for H-O-T 
Collection — tolls and increased bus ridership will generate significant revenues 
Clock — H-O-T will save time for everyone 
Catastrophes — emergency vehicles and mass evacuation much faster on H-O-T 
Congress — will support H-O-T lanes with same funding as for rail 
Consequences — this decision is extremely important, affecting much mo ethan traffic 

Misc. Coma No. 	2111 
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WAIKIKI AREA RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION 

Honolulu City Council Meeting, December 22, 2006 
Testimony in Opposition to Bill 79 

Chair Dela Cruz and Council Members 
This Council should be recognized for eringing not cheer, but tears to this Thanksgiving and L'f, 
Christmas Season for the public you were elected to serve. 

Today. I speak as a Director of the WRA, myself personally, and as an active Realtor in Honoltili. 

First, I am opposed to RAIL, which is not a solution to our traffic problem, but simply a vehicle 
being used to impose a GET tax increase to the residents of the Island of Oahu only a few days from 
today. Improvement of The Bus system, and a fixed elevated guideway are the best alternatives, 
which will not require the GET increase. RAIL will do NOTHING to relieve today's problem, but 
is an excuse to increase taxes. RAIL is 10 years from now, using a crystal ball to focus on 
community needs. 

A well planned and managed bus system is the solution that will provide an IMMEDIATE remedy 
to alleviate traffic, as well as expansion to additional areas as needed now, and in the future. RAIL 
will be fixed, and will not be able to adapt to needs of future development. This will NOT requite 
an increase in taxes. From my observation, current Management of THE BUS appears to be 
nonexistent. I have observed on many occasions a parade of buses, with only the first bus in the 
parade having an abundance of riders, with the remaining parade nearly empty. This is simple to 
correct with proper management. 

Recently, the loss of existing business properties have been touched upon. There will also be a 
significant loss of residents homes, with many owners not being able to afford replacement 
property. 

Then we have the GET increase. I attended a recent meeting held by the State Dept of Taxation 
explaining the new tax rules applicable the County GET Surcharge. The rules relative to what 
this tax is applicable to, and the filing of GET taxes will impose such complexity in doing business 
with. or on the Island of Oahu, which will be a strong factor in discouraging new business on Oahu. - 
It may also encourage current businesses to make significant changes in the manner they do 
business, and possibly leave Oahu. I have included a copy of the material provided for your 
information. Have the Council Members attended such a meeting or become completely informed 
of the impact of these taxes on the business community? A point of interest is that Insurance related 
business will NOT be impacted, and currently they are only required to pay .15% GET, rather than 
the 4% applicable to any other business. Why are they so privileged? 

Excellent options for the alleviation of the traffic problem have been proposed in public testimony, 
as well as disclosure of problems in other communities with RAIL systems. It is your responsibility 
to make decisions to serve the majority, not those lobbying in special interests. DO NOT impose 
this tax increase. You have a responsibility to the residents of this Island. I may very well be one 
of the many who will consider leaving this Island. The beauty of Hawaii is being destroyed by what 
appears to becorruptive Government. 

Sincer ly 

Helen T. Carroll ® 
Director, Waikiki Residents Association 

Misc. Com . No .2112 
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Quick Links; 	 

Counly Surcharge on State- 	- Summary Page 1 o12 

Horn? 	 Pmblicaticg§ General  ififtirinAtion  x Couy Surcharge County Surcharge - Summary 
; Updated November 15, 2006 

County Surcharge - Summary 
Allocate gross income or gross proceeds by Taxation District and business activity. 

A copy of the proposed rules dated Septembe: .  20 2006, may be obtained by clicking on the following 
link; P.F3QP.!DED MR. AmPtAmPrg.§. to 18-23743.6. 

Summary of Sourcing •Rfiles: 0.6% Co nty Surcharge Till  

6 	 - 

Sales of Tangible Personal 
Property - 18-237-8.8-02 

Services - 18-237-8.6-03 
v 

CommissloWs -18-237-8.8-04 

Where the property is 
delivered. 

1. Where the services are 
intended to be used or 
consumed; or 

1. Where services are rendered 
except real estate services, 
where the real estate is 
located; or 

Example of tangible personal 
property: Retail merchandise, 
machinery, vehicles, office 
equipment, etc. 

2. Reasonable allocation 
method. 

2. Reasonable allocation 
method. 

Neighbor island business; Only 
pay if physical presence 
(nexus) established on Oahu. 

Neighbor island business: Only 
pay if physical presence 
(nexus) established on Oahu. 

Rental or Lease of Tangible 
and Intangible Personal 
Property -18-237-8.6-05 

Rental or Lease of Real 
Property -18-237-8.6-08 

Contracting - 18-237-8.13-07 

1. Where the property is used; 
Or 

Where the property is located, Where the job s te is located, 

2. Reasonable allocation 
method. 

Investment Interest - 18-237- 
8.8-081a) 

Interest on Deferred Payment 
Sales - 18-237-8.6-08(b) 

Theaters, Amusements - 18-  
237-8.6-09 

1. Where the control of the 
investment is located unless 
the taxpayer can show that a 
different location should 
control; or 

1, Where sale is sourced 
except real property, where 
the real property is located; or 

1. Where the event takes 
place; or 

2. Reasonable allocation 
method. 

2. Reasonable allocation 
method. 

2. Reasonable allocation 
method. 

Department of Taxation, November 16, 2006 (REVISED) 

11-9P1 

Suggestions? 

Any comments or suggestions, please email Tax.Rulas.Office@hawaii.gov , 

[Top] 

http://www.state.hi.us/tax/a2_b2_7csurch.g_sumr/.htm  11/30/2006 
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Department of Taxation, 10/20/06 

4% Transactions? 

YES 
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NO 
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County 
Surcharge? 

NO! 

County 
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NO! 
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Oahu 
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County 
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NO! 
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NO 

County 
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NO 
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STATE OF HAWAH 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION 

P.O. SOX 259 
HONOLULU. HAWAII 99599 

 

PHONE NO; elm mem 
FAX NO: MOS) 587-1590 

September 8, 2006 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION ANNOUNCEMENT 2006-15 

RE: General Excise Tax (GET) and County Surcharge Tax (CST) Visibly Passed on to Customers 

Beginning January 1, 2007, as a result of the City & County of Honolulu's decision to enact a 
surcharge on the GET described in Section 237-8.6, Hawaii Revised Statutes, the total rate of tax 
assessed on transactions subject to the surcharge and GET is 4.5% of the transaction's gross proceeds. 
This Announcement supplements Tax Facts 96-1, where relevant, ONLY as a discussion of the new 
amount that sellers may visibly pass on to customers in transactions subject to the CST. Other 
announcements will be released within the coming months regarding other aspects of the CST law. 

The GET is levied on the gross receipts of a business. On the customer's bill, however, the tax is 
expressed as a percent of the price. Lecause gross receipts are defined to include any tax that the 
business passes on to the customer, the tax rate expressed as a percent of the price is greater than the 
statutory tax rate on gross receipts. With the county surcharge tax, the new statutory tax rate on gross 
receipts for sales on Oahu is 4.5%, 

The 4.5% tax on gross receipts translates into a maximum visible pass on tax rate of 4.712% 
when expressed as a percent of the price and limited to six decimal places. Gross Receipts consist of 
two parts; (1) Tax = 4.5% of Gross Receipts, and (2) Price 95.5% of Gross Receipts. The tax as a 
percent of the price is 4.5% divided by 95.5% - 0.047120 or 4.712%. 

A seller is prohibited, as a matter of consumer protection law, from visibly collecting more than 
the amount actually owed. With the addition of the CST, a seller may pass on the following amounts: 

(1) Nothing—The seller may choose not to pass on their GET expense to customers; or 

(2) 4.5%--The seller may choose to pass on to customers 4.5% of the cost to cover their 
GET and CST expense; or 

(3) 4.712%—The  seller may choose to pass on to customers 4.712% of the cost to cover 
the optimum amount of GET and CST expense. 

EXAMPLE — In a transaction where the revenue is $1 : 000 and the GET/CST pass on rate is 
4.712 % (0.04712), $47.12 is the amount passed on to the customer. $1,047.12 is then the amount of 
gross revenue subject to the GET and CST on Oahu. At the 4% state tax rate (0.04), $41.88 is paid to 

AR00070463 



Department of Taxation Announcement No. 2006-15 
September 8, 2006 
Page 2 

the state on $1,047,12. At the 0.5°.") county surcharge tax rate (0.005), $5„24 is paid to Honolulu 
County on $1,047.12. The total of the taxes owed to the state and county is $47.12 and equals to the 
amount of tax that was passed on to the customer. Thus, 4.712% is the optimum maxim -urinate that may 
be passed on to customers. 

For a more detailed discussion on the GET, including the reasons why a seller cannot pass on 
greater tax than owed, please see Tax Facts 96-1. 

For more information on this Announcement please contact the Rules Office at 808-5874577, 

KURT KAWAFUCHI 
Director of Taxation 

*co 
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	 HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: leikalina@juno.com  

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 5:13 PM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Rail Vote 
	 RECEIVED 

I apologize for the lateness of this. And I know you have plenty to read, so I'll be brief as possible. 

I hope you have read the letters in the Advertiser yesterday, as well as the column opposed to rail. I ask 
you to listen to Charles Djou and Barbara Marshall, and consider well their words. 

A few months ago I happened to be in San Jose, California, where they have a light rail system. I 
noticed few people on it, and asked a resident about ridership. He said that during commute hours, some 
people rode, but it was never full and on weekends virtually empty. Consider this: what if you vote for 
this, and billions are spent, and the same thing happens here? Sure, some people will ride, but not nearly 
as many as our mayor (that I voted for) seems to believe. 
FOLKS - get at the problem! Oahu has traded quality of life for quantity of life. Public officials do not 

seem to care, more people means more tax dollars, I guess... what is needed is a moratorium on new 
development. This is an island with limited resources and limited space. 

One last thing, and you can go back many years for this one: upon telling anyone (elsewhere) that I live 
in Hawaii, the inevitable question was "Oh, what island?" When saying "O'ahu", I always got the same 
comment "Why do you live there, the other islands are so much nicer." 

Here's hoping you see the light - and not coming from a train's engine. Aloha... 
Kalina Chang, Kahalurti 

Misc. Corn. No. /2113 
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Testimony to the Honolulu City Council 
Thursday, December 7, 2006 

10:00am 
City Council Chamber 

Re: Bill 79, Proposed CD2, FD1 (TKA) Relating to Transit 

Chairman Dela Cruz and members of the Honolulu City Council: 

My name is Kyle Chock, Executive Director of The Pacific Resource Partnership (PRP), a 
joint management-labor relations organization comprised of the Hawaii Carpenters Union 
and union builders. 

I would like to testify in strong support of the fixed guideway option. In order to solve our 
transportation woes and become a world-class city, Honolulu needs world-class 
transportation solutions. Traffic delays and commute times are intolerable and only getting

•  worse —a problem that diminishes our quality of life. 

The cost of living for the average local family is based on many factors with the most 
significant being housing and transportation costs. Ultimately, Honolulu's fixed guideway 
system and resulting transit oriented development (TOD) would provide the keys to 
reducing the price of paradise for local residents —especially for those most needy of the 
support. In effect, we're building the new and desired infrastructure for the city of 
Honolulu. 

While our state and city faces numerous challenges, one of the biggest issues at the 
forefront today is developing affordable workforce housing opportunities for local people. 
Despite the recent housing boom, Hawaii still ranks 49th in homeownership and has the 
highest percentage of intergenerational families living under the same roof. Unless the 
public and private sector address this issue, the, number of working homeless throughout 
our community will continue to grow, creating greater strains on governmental resources. 

PRP strongly encourages .a route that connects Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at 
Mama and best maximizes transit oriented development opportunities. This aspect of the 
alignment consideration is critical for several reasons. The city would enjoy greater 
ridership as a result of TOD's and increased densities along the transit corrider. These ' 
TOD sites should be carefully studied to maximize development opportunities for public-
private partnerships that help underwrite the costs of the system. Increased real property 
tax revenue to the city would also provide additional funding mechanisms td build, 
operate, and maintain the transit system. 

Misc. Corn. No  2114  
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Testimony of Kyle Chock 
Page 2 

In closing, PR.P appreciates the hard work and diligent efforts of the city council during 
your deliberations on transit and strongly recommends the fixed guideway. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Kyle Chock, Executive Director 
The Pacific Resource Partnership 

AR00070467 
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RECEIVED 

From: Richardsonsml@aol.com 
	

DEC ZZ 6 34 tai '06 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 6:52 PM 	 CITY CLERK 

HONOLULU. HAVi 

Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

As I understand it 	It will cost more to build a transit including the Ewa/Leeward 
areas versus the less costly other plans 	But please keep in mind that we are 
still going to be spending the money so why don't we spend it appropriately on 
where it is needed 	IN THE LEEWARD/EWA AREA 	The congestion there 
is worst than anywhere else on this island 	It just doesn't make any sense to 
not include this area in the transit route 	What is the purpose to building the 
transit system??? 	Will it serve its purpose in the areas that it is now proposed 
for??? ..... ..No 
because it is needed for the most congested areas like the Ewa/Leeward side of 
the island., ..... Lets not waste our VERY HARD EARNED TAX MONEY to only 
realize later that we have to extend the transit system to the Ewa/Leeward 
side 	BUILD IT NOW because we know that it will cost even more in the years 
to come!! 
A concerned citizen 

Misc. Co No. 2115  
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CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: PIAHON@aol.com 	 DEC 22 9 30 AM '06 
Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 1:12 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: No Rail, No way! 	 RECEIVED 

You do not have my vote or permission to enact a rail line! As a tax payor, higher than the average or above 
the median, I wish to cast my vote against any type of rail line. I do not wish to pay for it or subsidize it until I 
die. I am telling you in no uncertain terms that not only am I opposed to rail as the first and primary solution to 
traffic problems, but most of my friends are too. It is fiscialy irresponsible and foolish and our livelyhoods 
depend on it. If the council does somehow approve this flawed proposal, you should bear the responsibilty for 
it for generations to come and most importantly pay for it out of your pockets. 

Sincerely, 

K.C. Correa 
Kailua 
via internet 

Misc. Corn. No . 2116 
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CITY CLERK 
, Fujinaga, Dot  S. 	 HONOLULU, HAWAII  

From: 	 Clarissa Cosson [clarissa.cosson@hotmaiLcorn] 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 10:42 PM Am , nn  

To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Ok41€42 KoaayViiiriArtial . 
Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: 	 Please postpone decision on Rail Transit 

Members of the City Council, 

As a concerned taxpayer and voter, I urge you to postpone the decision on 
rail transit. It appears that rail proponents are trying to rush the 
decision in an attempt to keep all the facts from Hawaii's citizens—an 
action that is both ethically and fiscally irresponsible. Specifically, a 

more reasonable and responsible course of action would be to: 

1) delay the start of the tax increase; 

2) investigate the absence of traffic congestion solutions in the 

Alternatives Analysis (was the analysis biased towards rail?); 

3) insist that the Alternatives Analysis is corrected and enriched with 

the council's new alignment and it investigates whether express buses on 
busways or HOT lanes are a better alternative. 

All of these should be done before a Locally Preferred Alternative is 

adopted and taxes are collected. 

As a resident of the windward side, I sympathize with those who live in West 
Oahu—and understand their frustration regarding traffice congestion. 
However, given the enormous costs involved, and questionable alleviation of 
the traffic problem, I believe all of Hawaii's citizens would best be served 
by a common-sense approach to the problem (which has not been the case to 
date)—to carefully review all the alternatives, and choose a solution that 
is economically feasible, that will not burden present and future 
generations to come. 

Sincerely, 

Clarissa Cosson 

RECEIVED 

Type your favorite song. Get a customized station. Try MSN Radio powered 
by Pandora. http://radio.msn.com/?icid=T002MSNO3A07001  

Misc. Corn. No. 21 
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CM CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Mary J Culvyhouse [kamuboy@juno.com ] 	 DEC zz 9 30 AM 06 
Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 5:41 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

RECEIVED 
Subject: NO NO NO Rail Transit NO NO NO 

Dear Councilmembers: 
Please don't do this to us, please don't do this to our future generations, please don't do this to our aina! 
Hawaii is unique, let's keep it that way. We live in a very special place, please represent us intelligently. 
Do more homework, it doesn't make fiscal OR common sense to blight our landscape and waste our 
money. 
Come on, you can come up with a better way to preserve our land and spend our hard-earned money on 
education and housing. 
Unions and contractors are the only ones who will benefit (short-term) from building rail transit. 
Improve the bus system, work on alternative energy. 
DO NOT VOTE FOR RAIL TRANSIT, IT'S NOT THE RIGHT THING TO DO. 
MJ Culvyhouse 
45-069 Kaneohe Bay Drive, A 
Kaneohe, HI 96744 
Bus rider to town and back every day for 20 years 

Misc. Corn: N . 2118 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: AKESDOTTER@aol.com  

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 4:08 PM 

To: 	Djou, Charles 

Cc: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: RAIL vs BUS 
C=F 
rn 

To Charles Djou and other council members, 

Rail NO, Busses YES! 

It is with grave concern we have listened to your deliberations about rail versus bus. 	- • — 

At a price tag of 4,5,6,7, or 8 billion dollars how can we possibly afford the rail? 

How much of the current traffic congestion is self afflicted? 
If commuters are not using the express busses today why would they switch to a train in the future? 

We were impressed with the briefing by the Tampa, Florida representatives' presentation of their solution to 
traffic congestion with, in part, reversible managed lanes. 

Would rail have worked 15 Sept? NO! Busses did! 

Would not those billions be better used to repair and air condition our schools, fix pot holes, prevent sewer 
spills, prevent island wide power outages, get the homeless taken care off and on and on? 

Please vote common sense, do not enrich a minority at the expense of the majority. 

We do not need any more white elephants like the camera vans, or the asphalt machine that could not be made 
to work. 

Sincerely, 

Gunner & Monika Danielson 
204 Kapahulu Ave tt 502 
Hnolulu HI 96815 
808 922 2441 

Xv. 	 • 

2120 Misc. Corn. No. 	 

12/21/2006 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Skip Dayton jskipda@hawalisr.comi 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 1:49 PM 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann 1(i.tAxt Libatf,K; Okino, 
Gary; Cachoia, Rorny; Garcia, Nestor 	 HONOLULU= l4444 

Subject: Fwd: Delay Transit Vote 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Skip Dayton <skipda@hawaii.rr.com> 

Date: December 21, 2006 1:29:03 PM HST 

To: rtam@honolulu.gov  

Subject: Delay Transit Vote 

Dear Sir: 

I am sure you have read the contents of this morning's Honolulu Advertiser editorial page, but if not, I 
would urge you to read the commentary written by Panos D. Prevedouros. He presents very real facts as 
to why transit need not, and should not, be rushed at this time. I urge you to consider his arguments and 
to make an effort at the City Council meeting tomorrow to postpone transit decisions. 

Sincerely, 

Miller P. Dayton 

700 Richards Street 

Honolulu HI 98613 

Misc. Corn. No. 2122  

12/21/2006 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

  

   

From: John Doty Ejohn.doty@jmdbev.corni 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 5:57 PM 	 C I T 

	

lot-w 	1:„ 
To: 	tapo@hnonlulu.gov ; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; kdbayash , Ann H.; Tam, Rod; 

Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Please - no rail transit 

Ladies and Gentlemen — 

My name is John Doty and I am a small businessman here in Hawaii. I am adamantly opposed to the rail transit 
for four reasons: 

Ridership: Everyone I have talked to about this system who lives in the areas effected will NOT be riding it. They 
still need their cars. 

Convenience: How are people going to get from the rail stops to where they need to go. I have not heard how 
that is going to happen. 

Cost: it's too expensive for the city to take on that much debt. 

Future: I think that most importantly we need to look to the future. With technology growing the way it has been, 
more people are working from their homes and using the internet, modems, faxes and email to communicate. Do 
we even need this monster. 

My suggestion: 

I am no expert but I have no problem on paying the 1/2  percent tax if it can be for dedicated use in building better 
streets. Why not look at hot-lanes or widening projects on our existing streets. 

Mahalo — 

E. John Doty 
Concerned Citizen of this city 

Misc. Corn. No. '2123 
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VANE 	 LI en r: 

December 20, 2006 

Honolulu City Council 
530 S. King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: BILL 79 CD 1, CO2 and CD2 FD 1 
Third reading on 12/22/06 

Testimony of Darcianne Evans 
Charley's Taxi 

Merry Christmas, Coundlmembers: 

In his book Adaptive Enterprise: Creating and Lea ling Sense-
And-Respond Organizations, Stephan Haeckel con pares buses to 
antiquated "make-and-sell" organizations while comparing taxis 
to "sense-and-respond" organizations. Haeckel Wilts out that 
whereas buses are fixed in route, time, and destination; taxis are 
much more efficient in sensing and filling a consur lees individual 
needs. 

A taxi's route (or any smaller vehicle's route for tI 4  at matter) can 
be customized to meet a passenger's (or driver's) needs. A 
person can travel from door-to-door-to-door. Whl :reas a bus can 
only travel between specified bus stops and there s often an 
excess of wait times involved. 

I would argue that whereas buses are antiquated i n meeting 
consumer demand, a rail is even more restrictive is it is ever so 
much more fixed. Buses, at least, can have their r outes and time 
changed when necessary to accommodate changir g trends. 

Rail proponents have labeled anti-rail people "CAV .7: men"...yet 
rail is based on a technology over a century old. F assenger 
trains were a fixture of an era gone by. Train trac cs have been 
abandoned for the new tangled mode of transporti tion called the 
car. Why? Because of convenience and efficiency Passenger 

Misc. Corn. No. .2124 
6g0 Ala 
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CHARLEYS TAXI 	 PAGE 02/02 

trains have proven excessively expensive and, in most cases, 
inefficient. 

We "CAVE men" argue that virtual transportation s even more 
efficient than even the car. What is virtual transportation? The 
World Wide Web, for starters...also live television Ike Olela. As 
an example, I am able to submit testimony with t le click of a 
button...and watch a council hearing live on TV. 

Politicians say they want the rail for future generations. But 
these politicians are In fact quite shortsighted (an I the real 
"cavemen") as to what the future will hold for tho ;e younger 
generations. Millennia's (otherwise known as Ger eration Y or 
Echo Boomers) and those not yet even born are n Dt likely to live 
lifestyles that conform to a rail line. 

Transit Oriented Developments (TODs) are social 
engineering...and have limited appeal. Singles and couples 
(usually younger...like in their twenties and early I hirties_or able-
bodied seniors) are the people for which TODs are at all viable. 
Families (couples with young children) find TODs I lig* 
restrictive with regards to space and cost. Honok lu is already 
very expensive for most middle class families. TC Ds will only 
make it more so. 

Please don't strangle our children and grandchilciron with this big 
waste of money called "Rail" and it's sibling TOD. 

Also, I would like to note that these rail shenanige ns have been 
orchestrated to have limited public involvement. ,ks an example, 
this very important vote is held the Friday before he biggest 
holiday of the year. 

Aloha & Mal9a1o, 

Darcianne Evans 

AR00070477 



From: 	 gilbert fooks [gfbows©yahoo.com ] 
Sent: 	 Friday, December 22, 2006 8:32 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K; Marshall, Barbara; Dp, 

Tam, Rod; rcachola©honolulu.com ; Okino, Gary; Garcia, IVW 
Subject: 	 Mad Transit 

RECEIVEU 
11;crebalirsibenn H.; 

CITY CLER, 
HONOLULU. HAw ic, 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

THIS IS A WAKE UP CALL! IISTEN TO THE WORDS OF PANOS 
d. PREVEDOUROUS IN THURSDAY'S ,dECEMBER 21, 2006 
HONOLULU ADVERTISER. WE HAVE LIVED AND WORKED 

OVERSEAS FOR MANY YEARS AND VISITED MANY OF THE 
WORLD'S LARGEST CITIES ALL WITH RAIL TRANSIT SYSTEMS 

AND IT HAS NOT MADE ONE DENT IN THE VEHICLE TRAFFIC 
CONGESTION. wHAT WILL MAKE A DENT IS STOP BUILDING 
BUILDINGS AND HOMES ANYWHERE NEAR THE COASTAL WATER 
AND BEACHES. SPEND ALL THAT TAX MONEY TO IMPROVE THE 

QUALITY OF WATER AAND THE NATURAL ENVIORNMENT THAT IS 
IN GRAVE DANGER. PUT ALL THE WORK EMPHASIS ON THE POOR 
INFRASTRUCTURE -ESPECIALLY THE SEWAGE SYSTEM. PUT 

MONEY INTO ALTERNATE ENERGY SOURCES.EXAMPLE FIELDS 
GROWING ETHONAL INSTEAD OF PRODUCING SEDIMENT THAT GO 

IN THE BAY. ENCOURAGE ORGANIC FARMING. DON'T WASTE OUR 
MONEY ON MORE STEEL AND CONCRETE WHEN WE NEED MORE 

GREEN. REMEMBER WHY PEOPLE COME TO PARADISE. SINCERELY 

YOURS, GILBERT FOOKS 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 

http://mail.yahoo.com  

Misc. Corn. No. -2125:  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

()IPt CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: 	Robert Frith [rfrith@fbsmgt.corn] 

Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 9:29 AM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H.; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Okino, Gary; Garcia, 
Nestor; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Apo, Todd K 

Subject: Rail System 	 RECEIVED 

Council Members: As you know, Hawaii ranks first among states in taxes per capita. Honolulu's current 
administration will have increased real property taxes by 58% in just three years! By itself this is a staggering 
amount. Now, the same administration is asking the taxpayers for an additional 6 billion for a rail system. Keep in 
mind, the city's operating budget is only 1.5 billion. The GET tax is the preferred tax to raise the required funding 
and has a 15 year life. So as to shed light on this immense sum, let's assume the council approved a special 
assessment on real property [15 year life] as an alternative to the GET tax increase. The above methodology 
would have homeowner's paying at a rate of 400 million annually for 15 years. The proposed fiscal 2007 real 
property taxes are 685 million. Therefore, the yearly special assessment would be 60% of that amount. 
Compounding the current real property increase [58%] with our special assessment [60%] gives us a 150% 
increased tax burden. This is a recipe for a financial fiasco. On a per capita basis, the above represents an 
enormous transfer of wealth from the masses to government. Leadership is not about raising taxes. 
Robert E Frith Jr. 
PBS Management inc. 
Phone 808-262-5681 
E-Mail rfrith@fbsingt.cotn 

Misc. Corn. No. .2126 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Alan Reichmann ipefos06@yahoo.com ] 
Thursday, December 21, 2006 5:23 AM 	r, 
Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
take a step back and rethink rail 

DEC-It 0 05 

" 	M-4b4 .0L - 1,1 1,21.1,. 

Council Chair Dela Cruz, 

I know you believe rail is a vision of the future. T ask it the future that has been 
Hawaii? 

Why rush into a decision when so many questions are unanswered. 

Is it the blind leading the blind? As more and more analysis and discussions occur more 
and more questions appear. 

Is it usual to put the cart before horse? 

Other methods to help alleviate the traffic congestion have yet to be tried. Maybe the 
answer is in a little of this and a little of that. 

Creating urban centers without the rail. Create integrated villages where people live and 
work and do not have to drive long distances to a centralized work area. 

I know you want the best for the residents of Honolulu, so please take the time to answer 
the questions surrounding rail and the AA report. 

Thank you for your attention and consideration. 

Myrle Fujii 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around http://mail.yahoo.com  

Misc. Corn. No. '2127 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

CT ̀ f OLERIc 
HONOLULU ,  HAWAII 

From: Robert Furukawa [bobfurukawa@yahoo.com] 
BEc 22 9 30 AM 16 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 5:14 PM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; 
Garcia, Nestor; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles 

Subject: Please vote no to rail! 	 RECEIVE:D 

Dear Council member, 

Please vote no to rail! Its too expensive, is very inflexible, and will do less 
to reduce congestion compared to alternatives. 

Other options such as reducing bottlenecks on H-1, car pool incentives, toll roads, expanding bus 
service, and HOT lanes are much more flexible. 
These alternatives will help reduce congestion and will provide much more bang-for the-buck than rail. 

Mahal°, 

Robert Furukawa 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http ://mail .yahoo .com 

Misc. Corn. No 2128 
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COLLEEN HANAGLISA 
PRESIDENT 

DONNA PAERCADO 
ViCE ERESiDENT 

GARY L.. HOOSER 
MAJORITY LEADER 

FRED HEMMINGS 
MINOR/TY LEADER 

FIRST DISTRICT 
LORRAINE R. INOLNE 

SECOND DISTRICT 
RUSSELL S. KOKUBUN 

THIRD DISTRICT 
wHALEN 

FOURTH DISTRICT 
SHAH S TSUI-SSA 

FIFTH DISTRICT 
ROSALYN H. BAKER 

SIXTH DISTRICT 
J KAIAK] ENSGSH 

SEVENTH DISTRICT 
GARY L. HDOSER 

EIDI-M-1 DISTRICT 
SAA.4 SLON 

NINTH DISTRICT 
LEE IHAFIA JIR 

TENTH DISTRICT 
BRIAN T TANIGU041 

ELEVENTH DISTRICT 
CAROL FuKUNAGA 

TWELFTH DISTRICT 
GORDON TRIMBLE 

THIRTEENTH DISTRICT 
SuzANNE CHUN OAKLAND 

FOURTEENTH DISTRICT 
DONNA MERCADO KIM 

FIFTEENTH DISTRICT 
NoRmAN skKANcITO 

SIXTEENTH DISTRICT 
DAVID?. ;GE 

SEVENTEENTH DISTRICT 
Pori IYENOR 

EIGHTEENTH DISTRICT 
CLARENCE K. NIBKHATIA 

NINETEENTH DISTRICT 
NIKE GABBARD 

TWENTIETH DISTRICT 
ESPERo 

TwENTY-FIRST DISTRICT 
COLLEEN HANABUSA 

TWENTY-SECOND DISTRICT 
ROBERT BUNOA 

TWENTY•THIRD DISTRICT 
CLAYTON HEE 

TWENTY-FOURTH DISTRICT 
JILL N ToKLADA 

TWENTY.E1FTH DISTRICT 
FRED HEmmiNos 

CHIEF CLERK 
PAUL T. KAY/A:GLICK 

Zbe fPenette 
STATE CAPITOL 

HONOLULU, HAWAII D88I 3 

TESTIMONYTOTHEHONOLULUCITYCOUNCIL 

THEHONORABLEDONOvANDELACRUZ,CRAIR 

from 

MIKE GABBARD 
State Senator — District #19 

Friday, December 22, 2006 — City Council Chamber 

RE: TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF BILL 79 CD2, F1)1 

Aloha Chair Dela Cruz and Councilmernbers. Thank you for the opportunity 
to testify in support of Bill 79 CD2, FD1. As the State Senator for District 
#19 and former City Councilman for the Ewa Plain, I urge you to select the 
fixed guideway system (rail transit) as the locally preferred alternative. 

also ask that you choose the 28-mile "green" route, which begins in West 
Kapolei and includes sections along Saratoga Avenue, the Honolulu 
International Airport, ending at UH-Manoa. 

This would be in the best interest of the people of the rapidly growing 
region of West Oalm and our island as a whole. 

Misc. Corn. No. .2129  
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CITY CLER -1( 
Fujinaga, Dot S. 	 HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: 	 Evelyn Gallagher [evelyngall@aol.comi 
Sent: 	 Friday, December 22, 2006 8:24 AM 	 , ne  
To: 

	

	 Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbli4 cau,adhistulkodo4ashi, Ann H.; 
Tam, Rod; rca-chola@honolulu.gov ; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: 	 rail transit system 

Dear Council Members, 
One of my concerns about spending so much for a rail system 

is whether enough people will use it to significantly lesson the 
traffic problem. Are enough people willing to adjust to a different 

way to get to and from work? Or will it be a case of - my neighbor 

will do it; I can't? 

Sincerely, 
Evelyn Gallagher 

RECEIVED 

Misc. Corn. No. 2130  
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Aloha, 	 RECEIVED 

G. 34 Mi 'OS The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City CounP§Cagi -nbers 
Honolulu City Council 	 CL_Ei.r, 
530 South King Street 	 HONOLULU ,  H4WM1 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council 

support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University 
of Hawaii at Manoa. This route would connect Oahu's two major job centers (the 
City of Kapolei and downtown) as well as the two university campuses (UH West 
Oahu and UH Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large number 
of Oahu's workers and university students. 

The proposed route that has been chosen does not serve the needs of the 
people living in the Kapolei and Ewa areas to include the future development of 
the UH - West Oahu, proposed shopping center (possibly larger than Ala Mona), 
the future Kroc Center, development of Kalaeloa, housing under control of the 
Hawaiian Homelands Development and the areas of Ewa Beach and surrounding 
communities. Although this route may be less costly since it will bypass the 
largest segment of future development in the Ewa area, it is very doubtful that the 
shortened route will generate as many riders from the Ewa plains area. 

I strongly encourage you to support the original proposed plan commonly 
called the "green" route. Councilmember Apo's FD 1 will serve the true city 
center of Kapolei and will better serve the redevelopment of Kalaeloa, the 
proposed Kroc Center, the UH West Oahu, the Hawaiian Homelands 
Development, and the residents of the Ewa plains. 

Most people who use their automobile to travel to work would probably drive to 
a parking lot to catch the transit if close enough and without facing traffic. If they 
have to take a bus then transfer, I'm sure many will opt not to use the transit. 

also understand that some councilmembers feel that using a shorter route 
and later adding the spur being eliminated could be cost effective. Although this 
may be cost effective now, in the long run it will be cost defeating. Adding a spur 
later will not be done for thirty or more years based on how major projects are 
done in Hawaii. How long has it taken to get to this point? Please do the project 
right at the start and not second guess the future. 

My neighbor related to me about the planning of a rail mass transit in the 
Philippines. The people were against it but once it was completed, the people 
were happy and wanted more. In this case the government took the reins and 

Misc. Corn. No. '2131  
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did the right thing. In Hawaii, it seems to be the opposite after many years of 
attempts to develop a rail mass transit. Finally the government is agreeing to a 
rail system that the people are in favor of except the government is NOT doing 
what the many users and potential users desire and that is a system that will 
better serve the users and future development in the Ewa plains area. 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolers growth 
and development in the Ewa plains area, advancing Hawaii's economy and 
moving students and workers to and from their homes. 

I respectively ask for your support of the full Kapolei-Mania route to include the 
original "green" route in the Kapolei area (FD 1). 

Mahal° Nui Loa, 

John P. Gallagher 
91-893 Nohoihoewa PI 
Ewa Beach, HI 96706 

gallaqhei002hawaii.rr.corn 
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I would like to comment on the proposed rail route, ancOfiie:cL 3 \fth-citidiriV Ewa 

To the City Council, 

Beach residents in the plans. 

I bought here 8 1/2  years ago, and am part of the traffic problem go ing ;A' it:gup14'  F't 1  
Weaver Road. In the 8 1/2 years, I have traveled from my Ewa Gentry home (off 
Kolowaka Dr.-the halfway point between H1 and the ocean on Ft Weaver Rd) to 
Tripier AMC for work. I no longer give myself 45 minutes to make the drive to 
Tripler. It has doubled to 1 1/2 hours. It takes 15-20 minutes to get onto Ft 
Weaver Road, and another 20 to get to H1. Remember, I'm at the halfway point 
on Ft Weaver Rd. If there are no accidents or stalled vehicles, I will arrive to 
Tripler in another 20-30 minutes. Please let me reemphasize the travel time. 
116

rd  of my time is spent to get onto Ft Weaver Rd, 1/3 rd  to get to H1, 1/3'd  to A — 

arrive to Tripler. 2/3 rd  of my daily commute is spent getting to 111 or coming  
home from WI.  The extra 30 minutes are planned time for the accidents and 
stalls that usually happen. I spend 11 hours away from home for an 8 hour 
workday. 

With the cost of homes, most households have at least 2 working (commuting) 
people. And with the cost of homes, most people will not stop working any time 
soon. Add children/students into the mix, and that means a whole lot of people 
trying to get somewhere from Ewa Beach. 

Please understand I am someone who is looking to alternative travel. I am part 
of VanPool Hawaii. I would become a rail rider. 

Please speak with Senator W. Espero for the statistics regarding the number of 
homes/commuter's that live in our area and homes that are being planned. 

Thank you very much for your time and attention. 

Sincerely, 

Alison Ghiselli RN 

MiSC. COM . No. 	2 
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LOS Angeles rail project stalls 
•. 

5.5 billion, 
20 years spent 
on subway fiasco 
AssociatedPmas 

LOS ANGELES — About 
20 years ago, ambitious plans 
were forged to create a sub-
way and light rail system in a 
city defined by its freeways 
— the setup for another L68 
Angeles joke if there ever wal 
one. 

Now comes the punch line. 
The Los Angeles subway pro-
ject is nearly dead. 

Not completely dead, as the 
Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority will remind you. 
Maybe there's a miracle cure 
out there. Maybe two decades 
of what critics call misman-
agement, incompetence, politi-
cal buffoonery, bad luck a.nd 
hubris will yield to clear-
beadedness and responsibility. 

Or maybe not. 
In January, after spending 

$5.5 billion in taxpayer funds, 
the transportation atithority 
board voted to Suspend work 
on three major rail projects: 
the 131110 Line to Pasadena 
and two Red Line subway ex-
tensions that run a few miles 
east and west of downtown. 

That leaves the sprawling 
city with half a commuter 
system that doesn't much go 
where most comMuters need 
to go. 

The transpOrtation authori-
ty will try to finiSh. another 
Project, the 6.3-mile Red Line 
leg to North Hollywood in the 
San IN rnando Valley. It has 
already has gunk $717 million 
iota the project. 

People do ride the thing, 
though not enough to calm 
the critics, In all, the system 
carried about 10,000 passen-
gers daily at the summer peak 
last year, representing 1 per-
cent of Los Angeles County's 
population. 

Two decades and a few bil-
lion dollars ago, there Were 
much higher hopes for the rail 
system. Mayor Tom 'Bradley 
dreamed of a high-tech project 
that would free commuters 
from gridlock, 

The plan was to build a 
small subway system — the 
backbone of a proposed 400-
mile web of commuter trains 
and bus routes known collec-
tively as the Metro System. 

The voters twice voted for 
tax increases to pay for it. 

Operating under what crit-
ics called a dangerous assump-
tion — if we build it, they will 
fund — transit officials fin-
ished the 22-mile, above-
ground Blue Line to Long 
E3each and the 	above- 
ground Green Line to Loa An-
geles international Airport for 
$1.5 billion. 

They also built the 5,2-mile 
underground Red Line seg-
ment to the Wilshire area 
West of downtown. A 4,6-raile 
extension to Hollywood is  

-nearly finished, Total cost: a 
dizzying $3.1 billion, or $300 
million a mile, 

Along the way, there has 
been one fiasco after another, 
including cost overruns, fatal 
accidents at construction 
sites, scores of lawsuits, 
protests by merchants and 
management shake-ups. 

If all goes well, the North 
Hollywood line is supposed tc 
be finished in two years at a 
total cost of $L3billion, or 
more than $200 million a mile 
The key word here is "if.' 

Steve Kim, manager of 
Lee's Transmission northwes 
of downtown, pointed to a 
large hole just outside his 
shop that the tran5portation 
authority dug for its North 
Holly-wood line. Covered in 
steel plates, the excavation it 
a customer repellent for sure 

"They open at up arid they 
close it They open it up and 
they dose it. Sixteen times, 
they open it up and close it," 
Kim said. "lam  not happy," 

Az') 

att 

E94.2 DL 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Michael Hartlaub fwaikikifun@hawa isr.comj 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 5:55 AM 
	

R 
To: 	.Dela Cruz, Donovan M 	 HONOLU LU.  

Subject: Rail vote 

Aloha, 

As a registered voter living in Waikiki I ask that you show some backbone and vote for the most aggressive rail 
system for Oahu. Look at other cities and where they went wrong by originally voting for a scaled down version 
rather than approving a more aggressive rail system. Oahu needed this approval years ago — we can't wait 
another minute to start building a modern Oahu including all communities. Do the right thing — we need your 
aggressive vote now... 

Mahalo, Mike Hartlaub 

Misc. Corn. No. 	 
12/21/2006 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
	

RECEIVEC 

From: 	Sinaloa Hawaiian Tortillas Inc. iSinaloa@hawaii.rr.com ] DEC Z i 	5 oi4 rtLI 36 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 9:15 AM 	 CLEF. 
To: 	Apo, Todd K; GLW 

	
HONOLULU. Htii0i0 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, 
Rorny; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: support Green Line through Ewa Beach 

Dear council person.... 
I would like to request and suppor the green line through Ewa Beach 
the other route is worthless to alleviate all the traffic in the Kapolei and Ewa beach area.... 

Why would anyone want to waste our money by doing a 
half baked job on a line that only half the people could use. Ewa Beach and Kapolei need that line Ewa beach 
Traffic is awful and the cause of most of the back up on every morning and night commutes 

Terry Havanec 

Gary Whigham 

91-1081 Aukahi Street 
Kapolei HI 96707 
808-479-0040 

Tona Macias Ewa Beach 

Misc. Corn. No. '21-35  

12/21/2006 
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CiTY GLERY\ 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Harry [Hayashi@hawaii.mcom] 
	 BEC 22 9 3 	06 

Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 7:55 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	

RECEIVED 
Subject: Mass Transit System 

I strongly oppose BILL 79 (2006), CD2 (As currently written). 

My opposition is due to the fact that other major U.S. cities, which have rail transit, still suffer 
from traffic congestion. 

Not to mention that life in Hawaii already is expensive with high a high cost of living and high 
fees and taxes and the proposal of a .5 percent General Excise Tax increase (that equals to a 
20 percent increase) will cost an average household $900 or more. 

Please remember what our new mayor always asks: "Do we need it? Can we afford it? And 
"can we maintain it?" 

My answer these questions: 

Yes, we do need a traffic solution to ease the traffic gridlock. Yes, we have a chance of 
maintaining the project to ease traffic. 

But is rail transit is the only answer to ease our daily traffic? 

Absolutely not, because according to what I have read in The Honolulu Advertiser, rail transit 
built between the years 1980 and 2000 in 12 major U.S. cities, including Los Angeles, San 
Diego, New York, Portland and Seattle, saw a decline. People would rather use their cars than 
ride on the rail. Even though these cities have a fixed rail, they still see traffic congestion. 

Next question — are there alternatives to traffic congestion beside rail? 

Yes there are, including contraflow lanes, more highway occupancy vehicle lanes, a ferry 
system, the Nimitz Flyover, Pali Highway contraflow, an underground tunnel between Ford 
Island and Ewa Beach, and High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes. The HOT lanes, which 
have not received much publicity, are on a two-way reversible highway, and drivers are 
charged a fee if they do not have the required number of passengers. 

Other successful solutions the state and city have tried and should continue: The Lunalilo 
On ramp project, the Airport Viaduct Zipper Lane Extensions, P.M. Zipperlanes by Pearl City, 
and the Nimitz Contraflow. 

Solutions that involve public transportation or mass transit are not going to be utilized by 
Hawaii residents, while those systems targeted to individuals will be successful. 

A good example of this the city's Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) did not work, because for one 

Misc. Corn. No. 
2136 

12/22/2006 
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thing, the system did not serve the affected residents. If our former mayor had run the BRT on 
a different route, like from Kapolei to Iwilei, it might have been popular. 

It's time to be realistic and reasonable because a tax increase will definitely affect our families, 
residents, businesses and Hawaii's economy. The fixed rail will cost $3.6- 4.8 billion (maybe 
even more) compared to a HOTIane project, which at the most, will cost considerably 
less. Think how much we can all save. 

Let's get to the bottom line — people don't want to pay more for projects not affecting them. If 
our taxes are raised for this Honolulu rail transit system and everyone in the state of Hawaii 
need to pay more taxes, people on the Neighbor Islands will say: "Why do we need to pay for 
more Honolulu rail transit when we are not even going to be affected?" So its time to be 
decisive, and seek on better solutions to ease traffic. 

More than a decade ago, the Honolulu City Council didn't support rail transit. Now, we have 
other ways to solve the traffic gridlock without taking people's money — money they have 
worked hard for. 

As taxpayers, people expect lawmakers to choose the most affordable and reliable traffic 
solution that will reduce traffic in the future. 

Lawmakers, it is your call as to whether or not to pass the bill or not, but if it was up to me, I'd 
oppose it as written. I would definitely support a HOTIane project, which would have a 
direct impact on the AM/PM traffic congestion and would cost the taxpayers 
considerably less. 

Harry Hayashi 

12/22/2006 
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TESTIMONY SUBMITTED IN OPPOSITION TO RAILROAD TIONSITc, 
TO THE HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 

6 34 BE 	ikA 06 December 21, 2006 	 c U  

$7  M "6'1  

Critical preliminary questions must be addressed: 

1. Completion of the full Environmental Impact Statement and analysis of implications 

2. Completion of a fair and un-biased review of alternatives including a one-year 
experiment with a free-bus system to evaluate ridership 

3. Agreement to implement the multiple traffic management solutions that have known success 
in other US cities: 

- Highway Accident Management (reduce congestion) + 
- Experiment of Free Bus Service (reduce congestion/ evaluate ridership) + 
- Downtown Traffic Management (reduce congestion) etc. 
And additional recommendations from Dr. Prevadouros, UE Manoa Professor 

Please do not let the Mayor call your rational action  a "failure." 

Rational action  would be to act responsibly to avoid failure.  I and other citizens urge the City Council 
to avoid  failure by deferring action based on acknowledging the serious problems associated with the 
fixed-rail proposal. There are many problems that have been thoroughly presented to you in testimony 
from experienced experts in our state. I cite three as concerns that are most important to me: 

1. This is a massive public works spending project. Citizens do not want this to go forward without 
facts that prove that traffic congestion would be reduced and without assurances that it is fully funded. 
There are better ways, such as managed lanes, to reduce traffic congestion that have been used in 
other cities. 

2. This project will create severe additional financial burdens that have not been addressed — (a) tax 
increases from artificial inflation of homeowner property values. (b) costs associated with the taking of 
land (condemnation) for construction of the railroad, (c) operating costs, and (d) adverse impacts on 
the bus system when the railroad costs exceed estimates and the City turns to The Bus' budget. 

3. The railroad will be an "eyesore" that mars the landscape and view planes across the island, views 
of the sea from the land as well as the land as viewed from the sea. It is unconscionable to go forward 
with this proposal, when reasonable alternatives have been used, tested, and successful in other cities. 
We especially do not want this eyesore in downtown, Kaka'ako, and into Ala Moana Center. 

I implore you to defer action  on Bill 79 CD2 on Friday, December 21, and take the time to address all 
of the questions with more facts and analysis than has been presented by the all-too-expensive flawed 
consultant report that did not even complete the environmental impact component. 

Submitted By: Nancy Hedlund, Honolulu 
Concerned Citizen and Member, Ala Moana/Kaka'ako Neighborhood Board 

Misc. Com . No. 21-37  

I submit this testimony in opposition  to a fixed railroad/guideway tr 
Oahu and request that Council defer action  on Bill 79 CD2. 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
NEC NEr:]  

 

  

From: Leftsidepromo@aol,com 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 2:27 PM 

To: 	topa@honolulu.gov ; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall 
Tam Rod; chola@honolulu.gov; Okino Gary; Garcia 

Subject: An open letter to our city council members 

OEC Z I 502 PM 06 

, Barbara; Djou, Ann H.; 
p y 

Nestor 	1.1 	LO. rtz 

encourage you all to take a step back from the politics of this issue and attempt to see the had facts and 
evidence that has been presented. Numerous so called "experts" have been brought in to push the rail line 
forward, but they are all tied economically to producing the miracle train. From what I have personally read and 
researched this train should be last on a long list of alternatives to traffic management solutions. Beyond the 
historical facts about light rails failure in practically every other city that has tried it, the truth is there are many 
faster, easier and more cost efficient solutions available to Honolulu. 

Imagine if you will, the H-1 Freeway being completed as a double deck system over Nimitz Hwy., as it was 
originally intended, into downtown Honolulu. Not only would you eliminate the worst bottleneck in the state, the 
Middle Street merge, but traffic below the elevated freeway would become almost non-existent, as it is now for 
the current portion of Nimitz below the H-1. This alternative should be the first increment to solving traffic 
coming from the leeward and central Oahu into town. There are many others which have been mentioned by 
experts and citizens alike, but the bottom line is rail sits a dead last because of it's immense cost and highly 
uncertain future impact. 

To make a decision tomorrow without considering things out of a political and emotionally charged arena would 
not only be foolish, but may just strap every citizen and future generation here with the biggest white elephant 
in history. If you think the homeless problem is on the rise now, how will the cost of paying for the miracle train 
affect us all? I urge you all to put off your decision and the increase in the general excise tax until you can 
remove the politics behind this train that is being rammed down our throats. Your cooperation and political 
careers are on the line (no pun intended). 

Byron Ho 
Kaimuki 
via internet 

) Misc. Corn. No 2138  
12/21/2006 
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To: 	Honolulu City Council 	 RE CENED 

For: 	Special City Council Hearing on Dec. 22, 2006 	DEC 11 6 34 tkh IIS 

CiTh' CLER6 
HONOLUtti ,  

Re: 	Testimony on Bill 79 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Council Members, 

I strongly oppose the Fixed Guideway (Rail) proposals in Bill 79. I ask, instead, 
that the Council choose the Managed Lanes alternative. 

We cannot ignore that both the Alternatives Analysis and the Administration have 
indicated the Fixed Guideway (Rail) will not ease our traffic congestion. 
Consequently, there are too many negative impacts for the entire island which 
will be too costly for too many people, for too long a time. 

I object to the fact that it will put us in debt for the rest of my life, and my 
grandchildren and great grandchildren will still be paying for it; so what benefit is 
it for them, the "future" generation, when they will be subsidizing the building of it, 
and subsequent repair, maintenance, and labor costs, with excessive taxes 
probably for the rest of their lives? We're still subsidizing the bus!!! 

There are too many people and whole families who cannot afford the "regressive" 
1/2  percent added to the GET. Already families are asking for toilet paper, soap, 
bleach, and the like for Christmas — how much less will they now be able to buy 
because that 1/2  percent higher GET lessens their spendable funds? Will they 
now have to choose to use less soap or even toilet paper? 

I have a very small amount of money to pay for food and household items, and 
am already wondering what I will have to cut out because I won't be able to buy 
as much. I once was a single parent raising 4 children, and I know how this tax 
increase will cause irreparable harm to low income families, of which many will 
probably not even use the "Rail". I have a number of elderly friends, and know, 
for a fact, that none of them will use the "Rail". They won't even be alive by the 
time the "Rail" would be finished, but they still have to pay for it now?! 

Do all those hotel maids who work in Waikiki know how much less they will be 
able to buy because the GET will be higher? Is that loss equal to any benefit 
they will receive by riding the "Rail", and even having to transfer to a bus, too? 
We simply cannot afford it!!! 

Misc. Corn. No. -'2139  

From: 	Carol Hopkins 
Phone: 528-7355 

AR00070494 



Furthermore, I object to the aesthetic obstruction of an elevated rail along our 
seashore! The original H-1 freeway was moved inland because of public outcry. 
We are known for our beauty — what beauty will there be with an elevated railway 
along the seashore? 

I am highly incensed at the way the Mayor and his administration have diligently 
"shoved this rail down our throats" for, I suspect, political favors from the labor 
unions. It was extremely obvious at the Transportation Committee meeting, 
seeing and hearing Rep. Abercrombie, the Mayor, and all the labor unions. In 
fact, after watching the committee hearings and previous Council hearing on Bill 
79, I now suspect a couple of City Councilpersons of also trying to "ram this 
down our throats" because they want the labor union vote, and the Democratic 
"old boy network" support, in future elections. I previously did not suspect that, 
but I do now I could not believe what I was seeing and hearing. "Dirty politics" 
comes to mind. 

Ten of my family members, besides myself, live in Councilmember Rod Tam's 
district, and we are all disappointed in his stance. He appears to think that the 
people who go to Chinatown need to go by "Rail", but that is not necessarily 
true. I was not before, but I am now, disillusioned with the City Council, except 
for Councilmembers Djou and Marshall, who seem to know what it's like for 
families to afford the cost of living here. Are they the only ones who have 
common sense? Have you all forgotten that we are already the highest taxed 
state? 

I do not believe the labor unions can come in on time and on budget too many 
past history projects have proven that is impossible here on Oahu. Half a billion, 
or even one billion, from the Feds is not enough, especially with the new raised 
property tax assessments, we cannot afford this! I ask that you please don't do 
this to us. Too many of us will be suffering — daily — every time we go to the 
store. It's not worth it. 

Thank you, 
Carol Hopkins 

AR00070495 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Keith4003@aol.com  

Seat: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 2:37 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Transit Issues 

DEC Z 	506 tiI Ub  
CITY CLERK 

HONOLULU ,  :'AWK) 

Aloha Council Chair Dela Cruz, 
By now you have heard many different opinions on the best solution for Oahu's traffic woes. 
Since I drive from Waikiki to Ko Olina Resort during rush hour four to six nights a week, I would like to give you 
my solution. 
Use the increase in the GET, with Federal subsidy, if available, to make bus ridership FREE! 
Free bus rides, with a further increase in the vehicle weight tax, may create a disincentive to drive and an 
incentive to ride the bus. 
This way the City would not be strapped with millions in monthly debt service dollars for a generation or two, using 
tax revenues and Federal dollars instead to cover the operational costs. 
(This statement is made without knowing the projected tax revenue numbers.) 
Hopefully, this suggestion could yield quicker results, rather than the 20 to 30 years it may take to build a rail 
system. 
Mahal° for your time, 
Keith Horita 

Misc. Corn. No. 121-4° 
12/21/2006 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Douglas Hornet [hornald001@hawaiisr.cornj 
Thursday, December 21, 2006 12:18 PM 
Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Transit 

Aloha, 

Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

liCCEtVLI 

DEC 1 	5 (13 Iii 
CITY CLERK 

HONOttil..tj, HAiiW 
Please vote for Mufi's routing alignment proposal that will allow more rail access 

in the EWA beach area. If you want this to succeed you have to make it as convenient as 
possible for the people. If you do this I think you will be revisiting the issue deciding 
where you should put the next lines. Rail is the best. 

Douglas Hornal 
68-012 Au St. 
Waialua, HT 96791 

 

Misc. Corn. No. -141 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Tom Huff [huffdown@pixi.corni 
Thursday, December 21, 2006 5:10 PM 

Council Meeting Testimony 

F 

DEC21 
Ci 

HON() 

TESTIMONY AGAINST THE PASSAGE OF BILL 79. 

Dear Members of the City Council: 

Please DO NOT PASS Bill 79 regarding transit for the City and County of 
Honolulu. 

1. A FIXED GUIDEWAY SYSTEM (whether rail or bus) WILL NOT SOLVE OUR 
TRAFFIC PROBLEMS. The "Alternatives Analysis," in fact, admits that 
"traffic congestion on key corridor facilities is expected to exist under 
all alternatives." (And we thought the reason for a transit plan was to 
relieve traffic congestion!) It seems the intention of this bill has never 
been to solve traffic problems, but rather to provide money-making 
opportunities for developers along the proposed guideway, and to provide 
jobs for the construction industry -- NOT good reasons to commit to this 
un-precedentedly huge project. 

2. Instead of relief from long, miserable commutes, the tax-paying 
residents of the City and County of Honolulu would be placed under a HUGE 
BURDEN OF DEBT AND HIGHER TAXES FOR YEARS AND YEARS ... AND YEARS ... TO COME. 

3. Building this fixed guideway system will SPLIT AND UGLIFY the 
communities it passes through. We do not have that much space here -- a 
relatively narrow strip between mountains and ocean. Building an elevated 
guideway through an already congested Honolulu will be the coup de grace 
for what remains of anything like a beautiful environment in which to live. 

PLEASE, vote against the passage of Bill 79. It is time to back off and 
explore alternatives (many are being suggested!) that will really solve our 
traffic problems, and at a sustainable cost. 

Tom Huff and Barbara Downs 
2516 East Manoa Road 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822 
988-9310 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

 
 

From: 	 lkeda34@aol.com  
Sent: 	 Wednesday, December 20, 2006 8:45 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Cc: 	 Kobayashi, Ann H. 
Subject: 	 rail system 

, 

 

C iTY 	t. P. 

Delay rail transit-let people who is going to pay vote . Rail no rail. Let 
the people choose. 

thank you 
Pllyn Ikeda 

Misc. Corn. No. .2143 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Michelle L Jaffe [mjaffe@hawaii.eduj 
Frith' r).=v-Prnber 22, 2006 7:04 AM 

. Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, 
Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tarn, Rod; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: 	 Dec. 22 2006 Council Meeting Testimony - Re: Bill 79 

Dear Council: 

I would like to express my support for Rail Transit as the locally preferred 

alternative. 

Rail is the right thing to do for the future. Honolulu's population is growing 

and along with that comes increased densities on our small island. We need 

to provide a safe and equitable way for people to move around that can add 

positively to quality of life, not reduce it. I am a resident of Honolulu who 

will be paying for rail down the road and I think it is the best thing for our 

island. I do think it has to be done right and an alignment that goes from 

West Oahu with stops at Pearl Harbor, Aloha Stadium, and the Airport and 

continuing on to the UH campus (even if it is lower campus) is the alignment 

that should be implemented. We should also be seriously considering 

technologies that will reduce noise and concentrate on a design that will fit 

into our unique landscape. We need rail and we need it to be done right. 

I do NOT support the Managed Toll Lane alternative. At a recent transit 

community meeting, proponents of HOT lanes criticized the rail initiative 

because of costs and suggested that the cost of toll lanes is much lower 

than expected. The soft costs of the managed toll lanes are high because 

this alternative would also require land acquisition and condemnation of 

property, up to 49 residential parcels and 47 commercial/office parcels 

could be affected for the managed lane alternative. On ramps and off 

ramps will be necessary and will further dissect our in-city neighborhoods. 

This will also burden local roads as more cars enter and exit from these 

lanes. Proponents of toll lanes argue that user fees will pay for the costs, 

ignoring the fact that rail users will also pay a user fee. The user fees for 

HOT lanes discriminate against everybody but the very rich in our 

community because as congestion rises, so does the toll price, and there is 

no cap on what that amount migh t be. On top of that people will be faced 

with higher parking costs as more cars fight for already limited spaces. Do 

we want to see our waterfront and downtown destinations become a sea of 

parking lots. bo  we want these areas to become places people avoid because 

they can't find or afford parking. In addition, the money for the toll lanes 
1 
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comes from our income taxes and the gas tax, it is not free. The managed 

toll lanes will also cost us environmentally with increased pollution from 

exhaust and from oil and gas run off into our streams and beaches, which we 

will then have to pay to clean up. Highways are noisy and polluting and the 

means for controlling these nuisances are limited at best, because we can't 

control individual drivers. If a car owner wants to put a loud exhaust system 

on their car, or crank up their radio, they will, and there are plenty of cars 

like that on our island. And we have plenty of older cars and bigger cars and 

trucks on our roads that will pollute right into people's windows like they 

already do on the freeway system we currently have. With rail we can 

control the technology and any pollution that might arise will be point source 

so we can manage it much more effectively and efficiently. Another 

argument given by the supporters of the managed lane alternative is that it 

will give buses a faster way to get around. This will only be the case while 

buses are on the highway (and there are no stops actually on the highway). 

This doesn't help with delays that happen from congestion on local roads and 

it won't help routes that only travel on local roads, of which there are many. 

Rejecting rail and encouraging managed lanes will also not make our streets 

safer for pedestrians and bicyclists. We have the highest rate of 

pedestrian deaths in the nation. Rail helps create traffic calming measures, 

adding highways and on/off ramps will only contribute to an already serious 

problem. I urge the council to reject the Managed Lane alternative and 

move towards a better transportation program for our island that includes 

rail transit and improved transit operations. 

Sincerely, 

Michelle Jaffe 

3171-A Beaumont Woods PI 

Honolulu, HI 96822 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Jerilyn Jeffryes DerilyrOffryes@msn.com ] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 12:48 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Bill 79 

DEC 21 503 fl1US 

CITY CLERK 
HONOLUIlit Ht**V1 

Dear Councilman Dela Cruz, 

I am opposed to BILL 79 , fixed rail system. As a retiree living in 
Manoa, I feel that it will not serve sufficient residents like me who live 
off the line. 

I would appreciate if the bus route in Manoa would make a loop and 
come at least down Woodlawn so we who live east of Manoa road would 
have a shorter walk. Or an alternative is to develop more park and ride 
areas so we don't have to take our cars into Ala Moana, downtown or 
Kaimuki, etc. 

Also, the BUS limits the amount of carry on packages or carts to carry 
our purchases. Will this rail system limit our carry on ? If so, we will 
still need a car to transport our purchases or goods. 

Misc. Corn. No. i2145 
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CITY CLER .  

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

Bud Johnstone [johnstonw001@hawai1sr.corn] 

Thursday, December 21, 2006 7:08 PM 

To: 	Tam, Rod; Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	 RECtIVED 

Subject: Rail Transit 

Dear Council Members —! strongly urge you to vote "No" tomorrow (Friday) on the transit plan. I do not feel that 
the proposed system is cost-effective on a per-rider basis. Also, if the intent is to reduce congestion, then we must 
consider getting people to change their habits with respect to multiple car ownership, reducing the ability to 
access the road system at will (similar to Singapore's restrictions), truly making an effort to move jobs to the 
Kapolei area (starting with government functions including the University of Hawaii), and similar types of 
approaches. 

$4 billion dollars could probably be better spent by bribing people to stay off the roads. Don't follow Pied Piper 
Mufi into financial ruin. Vote "No". 

Thank you for your consideration. William Johnstone 

From: 

Sent: 

Misc. Corn. No. -2146  

12/22/2006 
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Council Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

My name is Lance R. Kamada; I work for the Honolulu Advertiser and am a member of 
the ILWU local 142. 1 am also the Oahu division PAC Chair/Coordinator. I am speaking 
on behalf of the 20,000 statewide members of the ILWU, of whom 5000 live and work on 
Oahu. 

Let me first state how pleased we are to see the progress you all have taken to resolve the 
horrendous traffic problems that we face today and in the near future_ As I have said 
previously this is and investment we must make for the quality of life of our children and 
our children's children. But, I do have a concern with the exclusion of the community of 
Ewa from the initial routing of the transit line. 

As you all know, Ewa is a place of booming growth in both housing and business. And a 
large percentage of ILWU members live in this area. In my opinion, to omit this area 
from the initial transit route would be a mistake. We need to make this system do the 
most good for the largest amount of citizens. To do this I feel we need to include Ewa in 
the initial route of the rail transit system. 

Thank you for allowing me to share our views with you. 

Lance R. Kamada 

cff 

Misc. Corn . No, 2147 
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I would like to voice my opinion about the traffic situation in Ewa. The commute 
is terrible and we have only one way into or out of our homes. It makes it very 
difficult to get anything done. And I'm just as concerned about upcoming plans 
for development of the area. How can we add more homes and more families if 
the ones that already live there can barely drive down the street? There has to 
be some relief for us and running the line through Kapolei will not help us at all. 

Thank you for your time, 
Mrs. Erica Kaminski 
erica_kaminski©yahoo.com  
Ewa Beach 
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LINDA LINGLE 
GO vER NOR 

STATE OP HAWAD 

 

MICAH P.. KANE 
CNAIR MAN 

HAWAIIAN ROWS COMMISSION 

BEN DENDIDISCIN 
DEPUTY TO TPIR CRAIRMAN 

STATE OF HAWAII 

DEPARTMENT OF HAWAIIAN HOME LANDS 
P.0 BOX 1879 

KAILILANA R. PARK 
KteuTIVE Assisi-ANT 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96805 

'Testimony on Bill 79, CO2, FD1 
Before the Honolulu City Council 

December 22, 2006 

Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I am Micah A. Kane, Chairman of the Hawaiian Homes Commission and Director of the 
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (OHHL). appreciate this opportunity to speak in 
support of Bill 79, CD2, FD1. Specifically, DHHL supports a transit system along the 
"Green Line" which includes the Saratoga Avenue — North South Road — Farrington 
Highway alignment in the Ewa Plains. 

The "Green Line" offers significant ridership benefits. It links the core of the Ewa Plains 
Second City, with a population estimated to grow from 69,000 to 141,000 in 2020, to the 
rest of the city. The Kapolei Parkway, East-West Connector Road, and Keoneula Road 
through Kalaeloa integrate the "Green Line" with the growing communities in this region. 

The "Green Line" offers significant Transit-Oriented Development (TOO) potential. 
Large-scale commercial, employment, and public uses exist and are planned at Kapolei, 
Kalaeloa, East Kapolei, the West Oahu campus, and Hoapili. Areas to complement the 
"Green Line" are available, for example, for park and ride and other transit support 
facilities. This alignment connects to the 485 acres of vacant City property in Kalaeloa, 
a major asset for the benefit of the entire island. 

The Salvation Army recently announced that Hawaii is the recipient of a $110 million gift 
from the Joan Kroc Foundation for a Kroc Community Center. This center will sit 
directly across from the future West Oahu Campus, along the North South Road, and 
will target low income families and children. We believe it is important that the transit 
system facilitate access to this facility for these families. The "Green Line" addresses 
this concern. 

Let us keep in mind that a significant portion of the developments in the Ewa Plains 
offer affordable housing for our working families. Having better access to the "Green 
Line" means better access to jobs, schools, commercial, and public facilities on the 
island. Having better access to the "Green Line" gives these families the choice of 

Misc. Corn. 'No  .
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having one car or no car. This is a savings of $6,000 per year, or $500 per month, for 
each vehicle, gasoline, and other vehicle expenses (Source: Surface Transportation 
Policy Project, 2006, data for Honolulu). $500 per month is a significant amount of 
these families' budgets. 

DHHL supports a transit system along the "Green Line" which includes the Saratoga 
Avenue — North South Road — Farrington Highway alignment in the Ewa Plains. The 
"Green Line" offers the best ridership benefits and TOD potential. Importantly, it will 
serve that segment of our working families who need better access to transit and who 
can benefit from having the choice of not relying on their cars. 

Thank you for this opportunity to testify on this measure. 

AR00070507 



Girt CLERK 
HON O 	HAWA'I 

NJ' ina a, Dot S. 

From: 	 Janet Kanja Ukanja@hawaii.rr.com ) 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 10:38 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Expressing my concerns 

Donovan, 

This is your former teacher writing.... re: the mass transit: The 

Council must decide tomorrow. I do not blame the Ewa residents for 

being terribly huhu/anger with your selection that bypasses Ewa. I 
believe very strongly that the route should bring into Honolulu the 

people living miles away from the city and are caught in grid-lock 

everyday or who have no means or few options in finding 

transportation into town to get to work. These would the people in 

the Leeward District. A fast efficient system of transporting people 

would probably help unemployed people to seek jobs in town, also. 

The route to U of H Manoa is great and would help the University with 

its horrendous parking problem. In addition to determining the route 

of the line, I think the route that includes Kapolei and Ewa through 

to U of H would be best for we residents. A spur to Waikiki is one 

that could be added later. First, be sure that you help people who 

have to get to work. I know that the argument can be made that local 

people work in Waikiki and must also get to work. But with limited 

funds an efficient bus shuttle system from a rail station in downtown 

Honolulu would be best at this time to move workers into Waikiki. Do 

remember that we who live mauka of Pearl City need a park and ride 

lot or a bus shuttle system that takes us from Mililani, Wahiawa and 

the North Shore to the nearest station. Perhaps an investigation 

into the establishment of jitney vehicles may alleviate the use of 

The Bus system to shuttle people. 

Re: future developments - Planned development around rail stations 

are needed and to keep businesses and residential buildings from 

being built close to them is not a good plan. The open space should 

be reasonable. A radius of a quarter mile away from a station 

appears to be unreasonable—to me, that is too far away. Building 

codes will need to be changed so that structures near stations can 

avoid noise and air pollution. In cities with mass transit 

businesses and apartments are built to take advantage of the stations 

that bring commuters/riders in closer proximity to them. 

Re: Maintenance of roads and sidewalks are pathetic. All 

governments should set aside a percentage of its annual income for 

maintenance of their properties. By the way, as I observe my 

surroundings I firmly believe that pedestrian walkways should be 

fully paved with grass planting areas eliminated. Too many owners 

of property ignore keeping these areas trimmed for walkers. 

As a constituent in the district you represent, I hope you are always 

1. 

DEC 22 9 30 WI 06 

RECEIVED 

Misc. Corn. No. 2150  
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open to suggestions and comments. 

Janet kanja 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 	 RFCEiV 

From: Pakala@aol.com 
	

DEC 21 5 03 r;1 DS 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 10:51 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Tam, Roq;cc.?,Actla ,_,LFollnyAkro, Gary 

Cc: 	Djou, Charles 

Subject: Mass Transit Thoughts 

Dear Council Members: 

I know you're working hard on this tremendously expensive mass transit solution. But you 
should be aware that we the people know that it's not really about easing traffic congestion; it's 
all about delivering more jobs to the Hawaii Public Workers and the construction unions. The 
socialist Democrats think that everyone will follow some higher ideal (didn't work in the USSR or 
China) and will use the mass transit system. Well, anyone who has worked directly with the 
public should know that people will follow their (human) nature. They want everyone else to use 
mass transit so they can drive their cars in lighter traffic. The only people who will be using it 
are the poor, i.e. students, seniors and maybe a few hotel housekeepers. The majority of those 
riders will be subsidized by either senior or student passes like on The Bus and there'll be no one 
to actually pay for the tremendous cost except us taxpayers. A true example of the most 
expensive and inefficient form of redistribution of wealth possible. That's life in the Great 
Socialist Republic of Hawaii!!! 

Mahaio for your clarity! 

Philip Keat 
Retired Banker 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Misc. Corn. No 2151'  
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
	

ECE WED 

From: 	Darrell Kicker [dkicker@gmail.com ] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 8:54 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Cc: 	Apo, Todd K 

Subject: Oahu rail must include Ewa Beach 

Dear Council Chair Dela Cruz, 

DEC 21 	0L  ii 06 

CiTY CLERr, 
HONOLULU, h.4W.=5-,!, 

Please do what you can to keep the council from sabotaging rail on Oahu. The change in the line that 
was reported last week--which would exclude Ewa Beach and Kapolei--was shocking to me. Please 
stick with the route that has already been studied extensively. 

To me, this is simple. A rail line must include Kapolei and Ewa Beach, must stop by the airport, must 
extend to UH Manna. And ideally, it would include a stop at Aloha Stadium and a spur to Waikiki. 

I currently live in Honolulu but will be moving to Ewa Beach in February. I am not addicted to my car, 
drive as little as I possibly can and would use rail extensively. 

Thank you. 
Darrell Kicker 

711 Palani Ave #A5 
Honolulu, HI 96816 

Misc. Corn. No. 2i52  
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 
Sent 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 8:48 AM  
To: 	 Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, BarkiMra(lbjot.i ,,)  a es -;Kciygayashi, Ann H.; 

Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 
Subject: 	 Transit: No rail, please!! 	 C :TY C 

t-q)NOPI' 

Dear Council Members, 
I have known Mayor Mufi for years and consider him a casual friend, but on mass transit, I 
believe he is being too much of a friend to certain big players. I have been been 
attentive to both sides of this issue for many years, and I cannot help but conclude that 
rail is a bad deal (except to certain big players, that is). I believe that it would be 
an abuse of your stewardship of Oahu and the state to allow the rail option to proceed. 
Please consider other options. 

Ronald Kienitz, DO 	- 	Medical Director 
Concentra Medical Centers 
545 Ohohia Street 
Honolulu, HI 	96819 
808 831 3000 
Fax 808 839 2764 

i": 
Ronald Kienitz [dr.dakine@hawaiiantel,net] 	

RruE vr- 
 

, 

Misc. Corn. No. 2153 
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Honolulu's rail project will be financed by the largest tax increase in the 

history of Hawaii, but that still will likely not be enough to construct 

this rail system. In the alternative, I support looking at an elevated toll 
system built above I-1-1. An elevated toll way will cost less than a fourth 
of what it would cost to construct a rail system and can be paid for with 
tolls rather than a tax increase. The City of Tampa recently constructed a 
12 mile elevated toll system connecting their downtown to their suburbs for 
$420 million. After seeing how cost effective Tampa's elevated toll way 
worked, earlier this year the cities of Ft. Lauderdale and Birmingham opted 

- 	- Misc. Corn. No.  2154  
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OM( CLERK 
Fujinaga, Dot S. 
	 HONOLULU ,  HAWAII 

From: 	 Ronald Kienitz [dr.dakine@hawaiiantelnet] 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21 2006 6:27 PM 	 n ig c  

To: 

	

	 Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; DjkiCC21?arleP, laIshi,tiAnn H.; 
Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: 	 Transit: No rail, please!! 

RECEIVED 
Dear Council members: 

fully agree with Councilman Djou's take on the situation expressed below. 

If you don't think that what happened to Seattle regarding cost overruns 

wouldn't happen in Hawaii, you should take steps to legalize marijuana. The 

whole point of this thing is that overruns will occur, and this is why the 

unions and construction industry want to get us into the quagmire so deep 

that we can't get out of it once we figure this out. This whole push is 

bought and paid for them, It will harm the state.. It will harm the 

county. It will harm the people. That is, with the exception of the 

construction industry and union type people. 

Please don't pass it. You are the ones that must be held accountable. Make 

the hard but right choice, please. 

Ron Kienitz, DO 

19 Pilipu Place 

Kailua, HI 96734-2120 

Thank you for taking the time to contact me. I want you to understand that 
I recognize that a rail system can bring benefits to our community. I am 

concerned, however, about the enormous cost of such a rail system. When 

originally estimated, a rail system was to cost Oahu taxpayers $3 billion. 

Now the estimate for a full rail system build out will cost $4.6 billion, 
and even a truncated system that does not connect to UH or Waikiki will 
still cost $3.6 billion. (Put in context, it would be cheaper to buy the 

300,000 households on Oahu a new car than to build the rail.) The City of 

Seattle had a terrible experience when a rail project was originally 

estimated to cost $4 billion, but ended up costing $14 billion before voters 
there pulled the plug on the system. 

AR00070513 



to construct an elevated toll way instead of rail systems. 

Please continue to share your thoughts with myself and all of my colleagues 

on the Honolulu City Council - it is important for the council to hear your 

views. Aloha and best wishes! 

Charles K. Djou 

Councilmember, District IV (Waikiki, East Honolulu) 

Honolulu City Council 

530 South King Street, Room 202 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Phone: (808) 547-7004 

Fax: (808) 550-6689 

Email: cdjou@honolulu.gov  

Web: www.honolulu.gov/council/d4  

Dear Council Members, 

I have known Mayor Mufi for years and consider him a casual friend, but on 

mass transit, I believe he is being too much of a friend to certain big 

players. I have been been attentive to both sides of this issue for many 

years, and I cannot help but conclude that rail is a bad deal (except to 

certain big players, that is). I believe that it would be an abuse of your 

stewardship of Oahu and the state to allow the rail option to proceed. 

Please consider other options. 

Ronald Kienitz, DO - Medical Director 

Concentra Medical Centers 

545 Ohohia Street 

Honolulu, HI 96819 

808 831 3000 

Fax 808 839 2764 
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The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and Members of the City Council 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chairman Dela Cruz and Members of the Council: 

RE: 	Testimony in support of Bill 79 (2006), CD2 FD1 relating to the selection of the 
locally preferred alternative. 

Mahal° for the opportunity to provide testimony on bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 relating to the 
selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

Mr. Chair, as the former Councilmember of the Salt Lake/Airport area, I believe that the 
route of the rail transit line should include both Salt Lake and the airport. To leave either one 
out would be a disservice to the community. Having rail access to the airport will do much 
in alleviating traffic congestion in and around the Nimitz area while providing a much 
needed service. Similarly, the transit line will provide a huge benefit to a high density 
corridor of housing and condominium units within the Salt Lake area and tap a lucrative pool 
of potential rail transit users. You will not need to build a park and ride in this community. 

I urge you to work with the military and our Congressional delegation to get the cooperation 
needed to get this rail line to include both Salt Lake and the Airport. If we can put a man on 
the moon, surely we can do this. 

Sincerely, 

Donna Mercado Kim 
State Senator, 14 th  District 

Misc. Corn. No. ' 21 	 55  
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December 21, 2006 

Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
City Council 
City & County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FD1 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Council Members: 

The Sand Island Business Association and its 112 small businesses support the passage of the 
above stated Bill. 

We believe this route provides the best choice to service the public. As we have,jestificd before, 
action on this mass transportation project must begin now. 

Very truly yours, 

o ney K 
Executive 1 irector 

Misc. Corn. No. 2156  
vnx. JSpN5  rfflon ,  06.1121 0 

SAND ISLAND BUSINESS AOCIATION 
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BENJAMIN SAGUIBO 
thesinm Manager/Secre ■ ao - Treasurer 

MELVIN A. CREMER 
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CLAYTON SAGUIBO 
Vice Presisienr 

JAMES I. KUROIWA, IR. 
Reeordiag Secretary 

HERBERT LOO 
Executive Board 
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Executive Board 
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SeTenni-M.-Arms 

LABORERS' INTERNATIONAL UNION OF NORTH AMERICA 
LOCAL 368 

Testimony by Wayne H. Kishida 
Hawaii Laborers' Union Local 368 

December 22, 2006 

In SUPPORT of Bill 79(2006) CD1 - RELATING TO TlaNSIT c-o 

Chair Dela Cruz & Members of the City Council, City and County of Hon'olulu: 

My name is Wayne Kishida, Organizer/Business Agent for the Hawafi Laborers g 
Union Local 368. 1 am speaking on behalf of our Business Manager Ben Saguibo and 
our 5000 plus members in strong support of Bill 79 (2006) CD1! 

t==I 
rri 
c-3 

FN..) 

First of all, I'd like to take the time to thank each one of you for all the time and effort 
you and your staff put forth on this momentous issue that will benefit generations to 
come. One of the most encouraging observations of the process this time around is to 
see Labor Union and Business Leaders as well as all levels of the public sector unified 
in support of this much needed project. This is what was lacking the last time. 

We are here not only to fight for future JOBS for our members but also for the 
improvement in the Quality of Life of all workers and their families which not having 
to be behind the steering wheel in traffic will allow them to do other things. 

We encourage you to select the 28 mile route from Kapolei to University of Hawaii by 
way of the Airport the so-called KALAELOA-AIRPORT-DILLINGHAM-
HALEKAUWELA ALIGNMENT with an ADDITION OF A SPUR TO 
WAIKIKI. We believe that this route will maximize ridership and provide for 
opportunities for partnerships with the private sector, the State and Federal 
governments that will provide much needed funding to offset the overall cost of the 
project and lower the City's share. We feel the whole project should be planned out and 
phased in as funding is available. 

We urge the City Council Members to support Bill 79 (2006) CD1 and finalize the 
Mode and the Route (Alignment) and leave Technology to a later date. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this testimony. 

Misc. Corn. No. "2157  
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CITY CLERK 
Fujinaga, Dot S. 
	 HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: cork [cork@hawaii.mcoml 

Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 8:41 AM 

To: 	Undisclosed-Recipient; 

Subject: PLEASE VOTE NO ON RAIL 

BEC ZZ S 43 AH '06 

RECEIVED 
I am writing to ask that you vote "no" on the rail system. You should not be 
pressured into making a decision without further consideration of alternative transit. 
The price tag is way too high and I truly do not believe enough people will use it; if 
we build an alternate plan I believe it will be used by more of the population: it will 
also cost less and the cost will be spread out more evenly. Also, it will take less 
time to build and be in operation sooner!! Please, please, do not feel you HAVE to 
support rail. This will FOREVER change the face of Hawai'i 	its people and its 
physical beauty .... and it will not be for the better. The union and construction 
companies can still make a lot of money using an alternative system. 

Corinne Kong 
Wai'alae 

RS. - Why are you eliminating bus stops?? One of those which was deleted was at 
the corner of 10th Ave. and Waialae 	a main artery into and out of Pablo Valley! 

Misc. Corn. No 	158 

12/22/2006 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 	 RECEIVED 

From: Darlene and Kerry Krenzke [krenz@hawailanteLnetilEc 21 5 04 ; 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 9:33 AM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H. 

Cc: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; 
Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Transit 

Dear Council Member, 

I support transit. However, Mufi's rail pipe dream may well derail Hawaii's economy. The per capita 
cost is too outrageous. While many Hawaii residents struggle to keep their financial heads above water, 
Mufi is fiscally profligate. Retired, on a fixed income, scraping by to pay ever-rising property taxes? 
Mufi's solution - get a loan! Working two or three jobs to pay the rent and keep food in your children's 
stomachs? Mufi's solution - increase the excise tax by 12 1/2 percent! 

In every poll I've seen, the majority of the public doesn't want rail transit, yet Mufi pushes rail as the 
only transit alternative. Why not take less expensive steps to move traffic smoothly? Make Honolulu 
more bus-centric and less car-centric. Run buses on convenient, frequent schedules. Mandate that city 
and state employees ride TheBus. Reserve curbside lanes on major two-way streets for buses or turns 
only. Reserve right lanes on major one-way streets for buses or turns only. Repair potholes quickly and 
repave streets regularly so those who must drive don't need to slow or swerve to avoid damaging their 
vehicles. 

I ride TheBus every day. On the plus side, it saves considerable money over driving and runs nearly 
everywhere on the island. On the minus side, TheBus is poorly run in many respects. Too many 
schedules are poorly thought out. On my usual route (Route 9), pickup times were recently moved 5 
minutes later. This on a route that runs on Kapiolani which will be torn up for years! Now I must decide 
- do I leave for work earlier (40 minutes earlier due to the inconvenient schedule) and lose productive 
time, or do I return to driving? Complaints about bad drivers, e.g., using a cell phone while driving, 
seem to fall on deaf ears. While TheBus says complaints will be addressed, cell phone usage while 
driving continues. I wonder how many people avoid riding TheBus because they fear riding with 
inattentive drivers? 

I worry that Honolulu's economy is heading for the proverbial (pardon the pun) train wreck. I wonder, 
will we see investments in Honolulu decline as it becomes even more costly to do business? Will the 
homeless population soar as the tax increase kicks in? Will graduates choose not to return to Hawaii to 
pursue careers (I know too many young people who have made just such a choice)? Will retirees leave 
for less expensive locales (we're still a few years from retirement, but this is something we are 
considering - we don't want to see our hard-earned retirement savings poured down the proverbial rat 
hole!)? We need serious consideration of sensible, economically feasible options, not blind fulfillment 
of Mufi's personal fantasies. 

 

Corn. No. 2159 
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At work, a main topic of discussion is the headlong plunge into what is perceived as the rail money pit. I 
hear many people bemoaning the fact that they ever voted for Mufi, while those who voted for Duke 
hope he (or someone else) will run in 2008. As I hear the anger being expressed, I suspect that Mufi and 
his ilk may never again hold political office in Hawaii. 

Put simply - dump rail, fix the streets, get new management for TheBus, save the economy. 

Kerry A. Krenzke 

2428 Narcissus St 

Honolulu 96816 

735-5726 

Live simply, so others may simply live. 

- Gandhi 

12/21/2006 
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CITY CLERK 
Fujinaga, Dot S. 
	 HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: 	Buck Laird [laird@lava.net ] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 4:22 PM 

To: 	Honolulu City Council 

Cc: 	info©honolulutraffic.com  

Subject: More time needed on Bill 79 	 RECEIVED 

In good faith, you set an arbitrary deadline of December 22, 2006. In equally good faith you need to extend 
the deadline indefinitely. 

There is considerable unfinished work that needs to be done before you chose a Locally Preferred 
Alternative: 

• Thoroughly examine and ruthlessly question the Alternative Analysis. Leave no option unaccounted 
for. 

• Insist on a truly pragmatic and credible long term financial plan, then have the courage to disclose the 
details - alarming as they will be - to all of the County's stakeholders. Give it to us straight 

• Determine all of the projectable costs for each alternative through 2030; then multiply the total by a 
factor that reflects the realities experienced by similar public sector transit initiatives. Practice reality. 

• Delay the 12.5% excise tax increase until we know what you'll spend it on...and whether it's really 
enough. 

• No elected official - on their deathbed - ever said, "I wish I'd been a little less diligent with those public 
works bills." Astuteness must be matched by thoroughness in your deliberations. Bill 79 will be your 
enduring legacy. 

Mahal° for your tireless work in service to our community. I join with all your fellow citizens of Honolulu in 
wishing you, 

Mele Kalikimakal 

Respectfully, 

Buck Laird 
laird@lairdchristianson.corn 

— 
"Be thankful we're not getting all the government we're paying for" 
Will Rogers 

Misc. Corn. No. ' 2160  

12/22/2006 
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Testimony in Support 
of Bill 79 (2006), CD1 

By Al Lardizabal 
2222 Citron St., 4303 
Honolulu, HI 96826 

December 22, 2006 

Honorable Members of the Honolulu City Council: 
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We thank the members of the Honolulu City Council for moving this bill this far into the 
deliberation process. Your courage and openness to hear all arguments in the debate on 
this controversial project merits deep appreciation by the residents of O'ahu. Now is the 
time to vote "up" or "down". 

We support the 28-mile Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila 
route with a spur to Waikiki. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this testimony. 

Misc. Corn. No. 61 
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Honorable Mufi Hanneman 
Mayor 
City and County of Honolulu 
mayor&ionolulu.gov  

RFCEIVE0 

DEC Zi 5 07 

CM' CLERK 
HONOLULU ,  HAW4' 1  

2527 Tantalus Drive 
Honolulu, HI 96813 
December 20, 2006 

Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz 
Chair, City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
dmdelacruzahonolulu.gov   

Honorable Rod Tam 
Councilor, el  District, City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
rtam@honolulu.gov   

Dear Mr. Mayor, Chair Dela Cruz, and Councilor Tam: 

Re: 	Honolulu Transit 

write solely as a private citizen, and I support the City building a rail transit system for 
Honolulu. It should be a full length system from Kapolei to UH that maximizes rider-
ship.' I favor service to the airport and Waikiki, but perhaps that can come later. 

The cost is high, but the cost of our present system in terms of wasted time, which means 
wasted life, is huge and growing. To do less than maximize rider-ship is false economy, 
and the system will not maximize rider-ship if it is only 20 miles long or doesn't reach 
UH Manoa. About once a month I attend the Wahiawa Neighborhood Board meeting 
and confront the evening rush hour traffic from downtown. 

We also need to see the big picture. We have a huge and growing dependence on 
petroleum for transportation that contributes to climate change and jeopardizes our island 
and national security, and our transportation system should help us use less imported 
fossil fuel energy. 

I prefer an alignment that preserves visual beauty 2  and provides ease for commuters as 
much as possible. I think a line that goes closer to the heart of downtown rather than 
along the water front would do that. 

The Nov. 2006 alternatives report, page 3-28, says that Kalaeloa — Airport — Dillingham — Halekauwila 
should attract the highest ridership. 

hilisc. Corn. No. 2162  
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Even with a rail system, we need to encourage and help people to share rides, walk, and 
bicycle for transportation. Most cars and trucks carry only the driver; if everyone shared 
rides we could reduce congestion considerably. More walking and cycling will both 
reduce the number of car trips and promote health and enjoyment. 

Respectfully yours, 

s/Laurence K. Lau 

S 

2  Honolulu must also fight to preserve and enhance the city's beauty as much as possible. This value is 
more important to us than most people acknowledge and is worth a separate discussion. I will accept some 
trade-off on beauty for the rail system, though. 
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OM CLERK 
Fujinaga, Dot S. 	 HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: 	 Lorrin Lee [lorrin@lorrinlee.corn] 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 6:50 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Nice to have vs. Need to have. 

Aloha Councilman Donovan, 

Let's not bankrupt Honolulu with a transit system that 100% are 

forced to pay for and only about 5% will use. That 95% will remember 

this when voting comes around again. 

As a council member, you are obligated to represent the interests of 

the majority, not the minority. The minority are mostly the ones who 

don't own a car. Ask all the car owners in your district if they will 

use it. And, at what cost. If it costs $5 each way, 2 ways- --- $10 a 

day. About $200 a month to use it to commute. $2,400 a year. How many 

would use it daily to work? 

Remember... 

"Is it a nice to have or need to have for the majority, not minority?" 

I would like to see a stop to the GET increase and a hold on the 

transit situation until more complete study is made. Also, in 

construction the rule is... It will normally cost twice as much, take 

twice as much time, and cost quadruple to maintain. 

If we can maintain our parks and roads, how can we maintain an 

expensive rail transit system, which in not immune to malfunctions, 

graffitti, and more. 

For everyone's sake, I hope and pray you make the right decision, 

Lorrin L. Lee 

### 

500 University Ave #2415 

Honolulu HI 96826 

Ph: 949-5000 

CEC 22 9 30 Ali 06 

RECEIVED 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Lenora Leu [lenoleu@msn.com ] 

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2006 9:52 AM 

To: Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

To Donavan Delacruz 

We are opposed to a fixed rail system as the Locally Preferred Alternative. I urge you to vote 
against any such proposal when the final reading of sill 79 occurs on friday, December 22, 2006, 

Loy Fook Leu 
Lenora Leu 

Misc. Corn. N '2164 
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Dear City Councilor: 

Rail Mass Transit is the way of the future and an invesite"eAt 
generations. I can not imagine some of the world's biggest citi 
without their subways, "L" trains of other modes of multi-ca 
These cities will be at a standstill and at economical ruins without them. 
Honolulu has been ripe for mass transit for some time. The time is now to build it 
before it gets more and more expense to do so. The so called pundits who 
oppose multi-car mass transit have cost the taxpayers of this system billions and 
enough is enough.  I don't want a pearl salesman setting the future mode of 
the Honolulu's transportation anymore. Yes he has the right to his opinion  
and so do I!  

The facts are clear, the geography of Honolulu with the vast majority of its 
population are laid out in a linear fashion. Except for the central portion 
surrounding Pearl Harbor the city is a relative thin strip of land between Hawaii 
Kai to Makaha. This makes it ideal to run a mass transit corridor down its 
center or urban core to efficiently move a mass amount of people. Mass 
transit opponents like to point out how challenging it for Los Angels to run a cost 
effective mass transit system but cities like L.A. are spread out (urban sprawl 
caused by the invention of the modern automobile) which makes for a transit 
system to have a spoke and hub design which is obvious more costly because of 
the many spokes or branches to build with less population density at the ends of 
the rails to serve. To get from lets say the west to the northwest one has to 
always pass the crowded central hub then almost turn back to get where one has 
to go. Not as an efficient system like a linear one is that could be waiting for us 
in Honolulu. In L.A. I use my rent a car to get around using the outlining 
freeways to literally get around the city not thru it. 

Another important fact not only challengers of rail as well as city officials must 
realize is that rail mass transit should not be a system by itself but the 
backbone to our efficient and successful bus system. If know people who 
come in from Makaha to Waikiki on the bus, it takes forever because of the 
countless stops, accompanying commute/commerce traffic moving on the same 
roadways and the transfers between buses. With an integrated rail/bus line and 
a convenient and expedient transfer system on and off the bus, a rail car would 
zip my friend across Honolulu's urban core in a few moments, saving hours of 
commute time a week. Having too many stations and the rail stopping at 
each station, during peak traffic hours, is almost as bad as a bus stopping 
at each bus stop. The city must think of the rail line like the elevators of a 
supertall highrise. No elevator goes to every floor, that would be very inefficient 
and people will be riding the elevator half the day if they work on the higher 
floors. Engineers of these buildings design certain express elevators to go only 
to sky lobbies at certain levels on the way up and from there people transfer and 
catch shorter elevator cars that travel only to the particular floors that the certain 
sky lobby serves. An effective rail system should work the same. 

Misc. Com . 'No. 2165  
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Stations should be the transportation hubs of certain neighborhoods using the 
now familiar and neighborhood friendly, smaller, more environmentally friendly 
"local bus" as feeders to the important stops of the area like, schools, shops and 
the mass transit station. The rail cars at these stations will serve as an express 
to the desired neighborhood one wants to go then catch another friendly 
neighborhood bus to get closer to a particular place to complete ones journey. 
Some stations should accommodate, "drop off', "park and ride", safe 
scooter or bike lock ups and the rail cars should accommodate "bike on 
board". The ultimate commute would be "Bike-Rail-Bike. Now that's the future 
way to go. 

Another misleading subject the anti rail group uses is the assumption that mass 
transit will not stop traffic jams. Well guess what, they are right! Ideally people in 
the Urban core use the rail to free up traffic coming in from the north, and 
windward side but as long has people love their cars and think there is no 
alternative even when the rail cars whiz by as they are stuck in gridlock 
there will always be traffic. It might take a generation to get rid of this "I don't 
care" attitude and habit of "me and my car" but rail needs to be in place when 
that happens. Because of the fore mentioned narrow geography of Honolulu the 
ocean and mountains limit our growth to go denser and higher in the core of the 
city. The new housing high-rises in Kakaako illustrate that fact. These same 
geographic barriers also limit alternate detours to go around the city by car so 
even worse gridlock is imminent. Even if mass transit has full ridership and the 
population still grows gridlock will eventually reappear but can you imagine if rail 
wasn't there? It would be like New York City today with out the subway. Think of 
the future now. Thank heavens for the modularity of rail, in the future you 
can add more cars to the trains or add more trains or get faster, safer more 
technically advanced trains without buying more property or condemning 
more buildings. 

I do believe we should sacrifice and build the rail to UH Manoa campus, 
When the 25,000 staff and students are not in school there is a difference in 
traffic but the relief will be a temporary one as the population grows but 25,000 
people going to the same place will appreciate the alterative especially with their 
parking problems. Moiliili would also be a good place to expand the rail 
system in the future to the East side of Honolulu like Kapolei would be a 
good place to continue the rail line to the West. 

As I mentioned since rail should be the backbone of the city's transportation 
system maybe the straightest, shortest rail line is the way to go for the cost 
savings and the express times. The city will have to be sensitive to 
populated neighborhoods like Ewa, Mililani, Waikiki and others with a 
different type of transportation station that through dedicated lanes and with 
arcticulated buses can zoom people between this bus station to the nearest rail 
station that is built to handle the transfers of big bus loads. Dedicated lanes work 
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in this situation because these vehicles end up at a rail station not at a bottle 
neck. These dedicated bus lanes will give the "me and my car" people stuck in 
traffic rail envy also because they know that's where the express bus riders are 
all heading on the same city transpo pass that works from the "local" bus to a 
Waikiki schuttle with the rail in between. Also there is to many stops on the rail 
proposals now. Save money and build less stations but build better stations to 
handle feeder buses, park and ride and other functions_ Quality not quantity. 
This will again make for more of an express system. 

Visually rail should be least obtrusive structure as possible. Hawaii is the 
most beautiful place on earth so we have to keep it that way. That is why of all 
the versions of rail the monorail seems the best with least visual impact or cost. 
Elevated rail seems the way to go because of the minimal stop nature of rail and 
minimal disruptions to the auto traffic below. Perhaps if the cities coffers grow in 
the future so can the opportunities to put parts of the rail line underground. As 
long as we use the "no taller than coconut tree" rule and we remember that rail is 
for the dense part of the city where the 30 story cement and glass skyscrapers 
are found. Now if we could combine monorail with magnetic (MAV) 
technology that would be perfect. You don't want to go to slow and you 
want to go quietly. 

Why opponents of rail push elevated toll ways for cars and buses is beyond me. 
The structure is wider thus costlier and visually more blatant. And further more 
when the buses and cars come to the end of the toll way they just arrive to a 
bottle neck because of the gridlock caused by the regular street traffic that these 
toll commuters are adding too. And this system doesn't help with pollution of the 
combustion engine nor our reliance of foreign oil. Yes, I know whatever 
generates the rail system uses oil also but that can be changed with an 
alternative fuel source before they change trucks and automobiles, less 
corporations and politicians are involved. Remember; to build the future we 
need to build it now while it's cheaper. Too bad we didn't build the future 
years ago. Please don't make that mistake again. 

Mahalo 
Matt Locey 
Architectualist 
47-448 Hui lo Street 
Kaneohe, HI 96744 
Ph. 239-2684 

AR00070529 



Page 1 ofl 

Dela Cruz, Donovan M 	 IVF 

From: MAZDA4@aol.com  

Sent: 	Wednesday, December 20, 2006 8:02 AM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H. 	 CITY C ER 1{, 
HONOLULU, HAWA'I 

Cc: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; 
Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Mass Transit 

Mrs. Kobayashi, 

just read in today's paper you are primarily responsible for changing the transit route away from Ewa. 
Lady, have you lost your mind? This route is part and parcel of the costly study and deemed viable in that 
report. Your insensitivity as to the need of those of us who are trapped in traffic on a daily basis is appalling. 

You must support and amendment that will reinstate the Ewa route to any approval. To do less is a failure on 
your part to the citizens of the Leeward region. 

don't know if there is a recall process for this kind of failure, however, there are many willing to explore that 
possibility. Please don't take this as a threat but a promise. 

will tell you I am against rail period but what mode of people mover is agreed upon it must include the tax 
payers stuck in traffic from this region. We are slated to grow by some 20,000 units over the next 15 years. 
That is roughly the same time frame it takes to build the approved system. You cannot rationally build us later. 

It is time for you to rethink your proposal and decide that we have value in this beautiful land. We are not 
pawn's in a political debate about traffic woes. The problems out here have been real for a long time. 
Government did not do it's job when allowing uncontrolled development in this region. Infrastructure has been 
sorely lacking and clearly has not kept pace with that development. 

Please Mrs. Kobayashi do the right thing and include us in the final approved route. You will feel better for that 
decision in the end. We need a Christmas present from you and the rest of the council. 

Merry Christmas. 

Sincerely, 

Robert M. Lloyd 

 

Misc. Corn. N 2166 

12/21/2006 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

RECEIVE1) From: 	 MaryAnne Long [malong@lava.net ] 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 7:26 AM 	r 71 1---,  nr, P4 vriC 
To: 

	

	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, CIP1§1 ,1460Tarti, nd; 7Abo,uPodd K; Kobayashi, 
Ann H.; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: 	 S-T-O-P 	 CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWA. 

To the Honolulu City Council, 

PLEASE, stop and think of the consequences of your rail vote. Taxpayers cannot afford the 
burden of rail and Oahu cannot be visually blighted with the concrete guideways. 

It appears that there are so much conflicting info on costs, ridership, etc. Will the 
train attract just those who already ride the bus? What good will that do? 

There must be cheaper alternatives - more busses at more convenient times on dedicated 
lanes? •elecommuting? staggered work hours? special busses to UH? City workers issued 
bus passes and using some of the parking spaces under City Hall for other purposes. (I 
worked as a City Council aide for 7 years and rode the bus from Hauuia every day.) 

Why not postpone the vote and really find out what people want! 

Please think long and hard about the costs of light rail before you vote. Do not burden 
this City for generations to come. 

MaryAnne Long 
Hauula 

Misc. Corn. No. 2167 
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December 21, 2006 

Joseph M. Magaldi Jr. 
88 Piikoi St, Suite#1702 	 c=,  

rn 	ca 
Honolulu, HI 96814 	z 

r-.> 	r--  ---1 
'X. 	 ....e- 

r> 	CD  r- 
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The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and Members of the City Council 

530 South King Street, Room 202 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Councilmembers: 

Subject: Bill 79, (2006) CD1 Testimony 

Submitted herewith for your consideration is my testimony concerning Bill 79. You may 
know me as the chair of the Transportation Commission, but I am providing this 
testimony as a resident and private citizen of the City & County of Honolulu. I fully 
support the passage of Bill 79 CD1 with one exception. I believe that the route selected 
should be the "Green" route as delineated in the Alternatives Analysis. 

Not improving the transportation infrastructure in Oahu's rapidly growing Ewa and 
Central Oahu regions is simply not an option, if public policy directs continued 
development of the "second city" to provide affordable housing and locations for new 
employment opportunities. 

We must move forward now for the benefit of all of the citizens of Oahu, we cannot wait 
any longer. 

Joseph 	agaldi Jr. 

Misc. Corn. No 21  
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
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To 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Dj4,4,0hal1tet9tobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	Ro 

Subject rail vs bus; rigidity vs flexibility 

I am an express bus rider. It takes 45 minutes for my commute from Makakilo into Town. No transfers. No 
stops. Why is the rail better than this? If the rail is built, rather than endure multiple transfers and the stop and go 
ride of the train, I think I might go back to driving to work. 

If I had a vote, I'd go with dedicated, grade separated bus lanes. It need not be a contiguous system but rather 
overpasses or underpasses through the congested areas. Transit stations won't be necessary. We'll just use the 
present bus stops. I don't have any cost figures but common sense tells me that this alternative will be a lot 
cheaper. 

Makakilo Resident 

Misc. Corn'. N 
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From: Vernon Okada Evernon.okada@uokada.corn] 

Sent 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 9:44 AM 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
	

P ECE iVED 

From: Ruby Marcelo [ruby_marcelo@hotmall.com ] 	 DEC 21 5 07 	th) 
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 6:20 PM 

C !TY CLERK 
To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; IDjoij,ppppip§;,K0ayaspOnn H.; Tam, 

Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Leadership for After the Rail Vote as well. 

To the City and County of Honolulu Council members, 

The vote this Friday is crucial, monumental, and will take your leadership abilities. As policymakers, 
your peers, through elections, have charged you with deciding for the present and future of the island of 
Oahu. The stakes are high not only in cost, but in future benefits as well. As policymakers, you have 
the information before you from various voices in the community, cost-benefit studies, etc... on the 
future of mass transit for the island of Oahu. As you know, your decision will not only impact the 
residents of Oahu, but visitors, future business and residents. 

Some will argue that it is past time for a rail. Some say that it will be too disruptive and improving the 
current bus system is the way to go. Some say it will bankrupt the taxpayers of the state. All these 
voices have the right to speak and are speaking to you through the various forums-as I'm sure your 
email, mail, phones are overflowing with opinions. On behalf of my friends and family still living on 
Oahu, 1 would ask that whatever decisions you make on Friday--after that vote, move forward with your 
work for the island of Oahu. Do not dwell on the what-ifs, the citizens of Oahu elected leaders therefore 
no matter the vote show us that leadership. 

Ruby Marcelo 
Formerly of MiMani 
Currently Silver Spring, MD 
1701 E-W Highway, Apt 306 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 

Get free, personalized online radio with MSN Radio powered by Pandora. Try it! 

Misc. Corn. No. '7170-4--' 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 	 Karen Mason [komason@speakeasy,net] 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 8:35 AM 
To 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Light rail 

Dear Councilman Dela Cruz, 

RE CE 

ElEc ZI 5 04 rm 'ob 
CITY E. 

HONOLULU, 

I am a long time resident of Honolulu and am a strong proponent of mass transit. However, 
I strongly oppose light rail. This is the most expensive transportation alternative and 
may bankrupt the City and County. Moreover, it is unlikely to have a significant impact 
on 
H-1 & 5-2 traffic. 

The highest priority in my mind is fixing the bus system, which is broken. We need 
management and accountability, so that buses run on time and make the stops they are 
scheduled to make. Without this, a light rail system is doomed to failure, as very few 
people will use the rail line without transferring to or from a bus. 

If you vote for the proposal before the Council concerning a fixed mass transit route, I 
STRONGLY URGE YOU TO INCLUDE EWA in the route. Without this, the new system is almost 
guaranteed to fail to reduce traffic. 

Thank you for considering my opinion. 

Sincerely, 
Karen Mason 

***********************-*********** 

Karen Mason 
3039 Alencastre Place 
Honolulu, HT 96816 USA 
Tel +1 808-734-3076 
Fax +1 808-734-3081 

Misc. Corn. No. 21-71  
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c elle Spalding Matson 
President, Waikiki Area Residents Association 
Member, Aloha Tower Advisory Group 

FROM : 	 PHONE NO. 	 Dec. 22 2006 10:21AM P1 

HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL 
SPECIAL MEETING 
DECEMBER 22, 2006 	 RECEIVET 

BIL 79, CDI, CD2 and FD I 	DEC 22 8 32 A, .06 
RELATING TO TRANSIT 

CITY CLFR 
TESTIMONY IN ,SUPPORT OF MANAGED EXPREWUAvitigNi. HWA 

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION TO A WAIKIKI SPUR 
AND ELEVATED BLIGHT ON THE WATERFRONT 

TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT  OF RE-DOING THE ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS 

Honorable Councilmernbers: 

Both the Waikiki Area Residents Association and the Waikiki Neighborhood Board have taken strong 
positions opposing an elevated spur in Waikiki. Other neighborhood boards have strongly supported the 
Managed Lane Alternative and have called for repeal of the General Excise Tax Increase. Three 
newspaper polls have demonstrated that 55% of Oahu's citizens oppose a fixed rail alternative. 

A managed fixed guideway is the sound fiscal and planning solution. 

Sound planning principles, cost benefits and tax burdens must be considered by taking one section at a 
time. The Managed Bus Guideway will take less time to construct and will relieve traffic congestion 
faster and more effectively, with greater speeds and fewer stops. 

The Alternatives Analysis is fatally flawed — it must be done over! 

The first fatal flaw is the total absence of evaluation of major_protected skuls along the waterfront route — 
Aloha Tower, Irwin Park, the Dillingham Transportation Building and Mother Waldron Park. The 
Alternatives Analysis, specifically its required Environmental Report, makes no mention of these at all, 
although all visually and physically impacted sites were to be legally considered in the Alternatives 
Analysis. If the Honolulu waterfront is impacted by the fatal mistake of an elevated guideway, the vital 
visual character and integrity of the centerpiece of Downtown will be lost 

The second  fatal flaw is the stronomical cost of this ro osal. A full alignment from Kapolei to Manoa 
will cost Six Billion Dollars (56,000,000,000) 4  an amount the present General FAcise tax increase cannot 
meet. The bond interest requirement will be Five Billion Three Hundred Million Dollars 
($5,300,000,000), and the subsidy and operating losses will be Four Billion Four Hundred Million Dollars 
($4,400,000,000). That is a total of Fifteen Billion Seven Hundred Million Dollars ($15,700,000,000) 
which does not even begin to consider Hawaii's traditional cost overruns, and the forced taking of 
private property and consequent legal entanglements over the right-of:way. 

Please think long and hard about the step you are about to take, 
and the legacy you will leave behind. 

Your legacy can be the beginning of the Right Solution 
for Honolulu's People and Sense of Place, 

or you can remain trapped in past mistakes with the 
Railroad to Tax Hell. 

Sincerely,  

Misc. Corn. N 
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From: Susan Matsudo  tit 
(Address will be provided over the phone if you want it. I do NOT vi*nt it c -)  

publicized on your website.) 
541-2283 (work) 

(Please do NOT publicize this on your website) 

cs  
TESTIMONY FOR BILL 79 

DECEMBER 22, 2006, 10 A.M. 

I have been living in Ewa Beach for 14 years, moving from the McCully area in 1992 
because that is the only area that my husband and I could afford at the time. We have 
seen the traffic in and out of Ewa increase with each passing year. While development is 
good, the infrastructures of our roadways should more than accommodate the amount of 
housing developments so that the traffic is manageable. Both the City and the State have 
failed in this area, and we need to do something NOW about managing the traffic 
congestion, especially in the Ewa/Kapolei area. We need a good transportation system to 
go through Ewa where housing development is still being planned so that we can 
minimize the amount of vehicles going in and out of Ewa. 

If we fail to include Ewa in the route of this transit system we are planning, then I 
demand that we stop all housing developments IMMEDIATELY, even pulling back 
already approved peiiiiits to developers to build!! The roadways in Ewa can no longer 
support all the development that is going on! Housing development is growing faster 
than the improvements and widening of the roadways in the Community! 

have visited Washington DC, Boston, and San Francisco where traffic congestion is as 
bad as in Honolulu; and the transit system works very well in those areas. We can have 
one just like those cities, and we need to start it NOW. Along with the transit system, we 
also need a bus system that will work timely with the transit to transport people from 
their homes to the transit stations and return. We should also look at limiting the amount 
of vehicles registered per household to one, and increase car registration for other 
vehicles registered to that same household in order to encourage the use of the transit 
system. The additional registration fees can also pay for the future transit system. 

I therefore ask the Council to stick with a plan for a transit system for Oahu, and make 
sure that the first line goes through the Ewa community. 

Respectfully, 
Susan Matsudo 

Misc. Corn. No. . 2173  
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City Council, City and County of Honolulu 
Special Meeting 

Friday, December 22, 2006 
To the Honorable Donovan M. Dela Cruz, and Council Members 

Testimony on the Honolulu High Capacity Transit Project 
Bill 79, CD 1 

My name is Harry Mattson, Associate State Director, Advocacy for AARP Hawaii. We 
are a national membership organization for people 50 and older with 150,000 members in 

Regarding the LPA, our preferences are clear. 

The West Kapolei to Manoa alternative will serve more people, it is a better mobility 
option and it will serve many more Oahu communities where seniors live. Likewise, the 
Airport alignment generates more trips, adds an important destination to the route 
(Honolulu International Airport), connects the line to major military installations and, in 
the final analysis, makes for a financially stronger alternative. 

We prefer this alignment because having more transportation choices such as rail transit 
will benefit seniors and others snuggling with our high cost of living. In auto-dependent 
areas like Hawaii, a significant portion of personal income is spent on transportation; 
whereas in places where folks have transportation options, only about 9 percent of 
income is spent on transportation.' In fact, according to the 2004 State of Hawaii Data 
Book, Hawaii residents spent 34% of their income on housing and 18% on transportation. 
The amount spent on transportation is even higher than that spent on food (13%). 

Further, national data shows that more than one in five age 65 and older do not drive. 
Non-drivers make 15% fewer trips to the doctor and 65% fewer trips for social, family 
and religious purposes. This means that drivers go out an average of 8 times per week for 
these purposes and non-drivers only 3 times a week. This lack of social contact is 
detrimental to the emotional well-being of older people (Findlay, 2003). Also, this lack 
of mobility means that non-drivers 65 and older make less than half as many shopping 
trips and half as many trips to restaurants and other places to eat. Their ability to 
contribute to the economy is limited by their lack of -transportation options. 

Thank you. 
'Reconnecting America: Center for Transit-Oriented Development 

Misc. Corn, No 2174 
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("1-Pt CLERK 
•HONOLULU,  HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: McCullough, Matt C [matt.mccullough@nmci-istcom] 

Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 10:25 AM 

To: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann; Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; 
Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; °kin°, Gary; Garda, Ntittreinternann, Mufi 

Subject: NO on mass transit! 

Dear Mayor and Council members, 

The answer to the overpopulation and therefore the congestion & pollution in transportation is 
to stop population growth. Our little island can not sustain any further resident or visitor 
population. Instead, we must place a moratorium on new building. It better solves the 
transportation and other overpopulation issues in a much more upstream and fundamental 
way. The construction industry which may oppose this idea could be appeased by generous 
redevelopment credits for rebuilding or refurbishing existing structures. We must not allow the 
population density or footprint of the island to grow any more. 

Congestion and pollution in transportation can be solved via alternative means. For the kind of 
money a train would cost (not to mention the disruption of construction for many years) to build 
and operate, and considering how inflexible it is to travel to and from the train, a choice and 
incentives based economic model could be placed into use instead. New and emerging 
technologies could be used for: 

1. A virtual toll system whereby peak time drivers are charged and non-peak time drivers are 
not charged (or even paid!) 

2. Computer controlled driving whereby all cars drive themselves and interact in such a way to 
reduce traffic (computer controlled flow), reduce fuel consumption (computer controlled 
drafting of cars in tight formation), and public transport (sharing seats in self driven car). 

3. Relocating Aloha Stadium to outlying area (such as Wahiawa) since it causes weekend 
congestion and does not have sufficient capacity for flow or parking. This space could then be 
used for a transit center, parking with feeder buses into town, etc. 

Thank you, 
Matt McCullough 
Hawaii Kai 

Misc. Corn. No. ' 2175  

DEC ZZ fI2L Afl Q6 

12/22/2006 

AR00070539 



December 22, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair 
and City Council Members 

Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

R 

.BEc 22 6 314 1,kt 5 

CITI 	r, 
HONOLULti ,  

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

Re: Bill 79 CD 1 (2006) Relating to Transit 

On behalf of the West Oahu Economic Development Association (WOEDA), I wish to 
express our appreciation to you for the courageous decision you are about to make. This will 
certainly be your legacy for many generations to come. We hope that you will indeed support 
the full route from West Kapolei to U.N. Manoa. We also urge you to support the route that 
includes Kalaeioa and the North-South Road. 

Yes, we would like to be able to say that we've saved money, cut back or reduced 
expenses, but sometimes this makes us focus on the wrong things. Cheaper is not 
necessarily better. You can buy cheap shoes and celebrate the fact that you saved a few 
dollars. However, when the shoes end up unused or discarded because they hurt your feet or 
break easily—we have actually wasted money rather than saved money. So it is with transit. 
We can save some money now by choosing the shorter route but this may mean throwing all 
that money away when transit ends up not working because the route selected was not the 
best option. 

Transit presents the opportunity to drive economic development particularly in West 
Oahu. A study has shown that the economic growth rate is higher in regions with more diverse 
and less auto dependent transportation systems. Improved mobility and connectivity stimulate 
the economy. Businesses can more easily interact and trade. Consumers can more easily 
find and compare goods. So at the end of the day, please consider more than the mere cost of 
the project or the ridership numbers. Think about the many economic, social and 
environmental benefits to be gained. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

d 

Theresia C. McMurdo 
President 

Misc. Corn. No •: 7̀.:176 
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Jay McWilliams Day@hawaiireporter.com ] 
Thursday, December 21, 2006 4:30 PM 
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=C. 

Dear Council members: GrY 
I am against a rail system for Honolulu. I am against a General Excise Tax 
increase. Both would hurt the people of Hawaii, especially those on fixed 
incomes. This option would not help congestion. And the project benefits a 
few, such as private landowners, developers and union workers, while forcing 
everyone else to pay for this fiasco project. 

I would support a High Occupancy Toll road, which would be built with 
private funds and paid for by its users. It would be put together off site, 
and do the least to disrupt current traffic. It would be useful during times 
of disasters, so the more people could evacuate if necessary. The rail would 
be dead if the power were out and would help no one during a time of 
emergency. 

When the mayor talks about quality of life in Hawaii, it is amazing that he 
says those words in relation to a rail system. He obviously has never lived, 
worked and played around such an awful thing. Believe me, the only ones who 
live, work and play around rail stations are people who have few options. 

Imagine you are on the Board of Directors of a huge corporation, and you 
must be accountable for your decisions Taxpayers are the shareholders and 
we are counting on you to come up with the best solution for our needs. 
Imagine you couldn't keep taxing us out of our homes and had to work within 
your budget. If this were the case, the rail option would never have made it 
to the table. 

Act responsibly and do what is best for those of us who would like to 
continue to live, work and play in what is already the best place in the 
world. 

It's almost Christmas. Please give the taxpayers of Honolulu the best 
present ever and kill rail forever. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Council Meeting Testimony 

Dec. 22, 2006 	10 a.m. 	In opposition to Bill 79 

Jay McWilliams 
2110 Damon St. 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822 
Phone: 808-551-2686 

- Misc. Corn. No. 2177  
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 	 Pat Meyers [patmeyers@hawaiisr.com ) 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 8:15 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 TRAINS 

WE NEED TO VOTE ON THIS RIDICULOUS RAILROAD BOONDOGGLE!!! 

- RECE/VET, 

DEC 21 5 04 

CITY CL.ERr, 
HONOLULU, HAli, 

WE, THE TAXPAYERS NEED TO HAVE A SAY IN MUFFT'S MAD SCHEME OF THINGS- 

DO NOT COMMIT US TAXPAYERS AND OUR GREAT GREAT GREAT GRANDCHILDREN TO A LIFETIME OF HIGH 
TAXES FOR A RAILROAD THAT WILL HAVE NO PASSENGERS! 

PAT MEYERS 

Misc. Corn. No. 2178  
MI■nilliimm..111••■•11■...1.1■,•1  

2 

AR00070542 



23 06 06:32a 	Phillip Michaels 
	

autle4ttulabo 

Phillip Michaels 
46-187 Lilipuna Road 
Kaneohe, Ill 96744 '--Phaile_ 620,0 .2337--o z-04. 

December 20, 2006 	 cc c rn 

--e 
To All City Council Members: r- 

rn 	CP  -. r - (-- 
N 	P" 13  

Vote "No" on rail transit.  
-p. C 

No one ever estimates any major construction project realistically in terms of cost or in 
terms of time to completion. They are always underestimated. Consider the H-3 and H-1 
airport construction estimates and the actual costs and the decades to completion. 

Rail transit will not decrease, and will increase, traffic congestion. 

In the past three years you have not been able to get the decrepit roads paved, the massive 
potholes filled, or the standard maintenance performed at the schools and universities and 
parks, so how are you going to maintain a rail transit system? You won't! 

Rail transit will increase corrupt political practices in Honolulu. Consider the December 
18, 2006 Honolulu Advertiser headline: "Firms land contracts despite donation fines." 
Therein lies the real underlying motivation for rail transit! Greed and political 
opportunism. 

Have you calculated the per taxpayer cost of a $4 billion, or $6 billion, or more likely $12 
billion dollar rail transit system. Please do the math—even at $4 billion, with how many 
taxpayers on Oahu (please do not include the children and dependent elderly, etc.). 
Divide the former by the latter, and you get disaster, particularly when you multiply times 
two for families with two adults. 

Have you calculated the political costs for those who take us into such a debacle? 
Politicians who support rail transit will deservedly end up with the same degree of 
visibility that Jeremy Harris now has. 

You have the people who expect some personal payoff coming to testify in favor of this 
project. The little guys and gals who are going to get stuck with the ridiculous bill for this 
make work project are too busy trying to make a few more dollars to pay for the property 
tax increases and home insurance increases that now amount for some of us to about 
400% to 800% of what they were 10 or 15 years ago. 

Enough is enough! Stop it! 

Corn. No 179 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Joe Miller [josky©hawaii.mcomi 
Thursday, December 21, 2006 2:04 PM 
Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; 
(Nino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 
RAPID TRANSIT DECISION SHOULD BE DELAYED 

RTEE!VEI.  

1 re ilashi5A02 HWeipla, Romy; 

CITY CLERK 
HONOOLU, HAW  

From: 
Sent 
To: 

Subject: 

Dear City Council Member, 

I am writing to ask you to delay a final decision on the Rapid Transit Issue, scheduled 
for December 22nd. It is clear that this monumental transit decision and tax increase are 
being hastily adopted, when the facts are not there to warrant it. Further studies need 
to be instituted to avoid a catastrophic mistake, which will be associated with your name 
forever in this state. 

Your consideration would be greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Joe T. Miller 
700 Richards Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Misc. Corn. No. 2180  
2 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
	 E  v ;2: i • 

From: 	Daniel Mita [danIrn2@hawaiiantel.neti 
	

DEC Li 	0 (Ai 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 10:46 AM 
	

JfI C 
To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Kobayashi, Ann H. ?IONOL Ll LU, 

Subject: Rail Transit 

First of all my family and I, who live in Kapolei, say "yes" to rail. I agree with Kyle J.K. Chock in the 
Advertiser's "Island Voices" in the 12-21-06 issue.. The City Council must have a vision for the future and not be 
hamstrung by worries about fiscal ability. For Honolulu to proceed to greatness in the future, you've got to take 
risks. No risk, no failure and also no progress. Population growth and automobile ownership and environmental 
harm are unquestionable but vehicular movement solutions are limited. 

There is obviously a need to educate our citrizenry who don't require their cars for work, to leave their cars at 
home when going to and from work . Except for occasional errands that make it necessary, they need to be 
educated that mass transit is a good substitute for driving. 

They can be taught when the public transporation system meets their needs for convenience in the intervals of 
transit availabilty, location of transit stops within a half mile or so from their home and workplace and reasonable 
costs. One problem with the express bus system is that in every case, it operates only into downtown Honolulu in 
the morning and out of Honolulu in the afternoon. In Kapolei there is only three offerings of express bus service. 
Hawaii Kai, in contrast, has many more express buses available. But their return in the opposite direction back to 
Hawaii Kai is done "out of service". What is needed is better transit intervals throughout the day in both 
dirrections to make the people understand that the mass transit system is the way to go. With the rail system, this 
is possible. 

Let's remember the growing population of senior citizens who may not be able to drive as they advance into 
their 70's and 80's. 

Let's look into the future and not duplicate the City Council of two decades ago when they nixed the rail 
system. 

Daniel Mita 

Daniel M. Mita 
91-204 Opio PI 
Kapolei, HI 96707 
Tel: 808-674-0351 

 

Misc. Corn. No '2181 
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CITY CLERK 
Fujinaga, Dot S. 
	 HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: Laurie Miyagawa [kilanifender@hawaii.rr.com ] 
9 	' 6 

Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 7:28 AM 	 BEC 12 	30 MI 0  
To: 	Garcia, Nestor; Okino, Gary; Cachola, Romy; Tam, Rod; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Djou, Charles; 

Marshall, Barbara; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K 

Cc: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann 	 RECEIVED 
Subject: Transit System 

RE: Mass Transit System Route 

As a taxpayer, I will in theory be paying for our mass transit system, I would like to 
suggest that you take another look at rerouting it through Kalaeloa as the land is 
already owned by the State or City. Businesses in Kapolei will not have to suffer 
loss in sales through the construction period. An example are those small Wahiawa 
businesses that suffered losses when Kamehameha Hwy was widened. The 
City/State would not have to purchase land from owners. All these savings can be 
applied to extend the route to the UH. Imagine the relief it will bring to thousands. 
The sooner we get started the better as labor and material costs will rise the longer 
we delay. 

Respectfully, 
Laurie Miyagawa 
Wahiawa Resident 

Misc. Corn. No, 2182 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: 	 Albert Morgan [hancol@hawaii.rr.comj 
Sent: 	 Friday, December 22, 2006 7:58 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 (no subject) 

Good Morning and Merry Christmas, 

This day you will be casting the most important vote for our future. 

A vote for transit is committing the taxpayers of Hawaii to a heavy 

burden for a transit system which needs much more investigation and 

study before such a vote. 

I ask that you vote to postpone todays vote until a later date. I also 

ask you to vote to postpone the tax increase. 

Thank you very much. 

Albert Morgan 

182 Aikahl Loop 

Kailua, HI 96734 

CITY CLER$. 
itoki,CIL ill IL 4WM1 

DEC 22 9 30 Ati '06 

RECEIVED 

Misc. Corn. No. 2183 
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CID' CLERK 
HONOLULU ,  I-14WAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Steven Morgan [Stevenmorgan©hawaii.mcorna 
	

DEC Z2 3 30 AN '06 
Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 7:10 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Rapid transit 	 RECEIVED 

Please don't vote to go ahead with fixed rail proposal. it won't fix our traffic problems and will cost too much for 
too little, please investigate more options like elevated toll roads. 
Steve Morgan 
Kailua 

Misc. Come No. 

12/22/2006 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 	 Art Mori [amori@netserver05.charninade.edui 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 3:24 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 The Rail 	

rn 

Dear Councilmember, 	 rn 

Here are the reasons that we oppose the rail. 	 F 	 rti 

• 

The bus system can and must be upgraded: on time, posted schedules, exp 	aJap•feeder 
lines. Have you ever taken the bus and witnessed the chaos? It must bliErep5Mgable. 
Other cities all over the world can do it. Why not us? 

Cr7 

Do this first. Some people might just get out of their cars. This is far, far cheaper 
and possibly could cut down on the existing traffic. 

So long as the traffic situation does not improve, put a moratorium on new residential 
building. This would mean taking on developers and the construction industry - not an 
easy thing to do. However, there is little doubt that the present rail proposal is a 
colossal Christmas present for those who would asphalt over the entire island. You have 
the General Plan on your side - reread section 1, objective A -- Control the Growth! Can 
you really maintain that Oahu has not exceeded its carrying capacity? 

When the city can demonstrate to us that they are running the bus system efficiently and 
controlling growth and the gridlock still persists, then let's talk about fixed guideways. 
This reminds us of building the H-power facility prior to establishing a real recycling 
program. 

Finally, pease recall that Congressman Abercrombie was the cheerleader for our last white 
elephant, the Convention Center - what expertise! 

Sincerely, 

Val and Art Mori 
571 Hao St 
Honolulu, HI 96821 
373-4386 

Misc. Corn. No. -21-85  
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 	Wendy Mow-Taira twmowtaira@earthlink.net ] 	 BEC Z 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 8:34 AM 	 CIT 
To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Thea,W114Cabliela'tflorny; Okino, 

Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Cc: 	Djou, Charles; Marshall, Barbara 

Subject: 	Please vote no against the rail system as an alternative 

Importance: High 

December 21, 2006 

Aloha mai Council members Dela Cruz, Apo, Kobayashi, Tam, Cachola, Okina and Garcia, 

I have been following the discussion regarding the rail system in our newspapers for some time and have been in 
discussion with some of my friends and colleagues. I feel strongly that I need to speak up at this time against the 
rail system because of the cost. I don't believe that O'ahuts population can support the on-going cost of such a 
rail system as we just don't have the kind of numbers that you will see in other cities with rail. I would support 
some type of extra toll highway combined with an increased bus system that would better meet the needs of our 
communities. Would putting more express buses on the road help or special lanes for buses to make them more 
efficient? My concern is that once the rail system is in place, we will have the burden of maintaining it even though 
the ridership may not be able to sustain the system and our taxes will go up further to support it. I hope when you 
vote on Friday, you will keep some of these possible options open instead of deciding that the only option is a rail 
system. I also think that we may need to make some hard decisions about limiting the numbers of cars on the 
road. Can we limit the numbers of cars per person or per family? More cars per family/person would mean 
higher taxes! 

Mahal° for the opportunity to share my mana'o with you all. 

Wendy Mow-Taira 
6033 Haleola St. 
Honolulu Hawaii 96821 

Misc. Com . 'No 2186  
12/21/2006 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

  

   

From: sH@Wn [frog5448@yahoo.comj 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 7:10 AM 

To: 	Garcia, Nestor; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Raii transit 

Dear Mr. Garcia and Mr. Dela Cruz, 

DEc 2i 5 05 	'OS 

C T*1 	L Nr, 
HONOLULU ,  HA'14'4' 

Could you please let me know how come Central Oahu (Mililani and Wahiawa) and the North Shore are 
being excluded from the rail transit service? All I hear about the rail transit has been the focus of the 
exclusion of Ewa Beach. What about us? Public hearings were held in Mililani and there was strong 
support for the rail transit to include our area, but I have not heard one word about why we were not 
even considered on the route. We're all going to be paying for these new taxes and it doesn't seem fair 
that we're all being taxed for something that we may not even use. I understand that not everyone on 
this island will be affected by the rail transit, but it only seems natural to include the other part of the 
"bottle neck" problem of the H2 merging with the HI from the other side of the island as well as Ewa 
Beach, Could you please explain this to me? 

Happy Holidays and thank you for your time and cooperation. 

Shawn 

Shawn K.. K. Murakawa 
frog54480)vahoo.com  

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http://mail ,yahoo.corn 

Misc. Corn. No. '2  87 
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CM CLERK 
HONOLULU ,  HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Sanford Murata [smurata@hawaiisr.com ] 

Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 8:02 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Djou, Charles 

Cc: 	Steve Terada; Justin Murata; Daniel Terada 

Subject: Mass Transit Issue 

Dear Council Chairman Dela Cruz and Councilmember Djou, 

DEC 22 9 30 AM '06 

RECEIVED 

I urge that you delay the start of the rail transit tax increase and further investigate fully a comprehensive multi 
modal transit solution before deciding on rail as the Locally Preferred Alternative. I do not believe that we know 
how much it will cost to construct, operate and sustain a rail transit system and I am concerned about its cost 
effectiveness and affordability. Other traffic congestion solutions should be more carefully studied and considered 
before a decision is made about the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

Thank you for considering this request. 

Happy holidays! 

Sanford Murata 

Misc. Corn. No. -2188  

12/22/2006 
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Deja Cruz, Donovan NI 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Lorna Nagamine flornanagamine@hotmail.coml 
Thursday, December 21, 2006 3:16 PM 
Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; 
Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 
Rail concerns 

 

t-_711 

Aloha Councilmembers, 

 

_ 	C-7 

I have several concerns regarding the rail system that I hope you will km4p•im ■mindcwhen 
you vote: 

l- The goal of this project was to alleviate increasing traffic problemg er:r-,_ 	rn 
But everyone is now in agreement that this will not be the panacea and tfo43 , s Irg.s 
changed. It is now touted as the "alternative" means of transportation t4a;t ,  will glp to 
make Honolulu a modern day city with increasing development. Who decided*&iataialis was 
what the citizens of Honolulu wanted for their fair city? Do we want to be anot.her 
Seattle, LA, NYC, Atlanta? When did we say we wanted increased development inFair city? 
We are a small city and can not nor want to be compared with those metropolis'. We are 
moving away from the real problem...the traffic, and have not looked at the reasons and 
solutions for the problem. 

2- At a potential cost of over $6,000/person, is it truly economically "reasonable" to 
build a rail simply to provide an alternative means of transportation? Remember, unlike 
taxes where you can force us to pay, you can not force a person to ride. 

3- The people of Hawaii haven't been given a reasonable idea of the cost breakdown of this 
endeavor, and how it will be financially supported. What is the proposed budget for a rail 
system and how much of it will need to be supported by state tax dollars and ridership? If 
neither is sufficient to cover the cost of the maintenance of the system, do we raise 
taxes again or simply increase the cost of the ride? 

People are not going to give up their cars, nor purchase _Less cars because we have a rail. 
If the Mayor thinks the answer to our traffic woes rests on the rail system, he is sorely 
mistaken. You can't take a 4 billion dollar plus project and say it's the first step or an 
alternative. At 4-billion dollars there needs to be some reassurance that it is the final 
solution. 

4- Is a shortened system that doesn't include Waikiki and OH even worthwhile? When OH 
isn't in session, the traffic is considerably lighter. 
One can only assume that many people are driving to OH. Once the West Oahu campus is 
built, the students will no longer need to commute the purpose of the campus). Traffic 
will be eased and not due to the rail. 

5- Of the numerous rail systems built throughout the US, few have been completed on budget 
and many have experienced outrageous cost escalations. 
Of recent State and City projects, how many have actually been completed on time and on 
budget? Not many. The cost burden will fall on the citizens, our children, and 
grandchildren, a majority of whom will never use the rail on a daily basis. 

If you are seeking alternatives to alleviating the traffic problem, here are a few 
inexpensive methods that haven't even been tried: 

1- Change the work week system for State and City workers. Look at alternative work hours. 
Introduce 10 hr/4 day systems. You would not only be able to offer longer service hours 
for the people, but on each day, 20% less employees will be commuting to work. 

2- Eliminate subsidized parking for State and City employees. I realize this is a Union 
issue, but as long as people can afford to park in downtown, what incentive do they have 
to take public transportation? 
Let Honolulu be on the forefront of creativity. Try some alternative, creative means of 
dealing with our problems. Why are we seeking to build the most expensive means of 
transportation for the few people that it will actually benefit.: .at a cost burden that 

2 
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everyone for generations to come, will need to share. If we invest in our children's 
education, it is to make this State a better state for the future. When we invest in a 
rail system, how does this make the future city better if we can not afford to maintain 
it? Look at our Medical School, we can not afford to maintain it. It was said that if we 
build it, the scientists and the biotech companies will come. You can not make them come. 

Please remember.. .You can not make people ride. As the biggest economic and political 
decision you will make, do not be influenced by the Mayor's "we can not afford NOT to 
build it". We can not AFFORD it period. The quicker the people of Hawaii realize this, the 
quicker we can move on. 

Thank you, 
Lorna Nagamine 

Your Hotmail address already works to sign into Windows Live Messenger! Get it now 
http://clk.atdmt.com/MSN/go/msnnkwme0020000001msn/direct/01/?  
href=http://get.live.com/messenger/overview  
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Centex Destination Properties Hawaii 
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Hicks Enterprises 

Kip Kamoto 
KUD International, LLC 
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Honorable Donovan DelaCruz, Chair 
City Council 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

RE: Bill 79, CD1 "Relating to Transit" 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council: 

I am Karen Nakamura, Chief Executive Officer of the Building Industry Association of 
Hawaii (BIA-Hawaii). BIA-Hawaii strongly supports the passage of Bill 79, CD1 and the 
selection of the fixed guideway alternative. The fixed guideway alternative can bring new 
opportunities for residential housing, including affordable housing, and new retail and 
commercial development. The fixed guideway alternative also incorporates concepts of 
"Smart Growth" and "livable communities" in our existing urban core. 

A fixed guideway supports a viable economy and a better quality of life by reducing 
commute times and offering riders more opportunity to spend quality time with their 
families. While the fixed guideway transit system will not eliminate traffic congestion, it 
will help to slow the growth of traffic. The Building Industry Association supports the 
Mayor's and Council's choice of a fixed guideway alternative and the longer 28 mile route 
to UH Manoa. 

For these reasons, BIA-Hawaii supports the fixed guideway) transit alternative. 

Thank you for the opportunity to share our views. 

Karen T. Nakamura 
Chief Executive Officer 
BIA-Hawaii 

' Misc. Corn. No 2190  

1727 Dillingham Boulevard, Honolulu Hawaii 96819 
Telephone (808) 8474666 Fax (808) 842 -0129 E-mail: biaadminbia-hawaii.com  

www.bia-hawaii.com  
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Dec. 22 2006 12:17AM Pi 

F4K 6-A — lc 

FROM : Panasonic FAX SYSTEM 	 PHONE NO. : 5212621 

To: Chair and Members of the City Council 	December 22, 2006 
Honolulu Hale 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813-3077 	

DEC 22 6 a Al '06 

CITY CLER r( 
Bill 79 (2006) 	 HONOLULU, i.-i41,C1 

Do you have a realistic financial plan to construct, operate and maintain this 
train? Can we afford this 4-6 Billion expenditure without raising taxes and 
still take care of our aging sewer and water pipes, FIX our potholes, and 
implement recycling and all necessary services? 

Vancouver's sky train integrated with buses and ferry covers an area much 
larger than our whole Island of Oahu. Ours just covers a sliver of a corridor. 

Please no train—It does not make sense to spend multi-Billion $ if it is not 
going to ease congestion. One earthquake and your train can be rendered 
useless. And if you plan to use one highway lane for the structure, it will 
create gridlock. 

Acquisition for the right-of-way was estimated at 600+ million dollars. This 
is extremely conservative. They must be using 1980's property valuation. 
Added cost here. 

Consideration must also be made to construction cost over-nm and how 
costly this will be. Underground is a maze of electrical and telephone wiring, 
sewer, water, drainage pipes, the Navy gas line in the leeward area and who 
knows what else. 

For 4-6 Billion dollars you can do many things to ease the traffic. You can 
easily build a beautiful 4-year college campus in the leeward area with 
emphasis on electronics or medical or whatever and it won't take as long to 
build as the train. Then, we should have express buses every 10 minutes to 
Pearl Harbor, airport, downtown,Waikiki and the UH. 

The train is definitely not the answer. 

Ruth Nakasone 
Pearl City, 111 96782 
Ph: 455-3196 

Misc. Corn. N 2191  
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Alden Ng Epapabearang@hawaliantelneti 

Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 7:53 AM 

To: 	Kobayashi, Ann H.; Djou, Charles; Marshall, Barbara; Garcia, Nestor; Okino, Gary; Cachola, Romy; 
Tam, Rod; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K 

Subject: Rail is not the right solution for Honolulu 

I urge all of you to reject rail transit as Honolulu's solution to it's traffic problems. 

and all of my colleges agree, that that given the City's track record with even it's core services, there is 
no doubt the rail transit project will not be built anywhere near it's proposed budget. 

Rail transit will not bring relief to Honolulu's traffic problems. Mayor Hannemann continually says that the 
biggest problem we face in Honolulu is traffic congestion, yet the Mayor's own team admits that the rail system will 
not significantly reduce congestion. 

Common sense would tell you that if I got on at the first stop of the thirty stops that has been proposed, if the train 
stops for just three minutes at each stop that's almost an hour and a half of waiting while trying to get to the end of 
the line. There is no time savings. The easiest, most convenient and most cost effective method of commuting will be 
to drive our cars! 

Rail transit will be the taxpayer's nightmare! Our pockets are not deep enough to buy into this multi-billion dollar 
show pony for the Mayor to pin on his chest for all to marvel at. 

Again, I urge you all to put the brakes on the Mayor's runaway train. 

Alden Ng 
Pablo Valley, Honolulu 

Misc. Com . No. '2192  
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Sihnicholl@aol.com  

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 9:33 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Against light rail system 

Ri7f.:EINEE 

DEC 21 5 o Er 

CT Y CLERK 
HONOLUtti, 

Aloha, 

am a constituent living in Kahaluu. I DO NOT favor building a rail system. 

agree with Mr. Prevedouros commentary to The Advertiser dated December 21, 2006. 

"Delay the start of the tax increase. 

Investigate the absence of traffic congestion solutions in the Alternative Analysis. 

Insist that the Alternatives Analysis is corrected and enriched with the council's new alignment and investigates 
whether express buses on busways or HOT lanes are a better alternative. All these must be done before a 
Locally Preferred Alternative should be adopted and taxes collected." 

Sandra Nicholl 
47-365 Lulani Street 
Kaneohe, HI 96744 

 

Misc. Corn. No. 21.93 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M F CE 

DEC Z 	503 

 

From: 	Kelly O'Neill [koneill@hawaii.rr.com] 

 

Sent: 
	

Thursday, December 21, 2006 12:03 PM 	 CITY CLFJ r,  
To: 	Garcia, Nestor; Okino, Gary; Cachola, Romy; Tam, Rod; KobayashS544 -01J-thA0004Or1es; 

Marshall, Barbara; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Apo, Todd K 

Cc: 	Mayor ML/fi Hannemann 

Subject: The transparent motives regarding rail transit 

In the attached, Bruce Wong and Randy Yamine reflect the informed insight of most citizens. 

The -next election is only two years off. 

Misc. Com . No. 	 
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Rail will only benefit 
unions and politicians 

The most efficient form of 
transportation is driving a car. 
Don't distract from my point by 
bringing in pollution and global 
warming. Let's stick to efficiency 
and politics. 

Virtually no one rides TheBus, 
especially those who profess the 
benefits of public transportation. 
There is an obvious reason why 
no one rides TheBus or will ride 
DaRail for that matter. 

Parents drive their children to 
and from school. Will these po-
tential rail riders change their 
habits and let preschoolers and 
children under 12 ride DaRail? 
Why aren't they letting them ride 
TheBus now? 

We all know the answer to 
these questions, 

If I live at the top of 'Alewa 
Drive, Hawari Loa Ridge or any 
ridge in Honolulu, will the exis-
tence of a rail that is miles distant 
make a difference as to whether 
I use my car or a bus? The an-
swer is no. It affects these people 
like it affects those who live on 
the Windward side of D'ahu. 

The reason why people choose 

to use their cars rather than ride 
TheBus will be the same reason 
why people will still choose to 
use their cars rather than ride 
DaRail. 

The rail will benefit only one 
group — unions! And the politi-
cians who suck up to unions. 

BRUCE WONG I Honolulu 

AR00070561 



What are Mayor Mufi's Real Motives? 

When Mayor Hanneman ran for office, he presented himself as a fiscally responsible human 
He said his criteria (contrasted to Jeremy's enchant for visual impact), was 
"Do we need it?" and, "Can we afford it" 

Now, he's blatantly pushing a fixed-rail plan that will only benefit constriction-industry voters, 
will displace large numbers of eminent-domain citizens and will doom the City and County of 
Honolulu to eternal subservience to higher taxes to subsidize a monumental boondoggle, 
with no cost/benefit result. 

What's his motivation? 

He seems to be focused solely on his own future, with absolutely no regard for the future of 
Hawaii. 

Aloha, 

Randy Yamine 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 	 L °Sullivan [Ijkk0@yahoo.com ] 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 10:23 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Cc: 	 Matsuura, Reed H. 
Subject: 	 Support for Light Rail 

Dear Donovan, 

RECEfVEC= 

DEC 21 5 03 fd '06 
CI 

HONOLULU. ii4VIVI 

As retired senior citizens, my wife and I have previously expressed our strong support for 
the light rail mass transit option because of the future benefits that we know will be 
enjoyed by our children and grandchildren, who reside in the City of Honolulu to the 
Waianae Coast, and who visit from out-of-state. 
Our support was based on our experience in using light rail mass transit, versus driving, 
in the mainland US to enjoy visiting and touring various mainland cities. 

have also experienced the use of light rail mass transit in doing business with 
.government. For example, while on business trips to the East Coast, I sometimes needed to 
drive an automobile in the severe traffic congestion of rush hour traffic, both directly 
within the Washington DC city area and on the surrounding Beltway. This was not an 
enjoyable experience. Residents, who worked in or with offices in Washington DC, highly 
recommended their local light rail mass transit system as the most expedient and efficient 
way to conduct government business. They recommended parking my automobile at a lot near 
to a light rail station outside of the Washington DC area, and from there commuting to 
stations within reasonable walking distances of various government offices. 
These workers continually used the light rail mass transit system to commute between 
various government offices. Visiting Washington DC for business became an enjoyable 
experience for me because of the light rail mass transit system. 

In spite of any traffic congestion on our highways, a properly designed light rail system 
with adequate numbers of stations and adjacent parking lots will support the efficient 
movement of people. With Hawaii government offices now being relocated and staffed in 
both Honolulu and Kapolei. I envision light rail mass transit between both primary 
locations enhancing the operation of both government and business. 

Sincerely, 
Lloyd O'Sullivan 
68-040 Laan Paina Place 
Waialua, HI 96791 

Have a burning question? 
Go to www.Answers.yahoo.com  and get answers from real people who know. 

Misc. Com . No. ' 2195  
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RE: Bill 79 Relating to Transit 

Aloha Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the City Council, 

I am testifying on behalf of the Honolulu Board of REALTORS® (HBR) and our 5,500 
members on Oahu — in support of Bill 79 establishing a fixed guideway transit system. 

Although HBR has opposed the 0.5 percent increase in the general excise tax because of its 
burden to homeowners, we agree with the Mayor and most kama'aina that traffic is the 
biggest challenge to our quality of life. A fixed guideway system will be a critical aspect of 
traffic relief on Oahu because it offers the most efficient way to meet future transportation 
needs and accommodate growth on our island. 

Survey research by the National Association of Realtors® (NAR) reports that two out of three 
Americans are increasingly concerned about traffic congestion, with 62 percent saying traffic 
congestion is getting worse and 69 percent expecting traffic congestion to get even worse in 
the next five years. We would expect these numbers to be considerably higher in Hawaii and 
especially on Oahu. 

The NAR research also shows that next to crime rates and public schools, commuter 
concerns are the top considerations of most homebuyers in deciding where to live. On a 
scale of Ito 10, with 10 being very important, traffic and congestion on local roads (7.7) 
ranked third as an issue affecting housing decisions, followed closely by the cost of gasoline 
used to commute to work (7.1), and the length of time it takes to commute (7). 

Although this bill attempts to addresses our struggle with traffic congestion, it's really about 
how we — government leaders, the business sector, the public - accommodate future growth 
in our island community. We are not interested in just a short-term solution (10 to 12 years) 
to alleviating traffic congestion, but a long term process (30 to 50 years) that allows our 
communities to grow and prosper and that contributes to our quality of life — for our children 
and future generations. 

HBR is — like many others — concerned about the costs of this project and we would continue 
to oppose additional increases in taxes to fund it. To adequately support the infrastructure 
needs of communities resulting from growth, government at all levels should cooperate in the 

Misc. Com . No.  '2196  
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adoption of balanced, fair, equitable, and incentive-based approaches to finance these 
projects. 

Finally, HBR recognizes the need for government use of eminent domain in providing for a 
public purpose, such as utilities, transportation or affordable housing. However, Realtors® 
believe that protecting the right of citizens to be secure in their ownership of property is a core 
value. Eminent domain — when not used for the purpose it was intended - is wrong regardless 
who it benefits. We embrace a transit-oriented development approach to addressing the long 
term needs of Honolulu although we do not believe that it should be at the expense of private 
property rights, We encourage the City to again — consider incentives and collaboration with 
property owners when developing around the rail stations and use eminent domain as a last 
resort. 

"Communities can be shaped by choice, or they can be shaped by chance. We can keep on 
accepting the kind of communities we get, or we can start creating the kind of communities 
we want." HBR embraces using smart growth concepts to address the development 
challenges of our island community. A fixed guideway system is the first step necessary to 
enhancing our quality of life. 

Thank you for the opportunity to share our views with you. 

Sincerely, 

Joe Paikai 	 Rochelle Lee Greg son 
Chair, City Affairs Committee 	 Chief Executive Officer, HBR 
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Please be strong and d 

Sincerely; 

I ynda Pelayo 
Kaimuki 

Dear Charles, D' Jou,' 

Please, please :please do not forward With the crazy rail system for oUr isl rni  _ 
Everyone I kflOW thinks it is yet another exampleOf!gOvertintent gone .awry _not enough 
commoir,s'enp: -Wa .stjhk.tl:ie.rIV:pk*sli.:etir.izl::earned':#ibt4 : .4h0*pianping .for the 
future, The aOrlitiOnal tax:biardentliis ill put on e produtcrs may just be the straw that 
breaks out backs: 

A raised road system for either buses or toll paying cars appears to have more promise 
than What is currently on the table., Please be strong and do the right thing VOTE NO. 

Please know.thatthe Itiajority non ,uaion*orkingpeople . ht 1:44 stale --QPPOSE this rail 
option, This high cost:`-tnake rivpSiV proposal is not a real sohion to traffic problems in a 
state of our population size haven't heard ' sanyone talking about Ihe graffiti nightmare 
this willscreate. -Wes.already.114-4: -bmge.gragiti probkni on our island Coming from 
New York;I have seen the Magrietie draw any train is tb.rjOenile:delitiqueuts with a 
spray can. Won't this make Haáii more beautiful? 
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To: 	The Honolulu Advertiser 808-525-8037 
Honolulu City Council Members (808) 523-4220 Please copy to all council 
members. 
Panos Prevedouros 

December 22, 2006 is the planned final vote for the city council on fixed rail. Readers, 
and city council, read Panos D. Prevedouros' editorial. It says: 

• The train stops at every station, no matter where, no matter how many. The trate, 
ride will take longer than the drive, 	 7,1  

parking. 
will be me than 
used by 7Cof the 

Susan Phillips 
	 crJ 

148 Koupua Street 
Kailua, Hawaii 96734 
808-262-9626 
kailuastiqphawaiisr.corn 

• The train ride will cost more than the drive costs of gas and 
• The 'actual cost of the rail system is unknown. Regardless is 

estimated, and it will be paid by 100% of the county and not 
county. 

• Vote NO on fixed rail. Period. 

ilsc. Corn. No. ' 2198  
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Panos D. Prevedouros [pdp@hawaii.edu ] 	 [JEC 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 1:03 PM 	

C IT 
To 	CE faculty; me(aculty@wiiiki.eng.hawaii.edu ; eefaculty@eng.hawaii.ed0Petel)Prdpich;;: - 

cesen@eng.hawaii.edu ; ceems@eng.hawaii.edu ; ceephd@eng.hawaii.edu ; 
cestaff@eng.hawaii.edu ; Ashwin Sabapathy; Doug Meller; Goro Sulijoadikusumo; 
Ronald.Tsuzuki@hawaii.gov ; Casey Abe; Steven Ege; Franci.Teracia@hawaii.gov ; Bryan Kimura; 
Kalina Kama; Glenn Yasui; Brennon.Morioka@hawaii.gov ; Cathleen N Tokishi; Brewbaker, Paul; 
Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor; Rodney Haraga; Mufi Hannemann 

Cc: 	Albert Kanno; Bill Wilson; Cliff Slater; Dale Evans; darci@charleystaxi.com ; Dave Rolf; Gareth 
Sakakida; George Stewart; George West; Hawaii Highway Users; John Romanowski; 
ktanaka@hoikenetworks.com ; Lawson Teshima; Panos Prevedouros; 
rcreps@gracepacificcorp.com ; Reg White; Robert Moore; Steve Choo; Wayne Kawano; William F. 
Anonsen; Andy Mertz; Randolph F. Leong; John Brizdle 

Subject: Rail Proposal Vote Tomorrow at City Council 

The Council is poised to vote and approve a massively expensive heavy rail system for Oahu. Follow 
these links to see how eerily similar the 1977 arguments were. Video 1, about minute 3, see how 
consistent and insightful Ben Cayetano has been on this issue. Video 3 is most informative. 

Part 1: http://www.youtube.comiwatch ?v=XhDJzICKfuyk  

Part 2: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v —XhWzM9Riq8o 

Part 3: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=t1kyX2Gf8iw  

In 1977 the Honolulu Area Rapid Transit proposal was 12 miles to be built with 80% federal 
funding. 
In 2006 Honolulu is bigger by only 1/3, but the rail proposal is for 28+ miles and federal funding 
will be 20% at best. 

It's pretty clear that the battle will be lost tomorrow, but the war will be won. Much like Seattle, 
Honolulu is a smart town. Either its citizens will revolt, or its younger politicians will make an 180 in 
the next 2 to 4 years, to save their political careers. At any rate, the odds are better than 50% that 
eventually, like Seattle, Honolulu will bury rail. It has to. No City TWICE Honolulu's size has heavy 
rail. Such an expensive system requires a large enough populous to use it. We do not have it and we 
won't have it in the next 30 years. 

The past 30 days have been incredibly busy for many involved with this issue. Lots to read if you like 
(and there's much more on YouTube): 

Much more must be done before transit vote 
http://www.hono1uluadvertiser.com/ap_ps/pbcs.d11/artic1e?  
AID-420061221/OPINIONO3/612210301/1110/OPINION 

Experts disagree on ridership 
http://www.honol  uluadvertiser.comlapps/pbes.d11/article?AID=/20061207/NEWS09/612070354/1001 

Misc. Corn. No •■•■ 	■■•,••=1*....* 
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A Design for a HOT Expressway and Other Traffic Relief Projects for Oahu 
http://www.hawaiireporter.comistory.aspx ?f4fle356-bd98-4878-998a-e92d03a18c05 

Honolulu's Transit Alternatives Analysis Process: A Textbook Example of 
Doing It Exactly the Wrong Way 
http://www.hawaiireporter.com/story.aspx?dlabecf-7215-40ca-b145-7904ca6be5c7  

Myths and Facts About Roadways and Rail, Some Promulgated by the 
Mayor Himself 
http://www.hawaiireporter.com/story.aspx?90ad2ff7-954a-4d6e-8aa4-a5df0b6132f5  

Honolulu Needs a Respectable Analysis Report to Help Honolulu Make the 
Right Decision About Mass Transit 
http://www.hawaiireporter.eotn/story.aspx?d6581de9-ee07-4d89-bfe4-8ae3e62db404  

Commuting in America lii — The Third National Report on Commuting Patterns and 
Trends 
http://www.hawaiireporter. comistory.aspx ?e985ce30-eaf9-4878-9008-40e70c6469e1  

Little Truth in Honolulu City Administration's Pro-Rail Commentary 
http://www.hawaiirs_porter. corn/story,aspx?8d4d069e-b183 -4200-9221-5 ee21269532e 

Best wishes for the holidays! 
Panos 

-- 

Panos D. Prevedouros, PhD 
Professor of Transportation Engineering 
Department of Civil Engineering 
University of Hawaii at Manna 
TEL: (808)-956-9698, FAX: -5014 
http.://www.eng.hawaii.edu/-panos/  

12/21/2006 
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CITY CLEM(  
Fujinaja, Dot S. 	 HONOLULU ,  HAWAII 

From: 	 Susan Ramie [susiegscreations@msn.coml 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 20067:21 PM 30 '06 
To: 	 Apo, Todd K; Garcia, Nestor; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbar4tjZZ, Ctarl; 

Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachoia, Romy; Okino, Gary 
Subject: 	 Rail Transit - NO 

RECEIVED 
I am a resident in Ewa Beach. I was a bus rider for ten years up until three 
years ago. At that time my son started attending high school in town, so I 
began to drive into town, where I also work. 

Although I believe in public transportation, I beg you not to proceed with 

plans for a rail transit system. 

There are so many less costly alternatives that either have not been 

explored or have never been tried. It is financially irresponsible to 
neglect these less costly alternatives before leaping into the most costly 
project of all - rail! In fact, studies done in our state and other states 
that have already built costly rail systems show that rail DOES NOT reduce 

traffic. I hear all sorts of arguments about revitalizing urban areas, 
providing work for those in the contruction industry etc...., but that is 
not what you should be considering. This vote should not be about potential 

growth opportunities. It should be about whether a rail system will reduce 

traffic. All studies compiled with FACTS say it will not. 

Not only will this project certainly run millions, perhaps billions over 

cost estimates, it will almost certainly take longer to build than 
projected. Federal funding does not even begin to make a dent on the total 

costs associated with rail. Taxes will undoubtedly need to be raised again. 

I for one do not want this additional tax burden, nor do I want to pass it 
on to my children. Consider the certain financial burden this will place on 

the taxpayers of Oahu. 

Please look into other alternatives before you commit to rail. When and only 
when you have exhausted all other possibilities should you consider rail. 

Do not let yourselves be forced into thinking you have to make a final 

decision tomorrow - you do not and you owe this to your constituents. This 

issue cannot be rushed through without more thought being given to less 

costly alternatives and the implementation of those ideas. Prudent planning 
and execution of other less expensive options is what we elected you to do 

on our behalf. Please do not let us down. 

Find sales, coupons, and free shipping, all in one place! MSN Shopping 

Sales & Deals 
http://shopping.msn.com/content/shp/?ctid-198,ptnrid=176,ptnrdata=200639  

Misc. Com . No 22OO  
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From: Dave Reed [davereed@pixi.com ] 	 22 II 23 MI 06 
Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 10;46 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	 RECEIVED 

Subject: important message 

Dear City Council Members — 

There are too many unknown things regarding the selection of a route for the mass transit program — and 
that is not your fault, fault for lies with Congressman Abercrombie and Mayor Hannemann for 
"railroading" this project. The ONLY responsible thing to do is to vote NO and send Bill 79 back to 
committee for further study. 

Obviously, something needs to be done to ease traffic congestion, but what you do also has to 
accomplish that. There are no second chances when it comes to committing billions of our dollars to an 
illconceived project. 

Do the right thing - vote for no route. 

Dave Reed 

537-3797 

Misc. Corn. No. 22°1  

12/22/2006 
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CIPr CLERK 
Fujinaga, Dot S. 
	 HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: Robbin Reed [robbinr@hawaiisr.com] 

Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 7:34 AM 

To: 	Ape, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Mass Transit 

DEC 22 9 30 AM '06 

Dear Representatives, 
	 RECEIVED 

Please do not make this grievous error, committing all of us to such enormous debt when only 2% of the 
population which has access (i.e. not even considering the entire windward and hawaii kai ends of the island) will 
ever use the blight on our horizonsluml $172 MILLION per mile is literally Flgwy. Robbery!! And that is just the 
initial cost. ...granted government never maintains anything on this island (witness the roads, & the schools 
deterioration) but it will take expertise to operate the new system, etc. 

Your sensible citizens beg you not to vote us into this alternative disaster. 
Mahal°, 

R. Reed 

Misc. Corn. No 2202 

  

12/22/2006 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Trihog@aol.com 	 DEC 2,1 5 o3 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 12:03 PM 

To 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles' 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	 !-‘1 0 	1. U LU i W 

Subject: Rail Transit 

;,Tam, 

Dear Council Members: 

I want to express my full support for the rail line that transits the Ewa Plain (The 
Green Line) and terminates at Kapolei in the West, UH Manoa in the East. A spur 
to Waikiki would seem essential, particularly for hotel workers. 

To those of you who think otherwise I ask you to take a close look at some very 
successful rail projects elsewhere, most notably Singapore. Singapore is an island 
nation half the size of Oahu with four times the population. Their rail system is a 
mix of overhead, underground rail and people movers. It is clean, efficient, runs 
on time and is affordable to the general public. Private auto usage to the city 
center is closely controlled and these traffic laws are strictly enforced. 

Our island is sinking in a sea of automobiles with no transit option other than 
smoke spewing buses stuck in the same traffic as everyone else. Why are you 
trying to reinvent the wheel and arguing endlessly over a subject that should 
have been settled a decade ago? 

I could write volumes on this subject however, suffice it to say, it is my hope that 
the Green Line is only the beginning to an island-wide rail transit system that we 
can all be proud of. Vote to support this essential project and do it correctly. 
Shaving corners on the transit system coverage is akin to buying a $60,000 car 
without a radio to save money. Vote wisely, vote green. 

Richard Rees 
92-1509 Aliinui Drive #H 
Ko Olina, HI 96707 

808-679-0137 

' Misc. Corn. No. 2203 
 

12/21/2006 
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From: 	 Ian Robertson Eianrob@hawaii.edui 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 7:25 PM a 30 AM '06 
To: 	 Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; g r  gar6b; 

agobayashi@honolulu.gov ; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; cokino@honolulu.gov ; Garcia, Nestor 
Subject: 	 Please vote YES for rail. 

RECEIVED 
Dear Councilmembers, 

PLEASE VOTE YES FOR RAIL! 

am writing to strongly encourage you to vote YES for fixed rail rapid transit during tomorrow's council meeting. We 
missed the perfect opportunity to introduce rail in the mid 90's, and it would be twice as foolish to miss this 

opportunity again. Do not listen to the nay-sayers (including my colleague and automobile racing enthusiast, Panos 

Prevedorous) who are promoting HOT lanes and other dead-end automobile oriented solutions. We must not 
encourage even more vehicles on Oahu than are already here. 

Please have the courage to make the right choice - SUPPORT RAIL - all the way to UH Manoa. 

Thanks for your time, 

Ian Robertson 

Ian N. Robertson, Ph.D., S.E. 

Professor 
Dept. of Civil and Environmental Engineering 

University of Hawaii at Manoa 
2540 Dole Street, Holmes Hall 383 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822 
email: lanrob@hawaii.edu  

Phone: (808) 956-6536 
Fax: (808) 956-5014 

Misc. Corn. No. .2204 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 	 RECE!VEl3 

From: 	Phil Robertson [philrobertson@hawaii.rr.corn] 	 DEC 21 5 02 lii Ob 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 12:50 PM 	 CITY Ct 
To: 	Apo, Todd K 	 HONOUILU. H6'44 I 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Mass Transit 

Gentlemen and Ladies: 

I do not think anybody is going to be 100% on this mass transit issue, so you have to please the majority. 

How much would it cost to maintain this rapid transit, once built, to the taxpayers annually? 

I still think other alternatives would be cheaper to alleviate traffic gridlock, such as toll roads on the existing H-1, 
H-2, and H-3, during peak hours, like they did in London. Why do we have to have elevated tollways? Is that 
some construction people's pipedream? 

We have buses now and we still have traffic congestion because people like the independence provided by their 
cars. 

We could build West Oahu UH and plenty of classes could be over the Internet to alleviate student congestion on 
the other roads. 

I do not think we can grow much anymore because of the water supply. I believe the Cayetario era DLNR study 
that said we would run out of fresh water for new development about 2010. We cannot grow that much anymore, 
and if we had tollroads, we might solve the problem to some extent, and, at a cheaper cost to build and maintain. 

Aloha and Mahal°, 

PHIL ROBERTSON 
PO Box 161001 
Honolulu, HI 96816 
ph iirobertson@hawaii. rr.com  

Misc. Corn. N 

12/21/2006 
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City Council 
Bill 79CD2 Honolulu Fixed Guideway Plan 	 c=i 	•rn 

rn 	CD 

Hearing: Friday, December 22, 2006  
Time: 10 A.M.  

....< 
Testimony By: robert rodman Phone: 949-2497 	 rrt 	 r- 

c'7',. 
ri - r•- 

TESTIMONY  ....: tri .p.,•73 

Build Entire Entire Guideway NOW - Limit Number of Stations - stay within Budget  — 

I- Because $2,500,000,000 of the projected costs of the Fixed Guideway System is the cost of 
building The proposed 30 stations, Council should direct in Bill 79CD2 that the Administration 
initially build the entire the Fixed Guideway, the end stations, and only as many other stations as 
can be built as the present budget allows. The stations chosen to be built in the first phase would 
be based on the largest projected riders. Enhanced Bus service to the stations built would service 
the areas between the stations until funding for the rest of the proposed stations becomes 
available in the future. 

2- Council should direct in Bill 79CD2 that parallel transit routes should be found off Kapiolani 
Boulevard, Kalakaua and Kuhio Avenues. These streets are busy major landscaped scenic city 
streets that should not be `Nimitz-ed' by building the Guideway built above them. Can you 
visualize the Convention Center with the concrete transit line directly in front of the glass 
lobbY on Kapiolani Boulevard?  These streets are jammed with traffic now and closing them 
for construction of the Glideway over them would be a traffic disaster for Honolulu. Also, All 
these streets also have MAJOR old large gravity and force main SEWER LINES  under them 
and construction of the Fixed Guideway over them would be a disastrous and costly blunder. 

3- Direct the Administration to study running the line through Waikiki then up to the 
University. This routing would allow the system to Collect millions of dollars in FARES from 
visitors every year by giving spectacular views of Diamond Head as the line transits the Ala Wai 
Golf Course. Visitors would go ride the Guideway just to see the view like a ride at Disneyland. 
This routing would avoid splitting the line at the Ala Moana Shopping Center avoiding the 
disaster of cutting the number of departures from the station at the University and the station(s) 
in Waikiki by 50% causing riders to endure long waits between departures. 

4- Direct the Administration to Investigate having HECO pay $1,000,000,000 to put the high  
voltage line  to east Honolulu through the Fixed Guideway structure to help pay for the Project. 

5- Direct the Administration to investigate incorporating NANOTEC PHOTO VAC POLYMER 
VINYL PANELS in the design of the sides of the Fixed Guideway to generate electricity to run 
the system or sell to HECO. Direct that if this be done it is to be in an aesthetically pleasing 
way. http://www.nanosolar.corniproducts.htrn  

To implement 2 and 3 above, Bill 79CD2 should direct the City to study these Alternate 
Routing Proposals off Kapiolani Boulevard, Kalakaua and Kuhio Avenues to Service 
Waikiki and UH: 

Page I of 2 
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City Council 
Bill 79CD2 Honolulu Fixed Guideway Plan 
Hearing: Friday, December 22, 2006 Time: 10 A.M. 
Testimony By. robert rodman 
Page 2 of 2 December 21, 2006 

A. From Kona Street (Ala Moana Center Convention Center Station — behind the Ala 
Moana Hotel) over Kahahai Drive beside the Convention Center, through the 
Convention Center or condo, over the Ala Wai Canal, Lipeepee Street, Hobron 
Lane to Fort DeRussy (where a Central Waikiki Station would be located at Saratoga), 
over Kalakaua Avenue to Lauula Street to the International Market Place, then 
out over Kalakaua Avenue's Mauka Sidewalk at the 4 th  story level up to Kapahulu 
Avenue* (a Zoo/ Shell Station over the Kapahulit Zoo Parking lot) then up Kapahulu 
(along the Golf Course) to Date Street, over Date Street (along the Golf Course) to 
the Moana Stream and up the Moana Stream or University Avenue to the 
University, (*The 4th  floor of the hotels fronting Kuhio Beach are all car barns, roof 
tops, or a few hotel rooms which could be turned into other uses and the owners 
compensated. This routing would get the line into the visitors view and they would see it 
as a ride like at Disneyland that they would pay to ride. Any supporting columns could 
easily be camouflaged with lush vines and landscaping. No one thinks the monorail rails 
at Disneyland are un-attractive — they are seen as just part of the architecture) This is 
the Kona Street-Hobron-DeRussy-Zoo-UH Alternative. 

B. From Kona Street (Ala Itiloana Center/Convention Center Station behind the Ala 
Moana Hotel) through the Convention Center parking level (build additional parking 
for the Convention Center on the Mauka side of Kapiolani Boulevard) cross Kalakaua 
Avenue and along the Mauka bank of the Ala Wai Canal to the Ala Wai Golf 
Course, then across the Ala Wai Canal, up wide Nohonani Street, Diamond Head 
on Kuhio Avenue (where a Central Waikiki Station would be located at the Kaiulani 
Triangle ) then left on Liliuokalani Avenue across the Ala Wei Canal, across the 
Golf Course to the University of Hawaii. This is the Kona Street-Convention 
Center-Mauka Ala Wai Canal-Nohonani-Kuhio Avenue- Lihuokalani-UH 
Alternative. 

c. From Kona Street (Ala liloana Center/Convention Center Station behind the Ala 
Manna Hotel) through the Convention Center parking level (build additional parking 
for the Convention Center on the Mcnika side of Kapiolani Boulevard) cross Kalakaua 
Avenue and along the Mauka bank of the Ala Wai Canal to the Ala Wei Golf 
Course (where a Central Waikiki Station would be connected to Waikiki via a pedestrian 
bridge over to Ala Wai Boulevard) then up the Moana Stream bank to the University 
of Hawaii (or continue on down the Mauka bank of the Ala Wai Canal to a Diamond 
Head / Shell / Zoo Station at Kapahulu, then follow the golf course up to Date Street and 
along Date Street on the edge of the Golf Course to the Moana Stream then follow the 
stream up to the University). This is the Kona Street-Convention Center-Mauka 
Ala Wai Canal-UN Alternative. 

Honolulu desperately needs the entire Fixed Guideway  built NOW  and this is how to do it with 
the money available. 

AR00070577 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 

CITY CLER)C 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

'06 
From: ajlrogers@peoplepc.com 	 DEC 22 11 23 AH  
Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 10:32 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Ta irinE, cREodr;i0E koino, Gary; 
Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: RAIL PROPOSAL 

PUT THE MASS TRANSIT RAIL PROPOSAL TO THE VOTE OF THE PEOPLE. 

We the people will have to pay for this project for the rest of our lives. Before you indebt us forever, let us vote on 
it. 
I have written before to no avail. You are not at all interested in the voice of the people. Mufi Hanneman's name 
on the rail station project is not a reason to put it in. 

1. This project is a boondoggle. All government financing is an iffy proposition at best. 
2. No mass transit project is self-supporting - even the East Coast Amtrak that is so heavily used is not self-
supporting. And how much does our bus system (which is very good) cost the taxpayers to support every year? 
3. What about the eminent domain costs to disrupt hundreds if not thousands of property owners to put a system 
through? 
4. Union membership does not represent everyone on this island - just because Unions are your biggest 
donations to public office does not make it right. You are taxing everyone for a very small percentage of people. 
5. This system will not get people out of their cars. It hasn't in California or anywhere else. 
6. Your so-called public forums were nonsense and B.S. You weren't listening because you didn't care. Besides 
the obvious fact that most of them were held at day and very poorly publicized. Your office help is no better. 
7. What about parking lots and the security needed to enforce safety? Our car thefts rates are awful and those all 
day parking lots will be a magnet for crime. 
8. What about funding future costs? How will you do it? 
9. What about a toll road? What about designating a real HOV lane that is fenced off - California has a successful 
system. It hasn't eliminated the car because people won't get out of them. 

The main reason for our traffic jams is the unmitigated, uncontrolled building developments with no requirements 
for infrastructure. San Diego in the 70-'s required developers of very large residential units to put in all the 
infrastructure - roads, sewers, lights, schools, fire and police, etc. Of course the taxpayers end up supporting it all 
eventually. 

Why don't you people get out of your ivory towers and get real and really look at the problem instead of listening 
to Abercrombie? Like he knows and can guarantee what goes on. 

Alice Rogers, Mililani 

2207 
Misc. Corn, No. 	 

12/22/2006 
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Wayne De Luz. President 

Dave Rolf, Executive Director 	

RECEIVED 
TESTIMONY (1-min, verbal, written testimony submitted earlier) 

Requesting amendment to Bill 79 to allow fair consideration of the issues 
Submitted to the City Council at the Public Hearing - 

10 a.m. Friday, December 22, 2006 
At City Council Chambers, Honolulu Hale, Honolulu, Hawaii 

Subj: Amend Bill 79 to allow time to address the traffic congestion issue 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz: 

I'm David Rolf providing testimony on behalf of the Hawaii Automobile 
Dealers Association, Hawaii's franchised new car dealers. 

New car dealers are not fearful that rail will hurt car sales. The $320 million 
Salt Lake light rail system which serves a city approximately our size did not 
affect new car sales according to Craig Bickmore, executive director of the Utah 
Automobile Dealers. 

Hawaii dealers have a problem with seeing us spend $6 billion for the same 
thing. The funding GAP that remains is as big as the Grand Canyon. 

The Utah rail would be nice for Honolulu....at $320 million. The proposed rail 
system here is so pricey because it must run overhead, not at-grade, like in Utah. 

A better solution for Oahu: Reversible HOT Lanes—which smoothly move 
traffic (trucks, cars, and buses) and which could be built quickly-- with public-
private partnership money. 

HADA respectfully requests that you fairly examine the HOT Lane solution. 
Amend Bill 79 to allow time to address the traffic congestion issue. No testifier to date 
has indicated that rail will solve Oahu's traffic problem; HOT Lanes, on the other hand, 
will solve the traffic problem. Rail primarily serves to direct land development. What 
are we doing today? Helping people who are snarled in traffic_ or developing land? 

Respectfully submitted, 
THE HAWAII AUTOMOBILE DEALERS ASSOCIATION 
David Rolf 
Tel 808 593-0031 	

Misc. Com ; No. 2208 

1100 Alakea Street, Suite 2601, Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 (808) 593-0031 FAX (808) 593-0569 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
	

RE CEtVEI] 

From: Ropert's Aloha [ropertg001@hawaiisr.corn] 

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 10:39 PM 

To: Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Stop this insanity! 

Dear Mr. Delacruz, 

DEC Zi 5 07 

CITY Cilf 

The more I learn about the "rail system" that you so fondly are in favor of, the more I realize 
what a horrible costly plan it is. For us out here in Haleiwa, it will do nothing to help us 
commute to Honolulu. I am in favor of building an elevated toll road and maybe even with the 

• option of attaching a rail system to it later. But this free standing rail system you are in favor of 
will cripple us financially in this state and still not alleviate traffic congestion. Your and the 
mayor are not listening to the opposing opinions. You are trying to ram this project down our 
throats. 

I therefore urge you not to vote in favor of rail. I am assuming you will reject my plea. If you do, 
I will never vote for you again. I will talk with everyone in my neighborhood and do my best to 
make sure they also do not vote for you, EVER. I will even contribute money to anyone that will 
run against you. You do not represent our interests out here in Haleiwa. I now regret I ever 
voted for you in the first place. 

Sincerely, 

Gary Ropert 
66-332 Pikai St. 
Haleiwa, Hi 96712 

Misc. Corn 	2209 

12/21/2006 
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01P( CLEM(  
HONOLULU, HAWAli 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Salome [salome789©gmail.corn] 	 DEC 22 9 30 	O 6 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 5:36 PM 

To: 	Mayor Mufi Hannemann 

Cc: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; kEltr,itoAnn H.; Tam, 
Rod Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Nestor Garcia 

Subject: Bill 79 Final Reading 

PO Box 12057 
Honolulu, HI 96828 

December 21, 2006 

Honorable Mayor Hanneman, 
City Council Members: 

As a citizen and tax-payer, I request that the City Council consider the following as it applies to Bill 79: 
1. Delay the start of the tax increase for mass transit 
2. Work to solve our traffic problems with a multitude of mini-solutions 

I feel that this Rail project is being pushed forward without enough IMPUT from our citizens. Why 
wasn't this issue placed on the ballot in November? 

As Mayor Hanneman stated in his campaign promise: 

Do we NEED it? — YES 
Can we AFFORD it — NO 
Can we MAINTAIN it — NO 

Thank you for considering my request. 

Sincerely, 

Salome Sato 

Misc. Corn. No.  .

2210 

12/22/2006 
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Ahupua'a o O'ahu 4 ,,  

State Council of Hawaiian Homestead Associations 

TO: 	City County Clerk, County of Honolulu 	DATE: 22 December 2006 

FROM: 	Paul P. Richards, Treasurer, Ahupua' a o 0 
State Council of Hawaiian Homestead Ass 
33 South King Street, Suite 520 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
Business Office: (808) 523-2475 
E-mail: prichards@schba.org  

SUBJECT: SUBMITTAL OF TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF BILL NO. 79, 

Attached is the written testimony in support of Bill No. 79, CD-2-FDI submitted for 
record for and on behalf of the following Hawaiian Homestead Community Associations 
on the island of Oahu. 

• Kalawahine Streamside Community Association 
• Kewalo Hawaiian Homestead Community Association 
• Maluohai Residents Association 
• Nanakuli Hawaiian Homestead Community Association 
• Papakolea Community Association 
• Princess Kahanu Estates Community Association 
• Waianae-Kai Hawaiian Homestead Association 
• Waianae Valley Hawaiian Homestead Association, and 
• Waimanalo Hawaiian Homes Association 

We ask for the full support of the Honolulu City Council for the passage of Bill No. 79, 
CD-2-FDI. 

Mahal° nui loa for allowing us the opportunity to submit this testimony 

Misc. Com .'No. '2 
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Pik 	kai, Secretary 	 Paul P. Richards, Treasurer 

Aulani Ahmad, Vice President Anthony H. ang, Sr., Presid 

Dec 22 2006 6:10AM 	HP LASERJET 3330 	 p.2 

•Ahunua'a o 0`ahu  
State Council of Hawaiian Homestead Associations 

Testimony on Bill No. 79, CD 2-FD1 
Before the Honolulu City Council 

December 22, 2006 

Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council, Aloha! 

On behalf of the association members and their elected leadership of the Ahupua'a a O'ahu of 
the State Council of Hawaiian Homestead Associations (SCHI1A) we extend our appreciation for 
the opportunity to submit our written testimony in support of Bill No. 79, CD 21-1)1 as the 
preferred and best route using a transit system along the "Green Line" which includes the 
Saratoga Avenue - North South Road - Farrington Highway alignment in the Ewa Plains. 

Our Oahu associations consisting of Kalawahine Streamside Community Association, Kewalo 
Hawaiian Homestead Community Association, MaIuoliai Residents Association, Nanakuli 
Hawaiian Homestead Community Association, Papakolea Community Association, Prince 
Kahanu Estates, Waianae-Kai Hawaiian Homestead Association, Waianae Valley Hawaiian 
Homestead Association and Waimanalo Hawaiian Homes Associations consisting of over 20,000 
residents support the "Green Line" as a viable transportation alternative. The increased vehicular 
congestion experienced by our Leeward homestead residents daily has extended to the weekends 
which on certain occasions is synonymous to Interstate 405, 110 or 10 in Los Angeles. 

The routes offered by the "Green Line" will provide convenient access by existing and future 
residents of the Leeward area while supporting the transit oriented development in the Kapolei 
and Ewa Plains. More importantly is the route which will utilize the North South Road and the 
areas in Ewa as well as the Airport, Dillingham-Nimitz corridor to the University of Hawaii 
Manoa campus. This route will provide easy transportation to the Aloha Stadium as well as to 
the airport for local residents and visitors alike. 

Our Kapolei and Leeward homesteaders will benefit greatly from this alternative route with 
direct cost savings in transportation while businesses can maintain overhead costs in employee 
and labor costs. As our county and city moves forward, we hope members of the city council 
will vision the need to provide effective and efficient modes of rapid transportation for our 
current and future residents. 

Mahal° nui loa for allowing us to submit this testimony. 
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Miltlani, 	91i7f1941K0 
M6)5464811 Fax (833111.4.8 ,6670 

Testimony to the Honolulu City Council 
Special Meeting 

Friday, December 22, 2006; 10:00 a.m. 
Committee Meeting Room 

RE: BILL 79. COMMITTEE DRAFT 2 — RELATING TO TRANSIT. SELECTING 
THE TRANSPORTATION MODE FOR THE CITY'S LOCALLY PREFERRED 
ALTERNATIVE.)  

Chair Dela Cruz, Vice Chair Kobayashi, and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

My name is Harry Saunders, and I am the President of Castle & Cooke Homes Hawaii, 
Inc. (Castle & Cooke). Castle & Cooke su000rts the intent of Bill 79, Committee Draft 2. 

The bill, as presently drafted, would establish the locally preferred alternative as a fixed 
guideway system between Kapolei and the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 

We continue to support a fixed rail system as a viable transit alternative for the future of 
Honolulu. We also support the overall route between Kapolei and the UH Manoa because we 
believe it is essential for transit systems to be aligned along areas where ridership can be 
maximized and allow for viable transit oriented development 

We also support your diligence and persistence in continuing the analysis and debate 
on this very important transportation issue that will effect the re-development growth, future 
and livability of Oahu. We respectfully request that you take necessary action to secure the 
commitment of federal funding to make it a reality. As Oahu's future and its legacy will be 
impacted by your historic decision, we humbly ask for your support to make rail a reality. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this bill. Should you have any questions or 
would like further clarification, please do not hesitate to contact me at 548-4863, or Carleton 
Ching, Director of Community & Government Relations at 548-3793. 

Castk & Cooke Cai DX '79 CD2 v2 

kw.sisis theawaiIvies of Casik 6,- 0 
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	 itc r 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Michael Scherr [mscherr@hawaii.rr.com ) 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 9:21 AM 

To: 	Garcia, Nestor; Cachola, Rorny; Tam, Rod; Kobayashi, Ar4;IMpc6iklf„Vara; Dela Cruz, 
V 

HU 	lit- 	tit A Donovan M; Apo, Todd K 

Subject: No Rail until WE know 

After making material changes to the transit plan route and not disclosing the expected costs, including; land 
acquisition, employee salaries and retirement/medical liabilities that will be forever generated it is your duty as a 
representative to vote to at least delay this project until these issues are adequatly disclosed. 
H1 is broken, the design causes the traffic backlog as do many drivers are not properly trained for city traffic. 
These immediate solitions will help reduce traffic while you are fiddling with the special interests who are niot 
interested in reducing traffic congestion. Michael J. Scherr 
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CITY CLERK.  
Fujinaga, Dot S. 
	 HONOLULU, HAWAII 

From: 	Charles Scott [c.scott50@hawaiiantel. net] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 5:53 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Vote "no" for rail! 

DEC ZZ 9 30 AM '06 

RECEIVED 
A Design for a HOT Expressway and Other Traffic Relief Projects for Oahu 
By Panos D. Prevedouros, PhD, 12/21/2006 10:10:01 AM 
The only effective solution to Oahu?s traffic congestion on the leeward corridor is a 2- or 3- 
lane reversible High Occupancy and Toll (HOT) Expressway with several ramps and a handful 
of in-town underpasses. Such a facility will provide extensive flexibility to handle variable 
surges of traffic due to commuting flows, special events or emergencies. 

HOT expressways are primarily express high-occupancy-vehicle and public transit highways with the ability to zip 
traffic along at 60 miles per hour. As a result, buses can travel 10 miles in about 10 minutes. To put this in context, 
imagine a city bus which can go from the Waikele Shopping Center to Aloha Tower in about 20 minutes at the height 
of morning rush hour! No other mass transit facility can provide such as high level of service that will actually 
persuade some people to leave their private vehicles at home and choose the express bus. On HOT expressways all 
buses and vanpools travel free of charge at all times. 

A 2- or 3-lane reversible highway can serve several thousand vehicles per hour. For example, a 2-lane facility can 
serve about 3,000 buses in one hour. But there are no 3,000 buses and large vans in all of Oahu to fill the facility. 
Therefore, such a highway has a lot of room available to serve low occupancy vehicles. 

If too many low occupancy vehicles are allowed on it, then the highway will jam, and the speed will be much less 
than 60 mph. How can this be controlled? With variable tolls that start at $1 for low occupancy vehicles and grow to 
about $5 at the height of the peak hour. In this way, fewer vehicles enter the HOT highway and its service is 
maintained at 60 mph 

In other words, the toll enables the government or other project operator to sell unused space to low occupancy 
vehicles. Tolls can generate a cash flow to pay for the facility. Instantly, this concept makes these highways 
appealing to investors because a steady income and a reasonable return for their upfront investment for construction 
can be made. There are several investment funds worldwide that specialize in tollway and HOT lane development 
and the U.S. federal government strongly supports PPP, or public-private partnerships. Alternatively, the tolls 
collected from all-public HOT expressways retire some of the bond debt, and support express bus operations; San 
Diego does this. 

Most people want to have a choice for paying a toll and getting to town in 15 to 20 minutes. Self-employed 
practitioners would be happy to pay a few dollars of toll and in return get the opportunity to make an extra house call 
and make extra income. But even those who cannot afford to pay the toll will benefit significantly. For a three lane 
highway, over 4,000 low occupancy vehicles per hour can use the facility along with city buses, tour buses and 
vanpools. As a result, over 5,000 vehicles per hour will vacate the H-1 freeway prior to its merge with the H-2 
freeway. Those who stay on the H-1 freeway will enjoy a 10 to 15 minute savings in peak hour travel time, for free. 

The key to the success of a reversible HOT facility is to design proper ramps for it. The figure below shows a design 
with 10 ramps. The ramps that serve as on-ramps in the morning, become off-ramps in the afternoon. This is 
explained later. Let?s look at the ramps first. 

2214 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: 	 shinjofamily4@hawaiisr.com  VF E 
Sent 	 Thursday, December 21, 20062:26 PM 	

Rfr,V, 

To: Apo, Todd K 	 2 1#1 t Cc: 	 Garcia, Nestor; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; MarshaNaZiara;4), k,harl ;
h 

Tam, Rod; Cachola, 
Romy; Okino, Gary 

Subject: 	 Transit Decision 	 CITY Carte,  
HONOLVO, HAWA'l 

1 am a teacher at Waipahu High School and several times a week there are huge traffic jams 
in front of our school 	which means that our students (whether driven by their 
parents or brought by the bus) are often tardy for class. This poor attendance is directly 
reflected in our Annual Yearly Progress report and does not help the school meet its 
goals. 

ask that you please reconsider the route of the transit system. To me, its very clear 
that both Kapolei AND Ewa Beach/Ft Weaver Rd need to be included in the plan somehow. And 
yes, the route needs to end at UP. 

	

am tired of the short-sightedness of previous administrative decisions 	building 
roads and interchanges that temporarily fix a problem,but then the problem persists and 
must be revisited a few years later 	 

Please do it right this time. 	Karen Shinjo 
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C.IIP( CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Lethonoluluvote@aol.com 
	

BEC ZZ 11 24 AM 1 06 
Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 9:36 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: BILL 79 
	

RECEIVED 

LET HONOLULU VOTE 
www.lethonoluluvote.org  ) 

350 Ward Avenue #106-364 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4004 

REFERENCE: BILL 79 DECEMBER 22, 2006 

LET HONOLULU VOTE is sponsoring a petition that will call for a special election in 2007 to amend the City Charter and 
give voters the right to vote on City and County taxes. In the meantime, Council Members should focus their spending 
decisions to: 

I. IMPROVE TRAFFIC FLOW NOW, WE CANNOT WAIT UNTIL 2020. 
• SELECT DEVELOPMENT OF HIGH OCCUPANCY TOLL LANES; 

INCREASE CONTRA FLOW USE IMMEDIATELY; 
• INSTALL TRUE TRAFFIC LIGHT SEQUENCING FOR KEY STREETS; 
• IMPROVE PEDESTRIAN SAFETY AND TRAFFIC FLOW BY USING SCRAMBLE CROSSINGS; 
• GET POT HOLE REPAIR NOW; and 
• STOP TRAFFIC IMPACT CAUSED BY BUSES MOVING ACROSS SEVERAL LANES OF TRAFFIC e.g. 

Alapai, Beretania, etc. 

2. ENHANCE THE LIFE STYLE FOR THE CITIZENS OF HONOLULU BY MAKING 
HONOLULU AFFORDABLE. 

• CANCEL GE TAX SURCHARGE AND USE 100% OF THE GAS TAX FOR ROAD IMPROVEMENTS; 
• USE REVENUE BONDS TO FUND ROADWAY AND TRAFFIC LIGHT IMPROVEMENTS; 
• BILL THE STATE FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO STATE ROADS; 
• BILL THE STATE FOR SERVICES TO STATE EXEMPTED PROPERTIES THAT ARE NOW SUPPORTED BY 

TAXES OF PRIVATE PROPERTY OWNERS; and 
• REQUIRE THAT THE BUS OPERATE EFFICIENTLY. 

3. PROTECT THE BEAUTY OF HONOLULU BY KEEPING TRANSPORT STRUCTURES AT 
OR BELOW GROUND LEVEL. 

SET OUT TO ACCOMPLISH THESE OBJECTIVES IN 2007 AND HONOLULU WILL BE A 
BETTER PLACE. 
DECIDE IN FAVOR OF A $5 BILLION RAIL SYSTEM AND HONOLULU WILL BE A MESS 
FOR DECADES AND YOUR ACTION WILL ENCOURAGE A TAXPAYERS REVOLT. 

Sincerely yours, 

Paul E. Smith 
CoChair 
LET HONOLULU VOTE 

 

Misc. Corn. 2216 
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Regards, 
Paul E. Smith 
Co Chair 
LET HONOLULU VOTE 
Email: lethonoluluvote@aol.com  
phone: 808-524-2436 

12/22/2006 
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December 22, 2006 
Honolulu City Council 
City and County of Honolulu 
530 S. King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Council Members: 

Unfortunately The Makiki/Tantalus/Lower Punchbowl Neighborhood Board could not 
pass a resolution concerning the current Mass-transit proposal so I cannot report a board 
position to you. I have been dealing with mass transit in Honolulu since 1984 and will 
pass on a few of my own ideas. 

1. Improve Primary Urban Core Circulation. One of the causes of our traffic problem 
is inefficient circulation downtown. Kaimuki to Sand Island and Kalihi to Ala Moana 
Traffic are superimposed on Hawaii Kai and Kapolei to Bishop Street traffic. If well-
designed and timely bus circulation existed in downtown, there would be much less 
traffic. 

2. Plan for a System We Can Afford. The cost discussions seem to be based on very 
optimistic assumptions. Construction projects, especially in Hawaii, seem to have cost 
overruns. Inflation can be expected for a project with so much time and so many 
materials for construction. If we start with a four billion system that becomes a seven 
billion system, we will have to abandon the project. I know that enthusiasm is need now 
to get it going, but plan for contingencies. Make sure what we build first will be useful if 
the rest does not happen. 

thank you for listening to my concerns. I greatly appreciate your deliberations over this 
very complex and important matter. 

Mahal°, 

2"--'-'11--  Jo Steelquist, Makiki Neighborhood Board Chair 

Misc. Comm No.  '2217  
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CM CLERK 
	446.1.666664i444444.... FL.SLisia  a, Dot S. 

From: 	 John Strong tstrongj001@hawaii.mcorn] 
Sent: 	 Thursday, December 21, 2006 10:18 PM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 Please read this before you vote! 

Aloha - 
Please read this excellent article on why we should not rush into rail. 

You owe it to your city and to our future generations, who must not 

be burdened with billions of dollars of debt. 

<http://www.honoluluadvertiser.com > 

Posted on: Thursday, December 21, 2006 

*COMMENTARY* 

Much more must be done before transit vote 

By Panos D. Prevedouros 

BEC ZZ 9 30 All '06 

RECEIVED 

TIME magazine chose you the blogger, the citizen activist, the mom who 

testifies once in a lifetime, the senior citizen speaking eloquently and 

passionately on government finances, the informed citizen who acts — as 

Person of the Year. 

What has been billed as the final rail vs. managed-lanes decision at the 

City Council chambers tomorrow requires fax, phone, e-mail and public 

testimony from citizens like you. Will you be zipping around elevated 

roadways like the H-3 Freeway or waiting for a train to arrive? 

Sadly, the pro-rail and pro-managed lanes debate was canceled because of 

the city's refusal to show up. So, I take a moment to discuss some of 

the myths circulating on this issue. 

Myth: Rail will reduce traffic congestion on 0 1ahu. 

Fact: Rail will worsen traffic congestion. More congestion is a heavy 

price to pay after spending billions on rail. Remember that nationally 

only 2 percent of the trips in cities with rail are made by rail. Even 

if 10 percent of trips in Honolulu are made my rail, for every 1,000 

future trips, 100 will be by rail and 900 will be by car. Rail is not a 

solution to congestion. Only highway solutions mitigate traffic 

congestion. This is why no U.S. city has reduced its traffic congestion 

building a rail line. The opposite is true; those with rail have the 

worst traffic congestion. 

Misc. Corn. No 	2218 
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An elevated three-lane reversible managed lanes faciiity zooms buses at 

60 mph and allows private vehicles to zip along at the same rate after 

paying about $4 in peak period. There are many successful deployments on 

the Mainland, and managed lanes are at the forefront of national 

transportation policy for solving traffic congestion. 

Myth: The City's Alternatives Analysis was about solving traffic congestion. 

Fact: This never was the case. "The purpose of this report is to select 

the mode and general alignment alternative for a high-capacity transit 

service on 0 1ahu." The purpose of the Alternatives Analysis was to 

"sell" you rail transit, the mayor's election campaign promise. 

Myth: Rail is fast. 

Fact: Rail is slow. Trains will move at an average of 25 to 30 miles per 

hour over the 28-mile route. The train is like an elevator that stops on 

every floor. It will always take more than an hour from Kapolei to the 

University of Hawari, plus transfers and wait times. Recall that today 

this takes less than 40 minutes by car outside of three morning hours on 

weekdays. 

Myth: There is plentiful federal funding for rail's $6 billion expense. 

Fact: Even if Honolulu's high-cost, low-ridership rail system were to 

capture federal funds, the funding would amount to around $450 million 

for a first operational segment and with great luck, an additional $450 

million could be obtained for the second and final operational segment. 

If all this federal funding comes through, it will amount to about 15 

percent of the projected costs. In contrast, highways are federally 

supported at the 80 percent level, and there are additional special 

funds for deploying managed-lane variable-pricing projects and for 

public-private partnerships for highways. 

Myth: The general excise tax increase from 4 percent to 4.5 percent is 

enough to pay for rail. 

Fact: It is nowhere near enough. In fact, there is no credible financial 

plan with a long-term horizon, and there is no financial impact plan. 

Ask the mayor how much rail will cost the average taxpayer and the 

average family per year for 30 years. No one knows and no one wants you 

to know. Not only will the shortest rail line cost way more than $3 

billion, we will be at least another $3 billion short after collecting 

the 4.5 percent excise tax for 15 years! 

Myth: The decision has to be made by tomorrow. 

Fact: This is an arbitrary deadline that the City Council set for 

itself, and the decision can wait. The legislation says that the tax 

surcharge can't start before Jan. 1, 2007. It doesn't preclude starting 
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it later, after a wise decision has been made. A wise course of action 

would be to follow the advice from many, and solve the traffic problem 
with multi-modal solutions before pressing ahead today with a "rush to 
rail" that precludes real traffic congestion solutions. 

In my opinion, the City Council needs to take three actions before the 
end of December: 

# Delay the start of the tax increase. 

# Investigate the absence of traffic congestion solutions in the 

Alternatives Analysis. 
# Insist that the Alternatives Analysis is corrected and enriched with the 
council's new alignment and it investigates whether express buses on 
busways or HOT lanes are a better alternative. All these must be done 
before a Locally Preferred Alternative should be adopted and taxes 

collected. 

So, it's up to you — The Time Magazine Person of the Year. 

The City Council members will meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow in council 
chambers. I'm sure they would like to hear from you. 

/Panos D. Prevedouros is a professor of transportation engineering in 
the Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering at the University 
of Hawai'i-Manoa. He wrote this commentary for The Advertiser./ 

• • • 
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Fujinaga, Dot S. 	
HON CM CLERK 

OLULU, HAWAII 

From: 	 suematsub001@hawaii.rr.com  
Sent: 	 Friday, December 22, 2006 7:06 AM 
To: 	 Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Subject: 	 I want the Salt Lake and Ewa Plains routes 

DEC 22 9 30 AS 106 

Dear Councilman DelaCruz, 	 RECEIVED 

A letter to the editor written by Norman Sakamoto spurs me to write 
this email. 

To make it short, I want the SALT LAKE ROUTE and the EWA PLAINS ROUTE. 

Whatever the outcome, I pray for clear minds and kindness to prevail in 
this issue. 

Much aloha, 
Blanche Suematsu 
263 C Mananai Place (Crosspointe) 
Honolulu, HI 96818 
suematsub001@hawaii.rr.com  

1 
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iIJ- 1HHLL 	 FAUE Min 

DEC 22 S 27 AM JOG 

TO ALL CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

Via: Fax 527-6888 

Re: Mass Transit 

Please do not approve the proposed excise tax increase for mass 
transit rail. There is not a plan in place. This will dramatically 
affect every household by giving them less spending. A tax 
increase should not be implemented until there is a workable plan 
in place. 

Paula Sussex 
President 
Step Three Ltd 
Dba Sandal Tree Ltd 
Walking in Paradise 
(A small business in Hawaii) 

Misc. Corn. No. 2:Z20 - 

670 Atiahi Street, Suite A-13 Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 Phone (808) 534-0044 Facsimile (808) 584-0045 

AR00070595 



OUTRIGGER' 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 

December 22, 2006 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz 
Chair 
Honolulu City Council 
City and Country of Honolulu 
Honolulu, Hawaii 	96813 

Re: 	Bill 79: 	Relating to Transit. 
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Chair Dela Cruz and members of this Council. 

My name is Max Sword, here on behalf of Outrigger Hotels & Resorts, to testify on 
Bill 79. 

While there have been numerous discussions on a host of solutions and alternatives 
to solving our transportation problems, the development of a fixed rail transit system 
for Honolulu is the essential ingredient of a long-term solution. We support this 
alternative. That is assuming of course that the City can come to grips with all the 
variables such as costs, parking for riders, transit oriented development around 
stations, the integration of the rail system with the rest of the transit system and the 
appropriate length of the route. 

Speaking of length, we believe that a project of this magnitude needs to be done 
right, because we only have one shot at this. Therefore, we support a route that runs 
from West Oahu to the University of Hawaii, Manoa. 

As for Waikiki, we do not support a spur into Waikiki. We believe that routing such a 
spur down either Kuhio Avenue or Kalakaua Avenue would not be in the best 
interests of the community. Costs, both of construction and the negative implications 
to the businesses and residents along the corridor, would exceed the benefits of such 
an approach. Space is precious in Waikiki and the commercial activity is an 
important part of the economic engine of Waikiki and the State. 

If an elevated rail into Waikiki is deemed to be essential, we believe that a routing 
along Ala Wai Boulevard would be much easier to implement, have less of a negative 
impact on the area and would provide the desired access to a transit line. 

An alternative to connecting the larger system with Waikiki would be a Waikiki 
Circulator system. Such a circulator system would be designed in such a way so as 
to easily facilitate movement around Waikiki. If properly planned, such a system 
could connect to a future nearby transit station without the need for the actual rail line 
to penetrate Waikiki. 

I thank you for allowing me to testify. 
Misc. Corn. No 

 

   

Outrigger Hoteis & Resorts • OutrIgger Marketing, Inc. • Outngger Hoteis USA. Inc. 

2375 Kuni o Avenue • Honolulu, HawaiI 96815-2992 • ielepnione 808-92! -6600 • Facsimile: 808-92I -6655 
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FR2M : DT 
	

FAX NO. : 8084868811 	 Dec. 22 2006 06:27AM P1 

RECEI \TO 

DE Z2, 8 e6 Ati OS 
LtJtr, 

December 22, 2006 
	

MOHO 	HAW 1 
TESTIMONY 

IN SUPPORT OF BILL 79, CD 2 

COUNCIL CHAIR DELA CRUZ, MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL — GOOD MORNING. 

My name is Claire Tamamoto. My involvement in various organizations such as the 'Aiea 

Community Association, Empower 0" ahu and the City Transportation Commission has provided me 

many occasions to familiarize myself with Bill 79. The nature of my business also gives me first hand 

experience with traffic congestion and gridlock. I urge the Council to seize the opportunity and provide 

a viable transit alternative for the residents of Central and Leeward O'ahu into the Primary Urban Core 

of Honolulu. 

The selection of the 28-mile fixed guide way alignment from Kapolei through Kalaeloa via the 

North-South Road to Farrington Highway and along ICarnehameha Highway, with either a route past the 

airport or on Salt Lake Boulevard, continuing on Dillingham Boulevard and Nimitz Highway mauka to 

UH-Manoa, with a Waikiki spur provides residents an initial foundation for a transit corridor and bring 

needed relief to the parts of the island that need it first. 

As you weigh the economic costs of such a project, please consider a business lesson my father 

left me with: "Time is money". The amount of time Osahu residents spend in transit to and from work, 

school, recreational events, and weekly routines is very valuable. We want to be able to choose how we 

spend our time and thus money. 

This body has the ability to maximize and leverage additional Federal and private sector monies 

by selecting a locally preferred alternative. You have an opportunity to establish and provide a spine for 

our mass transit network. 

2222 
Misc. Corn. No 	 
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f FROM : DT 
• 	- FAX NO. : 8064868611 	 Dec. 22 2006 06:27R11 P2 

Like many of our island issues: drugs, homelessness, theft, graffiti, and garbage — the 

SOLUTIONS should not be at the expense of our neighbors. We need a solution to address the loss time 

that traffic gridlock robs the residents of Leeward and Central Oahu to spend with their families. The 

answer is not in denser development of Windward and East Honolulu. 

I urge you to select the fixed guide way alternative linking Kapolei through Kalacloa with UH-

Manoa with a spur to Waikiki. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

c-e,04-4) 

Claire I Tamarnoto 
99-210 Hail imanu Place 
'Aka, Hawai' i 96701 
Phone: 429-1282 

AR00070598 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dot S. 

Bruce Teramoto tb_teramoto@yahoo.comi 
Friday, December 22, 2006 1:36 AM 
Dela Cruz, Donovan M 
Mass Transit Options 

Fu'ina a, 
CT 1 CLER)c. 

AVall 

UEC ZZ 3 3o hVi 'OS 

Dear Councilmember Dela Cruz, 

Today the City Council is scheduled to decide on a 

mass transit option for Oahu. I urge you to consider 

the option of high-occupancy toll (HOT) lanes as the 

preferred mass transit alternative, instead of rail, 

for the following reasons. 

Reduce traffic congestion: 

HOT lanes have a better chance at reducing traffic 

congestion because they would divert a significant 

amount of traffic from the existing freeways. Think 

of how opening the H-3 Freeway has reduced commuting 

times on the Likelike and Pali Highways, from about 45 

minutes or more to about 30 minutes. Rail is 

projected to replace, at most, 5% of commuter trips, 

which will do little to reduce traffic congestion. 

Construction cost: 

The cost of a HOT lane system between the H1/H2 merge 

and Downtown has been estimated at between $1 and $3 

billion. The cost estimate for a "short" rail route 

to Downtown is about $3.6 billion. Federal subsidies 

are 80% for highways, versus a maximum of $500 million 

for rail. Using an average of $2 billion as the cost 

for HOT lanes, this would make the taxpayers' share of 

construction cost about $400 million for HOT lanes, 

versus about $3.1 billion for rail. Tolls could cover 

most of the cost of HOT lanes, while rail will require 

much more taxpayer support than the planned increase 

of 0.5% in the general excise tax. 

Operating cost: 

Operating costs for rail will be high, and will 

require ongoing subsidies from taxpayers, while HOT 

lanes would cost relatively little to operate. 

Flexibility: 

Rail works best for a home-work-home commute. 

However, HOT lanes will provide better traffic flow 

for the majority of commuters, who need personal 

vehicles to make side trips for purposes such as 

business, shopping, and child care. Buses would also 

RECEIVED 
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use HOT lanes, for commuters not desiring to drive, or 
who don't own a vehicle. 

Improving the economy: 

Reducing traffic congestion with HOT lanes would 
increase the free flow of commercial traffic as well 

as commuter traffic, and improve the overall 
productivity of our economy. 

For these reasons, HOT lanes appear to be a better 
mass transit solution than rail, and would improve the 
quality of life for the majority of Oahu residents. 

Please take the necessary time to make to right 
choice, even if it means delaying the process for a 

few weeks. Thank you for taking the time to consider 

this message. 

Sincerely, 

Bruce Teramoto 
2219 Halakau Street 

Honolulu, HI 96821 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http://mail.yahoo.com  
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FROM :DR MICHAEL UECHI FAX NO. :808 538 6761 	 Dec. 21 2006 04:55PM P3 

OLER)c 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

DEC ZZ 1Z 20 NI '06 

Dear Council Member, Donovan Del a Cruz 

By considering The Bus 'you are now on the iighl frgCtirVt54 more selection and you've_ 
got the right combination to solve the traffic problem. The decision is not hardlo make, 
Keep an open mind.  The solution to traffic congestion"? in your hands. 

• Choose The Bus over rail. 
O This decision is the key. 
o The Bus has the capability to move wherever there are roads. 
o The Bus can continue to provide mass transportation anywhere future 

growth will come. 
o The Bus can provide point to point transit services. For example, The 

Bus will be able to move workers, students, fans, or other groups of 
people from park and ride hubs in west Oahu sites to Waikiki, Pearl 
Harbor, U1.1 and other schools, and to the Aloha stadium and other 
venues. Rail is limited by its inflexibility to travel only 20 or 28 miles, 

o The Bus will not require special stations that rail will require. 

• Choose "Hot Lanes" over rail. 
O "Hot Lanes" will be faster. Riders will travel at 60 mph - rail 25 mph. 
o "Hot Lanes will be cheaper: It will cost I billion - rail 4+ billion dollars. 
o "Hot Lanes" can be built faster: Less than 5 years - rail will take more 

than 10 years. 
o "Hot Lanes" will relieve traffic congestion by 33% - rail will worsen 

congestion. 
o "Hot Lanes" will NOT be subsidized by taxpayers: It will pay for itself - 

rail will be a burden on us forever. 
o "Hot Lanes" is more versatile: It will move buses, autos and emergency 

vehicles, using 3 lanes - rail will not. With 	closures "Hot Lanes" will 
move these same vehicles - rail will not. 

o "Hot Lanes" will not be affected by power outages - rail will stop dead in 
its tracks, 

• You won't need to worry any more about rail routes, rail stations, environmental 
impacts, delays, cost overruns, suits and other unforeseen headaches. Keep sane. 
Choose wisely! Thanks for reading this. I hope this will help you. 

Michael Llechi 
Dec. 20, 2006 

Misc. Corn. No. 2225 
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Message 	 Page 1 of 1 

CITY CLERK 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Joseph lino [stm8r@hawaiisr.corn] 	 DEC 22 9 3 	'06 
Sent: Friday, December 22, 2006 12:15 AM 

To: 	Apo, Todd K; Dela Cruz, Donovan M; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, 
Rod; Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	 RECEIVED 

hope that you will take a few moments to consider the attached before your vote on the rail system. Future 
Taxpayers and City Councils will be bound by the finiancial burden the rail will place upon them. 

Joe. Lino 

J. Lino & Associates, Inc. 

361- s WOOJIawri Terrace Mace 

hoouu 1-11 .96822 

(808)5 -1- 74855 voice 

(808)91-7-9 I I 2 fax 

Misc. Corn. No. 2226 
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November 6, 2006 

"For our children's sake, rail must NOT be built" 

"It -will take money, imagination, and, most of all, a will to change." 

This is written as a rebuttal to Michael J. Lauck's "Island Voices" published 
in the Monday, November 6 th  issue of the Honolulu Advertiser. 

I find it sad that Mr. Lauck singles out former Councilmember Mansho as 
the person who "single-handedly killed rail transit in the early 90's.", as if 
she were the only member to have voted against it. I recalled four other also 
voted against the plan back then. I hope that our Councilmembers will not be 
intimidated by your branding and name calling. 

Yes, I agree that had the rail been built in the 90's it would have cost less. It 
is also absolutely possible that not a single train would be in operation by 
today either. It is also probable that we would still be paying for the rail 
today. Imagine, our already strapped City budget, unable to keep up with 
Mainland Police salaries, soaring homelessness and vital sewer maintenance, 
being asked to finance the boondoggle that is rail. 

It is interesting that a man who was formerly with the Oahu Transit Group 
could even use the teini "short-sighted and special interest individuals" in a 
negative light. How less of a "special interest individual" can one be who 
works for the company who was hired to "design, build and operate the rail 
transit system"? I read "profiteer". 

It does not miss the point when we argue that rail will not reduce traffic on 
Oahu. That is only part of the point. Other arguments include unrestrained 
growth, and bankrupting our City and our children's future with a $4 Billion 
dollar debt. Yes, that's a four with NINE ZEROS behind it. Billion. Say it 
again and again, $4 Billion. And no guarantees that that number will not or 
could not grow, we've seen it before, we know it could happen. 

AR00070603 



That's the money part of the preface. Now the imagination. 

Imagine taking just a bit of that $4 Billion dollars and spending it wisely on 
the services we expect from our City Goverment. How little of that $4 
Billion would it take to pay our Police, Fire and Ambulance salaries on par 
with their mainland counterparts? How little of that $4 Billion would it 
really take to shelter the homeless? How little of that $4 Billion would it 
take for us to have a wastewater system which will protect one of our most 
precious resources. The Ala Wai spill earlier this year was a harbinger of a 
system at its limit and of a catastrophe soon to follow. What about water? 
What about solid waste disposal? What about fixing the potholes? These are 
all City services that we citizens pay for and expect our government to 
provide. I say that the rail transit system and its financial costs will unduly 
burden our City and create and environment where these essential services 
will not be adequately met. 

Now, the will to change. Maybe we start by limiting the growth on the Ewa 
plains. Maybe we actually have the will to really create the Second City of 
Kapolei. Maybe we look at a model of urban planning where we increase the 
density of downtown and provide a more friendly pedestrian environment. 
Maybe we slow our growth to more closely match the resources available. 
Look at every eco-system that the City is chartered to manage and you will 
find a system at its capacity. Water, Sewer, Solid Waste. How much more 
difficult will the management of the "Life of our Land" become when the 
City and its citizens are strapped for money? 

As Mr. Lauck cites Japan as a model for a rail system he neglects the fact 
that it works because most people live and work in the urban core. Honolulu 
is no Tokyo. 

All it takes to say no to rail is financial sense. This is the easy part because it 
is so absurdly expensive it would be like a middle aged parking lot attendant 
making minimum wage, taking out a loan for a Hummer he can drive in five 
years and then give the car and the loan to his grandchildren. 
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All it takes to say no to rail is imagination. Imagine having to ration water 
because our government could not afford to invest in water saving 
technologies. Imagine our beaches soiled with our own waste after each rain 
because our City could not afford to adequately manage and maintain our 
sewer systems. Imagine our Police, Fire and Ambulances undermanned 
because our City could not afford to pay them adequately. Imagine more and 
more homeless, put out because they could not afford their increased 
property taxes on top of the increase in the Excise Tax. Imagine what 
services you expect from our City government. Then ask if they are able to 
provide them adequately now, then imagine if the City were bound by this 
$4 Billion dollar boondoggle. 

All it takes to say no to rail is a will to change. A will to question authority 
and the other "special interest" groups, because like it or not Mr. Lauck, we 
are each a part of a "special interest group". The direction of this decision 
seems determined, but we can change it! Let's do this for our children. 

Very truly yours, 

Joseph Uno 
3648 Woodlawn Terrace Place 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
947-6855 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Marie Wagner kagnerm002@hawaii.rr.com  

Sent: 
	

Thursday, December 21, 2006 8:47 AM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: VOTE TO POSTPONE DECISION 

RECEVEI 

DEC 2.1 	5 06 i"ti 06 
CITY Ci.ERtc 

HONOLULU ,  -HA*4' 

PLEASE, PLEASE do not rush into approving rail before all other options have been fairly 
and thoroughly investigated. The impact, in every respect, will be enormous and it deserves to 
be studied in detail. POSTPONE APPROVAL UNTIL A FAIR AND OBJECTIVE 
ASSESSMENT OF ALTERNATIVES HAS BEEN DONE. 

Marie Wagner 
3704 Anuhea Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96816 

M isc. Co No. 12227 

12/21/2006 
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FROM :CHINAS SURFING PRODUCTION 
	

FAX NO. :9223454 	 Dec. 22 2006 11: Øt1 P1 

REFERENCE BILL 79--"RAIL?" 	 
December 22.2006 

Consider GREAT expansion of TheBus in (A) frequency, (B) 
number of stops, (C) service areas if necessary, and (D) hours 
of operation where helpful. Huge expansion of bus service—
more than rail—might be FAR more helpful to the entire state, 
offend few, and cost FAR less than rail. 

2. Reduce fares significantly for low-income users. 

3. RESTORE traffic lanes in Waikiki's three main arteries 
primarily for DISASTER planning but also for guaranteed 
congestion relief! Rail proposals ignore Waikiki. 

4. Consider government takeover of TheBus or, at least, more 
receptivity to public requests for service as in 1 above. 

5. Fixed route, light rail might be more appropriate on a very small 
scale for LIMITED areas such as the University campus, 
downtown Honolulu, or Waikiki-Ward Centers-Ala Minna. 

Mahal°, 

Richard Weimer 922-3454 
2452 Tusitala Street, #2010 
Honolulu 96815 

Misc. Corn. N 2229 °  
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Lloyd Wentworth Ploydw@gwegroup.comi 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 3:03 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Rail Transit 

I agree with Mr, Panos D. Prevedouros. 

Myth: The decision has to be made by tomorrow. 

.1$-7  
Fact: This is an arbitrary deadline that the City Council set for itself and the decision can wait. 

Best regards. 

Lloyd M. Wentworth, Jr. 
Executive Vice President 
GWE Group, Inc. 
1580 Makaloa Street, Ste 801 
Honolulu, HI 96814-3220 
Voice: 808.947,4309 
Fax: 808.947.4304 
Cell: 808.220.8159 

Nothing in this world can take the place of 
persistence. Talent will not; nothing is more 
common than unsuccessAl people with talent. 
Genius will not; unrewarded genius is almost 
proverb. Education will not; the world is full 
of educated derelicts. Persistence and determi- 
nation alone are omnipotent. The slogan 'Press 
on" has solved and always will solve the prob-
lems of the human race. 

Calvin Coolidge 

Misc. Corn. No  :2230 

12/21/2006 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Frank W. White [whitef003@hawaii.mcom] 

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 9:42 AM 

To: 	Marshall, Barbara 

Cc: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: Vote to Approve Railroad 

[JEL L 

CITY• s-,  

t-IONOt 

Honorable Council Members: Please vote against any fixed railroad on Oahu. Rather, vote to enhance the present bus 
system with more vehicles, dedicated bus routes and free use (out of the tax increase) that would benefit the whole island. 
Mahal°, 
Ann & Frank White, Kaneohe 

 

Misc. Corn. N '2231 

12/21/2006 
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From: Dolores_White/KA1MILONFIlDOE@notes.k12.hi.us  

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 4:39 PM 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dolores White 
P.O. Box 2402 
Ewa Beach, Hawaii 96706 

C.71 

t.0 

The Honorable Donovan Dela Cruz, Chair and City Council Members 
Honolulu City Council 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Bill 79 (2006), CD2, FDI - Relating to Transit 

Dear Chair Dela Cruz and Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I support the full mass transit route from the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manna. This route would connect 
Oahu's two major job centers (the City of Kapolei and downtown Honolulu) as well as the two university campuses (UH 
West Oahu and UH Manoa) thereby providing mass transit access for a large number of Oahu's workers and university 
students. 

This is important 25-30 year planning. These areas are where the growth will happen - not along Kamokila Blvd. The 
proposed Kamokila route does not serve Ewa and forces more traffic onto Ft. Weaver Rd. It is aligned with developed, low 
density single family housing. We must provide the infrastructure to support the planned developments of the second city. 

The route reflected in Councilrnember Apo's ED I will serve the true city center of Kapolei, including the judiciary facility. 
The FD 1 route will serve already zoned, but undeveloped residential and mixed use lands (Mehana), the redevelopment of 
Kalaeloa, and the proposed Kroc Center. The route will better serve UH West Oahu and the Hawaiian Homelands 
Developments. It can be planned with the new north/south road. 

As you consider the cost of the transit project, please consider the Kapolei region's potential contributions to Hawaii's 
economy over the next 20 years: about $5.2 billion in annual regional new business sales and new construction expenditures; 
nearly $3 billion in new net State and City government revenue, of which the City's share would be $837 million 

The full transit route will be an important factor in promoting Kapolei's growth, advancing Hawaii's economy and moving 
students and workers to and from their homes. I respectfully ask for your support of the full Kapolei-Manoa route 

Sincerely , 

Dolores White. 
Ewa Beach resident 

Misc. Corn. No. 2232  

12/21/2006 
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Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

From: Ruthtutu@aol.com  

Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 11:41 AM 

To: 	dmelacruz@honolu..gov 

Cc: 	Marshall, Barbara; apo©honolulu.gov ; redjou@honolulu.gov ; Kobayashi, Ann Hi:Tam, illocl; 
Cachola, Romy; Okino, Gary; Garcia, Nestor 	 P 

Z 4, 	1.....) 

rn 
PLEASE do NOT vote for a RAIL transit of any kind.  - 	1-, 	- 2.1 	rn 

A BETTER alternative is INCREASE BUS transportation with Express busesia Bt.4 1iWays or 
HOT lanes. This can be done in stages and in the most critical areas FIRST:-:at le*4cost 
and closer convenience for riders, without worry of how to get to a station and or/parking 
and can then be utilized better by riders of all ages, including children and seniors!!!! 
Plus, a Rail transit system would be a blot on our beautiful Island! 

The roadways can be improved at critical areas where traffic is now stymied by bottlenecks 
and the EWA area should where you start!! 

We must wean our citizens from so many autos and stop our increased tourism, which 
increases the need for service vehicles non-stop, as well as uses our critical water and 
power supply. An island can only absorb so much!! Common sense must prevail! 

You will not have enough public input at this busiest time of the year and with the very short 
notice of plans not available until the last minute. This is not an emergency that this must 
go through right NOW. WAIT-THINK- and let all be heard. My input from others is that 
increased EXPRESS Buses will be a better solution and is expandable or can be decreased 
as needs may change in the future! 

RAIL TRANSIT is not easily REMOVED.from the landscape! 

DO not accept RAIL NOW. 
Mahal°, 
Ruth D. Willenborg, Kailua, Hawaii (52 year resident) 261-1046 

Subject: NO to Rail 

Misc. Corn. No. '2233  

12/21/2006 
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CIT't GLERIc 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Fujinaga, Dot S. 

From: Marie Winner [winnerm001@hawaii.rr.com ] 
	

flEc 22 9 30 Mi 06 
Sent: 	Thursday, December 21, 2006 5:39 PM 

To: 	Dela Cruz, Donovan M 

Subject: rail system 	 RECEIVED 

We urge you to delay the tax increase and do an Alternatives Analysis on the proposed elevated rail system. 

As one of our legislators you owe it to the people of Hawaii to thoroughly analyze this transportation issue. 

The proposed billions will benefit only one corridor on Oahu, but financially impact every taxpayer. Eventually the 
cost burden will trickle down to the businesses Hawaii and the traffic problem will continue to worsen. 

Please reconsider the urgent need to spend these billions and consider alternatives first. We ask you to act 
responsibly please. 

Kurt Winner 
President 
Coastal Windows, Inc. 

Marie E. Winner 
Vice President 
Coastal Windows, Inc. 

Misc. Corn. No. '2234 

  

12/22/2006 
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From: Benjy Wong [benjy829@hawalisr.com ] 

Sent: 	Friday, December 22, 2006 8:20 AM 

To: 	 ayor Mufi Hannemann 

Cc: 	 , Dela Cruz, Donovan M; tapho@nonolulu.gov ; Marshall, Barbara; Djou, Charles; 
Kobayashi, Ann H.; Tam, Rod; Cachola, Romy; gokino©honolulul.gov ; Garcia, Nestor 

Subject: Transportation and Planning Committee Testimony 

DATE: Friday, December 22, 2006 @ 8:18a.m. 
RE: Transportion and Planning Committe 

Testimony 

Aloha Honorable Mayor Hanneman 
& All City Council Members: 

Where is The City and County of 
Honolulu wtih Respect to 

Relieving Traffic Congestion? 

Please Reconsider Your Vote 
On Bil 79, CD 1 Because 

We're Now at a "Tipping Point" 
For the Following Reasons 

1. Automobile traveling time is ever increasing from home to the workplace & 
to our schools & University of Hawaii; 

2. Planning decisions & Zoning Approvals from past years dictate that the 
urban sprawl of residential, commercial, and industrial development will 
occur in the Ewa Beach and adjacent neighborhoods & all points in between; 

3. Thus your vote for the alignment should & must be based on the time and 
convenience of travel mode that benefits the most families to be served now 
& in the future; & 

4. In the final analysis that would seem, to me, to be the alignment noted in 
Point No. 2, above. 

I am a Kailua resident & the likelihood of me & my family using the Fixed 
Guideway Transit System will occur far less frequently than for those between 
Ewa Beach and the University of Hawaii. 

Yet, as a Resident Taxpayer in The City and County of Honolulu, every 
consumer purchase that I make will cost me more because of the additional 

Misc. Corn'. No. ' 2235  
12/22/2006 
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1/2 of 1% being added to the state's current rate of 4%. 

I say choose the best route that benefits the most families rather than wrangle 
over the cost because over the longer term it is this route and alignment that 
will result in the lowest cost alternative. 

"May all of you always be Blessed with the Grace of God and days of 
Inspiration and Passion to be and do the best for the people of The City and 
County of Honolulu!" 

benjy829@hawaiisr.com   
Benjy Wong 
829 Mokulua Drive 
Kailua, HI 96734 
808-262-8624 

12/22/2006 
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OPPOSITION TO BILL 79 CD2 FD1 

FF. CEIVED 
FROM: 	Linda Wong 
TO: 	City Council  

DATE: 	December 22, 2006, 10:00 am 	 DEC 22 6 01 	1 06 

RE: 	Opposition to Bill 79 CD2 FD1 Relating to Mass Transit 	ci Ty c t Efkr, 
40HOLULO. ,,-;0011 

I am in opposition to Bill 75 FD1 relating to Mass Transit and in support of managed hot lanes. 
If you must decide on a dedicated route, keep the "yellow line" route that you have proposed. Do 
NOT run a WAIKIKI SPUR as we could not afford it, Waikiki is far too densely populated and could 
not be "Hawari " to our island visitors and islanders alike with Mass Transit. You will meet great 
opposition if you try to run mass transit in Waikiki, as you did with the BRT. With the recent costs of 
increased excise tax (4.72% not less!), inflating property taxes every year, gas surcharges, motor 
vehicle registration hikes, and every other kind of user fees imaginable, we cannot afford another 
penny! Believe me, even the upper middle class are living pay check to pay check! "The out-
migration of young people confirms the trend in Hawaii's declining public school enrollment." 
Hawaii is the only state in the nation with a declining public school enrollment, US Census 1995- 
2000. 

I do favor the rubberized bus system over any rail system as the rubberized system would be 
much more flexible, have entry and exit stops, and be affordable for our state's peoples. Any rail 
system would be much too expensive going from a projected $5 BILLION to an actual $16 
BILLION (inflation, bond interest, imminent domain cost issues, inflated infrastructure cost, 
undefined equipment cost, maintenance and other hidden and non reported costs by the City) as 
you have heard in recent testimony. Federal monies will only cover Millions of dollars. In addition, 
there is only a projected 2-8% rider ship, while 92-98% population is still in their cars. 

Give us back our bus bays and traffic lanes taken away for the so-called 'beautification' of Hawan. 
Synchronize our traffic signals, outlaw forever (not make a short term moratorium) "traffic calming" 
devices that were opposed and ultimately caused traffic to speed up. This is a recently proven 
problem at Leiahi St, and Kapahulu Ave. by the Waikiki Fire Station that also cuts down on 
response time by fire engines. These devices make us want to abandon our highways. 

My recent experience with the Bart system in San Francisco, California testifies that Bart is 
sparsely populated through San Francisco, Oakland, and all bay cities to the south and east. My 
sister drove me on the freeway to the park and ride station. My fare was $7.00 one way. When 
would we start making BILLIONS with that? Please consider all the rail systems testified to as 
going bankrupt. We already have the 'big dig' in Waikiki, $30 million in bond debt and another $30 
million in sewer fees we owe that no one speaks. Parsons has built the failed 'Big Dig' in another 
city. Let that not happen in Honolulu. What if they write the EIS? Please get an independent EIS 

Please save some of the beauty of Hawaii by choosing hot lanes or rubberized bus system. NOT 
'RAIL 90' FEET IN THE AIR'. The rubberized bus system or hot lanes do not have to be so high. 
No more view planes, no more sky! Please defer Bill 79 CD2 FD1 if more time is needed for the 
best honestly PLANNED Managed Transit System this city should have and deserves. 

Linda Wong 	 Tel. 808-255-3435 
3071 Pualei Circle #203 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96815 Misc. Corn. N 

2236 

  

Aloha Councilmembers, 
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PHONE NO. : 880537E534 	 Dec. 22 2006 1:16:35F111 P1 

Arlene G. Woo 
2070 KaIowa/line Place 

Honolulu, HI 96822 
808437-6534; 	 o 

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 

Date: 12122106 

To: City Council 
	

Fax Number: 527-6888 

Re: Transit Number of pages: 2 including cover 

It does not seem prudent or financially sound to spend $4,6 -$6.6 billion on a 
transit system that most people on Oahu will not ride because it will not be 
convenient and because it will not go where people want to travel. Not only will it 
be costly and inconvenient, It will be a visual blight on Hawaii's scenic landscape. 

What happened to the "second city" and the "West Oahu campus" for UH? If our 
master plan were followed, there would be fewer people commuting from west to 
east; therefore, there would be no need for an expensive rail. 

I urge all members of the Council to think carefully about our budget and what is 
best for the majority of Hawaii residents. Such deliberation means ignoring 
special interest groups and egos. The residents of Hawaii are reaching their 
limits in taxation. 

atiklw /11  

237 
Misc. Corn. No. 	 
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Testimony in Support 
of Bill 79 (2006), CD1 

By Amado Yoro 
91-1339 Hoopio St. 

Ewa Beach, HI 96706 

C:D 
sin 	CD C-) 	= 

	

r•-.) 	Co C .' r-.1  = 	 .-4 rr 	 c- r.> 	tev  rri  

	

,z` 	
1'1 de: 	 4.0 

P- 

December 22, 2006 	 p- 4=.; 	— 

To the Honorable Members of the Honolulu City Council: 

I live in the Ewa plains (26 years) and request that you consider building the mass transit 
project that will include our community in this historic project. 

Our community supports the 28-mile Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-
Halekauwila route with the addition of a spur to Waikiki. 

Thank you for receiving this testimony. 

Misc. Corn. No  ' 2238  
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sustainable Oahu (May 15, 2006) that preserves that natural beauty and protects the 
quality of life that will make our citizens continue to say, "Lucky we live in Hawaii." 

If you don't have answers to all of these questions, please do not vote for rail or any 
other mass transit system until you do. To burden the Honolulu county taxpayers with a 
rail system that is at least 15-20 years away from being operational, without fully 
investigating the alternatives suggested from individual citizens who will not profit from 
a rail system, is, in my opinion, irresponsible. You are part of our government of the 
people, by the people and for the people: the operating principle is the needs of the many 
out way the needs of the few. 

Mayor Hannemann has stated that he is not going to allow rail to fail. He said, (Honolulu 
Advertiser Nov. 5, 2006) "1 know future generations will say, 'Man, we have a courageous 
guy over there that finally did the right thing.'" Please do not let the immense pressure 
he has put on all of you to vote for rail ,cause you to "put the cart before the horse." 

Mahalo for you time and your service, 

Myrna Zezza 

2 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: ---rAtt 	 It4 

c4. 	w p.44i;  

. 4_  
4/7/1 /A.A.  ob-17 

Name:  (7-  

Address:  3575-  47.- /reat.k.....,. -171-2  
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Mr C. Mrs Gerald K Surnida 
3515 Ala Hapuu St. 
Honolulu, HI 95818-2213 

 

HON 0 LU LU HI 968 

   

  

21 DEC 2006 -PM S T 

     

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

2'40 
• 

Misc. Corn. No. 	 
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Mahal() and Aloha, 

014vi 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPrfOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORIrf WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
Fax: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitolhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

C.= 
	Viihether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 

the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "Its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Cound members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Fhonei523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070621 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit ioute titan 	r. vi_ 	 J ■ca 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  If du, pwi  
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Jeanne Hamasaki 

Honolulu, HI 96818 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No.  .2241  
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NORMAN SAKANIOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE CAPrroL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8688 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitolhawallgov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9 0  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will catty their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or._ 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in youi back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

0061 ,01--\ 

Senator Norman Sakamolo 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  I CA-I 14 LE  

5 P!  

Name:R  i):NC) 	\.1 	10E7— • 

Address:  1077  
A_LA)P . ; 	.6gig h'cJo L  
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Com . No.  2242  
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Mahal° and Aloha, 

0441 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COtamTTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE DAPrroL, Roam 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

      

PHONE: (608) 686-8685 
PAX: (808)586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitothawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, Iaskyou to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake, 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on, Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or,... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at LJH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 5234141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547..70.10 Fax 523-4220 
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your taxes work for youl- 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	•1.CA  CiA ,-,0 	V/k C1 A,A,. --tat-- 	6 AY t. -j , 
fl 

	

4 '`"1,-(---- 	 (Li; 	
j/Cle 

Name:

, 	  

	

1 k--6,, 	(2-1rdire: 

Address:  /J/ /d,1(1 , 	4.,,,'. , Y.tw ( 7 
.07  

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. '2243 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@captIoLhawalLgov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward? The Salt Lake , 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

Mila 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

im 	Leel140 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 541-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

czi We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  TI/hAll< YON -Ffk Ytti 16,1h  
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

' Misc. Corn. No  224 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COISSITEE ON EDUCATION'  

MAJORCTY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL, Rom no 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 

PHONE: (808) 588-8585 
FAx: (808) 586-8588 

 

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitoLhawatLgov  

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities!) 

Whether ,  you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Slar-Bulletin in its December 9 1k-article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying it's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else, Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

aft 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 
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 Mr. James C. Greer 

3054 Ala Puha Pl, Apt 701 
Honolulu, HI 96818 

    

   

HONOLULU -HI 968 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. hlo.  2245  

Hi l l! 	11 11 I I I- 111111 11 	1 nS t 	111 i 	1111 111 	1111i 11 111 

AR00070630 



NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, Rom 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 . 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitol.hawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal arid the -funding system, I ask youlo support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake , 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches aw 	yeT "r.,'k yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward nowt 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

01461 01--N 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  6incA_, 	 -1"D pal  
kai( 	 006 	ek- 	e/fru  

,btne,fiV,  -from -Wo  
-June Takiguehi 
1160 Ala Napunani 804 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96818 

Place 
Stamp 
Here 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. .224G 

  

Name: 

Address: 
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Mahelo and Aloha, 

01--N  

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DI$TRICT 

  

'I Z110 63 

CHAIR, COMMITT-EE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 06813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808)586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capitol.hawali.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against -the rail transit proposal and the—fuming 	system, I ask you to support - 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Mance or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 

	
Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  S 	Xi...4- .4-  
FA.Al tIn -(c-v 	, 	42'04514J t•)-€J iv)  

Name: 	  

Address: 15 • 3& 	 1/1“:( 
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HONOLULU HI 968 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No.  :2247  
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COISIIITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HO NO LU L U 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8685 
FAX'. (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamolo©ca pitol.hawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding systenf,Task you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9 1h article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "Its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward! The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work 
Choose to support students at UN Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward nowl 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

CM41404-- ‘S 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 

	
Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  if 	 rAYtt.„16 /a- 

IT 	 - Tg-e-  fTh2Tü t'J'.T1 
--TZ;  

Name:  k:orr.  Vat]) Melb.  

Address: 	kw +WA-t_c-, 

I-244. 10-  6im  

Yukumoto 
3433 Ala Hinalo St. 
Honolulu, HI 96818 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Cm. No.  A2246  

AR00070636 



NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 

HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 58S-8585 
PAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capilolhawali.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are -for, or againstthe rail transit proposal and -the-funding -systemJ .-ask fou-to -suppo 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5E52 

	
Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 

Address: 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No 	;2249 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAwAii 98813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakameto@capilol.hawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are tor, or against, the rail transit propil and the fukling system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward? The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

CM'el 

Senator Norman Sakamoto b-0Y)14) 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 

	
Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070639 



edei dePun 
spu Plod .„ 

81896 HumEH `ninpuoH 
61t 	-'M 1V 0601 

tseivisj uof 

m396 !!emeH 'nmiouoH 
Ocz woo u lowleo ems 

oloweNes ueutioN JoTeuas 

Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  awl ?Lt v& I al,e0s,  
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Councilrnember Rory Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

MiSC. Corn. No. 2250  
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAP1TOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnotc©capitol.hawailgov 

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you aifor, or against 	the rail transit proposal and the funding system,1 adcyou to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9Ih  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward? The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahelo and Aloha, 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

0141_01- -SALenyt) 

,fylajor 	 City Council 
Mine 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070641 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

.;/Y1-i- 

la,71.  

Name: 

Address: 	  

Comments: ;Wiz- 

  

miceY Fulcunaoto 

3075 Ala Poha PI Apt 606 

Honolulu HI 96818 

CouncilmemberRomy—Cathola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Com .'No. .:22S1 

S 1 74 	'CI 1 0. - 	 Illillilitii111111111111i lift 1111 WI 

AR00070642 



Mahal° and Aloha, 

CM41.01-- 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO • 	
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

 

STATE CAPfroi, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808)586-8688 

 

EMAIL: sensakarnolo@capital.hawaii.gov  

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether ydti—ar-6 -for-, or against, the rail transit -proposal and the funding system,1 ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9 11) article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UM Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor? Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Rhone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-70.10 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070643 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: jE-___Vk_ ait .3\t'en 	ar 

"-\\- 	 CKeD, . 	CIOA UX1v\4- ivttlOreaSe 
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Name:  V-)  

Address:  \V.P .0 \[)\-\ ‘‘t 	 `-- 1  
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I 	1.3 

 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn No 2252 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE Cm:Trot_ Room 2ao 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

 
  

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 
  

PHONE: (608) 586-8585 
FAX (808) 586-8588 

 
  

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capiLoLhawaii.goy  

 
 

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 

presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 

residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the fuming system 1 1 ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Ifs something I 

think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 

Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you in all communities, 

to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on, Choose to support the low budget tourists who 

may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 

station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 

Choose to support students at UH Mahoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 

for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 

you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 

watch others fillirig their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

01 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

0 adm ‘-,S*A Lenrkii) 

Mayor 
	 City Council 

-"et—Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070645 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and -re.0 i d4t 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 0 	1'41_3) 5-160 ff 124 47sat 4 -5 i ) c-711) tvit-.1 
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Address: 5 ) 0  
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Help your taxes work for you! 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No  
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Mahal° and Aloha, 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 686-8585 

FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitothawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

— 	Whether you are Tor, or against, the rail trantit -proposal and thelun-ding -systemj -ask you to- support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt-Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UN Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner 'arty and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches aw ay right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write orcalt the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523.4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070647 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	  

Name:  1) ..ezrvotc--- 

Address:  a-10 	 I,)kot 

V `ut71(i1c.f-_-  

9'70 1-10:(Aw,.Itt 2/C)k- 

4-0S0/3‘tiu'vu 1-'1( 	 g  

Councilmember Romy CachNa 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No '2254  
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DisTRFCT 

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
lioNOLULU, HAwAli 96813 

CONRATTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808)586-8588 

 

EMAIL: senSakarnoto@capitolhawaii.gov  

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you th suppoil 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward? The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UN Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

0061a4Th .,Sort 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070649 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	.2 	cx..0 
v'n 	f 

,scktr 	 Loe._ 

\ A 0 1<: - vo - 
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MRS SIMONE M WONG 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Coma No. 2255 
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Mahal() and Aloha, 

WI 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMO"TEE ON EDUCATION.  

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE CAPIT-OL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAwAll 96813 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

         

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitolhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and -the funding sysT6m, i as you lo support  
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
4a,hone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070651 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  tewx1144 au a/9a- 	ouv  
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Ms. Jean K. TakamurA
, 

3417 Ala Haukulu St. 
Honolulu, HI 96818 

 

   

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. N 2256 

  

AR00070652 



NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL RoOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAx: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capitolhawali.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for-, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding systerkl -Wyou to -St-War 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9Th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watt, others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

01*i 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 

	
Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070653 
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Help your faxes work for you! 

 

 
  

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

'57  

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No.  2257  

AR00070654 



NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

 
  

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAvvAii 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 
  

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAx: (808) 686-8588 

 
  

EMAIL; sensakamoto@capitolhawaii.gov  

 
 

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 

presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 

residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 

the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying it's something I 

think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 

Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 

may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 

Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 

for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 

you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 

watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

.01- --SAL.04 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 

:Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070655 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport.

, r. 

Comments: 	 4- 1-S  

t 

Name: 	4, t) TAZ)  
Address: 	 /4-  Li)  
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Stamp 
Here 

    

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 2258 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DisTRIOT 

 
  

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY MIN:,  

 
  

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 
  

RHoNE: (BOB) 586-8585 
FAX (808) 586-8588 

 
  

EMAIL: sonsakarnolo@capitoLhawaii.gov  

 
 

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 

presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 

residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 

the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9 01  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Ifs something I 

think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake 

Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 

to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 

may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 

community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 

Choose to support students at UN Manoa or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 

for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 

you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 

watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahelo and Aloha, 

0411 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 

	
Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070657 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	  

PL:  

Y\s-Jz-c-2-s  

Address: 	k 	 s,— ** • ) .4C1  
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21 - DEC:2006 c-nci 4 T 

Councilmember Romy Cachola * 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

hilisc. Corn. No.  '
2259  

- 	 • ' 	• • 
...... 	:ill 1 1101:1• 	 

AR00070658 



14 	• 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION.  

MAJoRrry WHIP 
STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAtNAII 96813 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

      

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8688 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capilothawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.* The Salt Lake , 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will cam/ their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
,Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070659 
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Mr. Alan S. Tarnayose 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DiSTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION.  

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU PHONE: (808) 586-8585 

FAX: (808) 686-8688 

   

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capitoLhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you am• for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the4unding system rl-ask-you-to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9 01 article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahelo and Aloha, 

0451 adm 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
kRhone 523-4141 Fax 27-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070661 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	t 5  1 

    

 

Mr. & Mrs. Kenneth K. Kanehiro 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. •22G1 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 5864585 
FAX (808) 5864588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto©capiloLhawaiLgov 

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9111  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying Its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on, Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members, Come forward now! 

Mahelo and Aloha, 

OW) 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527.5552 	Phone 547.7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070663 
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Helpyour taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Com . N )22G2 
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Mahal() and Aloha, 

CPAYI 	-Sft 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DiSTRICT 

CHAIR, COMNIMEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPrTOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

     

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitolhawalgov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, f ask you t6 -  support 
the route that would service our !oc,a1 tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward' The Salt Lake . 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Mance or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call Inv, Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
.Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-70.10 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070665 
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-": Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport 

• 

Comments: 	 L/^ 

Name: 	 D e /o P? 
Address: 471-1 q 	LA- 0A-3 -71:-  

   

  

Ms Orme Donovan 
4346 Olaloa St 
Honolulu, HI 96818-1969 

    

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Come No. ' 2263  
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Mahal° and Aloha, 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH !DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCKOON 

MAJORITY WHIP 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

      

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAx (808) 586-8688 

   

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capitol.hawali.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 	 • 

Whether you are fol, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "Its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward? The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. °fliers must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Mance or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with yojer nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away_r .1 in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070667 
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Mahalo and Aloha, 

CA 4  1 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DiSTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808)586-8585 
FAx (808) 586-8688 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capholhawali.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are tor, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, i ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward! The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

fvlp yor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070669 



Help yOur taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 
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Name: 

Address: 
Edwin Nakamoto 
1576 Ala Noni Pl. 

Honolulu ,H1 96818 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
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We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 

presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 

residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 

the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 

think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 

Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 

to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 

may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 

community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 

station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 

Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 

support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 

for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 

you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing an the plate glass window and 

watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahelo and Aloha, 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070671 



Baker, Ruth 

From: 	 James M. Takeuchi itakeuchijames@gtcinternet.corni 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, December 13, 2006 4:43 PM 
To: 	 Kobayashi, Ann H. 
Cc: 	 Cachola, Romy 
Subject: 	 Transit route 

Ann and Romy, 
The transit route should be along Salt Lake Blvd. 
THe only time the transit will be used by the airport workers will be 
during rush hour in the morning and the evening. THe people in the Salt Lake 
district will be held high and dry. Pis route the transit system via Salt 
Lake Blvd. 
James Takeuchi 
1128 Ala Napunani St Apt 1608 
Hon. Hi 96818 

Misc. Corn. No. 2266 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  I 5 -tre4rt-  +A e  

4raf it 5.75-t2 	or.p.  

Name: 	KI-H(N c)iy 	t)(Ze  
140 M 	o.N , 00„01 Sq. Address: r  

004,.1,4 	43;- 9C.1  

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

122C7 Misc. Corn. No. 

AR00070673 



NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPiToL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAx: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitolhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

ilca 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corm No. 
2268 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION - 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPrroL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HawAt1 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capilahawali.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

- Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, i ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

i am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

lf you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

01141Giam 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
• Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070676 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

 

  
  

  
  

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

i+aN 01.1.11:Li H1 

15 PM 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

;22G9 Misr. Corn. No 
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Mahal° and Aloha, 

i +91 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Pr NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, CONIMITTEE ON EDUCATION.  

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitol.hawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

-Whether you are for, or against, the ail transit proposal andlne 	funding system, I ask 	you o sup  
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward? The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away. 7ight in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward nowt 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070678 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 1-t4 4 	 5(us 
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Name:  neA,  
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 2270 
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Mahalo and Aloha, 

CM1 sS 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 16TH DisTRicT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CANT0L, Room 230 
HoNoLULu, HAwAii 06813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAx: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoIo@capitolhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, i ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9 111  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UK Mama or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! • 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Ehone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070680 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 121.,'71 
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Mahal° and Aloha, 

01441adm 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (BOB) 586-8585 
fAx: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakemoto@capholhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you:=7.-i-VM or ast , the 1.9it tsAnsit prnpr)sAl a nd the funding system, ask -you to soppnrt 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

AR00070682 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

  
 

  

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. COM , NO,  :2272 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE cAPn-oL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
Fax: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capilahawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the -raii -trarisit proposal and the funding systemTI -ask -yotrto support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying *Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UN Manoa or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

04410) 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527.5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070684 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: ."1117-1 	&11 

1,01Yik 	r\a-L.'  

)11/MY- Wt  
Name: 	 6+;47:17 6:272  

Address: Hk  
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Ms. Adele Stevens 
2929 Ala Ilima St. Apt. 1504 
Honolulu, HI 96818-2515 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. i2273 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8685 
FAX (808) 686-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitalhawali.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

	Whether you 	ara1or7oragainst, -the-rail -transit proposal and thelunding -systemil-ask-youlo -support — 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9 1h article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Maim or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

WI atm Link 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070686 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  t..J,6-L 40-a-he  
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Coma No. 22  :74  
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 16TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE DAPtTOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

      

PHONE: (808) 586-8586 
FAX: (808)586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitol.hawali.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you -are-forTer-against Fthe-reil-tfansit -proposal and thelunding systemil -ask-you-to-support 	 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward? The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or..., 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Ma halo and Aloha, 

dYkl 401Th 	 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070688 



81896 !!'eNc2H `npliouoli 
to8 !uutincIEN ursi 8ZI I 

f5uoti3 ppu 

„Aided Oj 

&del Jepun 
smi plod 

 

C 

c`n 
• 6-, 	a 

r. 4 	1 1, I I;  Ito 

1,996 pmek (niniouoH 
Ocz woou fol!deo awls 

olowmies uetwoN Joieues 

 

• 

 

I I 	— 

      

Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	e iA/--4-vatt 	vtA,4 \Y-AA-k-S6 ,'-4 12  

. 	 • 

- 

Name: 
	C)-4Air4 CA-v;s-rw.6  

Address: 	7,--t A't• 0 -* 

C) -Qw.4  

trLi riu„ 	4-4-b04 

ikkL i  LI( cic- it  

HONOLULU HI 963 

18 DEC 2006 PM -  4- T 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96313 

2275 
Misc. Corn. No. 

NVY.  
N't 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15Th DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJoRrrY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
Fax: (BOB) 5864588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitolhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

—Whether you-raelor; ur against, the rait -transit proposal an-ditieluriding sytem, ask you lo suppon 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "Irs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else, Or..., 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahelo and Aloha, 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

aks.- -S44 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070690 



To: 	the Mayor and City Council 

support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area -(and the surrounding 
residents) rather than the Airport. 

Oahu is now at the point of needing a rail mass transit solution. Please support this effort 
and consider that the service is to support the citizens of Oahu. 

Regards 
	Kurt-ATalcawa 

3054 Ala Poha Place #503 
Honolulu, HI 96818 

2276 
Misc. Corn. No. 	 

AR00070691 
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Help your taxes work for your 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  LeT's 	r 	 - Dot,2-r tA3 or. 	-tt 

rs *Ti-efot,e 02. 6444 t 4.4..PIZ 174-Er ko-t-041 e..)  7 1) 

UOu-LO  eel s-1  eJi.L.  

  

Name: 	0845-....) 	 Let' 

Address: 	iti 	A-t-74 A-t-0 41-4  1,-1  

Place 
Stamp 
Here 

1:14:7 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No 
2277 

  

AR00070692 



Mahalo and Aloha, 

1 404Th s-S 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DisTMT 

   

STATE CAPITOL Room 230 
HoNoLuLU, HAINAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHoNE: (BOB) 586-8585 
FAx: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoio©capitoLhawati.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or agains 4Ohe rail -transit proposal and ttwfunding-system,i -ask-you-to-suppo -- 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward? The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
- Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070693 



Misc. Corn. No 2278 

llitilli1111113111 II 1 .1 	 lit till lib  

AR00070694 

edei 1",)iepun 

sitLi. Plod 

81896 !Iumuti 

ulmmA‘ 
uosnaiod aluuv 

cLege iremeH `niniouoH 
OCZ wood•lol!deo ems 

olowe)ies ueunoN Jowues 

 

Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit routf 4h8tf_.$,E5y,gp,  t,KaltLeke 
the 	

ur!MIELOOTIGN7 
e surrounding residents) ratherifiatiiKe Airport VI-A— 	 , 

Comments:  11-1 1  J  
4 ,-L ._ 	i'' - '--  il-4___  

i -/  

Name: 	jivk (e_ F-67,  i,-,,,ii:L-s 6)---) 	
trijo,AkdAP--A- 

Address:  i  O S 	1/1/1 1,1-k 4,,k_A.,  SF.  

i--/- 6-K 12 11_,k_Li,t, ; 114 i' , q 6 	i t-)  

• .10NOLULL) HI 968 

   
  

Ms. Jade Hind 
1038 Wanaka St 
Honolulu, HI 96818-2834 

 

HONOLULU HI 968 

1.4 DEC 2006• PM. 4 T 

   
 

Councilmember Romy CachOla 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 



Mahalo and Aloha, 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE DANTOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

      

PHONE: (806) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitol.hawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 
• 	 411.1111111.1.' 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on tile routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with Choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

'Mettler you are-for, or against, the raillfariSit propol and the run -ding system, I as-k you to suppo 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070695 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  VAL Cka 	 Du-ir  

Ck' kfil tiivt 	 Atititt 	6kAA.a ALAr-5  wtm,  

Name: 	"C,k_ JA.v‘e,-VA 	leteleAA. 	vvitmAtvve„ 

,  Address: 	t2 )O 	 (?t.A._%-kwl pa LA- CA -, r>t-i--  

yttIAL, )kfc__ ctG5a  

19204- 	 tkiityvatik- 

tAA, 9 ktg 

  

  

Councilmember Rorny Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. ' 2279 

AR00070696 



NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DIS 	t MOT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION'  

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU PHONE: 0308) 586-8585 

FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capilolliayvali.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail trar—ffitmpaai and the funoing systern-,1 as you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "it's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward? The Salt Lake . 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward nowt 

Mahelo and Aloha, 

01441 ,0i--\ "Sit 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070697 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

 

 

 

 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  Vt A ht.it ,•14-3) A 1/,. 5 imp., eolme/A1 -0 M-c, rA/6-f-  im-u?di;4 4ei 

liefrxx Fruo'PA 	/fie904).1-, el-itc4f I -rgi4A4.9 	 r.- /44,z 

isTair  A  giwi t I-141147r— 	1-1):x (1,4-ar-  .OF 	6"---Ar=e 

Name:  C-40-c.._-Z.  

Address: 30 24 	AlfrfLY,A 	861  

a4.oL.5 /4441/ 41 l1 j‘pig  

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn No. 22S0  

I 	 11, 1 i ! 
ii 

 1 1: • 
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Mahal° and Aloha, 

C 4911--N art 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

 

A 

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 

HONOLULU, HAwAll 96813 

CHAIR, CONNITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

 

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitol.hawali.gov  

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the-rail-transit-prop-sal and the -funding - systemJask-youlo-support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th  article quoted Mayor Hanemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. " The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or..., 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others fiiiing their plats just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 	, 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070699 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

X1 We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  -e- 

„4-t);zZ  

/124.43e ht a2a-/ -1Az 

 

Name:  7J7421.-ee-",--,:z-e--  

     

      

 

Address:  3,,W diet,  dicL,  

   

      

      

  

o= 

y4,4  
HONOLULU HI..96S 

14 DEC 2006 PM 4 T 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 	_ 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Com  No.  2281   A 
AR00070700 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

Eki 	
We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  72.5;1--- 	 cf401_91eri 

4e-e--"A c-14-  e  

	

/14- .14-1?--7C1 	F 11,  42 .  
742(e-0-42574-7 
Name: 	1,221-7 .77 A144:4 -  
Address: 	'?67T 	M24,t,/,9 Pt ,  

 
  

 
 

Carl T. MasaId 
3519 Ala Haukulu Pl. 
Honolulu, HI 96818-2221 

 
  

Councilmember Romy Cachola 

Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 2282  
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

 
  

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
1-10NOLuLU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COIMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

 
 

 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 
  

PHONE: (808)586-8585 
FAx: (808)586-8588 

 
  

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capitolhawallgov  

 

 
  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 

presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 

residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 

the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "Its something I 

think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake , 

Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 

to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 

may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 

community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 

station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 

Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 

support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 

for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 

you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 

watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

041 atm_ -Sit 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 

Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070702 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

 

1Z] 	
We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: _5;--4ve 11,4, ge-e)/e‘ _/L  

vjj 
1

7 	z.,4it,r- ficfr.  

Name: 

Address: 

714-1.09 kA  

'21S /44 Citt4 JL `5°--/ 03 

l-hyr) /ch . 	6  

   

   

 

   

 

   

Mr. Gary R. M..Tasaica 
• 

4 3075 Ala Pala PL 01503 

.1paoluitik 111.  -968184608 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 	

<70, 

530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, ,,HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 686-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitolhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, i aw you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying It's something 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.* The Salt Lake , 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahelo and Aloha, 

OW1 01-Th 	 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070704 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

 

1Z] 	
We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 	
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530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, ,,HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 686-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitolhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, i aw you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying It's something 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.* The Salt Lake , 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahelo and Aloha, 

OW1 01-Th 	 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

 

We support support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Name: 	k-'4: .79 4- 
/ 

Address: 	3 	 /, 

/4,/  Ali 7e f-/ 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 	e), 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 
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Mahal° and Aloha, 

CM/ 49k--N  

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAwisal 96813 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 

HONOLULU PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808)586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamota@capilolhawaii.goV  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or agairtAhe rail transit proposal arid the funding system,1 aSk you lo support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UN Manoa or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070708 



Help your taxes work for you! 
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We support the transit route mat b till/L:6 the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Commenlj+ 	gh .501 tilt 5 tt0-5e- 	 I/ Ice 547/ 
Lake_ r 	 :71 4o 	y 66(Aale.5 colci 

	

art_5 	-fht oTreei> 	ouly Ceit/id  ci---/7 II ' larW 

Name:  4 (A ro /A .C.:?• R 	be,  

Address:  2;' / e-s, O L) ;11) 5  

	

1. T. 	
	trt 

1:14 rilrflO,NOR 

Aurora Gar annella 
5180 Liktili St., Apt. 505 
Honolulu, H1 96818-3032 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. '2285 
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Mahal° and Aloha, 

MI aim -SA 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

 

STATE CARIToL, ROW 230 
HONOLULU, 1-1AwAii 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 

PHoNE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX (808) 586-8588 

 

EMAIL: sensakarnolo@capitolhawallgov  

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

-Whether you are tor, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding sys -LITAT, 1 asic- youlTsUP 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in arid around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9 01 article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party vd helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with yNtr nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right a) your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members, Come forward now! 

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR0007071 0 



NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808)586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capHoLhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

-Whether-you are-fofror against. The rail-tr-ansit -proposal-and the fundino-system i-l-ask yeu-te-supper4- 	- 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Flannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentiallY could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

41a 

Senator Norman Sakamoth 

014 - 4-Th L4 
Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070711 
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Help y7 taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  weir 
Sb vvei skovikol fofx) e/Fi 4)-  YbTY1  

Name:  WC-KO 4  16 Vat Sotiki  
Address:  rW7 a•a 	-4-40  
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813_ 

Misc. Corn. No. 
.2287 
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NORMAN SAKAIVIOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

 
  

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 
  

PlioNE: (808) 586-8686 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

 
  

EMAIL: sensakarnotoQcapitoLhawaii.gov  

 
 

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 

residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 

the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying it's something I 

think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward,' The Salt Lake . 

Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 

to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 

may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 

Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 

for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 

you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

0441.614--- 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR0007071 3 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	es/i/e)-1=6  g1-? 

•h7(4 ALikfii?dV 47-77-67-1d 14-27$ 
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Name:  Skw)? 60.6 	
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Address: 	 57-  

  

 

HONOLULU HI 968 

 

PP-1 4 L 

 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

 

Misc. Corn. No.  2288  
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

      

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capilolhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

	'Mettle! you ereloi7oragainst -the-raii -transit -proposal an-d-tn-elunding-systerki ask you -to support-  — 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake . 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UN Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

04414,01Th 	A 

Senator Norwell Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 5234 41 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR0007071 5 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 

the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 

T2/014-6- 	 

Address: 

/IDA, /  it-df  

°del Jepun 

81896 Iltmull ‘titniouoli 
	 spa pod 

!nualuH rIV 8•17CI 
unto pocIrtx 

min 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 

Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTR/GT 

CHAIR, COI4AMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE CAPrroi, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitoLhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Siar-Bulletin in its December 9 11 article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behaff of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please helpi 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

al-- 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070717 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

   

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

o.1441(1,,, 	 q6g/g 

    

    

 

Ms. Carolyn J. Sanders 
2977 Ala ilima St. Apt. 708 

Honolulu, Hi 96818 
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.L.5 LflL 21:47..*5 -Pi 	'4 L 

   

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. •2290 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DiSTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAwAll 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORrrY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808)588-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capilalhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away light in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

0141444Th 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR0007071 9 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	477L r 7 ,1••  

41 -(1// fr  
0:714 	 4  

	 a Ve ansi -14 1) di)i 

4,17,&: 	2--  

Name:  tre‘sif 	a rnao amp/ a  
Address: lle  

sfif - 

   

Fable Tres;  
110aik,P1-7Ye,/*-0Zri 

C44.1_111_3 .HI 9f,38 

r7; 	 pm 
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ORMAN AKAMO 

SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

PHONE (808) 586-8585 
FA)C (808) 586-8588 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORMYWHiP 

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capiIGI.hawalLgov  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or agains'Ijne rairffariiSTi15 -0sei and the Thiiding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake . 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in ore Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work, 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
1.0,ptch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write Or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

Serator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 

	
Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  1-`c,  

Name:  Rt- 
Address: i 53L  Aho--  
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

/2292 Misc. Corn. No. 

AR00070722 



SENATOR, 15TH DisTRCT 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLuLu, HAWAII 96813 

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

"717.v„ 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

difkialm - 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

CHAIR, COMMrTTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitol.hawali.gov  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

liffetfier you are for, or ageiritt, thë rail transit proposal and the funding systenV ask you to support 	 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying it's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.° The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070723 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
VJ 	the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	S-appo,e'T rie/e i-- 0 /LT  

AP0 4-c 7  e ,#y/ 	 174  /(1c (4.3 oJcIL  
ecs /Lie/r167 G/97-eX  

Name: 	6-eN 	fie.e.ev iC gLoief)i  C4, Pe/ex/ 

Address: -..3a/ #24 --XL>-)7,9  ST  47f /.0?  

HZ  

    

Mr. Eugene Perry 
3161 Ala Enna St. Apt. 109 
Honolulu, HI 96818-3009 

 

i4C4JLU 	t$3 

 

15 •E., El:: 	 TA1 :7i 4  

   

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 
/2293 

  

Cr.. !III 	II I I I 	I 11 1 11111 iii I 1 11 1 t ! li ill II I I 11  ii  1 1 3 A 1 II 

AR00070724 



CHAIR, COMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

CM41,01-- 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN AKAMOTO • 	

SENATOR, 16TH DISTRICT 

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAx: (808) 586-8688 

EMAIL: sensa}(amolo@capitoLhawaii.gov  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

  

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  -1h424t rhm4 be- A14,41" et. 604,4 

t1z-4)74-t 	-co-a 	440,+, f  
* bov 	Tke 

rn ib/r 
Name: 

Address: /01194-14 /Vara/tegiu' si Afro 
ji( gbficr  

  

 

  

 

  

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu He 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 2294  
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Mahal° and Aloha, 

WI atm -SA 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

    

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

 

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 

PHONE: (BOB) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

 

sensakarnolo@capitolhavvali.gov  

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airportor,sem the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the raittransit proposal and the fuming system, i ask you to suppon 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hanemann saying it's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will Garr/ their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070727 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

 

4K1 	
We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn . No. 

AR00070728 



Mahal° and Aloha, 

0141 01---  

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

        

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

     

STATE CAPITOL, ROONI 230 
HONOLULU, IlAwAit 96813 

  

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

      

PHONE: (808)586-8585 
FAX: (808)586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitoLhawaii.gov  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, i ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake , 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Mance or in the other direction at UH West Oahu, Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 	

- 
If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. .?<J 

jAiZ _-adit42,)71e  

Name: ')/izt-, :,)4444- 	tle.er Tc;_ il,g5,  

Address:3/4/ ALA ..Z-1,/,14 	•a7: tdf'  

Aido/L. /17-  

Robert Tellas 
3161 Ala llima St Apt 1001 
Honolulu, HI 96818-3012 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc..Com. No. 2296  

111 1 1 	
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CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

NORMAN SAKAIVIOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU HAWAII 96813 

PH0NE: (808) 588-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capiloLhawaii.gov  

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities) 

Whether you are for, or against, the raii transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying Ts something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake . 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

01441414— 

Senator Norman Sakanioto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 5474010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070731 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

Ezr 	We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  44 I G-4-k, 	Ty A rat,-;4- tii) -971  

er 	x.) 
iVi 7W"  

Daryl and Sun Burt 
Address: 	5080 ikini St. Apt. #1216  

Honolulu, HT 96818-2383 

  

 

 

Daryl and Sun Burt 
5080 	Likini St. Apt. #1216 

• Honolulu,1-11 96818-2383  

tiC1, 1\1 	t...t..,111.ki 

 

 

 

 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. ;2297 

1."...4 7:.•,(111. 4—SS c,t1711,o, 

Name: 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAx (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capilahawaiLgov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 

_ resideptO-Salt 
 

Lake (antsurrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake, 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who, 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

61451411Th `-Sik 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070733 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Corn 

Name: 	a/ 
Address: 	Wet- 	gt- 

(4-x 94 SI  
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HONOLULU HI 96S 
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Councilmember Romy Cachota 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Com . No 2298 
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Mahal° and Aloha, 

0011a4- 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

 

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORMf WHIP 

PHONE:(808)586-8585 
FAX:(808)586-8588 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitol.hawaii.gov  

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying it's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else, Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UK Manoa or in the other direction at UK West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-70.10 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

(A. 	5 
v-A—Es \ 	ut 

Name: 	  

Address:  ct 	A\c, 	a vA,;,\ 	)  

c-Lki-4-‘44---al a c 	ov, 	okAty 	 c44--1-iee 

vt. 	 1AAA- tA)  

Mr. Russell Park 
909 Ala Nanala St. Apt. 201 

Honolulu, HI 96818 

 

1I 968 

i) 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  V\A-0c.e.--- 	if- 
' 	 v . 	ID 

ct 1.0 ci  
(A)0L4Ldi tI 

• Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. '2299 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capilothawallgov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9 5  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward? The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Wrhe or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahelo and Aloha, 

A 
/V (.14"fia4 	ft 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 	ff d.clL 131, 	1,7'  
.1 

	

vo, ,ip( 14-h' 	 <  4 .4 

--.141 1/rug 	44,b,.. 
Name: 	 /I  

Address: 	41A 	inym ,1"gC)i•i 

1■,4:61A 1:11(1  

HONO L.UL. HI_ . 968 

14 DEC 2006 PM 4L. 

Councilmember Rorny Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Miss. Corn. No. 2300 
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Mahalo and Aloha, 

ail atm 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808) 586-8685 
FAX (808) 686-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamolo@capitolhawaiLgov  

    

We Need Your Help) 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "Ifs something 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Mama or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch ethers filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now) 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  119 76/77 -11, 	46.0 lOoktif  

1-yWi .nf -,Lfze  ,/ 	r6/4.5- -74re'cir6 5a  

Lake. /7e5; 414a I a i-ea 	 627LZ 1l e  

Name:  FRA9APc_ IV. Fucwf_56  

Address:  .4e-fc7 ALA-  ..-7_4//t4.4 577, im  
q7j ç 

 

 

Mr. Frank M. Fuchise 
2889 Ala Ilitua St Apt HA 
Honolulu. HI 96818-1774 

 

 

Councilmember Romy Cachorif 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. '2301 
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Mahelo and Aloha, 

al--N  

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL Room 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 

PHONE: (808)586-8685 
FAX: (808)586-8588 

 

sensakarnoto©capitol.hawaii.gov  

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward. The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling tl -ieir plates just inches avs'ay right your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	 Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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ST896 1P`tveH 111n10,10H 

VOZ u °ZOE ldV Id o MI rIMtV  

mgt10 

.,,./fideej 
edei Jepun 

s!ta plod 

E96 qemeH `niniouoH 
ocz wood lol!deo awls 

olowemes uewJoN Joieues 

Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  ri,'& P/9- 9` 	,577t7"--E- 

P&- -,5/4/Z-P 	77/-6= 5Eg-4WE  

467 7-1-/-k- 	7---A4 Alt-7LT° 
i9-ezweo//v6,  44i 

Name: 	  

Address:  3.) 	n--44 A/q-/-v,41 /P,6 fr:V  

/-7-7 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 23/32  
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 

SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION'  

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

      

PHONE: (808) 586-8586 
Fm: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitolhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying it's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or,... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manna or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

041 Pkim 	L45014) 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: Pie-e- rotfe- 	rizo 

    

Liku- 

te," 	te, 	 s ! (Dc  

Name:  MIL, - ktinvi  

Address:  3 VS-  A-I r. iv) 
	

ei. 

144a/id1I)  Wt. q, !;1g 

446 )) 

" 

Al  

/4).,/,,.n4)  kit 46401  

• KONOLL) Ltd,  '96E; • 

• .15 DE .( 7 ..210335 	.:7 

Councilmember Romy Cachoia 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENAToR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMMTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, I4AwAll 96813 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHONE: (808)586-8585 
FAx (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@capitolhawalgov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying "Ifs something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward.' The Salt Lake . 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

Senaor Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
Phone 52 

City Council 
4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 
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Help your taxes work for You! 

   

,We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 

Z.-tr,,,21-79  

6-eifr2k— 	 41  

Name: "-ri el  

Address:  //21474.A._ /442(..e._  /c 	ft–ALLqcy 

7/47\  

r  

Yebeicf-  C-0 5+t-L_ 

/ 01 47A- Nevpic. 	_ST-141g 

116?"7` ' 	2'9v 

   

  

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 , 

Misc. Corn. No. P;.:304.  
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPIToi, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAwAll 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PH0N6: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnoto@capitol.hawali.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying Ts something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake . 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at Uhl Mance or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahalo and Aloha, 

Wialm 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 
	

City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070747 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:4  /, ,,•art..e /Xs &s ii R) Gat  Yhifr  

Se-Wc.i /AC 451-.1-Ctahe aec  

a G'tly l iv6kr,-,  sildie 	q.)1J26 	dide beis aAv oli  ,iutionnii 

Salt 14/0,_.4.AAA„ ,- 
Name: 	i."1/r 	 tivel 	k Aerw 

Address: 	 6`43-t.) 	14" - 4414 	Leak 
akeipo,74 
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Oicr, 
Councilmember Romy Cachola°'- 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

,2305 
Misc. Corn. No. 	 

iliklThiftilitIli 1 111111 .0, 11011111141tlial 
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Mahalo and Aloha, 

0041 +04--N 	ft 

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION.  

MAJORITY WHIP 

STATE CAPITOL ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

 

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

 

EMAIL: sensakamoio@capitolhawaov  

  

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are 	..jainst, ths " -nnsit proposr 
the route that w 	ce our Ice 	paying res 

The Honolulu Star-Butietin in its December 9th article 	. 	Hannemann saying Ts something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake rebidents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UN lvlanoa or in the other direction at UH West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others fining their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! • 

- sk you to support 
Se 

Mayor. 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

• tv 
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Help your taxes work for you! 
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Via (IQ 	9,4-y cc 	 fvs,  (3. A-Sti-sx.)woecrlyi,  

Name: 	1,4  A‘, C 	 C 

Address: S 	 Th_444-\ ^Pt_ --010i -t,  

14-cA-1  t>  

Kenneth A. Clarkson 
Apt 1912 

3075 Ala Paha Pl 
Honolulu, 	96818 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. ,230G 
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NORMAN SAKAMOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DISTRICT 

   

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAvvAll 96813 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 

MAJORITY WHIP 

   

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

   

PHoNE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX: (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakamoto@ca  pflol 	ov 

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are ter; or 	he rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would serv our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. csa 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying Its something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit oar (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at UH Manoa or in the other direction at UM West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window arid 
vqatch others filling their plates just  inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! )4:; , 	6-(x-N 5t-k 	s 	'7) 	 'Ji*-4-:'-'• "4a1 \-1 1))  
f's 	‘at- kk—L-a 	 44 AO 05 	CO A P.--1  c-c:s k, 	‘.3-5 LL 	 fr),IN IA 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 
12cs:::De-1-.1vc5 	 iv- 	 T 	— -VA Cr: 4.1 

VAT 	ts_  
Mahalo and Aloha, 

04118/1-\  

Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Rhone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070751 



the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  

dAz-- cis 
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We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
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Help your taxes work for you! 
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Misc. Corn. No 23  

AR00070752 



Aar. 

Help your taxes work for you/ 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and  
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 
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Comments.-  ' 4 e 

  

1..v or 1(4.43 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

C.C.1 744 
	

I 
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Councilmember Romy Cachola 

;treet 
96813 

-k for you! 

rt the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
• -iding residents) rather than the Airport. 

	

a/71-k 	Ae/r,  

	

 
4,c) 01- btx,r/v.0.4 e-tse, 	‘2.444)-1-44.1-- 

ki'cl,c 	
44-14 rogj, 

:5003 A- 4, ,#Jt. 9 L Pt • t 7  

ilf 1 1 	.4! 	1 1 1111 1 ;i -11 1 1  

Misc. Coma No. 23°9  
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  /. 	/4e-i  

s  

Name: 	  

Address: 

	

	  

7/77-0/vt2  

DEL LW 

Place 
Stamp 
Here 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

2310 
Misc, Com. No. 	 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

COMMentS: 	 _f 4v7Fe; vz-7 7N 	 7/6*  /OA 

icAT7,6ig.Az 	 rxro  " P4,4044-7 

9 A6.6 Z':-4,4c65 	Al WO-  

Name: 

Address: 	f9r5- 	///v/  

/1-r,Z.  

Place 
Stamp 
Here 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. -2311 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  //-7- 	/4Z27 Y7 	e.e.„2, -  

r4lif/7/7" itf 	/ 'a.tt  

Name: 	  

Address:  ..g15-- 	 <7  

Place 
Stamp 
Here 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

2312 
Misc. Corn. No. 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments: 424-1A-4-04-114-11,04146,  

41taL LIQ2_- 	 t,i4)-1-ec4+  

Name: Rai 4-- -gt-7:L-tefft_4, -)1Q.7A-a< 

Address: 	(0 I Ce-&-9ec-pk4---J-19. i*--1e0 C0  

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc Com. N 2313 
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',Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  4 pl_i/J4-d,e--t.ks,74-1A4X41,a-

P7ATer 	AltrcgaliC 4/14-ei  

Name:  te-PolteD A-.  
Address: 	22 -)431,04,- /0,4 	s-r- ,  

4pf 0 Ah 	Ikkg  

_ 

:LI 
"i 

       

       

    

LEONARD A PETERS 
1328 WANAKA ST 	

• - 1  
HONOLULU HI 96818-113 4  

  

46015.• 

   

     

       

       

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 2314 
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15 	.: 	tPf 	IL. 

Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  72(-7/fAl,y7 afig6-4 creAvz -e  

Blv/p /0,44/7)X'At-CffrA 7y zify   

1-41.44 47 44, 7".. .7714'7/0Ar  

Name: 	gityM-4. Ad) 4-1c0/414  

Address: 	(rni 4% -7/".04  

h4A,1 	twif  

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 	 C 

530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

2315 
Misc. Corn. No. 

AR00070760 
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Senator Norman Sakamoto 
State Capitol Room 230 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Enrique Curamena 
3536 Puuku Makai Dr 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96818 

' Fold This 
Under & Tape 
To Reply*** 
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NORMAN SAKANIOTO 
SENATOR, 15TH DisTRICT 

CHAIR, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION - 

MAJORITY WHIP 
STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 230 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

HAWAII STATE SENATE 
HONOLULU 

      

PHONE: (808) 586-8585 
FAX (808) 586-8588 

   

EMAIL: sensakarnolo@capitolhawaii.gov  

    

We Need Your Help! 

The City Council is finalizing plans for rail transit to serve our community. Based on the routes 
presented in the latest formal proposal we are faced with choosing to serve the airport or serve the 
residents of Salt Lake (and surrounding communities.) 

Whether you are for, or against, the rail transit proposal and the funding system, I ask you to support 
the route that would service our local tax paying residents in and around Salt Lake. 

The Honolulu Star-Bulletin in its December 9th  article quoted Mayor Hannemann saying 'It's something I 
think the council has to look at, but they (Salt Lake residents) need to come forward." The Salt Lake 
Neighborhood Board expressed their support on behalf of the community. Others must come forward. 

I am appealing to the Salt Lake residents that are directly affected and each of you, in all communities, 
to understand the choice we are asked to weigh in on. Choose to support the low budget tourists who 
may benefit when a Waikiki spur to the system is added. To support the ability of members in our 
community who will carry their baggage on the transit car (if that is allowed) and get picked up a transit 
station somewhere else. Or.... 

Choose to support the taxpaying residents who would be able to walk to the station and ride to work. 
Choose to support students at Uhl Manoa or in the other direction at UN West Oahu. Choose to 
support shoppers either at Pearl Ridge or at Ala Moana. Choose to support our residents who will pay 
for the system that potentially could by pass them. 

If you helped to purchase food for a dinner party and helped to prepare the food, how would you feel if 
you the were asked to step aside and watch with your nose pressing on the plate glass window and 
watch others filling their plates just inches away right in your back yard? 

Please help! 

Write or call the Mayor! Write or call the City Council members. Come forward now! 

Mahal° and Aloha, 

CA*1 
Senator Norman Sakamoto 

Mayor 	 City Council 
Phone 523-4141 Fax 527-5552 	Phone 547-7010 Fax 523-4220 

AR00070762 



Help your taxes work for you! 

• 	 We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Name: 

  

Address: 	JAMES'!" KAWASAKI 
1341 Ala Napunani St. 

   

   

        

 

JAMES T. KAWASAKI 
341 Ala Napunani Si 
Honolulu, HI 96818 

   

f.-11 	N 0 it..11 

 

     

    

7:6 D E C 2.006 PM 4 L 

     

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

1 	1 	I L 	U 	it it 	It 	11 I 	1 	1 	r. 

Misc. 'Com. No. • 053' 

Comments: 
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Help your taxes work for you! 
N 0 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  10(r Lgte_e 4eir /Or li 	r--efr  /e.d.r  

4(.4, ..5--A,./1 e  4e/e 7-0 	 Mx_  
A/Z 7Z9A5f ryile rm. 	. 

Name: 
	R 4  SC/2._ 

Address: 302- 1 S 4L/ 114 441, rr  
t 	//: ?g I g  

7‘44,-lt r7  
{.7,1 303.P.31411(2400"7-17-frkM2 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 
Aminwase nlqw 
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Help your t xes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
." surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

4  Le:Z . 	--4W4 Cpmments: 

57e3J,--  
61-07.-" 

Name: (-C"--"4-11-1  40,44/172z 04-  

Address:  Nkr-q 4-1-4 y)t14.--  

e 5--  1,--7 	 Y-7/   / 

Ihkuv2-44- 1- q , 1611 

A2/7 (c  
34932/ h/a 

/74,4k4.4„c_ 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No .

0055 ' 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  Tie  
\WI 4IAe- w.DY1411-6\ otr-A 61--c-frrop7  

o1 1 1 510 	 rcitkirc 	 -1- "P 

Name:  D-64 V1,9 	ç i 7\ 

Address:  9'1 6)  A14- :17[ 	51- - A 	7E4  

-00v14\019ve,  

--31? 0  Akaiivitet 

Hoo f  HT, 
HONOLULU Ni 968 

26 DEC 2006 PM 2 T 

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No. 
1 	; 	 I 
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  ec,(A-c-rriclfg:LA.(3.;  

- C—CI'C.13  

   

    

CZ. c 

   

Name: 	  

  

' 

        

Address:  ),,0  
cYc ,  *t. 	  

Councilmember Rorny Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Come W. :0057'  
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Help your taxes work for you! 

We support the transit route that SERVES the Salt Lake area (and 
the surrounding residents) rather than the Airport. 

Comments:  444 kjt  54/tcl" 6114, 43 t'174  / 	--az 
A.rmsir 	4,f 	 --(ha 	eirnf.6,ti-AL 

5,01-74,14e._  
tsL I47 lS „64,/,,/,,e, 	 4 	PvWc_  ;;,-,f/pg.eAi 

Name:  17  ii■keift,4ii 	74Ji45  

Address:  -2  e lf-b--  Alar- vt4,144ta..,  

7‘34  

      

   

Mr. Raymond M. Takahashi 
300 Ala Napuaa Pt Api 1516 
Honolulu, HI 96818 

 

HONOLULU HI 968 

 

03 JAN 2007 PM 2 T 

    

Councilmember Romy Cachola 
Honolulu Hale 
530 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Misc. Corn. No.  0055'  
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Fax Transmittal 

OWNER. El 

ARCIETECT El 
CONTRACTOR. 1: 

02/02/ 2007 13:19 	9556906 PAGE 01 PAUL LOUIE INC 

Date: 	February 2, 2007 

 

Project Number: 

projcct Name; 

 

To: 	The Honorable Ms. Barbara Marshall 

  

     

City Council 

 

Subject: Locally Approved Transit Alternative 

     

530 S. King Street, Room 202 	 Distribution: 

Honolulu,HJ 968T 3 

Attention: 'Barbara Marshall Council Chair 

Fax: 550-6701 

We are sending you 

El Attached 	E Ropolis 	11111 Drawings 

D Submittals 	0 Shop Drawings 	Samples 

El Plans 

El Change Orders 

El Specifications 

Date 	Copies 	Description 

   

Jan/Feb -07 	.1 	"Honolulu On The Move' newsletiter 

These are transmitted as checked below: 
	

El For Approval 
	

El As Requested 

Eli For Review and Comment 	2 For Your Use 

Dear Barbara, 

am forwarding the attached "Honolulu On The Move" i newsletter that shows the elevated, fixed guideway system 
that will run from Kapolei to Manoa to Waikiki, 

The route noticeably by-passes the Ewa community and if have suggested to re-route the line (see dashed line) in 
the future, to go through Ewa. 

The second alternative is to re-route the line through Hickam Air Force Base. (We would end up with a red line 
and green line routes). 

11 you could consider these alternatives it might possibly benefit many people who live in the Ewa cormmutity. 
Thank you. 

Pau! Louie, AIA, CS1. CDT, NCARB 

• 	Pao ] Lon i ki & 	 1712 South lUng Street So Ile 20, Honolulu. Hawaii 9(iiiii26 808/955-1Ill Fax: 8081955-69(36 • 

Misc. Come No 
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02/02/2007 13:19 	9556906 

Lacol ,y Prreera. A ■lornat. 

G.R.e. 
Won 

Aloha! We have much progress to tvport in this year's first edition of the Honolulu High-Capacity Trnsii: 
Corridor Project newsletter. 

Late last month, tile Honolulu City Council selected the fixed guideway alternative as Honolulu's locally preferred 
transit alternative (LPA). 'Phis monumental vote clears the way fbr work to begin oil an environmental impart 
statement and preliminary engineering and design phases. 

lere's what the City Council approved: 
"in elevated, fixed guideway system that 	run from 
K.apolci to Mimoa with a spur to Waikiki. Project 
&inners have been charged 'with determining a SPCCifiC 

mac in West O'aihn (see map) and whether the route 
thould go through the Salt take area or to the Honolulu 
'flat crnational Airport. The entire LPA can be built in 

mc flit WI'. Fundamental to die council's decision were 
ensuring maximum ridership in densely populated areas 

.1 (1 erK .1111:aging development iii other areas of 0`ahti. 

Because the amount of available funding is a concern, 
the Council requested that transportation officials 
determine a minimum operable segment (T\1 ()S' which 
would be a section of the ILYA serving a s1,;nilicant 
portion of the transit corridor. A report on that 
recommended MOS is scheduled for delivery to the City 
Council by the end of January 

(44111.1iliall r":71 had• 

 

UI 
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Aloha! wc have much progress to report in this year's first edition of the Honolulu High- apacity Transit 
Corridor Project newsletter, 

1..ate last month ;  i•) 1t IIM1011110 City Council selected the fixed guideway alternative as Honolulu's 'locally preferred 
transit alternative cLPA). This monumental vote clears ihe. way flir work to begin on an environmental impart 
statement and preliminary engineering, and design phases.. 

ere's what the City Council approved: 
elevated, fixed guideway system that will run from 

to Mil.noa with a split to Waikiki. Project 
v:a1111CTS ilaNT been charged with determining a specific 

0 lute in West (Yalm (see map) and whether the mote 
stiould go through the Salt Lake area or to the flonoluln 

Iterna tionai Airport. 'The entire TJTA can be built in 
11 e Entine. Fundamental to the council's decision were 
ci ant ring maximum ridership in densely populated areas 
aid ercouraging devcloptnew in other areas of O'a hit 

Because the amount of available ftmcling is a concern, 
the Council requested that transportation ofTicials 
determine a minimum operable segment (.1\4()S1 which 
would he a section or the 1...YA serving a significant 
portion of the transit corridor. A report on dial - 
recommended .11/1.0S is scheduled .for delivery to the City 
Council by the end oliaimary. 

orolymk 
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Attachment G 	Ordinance 07-001 Certificate 

Summary of City Council Hearings Testimony 	 Page G-1 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
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Page G-2 	 Summary of City Council Hearings Testimony 
Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 
CERTIFICATE 

ORDINANCE 0 7 -0 0 1 	 BILL 79(2006) 

Introduced: 10/19/06 By: DONOVAN DELA CRUZ 	 Committee: TRANSPORTATION & 
PLANNING 

Title: 
	A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO TRANSIT. 

Links: BILL 79 (2006)  
BILL 79 (2006), CD1  
BILL 79 (2006), CD2  
BILL 79 (1006), CD2, FD2 (FINAL #2)  
ORD07-001  
CR-469  
CR-508   

COUNCIL 10/25/06 	BILL PASSED FIRST READING AND REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON 
TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING. 

	

APO Y 	CACHOLA Y 	DELA Y 	DJOU Y 	GARCIA Y 
CRUZ 

	

KOBAYASHI Y 	MARSHALL Y 	OKINO Y 	 TAM Y 

TRANSPORTATION 11/02/06 	CR-469 - BILL REPORTED OUT OF COMMITTEE FOR PASSAGE ON 
AND PLANNING 	 SECOND READING AND SCHEDULING OF A PUBLIC HEARING AS 

AMENDED IN CD1 FORM. 

COMMUNITY OUTREACH MEETINGS TO REVIEW THE ALTERNATIVE 
ANALYSIS (AA) REPORT ON THE HONOLULU HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT 
PROJECT (VARIOUS LOCATIONS): 11/13/06; 11/16/06; 11/17/06; 11/20/06; 
11/21/06; 11/22/06; 11/27/06. 

PUBLISH 	 11/27/06 	PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE PUBLISHED IN THE HONOLULU STAR- 
BULLETIN. 

COUNCIL/PUBLIC 	12/7/06 	BILL PASSED SECOND READING, AS AMENDED (CD1), CR-469 ADOPTED, 
HEARING 

	

	 PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED AND REFERRED TO TRANSPORTATION AND 
PLANNING COMMITTEE. (BILL 79, CD1) 

(NOTE: MOTION TO AMEND FOLLOWING BILLS FAILED: (1) BILL 79,  
PROPOSED CD1, FD1 (VERSION A); AND (2) BILL 79, PROPOSED CD1,  
FD1 (VERSION B). 

	

APO Y 	CACHOLA Y 	DELA Y 	DJOU N 	GARCIA Y 
CRUZ 

	

KOBAYASHI Y 	MARSHALL N 	OKINO Y 	 TAM Y 

TASK FORCE 	12/8/06 	BRIEFING BY THE TRANSIT ADVISORY TASK FORCE ON THE COUNCIL'S 
12/7/06 PUBLIC HEARING RE BILL 79, CD1. 

PUBLISH 	 12/13/06 	SECOND READING NOTICE PUBLISHED IN THE HONOLULU STAR- 
BULLETIN. 

TRANSPORTATION 12/14/06 	CR-508 — BILL REPORTED OUT OF COMMITTEE FOR PASSAGE ON 
AND PLANNING 	 THIRD READING AS AMENDED IN CD2 FORM. 

COUNCIL 12/22/06 	CR-508 ADOPTED. BILL 79, CD2, FURTHER AMENDED ON THE COUNCIL 
FLOOR TO CD2, FD1, HOWEVER, BILL 79, CD2, FD1, FURTHER AMENDED 
TO BILL 79, CD2, FD2 (FINAL #2), AND SUBSEQUENTLY PASSED THIRD 
READING, AS AMENDED (BILL 79, CD2, FD2 (FINAL #2) 

(NOTE: BILL 79 (2006), PROPOSED CD2, FD1 (NORTH-SOUTH BRANCH,  
NON-LPA COMMITMENT) WAS ALSO CONSIDERED AND SUBSEQUENTLY 
WITHDRAWN) 

APO Y 	CACHOLA Y 	DELA Y 	DJOU N 	GARCIA Y 
CRUZ 

http://www4.honolulu.gov/docushare/dsweb/Get/Document-54027/BILL079(06).htm 
	

2/12/2007 
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KOBAYASHI Y 	MARSHALL N 	OKINO Y 	 TAM Y 

MAYOR 
	

12/27/06 	BILL 79, CD2, FD2 (FINAL #2) TRANSMITTED TO THE MAYOR FOR HIS 
APPROVAL OR OTHERWISE AND DEADLINE FOR MAYOR TO RETURN 
BILL IS 1/11/07. 

MAYOR 
	

1/8/07 	BILL SIGNED APPROVED BY THE MAYOR ON 1/6/07 AND RETURNED TO 
THE CITY CLERK'S OFFICE SO APPROVED ON 1/8/07. 

PUBLISH 
	

1/13/07 	ORDINANCE TITLE PUBLISHED IN THE HONOLULU STAR-BULLETIN. 

I hereby certify that the above is a true record of action by the Council of the City and County of Honolulu on this BILL. 

DENISE C. DE COSTA, CITY CLERK 	 DONOVAN M. DELA CRUZ, CHAIR AND PRESIDING OFFICER 

http://www4.honolulu.gov/docushare/dsweb/Get/Document-54027/BILL079(06).htm 
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Related Communications: 

No. 	 From   

CC-230 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Dept. — Attaching questions 
on information in the "Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives 
Analysis Report ("Alternatives Analysis Report") and the "Draft Honolulu High-Capacity 
Transit Corridor Project Environmental Consequences: Supporting Information 
("Environmental Consequences Report"). 

CC-242 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Managing Director — Requesting additional copies of 
(1) Alternatives Analysis: 19 sets; and (2) supporting documentation: 17 sets. 

CC-245 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Director — Requesting the 
documentation of environmental effects of the various alternatives — i.e. any DEIS 
documentation short of the FTA's review and approval — that has already been 
prepared by your department and the project consultant. 

CC-246 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Theresia McMurdo, Estate of James Campbell — 
Informing that at the Transportation and Planning Committee's public outreach meeting 
of November 16, 2006, you testified that the Kapolei region will, in the next 20 years, 
produce $3 billion in net state and city taxes and requesting that she provide information 
as to how much of that total was comprised of city taxes. 

CC-247 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Dept. — Requesting whether 
any studies were done on the cost to the taxpayer of urban sprawl if a rail fixed 
guideway is not contructed. 

CC-248 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Dept. — Requesting a check 
on the amount of toll revenues being generated by the toll road in Chicago that was sold 
to Brazilian investors. 

CC-249 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Dept. — Requesting 
information relating to the amount of federal new start funds that will be available to 
Honolulu should the Council select a rail fixed guideway as the locally preferred 
alternative for the Honolulu high-capacity transit corridor project. 

CC-250 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Dept. — Requesting 19 hard 
copies of the Alternatives Analysis Report and 17 hard copies of each of the supporting 
documents. 

CC-251 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Dept. — Request that the 
department transmit at least one hard copy of the "Alternatives Analysis Report" to each 
public library on Oahu to be available for public review. 

CC-252 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Dept. — Informing that 
concerns were expressed about the burden on Oahu residents of the 0.5 percent 
general excise and use tax surcharge for funding a fixed guideway system, therefore, 
requesting that the department submit any study that the department conducted on the 
burden or impact of the surcharge on the residents of Oahu. 

CC-257 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Dept. — Requesting an 
itemization of the payments by the department to Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & 
Douglas Inc. for their work on the alternatives analysis. 

CC-258 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Dept. — Requesting the 
department be present at the Transportation and Planning Committee meeting on 
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November 30, 2006 to respond to questions relating to the costs of and financial plans 
for the fixed guideway alternatives. 

CC-253 	Councilmember Romy Cachola to Transportation Services Dept. — Requesting more 
information relating to managed lanes alternative. 

CC-261 	Councilmember Chales Djou to Clyde Shimizu, Parsons Brinkerhoff — Requesting 
information used to determine the $2.6 billion dollar price for an elevated tollway in 
Honolulu which is based on the Tampa, Florida elevated tollway which cost $420 million 
to build. 

CC-262 	Clyde Shimizu, Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas, Inc. to Councilmember Djou — 
Informing that his request for information used to determine the $2.6 billion price for an 
elevated tollway in Honolulu should be directed to the Department of Transportation 
Services. 

CC-268 	Councilmember Charles Djou to Transportation Services Dept. — Requesting a copy of 
the PBQD Report, entitled "Financial Feasibility Report" dated 11/30/06, relating to the 
detailed cost breakdown for the transit proposals. 

CC-269 	Lori Wingard, Chief of Staff to Councilmember Charles Djou — Attaching a FD1 (DJOU), 
version "A," dated December 6, 2006 for Bill 79 (2006), CD1 relating to transit by 
incorporating that the selection of the LPA shall be the reversible option of the 
management lane alternative. 

CC-270 	Lor Wingard, Chief of Staff to Councilmember Charles Djou — Attaching a copy of FD1 
(DJOU), version "B," dated December 6, 2006 for Bill 79, CD1 relating to transit by 
incorporating a sixth choice for the selection of the LPA, adding the reversible option of 
the managed land alternative. 

CC-263 	Councilmember Charles Djou to Transportation Services Dept. — Requesting 
information used to determine the $2.6 billion dollar cost for an elevated tollway in 
Honolulu which is based on the Tampa, Florida elevated tollway which only cost $420 
million to build. 

MM-150 	Mayor's Office of Culture and the Arts — Support rail. 
MM-002 	Mayor — Returning Bill 79, CD2, FD2 (Final #2) approved on 1/8/07. 

(2007)  
D-895 	Transportation Services Dept. — Submitting a resolution relating to the support of a fixed 

D-895A 	guideway alternative as a result of the Alternatives Analysis (AA) and selecting a certain 
alignment for the fixed guideway as the locally preferred alternative (LPA). 

D-900A 	Scoping Report Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project. 

D-900B 	Draft Det Def Alternatives Memo Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project. 

D-900C 	Draft Screening Memo Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project. 

D-900D 	Draft Environmental Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project. 

D-900E 	Final Alignment Plans and Profiles Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 
(Part 1) 	Alternatives Analysis. 

D-900E 	Final Alignment Plans and Profiles Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

(Part 2) 	Alternatives Analysis. 

D-900E 	Final Alignment Plans and Profiles Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project 

(Part 3) 	Alternatives Analysis. 

D-900F 	Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis Report 
Supporting Info CD. (Contents: PDF) Alternatives Analysis. 

D-938 	Transportation Services — Submitting Office of the Mayor "Honolulu News" regarding rail 
transit. 

D-949 	Ron Lockwood, McCully/Moiliili Neighborhood Board 8 — Support the Elevated Tollway 
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Project. 

	

D-950 	Robert Finley, Waikiki Neighborhood Board 9 — Informing that the Board has taken no 
position on transit in general, however by a vote of 15-1 rejected the City proposal to 
build a $350 million two stop rail spur to serve Waikiki. 

	

D-955 	Transportation Services Dept. - Submitting 15 copies of the "Examination of Proposed 
Fixed Guideway Alignment Alternative" (November 24, 2006), prepared for the Kapolei-
lwilei alignment described in Bill 79, CD1; and three copies of the "Draft Model Honolulu 
High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Section 4(f) Evaluation (November 14, 2006). 

	

D-956 	Richard Oshiro, Waipahu Neighborhood Board 22 — Support rail. 

	

D-958 	Transportation Services Dept. to Councilmember Romy Cachola — Requesting a 
meeting with him to disucss possible amendments to Bill 79, CD1. 

	

D-973 	Kimberly Ribellia, Mililani Mauka/Launani Valley Neighborhood Board 35 — Support rail. 

	

D-974 	Pamela Young, Mililani Mauka/Launani Valley Neighborhood Board 35 — Support rail. 

	

D-975 	Dick Poirier, Mililani/Waipio/Melemanu Neighborhood Board 25 — Support rail. 

	

D-984 	Transportation Services Dept. to Councilmember Romy Cachola — Responding to 
Councilmember Cachola's letter requesting legal opinion regarding use of the general 
excise and use tax (GET) surcharge revenues and attaching an opinion from the 
Department of Corporation Counsel as to whether revenues generated under Act 247 
may be use to (a) develop High Occupancy Toll (HOT) lanes as a transit mode, and (b) 
construct bus stations that are used to connect riders from locations off the transit route 
with transit stations. 

	

D-976 	MaryAnne Selander — Submitting concerns re traffic. 

	

D-985 	Transportation Services Dept. through the Transit Advisory Task Force — Submitting 
"Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis - Funding 
Options Analysis" dated October 30, 2006, prepared for: City and County of Honolulu, 
Prepared by PB Consult Inc., Under Subcontract to: Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & 
Douglas, Inc. 

	

D-991 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter of 
11/24/06 relating to providing copies of the "Alternatives Analysis Report" to the public 
libraries on Oahu and to the neighborhood boards. 

	

D-992 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter of 
11/24/06 requesting any study that their department has conducted on the burden or 
impact of the .5 percent general excise and use tax surcharge on the residents of 
Oahu. 

	

D-993 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter of 
11/27/06 requesting additional printed copies of the "Alternatives Analysis Report and 
the Alternatives Analysis Report Supporting Documentation. 

	

D-994 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter dated 
11/15/06 to the Managing Director requesting additional copies of the "Alternatives 
Analysis Report and the "Alternatives Analysis Report Supporting Documentation." 

	

D-995 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter dated 
11/21/06 requesting documentation of the environmental effects of the various 
alternatives by informing that three copies of the "Draft Model Honolulu High-Capacity 
Transit Corridor Project Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Section 4(f) Evaluation" were submitted to Council Chair Dela Cruz on 
11/28/06 

	

D-996 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter dated 
11/28/06 requesting information regarding the contract with Parsons Brinckerhoff 
Quade & Douglas for the Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project. 
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D-997 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter dated 
11/13/06 relating to the "Alternatives Analysis Report" and the Environmental 
Consequences; Supporting Information" prepared for the Honolulu High-Capacity 
Transit Corridor Project; also submitting "Draft Travel Demand Forecasting Results" and 
"Draft Financial Feasibility Report." 

	

D-998 	Dick Poirier, Mililani/Waipio/Melemanu Neighborhood Board 25 — Support Bill 79, CD1. 

	

D-999 	John Gollner II, McCully Moiliili Neighborhood Board 8 — Support the Elevated Tollway 
Project. 

	

D-1001 	Human Resources Dept. — Support rail. 

	

D-1002 	Information Technology Dept. — Support rail. 

	

D-1003 	Joseph Magaldi, Jr., Chair Transportation Commission — Support rail. 

	

D-1004 	Maeda Timson, Makakilo/Kapolei/Honokai Hale Neighborhood Board 34— Support rail. 

	

D-1005 	Richard Oshiro, Waipahu Neighborhood Board 22 — Support rail. 

	

D-1008 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's request 
about the Chicago toll road and annual revenues. 

	

D-1009 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter relating 
to conditions in Section 6-60.1, ROH, on the expenditure of the general excise and use 
tax surcharge revenues for the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). 

	

D-1011 	Albert Fukushima, Pearl City Neighborhood Board 21 — Support rail. 

	

D-1015 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter of 
11/24/06 requesting more information regarding the Managed Lane Alternative. 

	

D-1018 	Transportation Commission — Recommending that the Council approval the fixed 
guideway alternative with the 28 mile locally preferred alternative. 

	

D-1019 	Richard Oshiro, Waipahu Neighborhood Board 22— Support rail. 

	

D-1020 	Dick Poirier, Mililani/Waipio/Melemanu Neighborhood Board No. 25— Support rail. 

	

D-1021 	Grant Tanimoto, Aliamanu/Salt Lake/Foster Village Neighborhood Board 18 — Support 
rail. 

	

D-1024 	Dick Poirier, Mililani/Waipio/Melemanu Neighborhood Board 25— Support Bill 79, CD2. 

	

D-1027 	Richard Oshiro, Waiphau Neighborhood Board 22 — Support rail from Kapolei to UH 
Manoa. 

	

D-1031 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter dated 
November 13, 2006 relating to the Alternatives Analysis Report and the Environmental 
Consequences: Supporting Information prepared for the Honolulu High-Capacity 
Transit Corridor Project; also enclosing 9 copies of Page 9 of the attachment to the 
12/5/06 letter to replace the copies that were previously transmitted to him. 

	

D-1032 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter of 
November 21, 2006 that requested DTS to respond to questions on studies related to 
urban sprawl and transit development. 

	

D-1033 	Transportation Services Dept. — Responding to Councilmember Cachola's letter dated 
11/21/06 requesting information regarding the amount of federal New Starts funds that 
will be available to Honolulu should the City Council selec t a rail fixed guideway as the 
Locally Preferred Alternative. 

	

D-1037 	Linda Ure, Kailua Neighborhood Board 31 — Delay final vote on the rail alternative and 
again deliberate on all four alternatives. 

	

P-38 	Frances Lancaster and 120 other signatures — Support rail. 

	

P-39 	Glenn Molina and 754+ signatures — Support rail. 

	

P-40 	Kristin Rusnak and and three others — Oppose rail 
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P-43 	Dolores Keller and 160 signatures — Support rail. 

	

P-44 	Glenn Molina and 151 signatures — Petition in support and oppose rail. 

	

P-45 	Amanda McCann and 167 signatures — Support rail. 

	

P-46 	JaneIle Takesono and 390 others — Support rail. 

	

P-47 	Howard Kam and 9 other signatures — Submitting concerns re the GET increase. 

	

P-48 	Jayson Lamarca and 43 other names — Urging rail to include UH-Manoa. 

	

P-49 	Stanley Chow and 41 other names — Support transit route that serves the Salt Lake 
area and the surrounding residents rather than the Airport. 

P-2 	Mary Cheung and 8 others - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area 

(2007) 	rather than the Airport. 

	

M-1436 	Heidi Ho Conjugacion — Oppose the rail rapid transit system. 

	

M-1462 	Congressman Neil Abercrombie - Testimony Regarding Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit. 

	

M-1463 	Mike Kitamura for Senator Daniel Akaka - Testimony Regarding Bill 06-079 Relating to 
Transit. 

	

M-1464 	Carol Anzai - Testimony Regarding Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit. 

	

M-1465 	Kirk Belsby - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit; Bill 06-080 
Relating to Transit Technology and Bill 06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and 
Station Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

	

M-1466 	John Brizdle - Testimony Regarding Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit; Bill 06-080 Relating 
to Transit Technology and Bill 06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and Station 
Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

	

M-1467 	Bob Bruhl - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit; Bill 06-080 Relating 
to Transit Technology and Bill 06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and Station 
Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

	

M-1468 	Maureen Fagan - Testimony In Opposition to Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit; Bill 06-080 
Relating to Transit Technology and Bill 06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and 
Station Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

	

M-1469 	Frank Genadio - Testimony Regarding Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit. 

	

M-1470 	Hawaii Building and Construction Trades Council, AFL-CIO - Testimony in Support of 
Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit and Bill 06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and 
Station Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

	

M-1471 	Cal Kawamoto - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit and Bill 06-081 
Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard and Station Sites of the Locally Preferred 
Alternative. 

	

M-1472 	(illegible) - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit; Bill 06-080 Relating 
to Transit Technology and Bill 06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and Station 
Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

	

M-1473 	FACE, Rev. Alan Mark - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit; Bill 06- 
080 Relating to Transit Technology and Bill 06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, 
and Station Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative 

	

M-1474 	AARP - Testimony Regarding Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit; Bill 06-080 Relating to 
Transit Technology and Bill 06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and Station 
Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

	

M-1475 	Theresia C. McMurdo - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit and Bill 
06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and Station Sites of the Locally Preferred 
Alternative. 

	

M-1476 	Oahu Transit Services - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit. 

http://www4.honolulu.gov/docushare/dsweb/Get/Document-54027/BILL079(06).htm 
	

2/12/2007 
AR00070780 



CITY COUNCIL 	 Page 8 of 26 

M-1477 	James Campbell Company - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit and 
Bill 06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and Station Sites of the Locally 
Preferred Alternative. 

M-1478 	Castle and Cooke Homes Hawaii, Inc. - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to 
Transit ; Bill 06-080 Relating to Transit Technology and Bill 06-81 Relating to the 
Alignment, Baseyard, and Station Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

M-1479 	Haseko - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit and Bill 06-81 Relating 
to the Alignment, Baseyard, and Station Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

M-1480 	Maeda Timson - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit and Bill 06-81 
Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and Station Sites of the Locally Preferred 
Alternative. 

M-1481 	Land Use Research Foundation of Hawaii - Testimony in Support of Bill 06-079 Relating 
to Transit ; Bill 06-080 Relating to Transit Technology and Bill 06-81 Relating to the 
Alignment, Baseyard, and Station Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

M-1482 	Richard Mori - Testimony Regarding Bill 06-079 Relating to Transit ; Bill 06-080 
Relating to Transit Technology and Bill 06-81 Relating to the Alignment, Baseyard, and 
Station Sites of the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

M-1493 	C. Acharya — Support rail system. 
M-1494 	Heidi Ho Conjugacion — Oppose the rail rapid transit system. 
M-1495 	Garry Smith — Oppose the rail system and support the elevated roadway. 
M-1496 	Rafael Torres — Support the rail transit project. 
M-1518 	Jay McWilliams — Support HOT lanes. 
M-1519 	Geoffrey Paterson — Submitting concerns regarding the rail transit project. 
M-1561 	Donald Kopf — Oppose Rail. 
M-1562 	Ruth Nakasone — Oppose Rail. 
M-1564 	Arvid Youngquist — Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1566 	David Rae, James Campbell Company LLC — Support rail. 
M-1567 	Glenn Oamilda — Oppose rail. 
M-1568 	Theresia McMurdo, West Oahu Economic Development Association — Support rail. 
M-1569 	Dave Reed — Suggest that the City should have a referendum on rail. 
M-1570 	Barbara Lohr — Oppose rail. 
M-1573 	Michelle Matson — Submitting concerns regarding the rail transit alternatives analysis. 
M-1574 	Daisy Murai — Informing that she is not in favor of the fixed guideway. 
M-1575 	Sue Sakai, AARP Hawaii — Suggest that any expedited review of the rail proposal 

include a TOD overlay or reasonable TOD plan that promotes integrated mixed uses, 
high-quality urban design, and settings for social interaction and active community life. 

M-1576 	Josef Wolfgruber — Oppose to the fixed rail system. 
M-1577 	Nancy Nagamine — Oppose to the fixed rail system. 
M-1579 	Suzanne Teller — Oppose rail. 
M-1581 	Signature Eligible — Oppose rail. 
M-1583 	Anneliese Chun — Oppose rail. 
M-1584 	Marian Grey — Oppose rail. 
M-1585 	Victor Meyers — Comments on rail. 
M-1589 	Panos Prevedouros — Submitting concerns re the rail project. 
M-1590 	Cliff Slater, Honolulutraffic.com  — Submitting article, The Alternatives Analysis 

ridership forecasts are flawed." 
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M-1591 	Paul Brewbaker, Council on Revenues — Reconfirming the forecasted growth rates of 
total personal income as 6.5 percent for calendar year 2006 and 6 percent for calendar 
year 2007. 

M-1592 	Al Nagasako, Kapolei High School — Support rail. 
M-1593 	Grant Teichman, Associated Students of the University of Hawaii at Manoa — Support 

rail service to Manoa. 
M-1594 	Shige Ushiro, Pearl City Community Association — Support rail. 
M-1623 	Doug Thomas — Oppose rail. 
M-1624 	Harry Saunders, Castle & Cooke Hawaii — Support the intent of Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1625 	Roy Nakamura, James Campbell Company, LLC — Support rail. 
M-1626 	Panos Prevedouros — Submitting concerns regarding the rail project and submitting 

comments regarding the HOT expresseay. 
M-1629 	State Representative Marilyn Lee, 38 th  House District — Support Bill. 
M-1633 	Panos Prevedouros — Informing that the Alternatives Analysis (AA) report is not 

acceptable in its present form as a basis for choosing the Locally Preferred Alternative 
for reasons stated. 

M-1634 	Marijane Holmes Carlos, Mariano Carlos — Informing that rail is not the answer to 
Honolulu's transportation problems. 

M-1635 	Kan-ichi Hayakawa — Oppose rail. 
M-1636 	William Ling — Comments relating to the mass transit alternatives. 
M-1637 	Joe Wolf — Oppose rail. 
M-1638 	John Radcliffe, University of Hawaii Professional Assembly (UHPA) — Support rail. 
M-1639 	Dwight Yoshimura, GGP Limited Partnership — Support rail. 
M-1640 	William "Buzz" Hong, Hawaii Building and Construction Trades Council, AFL-CIO — 

Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1641 	Karl Kim, Transit Advisory Task Force Member — Submitting review of alternatives 

analysis ridership forecasts. 
M-1643 	Daisy Murai — Oppose Bill 79, CD1, and the fixed guideway rail as the LPA. 
M-1644 	Alan Lloyd — Oppose rail and proceed with the "Tampa elevated reversible express 

lands" option. 
M-1646 	Robert Bruhl, D. R. Horton-Schuler Homes LLC — Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1647 	Mike Jones, D.R. Horton-Schuler Homes LLC — Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1648 	Joel Matsunaga, Hawaiian Telcom — Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1649 	David Atkin — Support rail. 
M-1650 	William Harris — Oppose rail. 
M-1651 	Georgiana Yap — Oppose rail. 
M-1652 	Stephen MacMillan, The Estate of James Campbell — Supports the full mass transit 

route from West Kapolei to U.H. Manoa. 
M-1653 	Rodolfo Ramos — Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1654 	Ronald Ushijima, Honolulu Japanese Chamber of Commerce — Support rail. 
M-1655 	Carl Takamura, Hawaii Business Roundtable — Support Bill. 
M-1656 	Donna Goth, Kapolei Property Development LLC — Support the full mass transit route 

from the west side of the City of Kapolei to the University of Hawaii at Manoa. 
M-1660 	Frank Genadio — Support Bill. 
M-1661 	Jim Tollefson, The Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii — Support the formal process of 

selecting the locally preferred alternative. 
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M-1662 	State Senator Will Espero — Support rail. 
M-1663 	T. George Paris, Iron Workers Stabilization Fund — Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1664 	Sue Sakai, AARP Hawaii — Comments. 
M-1665 	Debra Luning, Gentry Homes, Ltd. — Support Bill 79, CD 1. 
M-1666 	Rodney Kim, Sand Island Business Association — support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1667 	Hanalei Aipoalani — Support Bill. 
M-1668 	Robert Alm, Hawaiian Electric Company — Support development of mass transit. 
M-1669 	Paul Oshiro, Alexander & Baldwin, Inc. — Support Bill. 
M-1670 	Dayton Nakanelua, United Public Workers (UPVV) — Support Bill. 
M-1671 	Maureen Andrade — Support Bill. 
M-1672 	J. Roger Morton, Oahu Transit Services, Inc. — Support bill. 
M-1673 	Nora Nomura, HGEA/AFSCME Local 152 — Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1674 	Dexter Suzuki, Bedrock — Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1675 	Jay McWilliams — Oppose rail. 
M-1676 	Reg White — Comments regarding traffic congestion. 
M-1677 	Alton Kuioka, Bank of Hawaii - Support rail. 
M-1678 	Terry Lau — Bill bill. 
M-1679 	Leeward Oahu Transportation Management Association (LOTMA) — Support rail. 
M-1680 	Dean Uchida, Land Use Research Foundation of Hawaii — Support rail. 
M-1681 	Gene Awakuni, University of Hawaii-West Oahu — Support rail. 
M-1682 	Randy Ching, Sierra Club, Oahu Group — Support the fixed guideway (rail) alternative. 
M-1683 	Jeff Arce, The MacNaughton Group — Support rail. 
M-1684 	Lance Yoshimura, Hawaii Carpenters Union, Local 745 — Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1685 	John Brizdle — Oppose rail. 
M-1686 	Micah Kane, Hawaiian Home Lands, State of Hawaii — Support Bill 79, CD1. 
M-1687 	Luke Kirch — Support Bill. 
M-1688 	Arvid T. Youngquist - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1689 	Dale Evans, Charley's Taxi - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1690 	Kyle Chock, The Pacific Resource Partnership - Testimony in Support of Bill 
M-1691 	John R. Monis, Hawaii Operating Engineers Industry Stabilization Fund - Testimony in 

Support of Bill. 
M-1692 	David H. Rolf, Hawaii Automobile Dealers Association (HADA) - Testimony in 

Opposition to Bill 79. 
M-1693 	Chad Taniguchi - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1694 	Blenn A. Fujimoto - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1695 	Christine Camp, Avalon Group - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1696 	Dennis Callan - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1697 	Cliff Slater, Honolulutraffic.com  - Testimony in Opposition of Bill. 
M-1698 	Dr. Brent Buckley - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1699 	Theresia C. McMurdo, West Oahu Economic Development Association - Testimony in 

Support of Bill. 
M-1700 	Panos D. Prevedouros, PhD - Transmitting "Commuting in America" Transportation 

Policy Document (Attachment not enclosed). 
M-1701 	Anna Marie Springer, American Savings Bank — Comments. 
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M-1702 	Mike Kitamura for U.S. Senator Daniel K. Akaka - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1703 	Wayne Kishida, Laborers' International Union of North America Local 368 - Testimony 

in Support of Bill. 
M-1704 	Ropeti Ale - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1705 	Michelle S. Matson - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1706 	Sharene Saito Tam, Haseko (Hawaii), Inc. - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1707 	Mark Taylor - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1708 	William Harris - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1709 	Wendy A. Abe, Honolulu Japanese Chamber of Commerce - Testimony in Support of 

Bill. 
M-1710 	Stephanie Ackerman, Aloha Airlines - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1711 	Bob and Diane Ackerson - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1712 	David A. Banmiller, Aloha Airlines - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1713 	Rich Barnes - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1714 	Mel Barroga - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1715 	James W. Brady, MBA, ChFC - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1716 	Charles Scott - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1717 	Namiko Camacho - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1718 	John Cheung, CC Engineering & Construction, Inc. - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1719 	John M. Christian - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1720 	Dennis Christianson - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1721 	Don Clegg - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1722 	Carol DeMay - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1723 	Laure Dillon - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1724 	Daniel DineII, Hawaii Community Development Authority - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1725 	Scott Dunn, SHOPO - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1726 	Jeffrey Esmond - Testimony Regarding Bill. 
M-1727 	Barbara D. Falvey, Hawaiian Airlines - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1728 	Cynthia Frith - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1729 	Wes Frysztacki- Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1730 	Wes Frysztacki - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1731 	State Senator Mike Gabbard - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1732 	William C. Gallagos - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1733 	Kimberlee Gersaba - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1734 	Carolyn Martinez Golojuch, MSW - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1735 	Marian Grey - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1736 	Patricia U. Hall - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1737 	Nancy L. Hedlund, PhD. - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1738 	Ernest and JoDee Hunt - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1739 	Kathy Inouye, Kobayashi Group - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1740 	Peter Kay - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1741 	Bert A. Kobayashi, Kobayashi Development Group LLC - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1742 	Irvin Komamura - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1743 	Linda Lacaden - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
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M-1744 	Maxine LaFlamme - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1745 	Jermy Lam - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1746 	Mrs. Norman Lee - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1747 	Robert H. Lee, Hawaii Fire Fighters Association - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1748 	MaryAnne Long - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1749 	Alan Matsuda - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1750 	Stephen Meder - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1751 	John Morton - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1752 	Carl Nagai - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1753 	Curt Nakamura - Testimony Regarding Bill. 
M-1754 	Robert Nickel - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1755 	Fayth Okumura - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1756 	Georgie Pascua - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1757 	John Riggins - Testimony in Opposition of Bill. 
M-1758 	Robert Rodman - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1759 	Stan Sagum - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1760 	Louis Saint-Cyr - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1761 	Jay Scoppetto - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1762 	Peter Shoji — Comments on Bill. 
M-1763 	Max Sword, Outrigger Hotel and Resorts - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1764 	Karen Teeter - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1765 	Doug Thomas - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1766 	Mel Uesato - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1767 	Keith Vieira, Starwood Hotels - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1768 	Keoni Wagner, Hawaiian Airlines - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1769 	Mary Warren — Testimony in Opposition of Bill. 
M-1770 	Craig Y. Watase, Mark Development, Inc. - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1771 	Thomas Welch - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1772 	Tammy Wilson - Testimony in Support of Bill 
M-1773 	Robert M. Witt, Hawaii Association of Independent Schools - Testimony in Support of 

Bill. 
M-1774 	Linda Wong - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1775 	Anonymous - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1776 	Arvid T. Youngquist - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1777 	W. David P. Carey III, Outrigger Enterprises, Inc. - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1778 	Owen Miyamoto, Transit Advisory Task Force - Comments Regarding Tampa 

Expressway. 
M-1779 	Karl Kim, TATF - Transportation Options and GET Increase Information. 
M-1780 	David Glater, TATF - Predicted and Actual Ridership of Proposed New Starts Projects, 

FTA.. 
M-1781 	David Glater, TATF - Calibration and Validation of Travel Models for New Starts 

Forecasting, FTA. 
M-1782 	David Glater, TATF - FTA Policy Statement on When High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) 

Lanes Converted to High-Occupancy/Toll (HOT) Lanes Shall be Classified as Fixed 
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Guideway Miles for FTA's Funding Formulas and When HOT Lanes Shall Not Be 
Classified as Fixed Guideway Miles for FTA's Funding Formulas. 

	

M-1783 	Myrle Fujii - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1784 	Jason Post - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1785 	Karl Dicks - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1786 	Randolph F. Leong - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1787 	Karl Dicks - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1788 	Jim & Nora Harris - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1789 	Olivia De Jane - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1790 	John Brizdle - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1791 	Paula Takei - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1792 	Jo Ann Inouye - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1794 	Dale Moyen — Support rail. 

	

M-1813 	Jim Sumida — Oppose rail. 

	

M-1814 	Miles Baidack — Oppose rail. 

	

M-1821 	Dale Evans — Submitting article re Denver's new rail line. 

	

M-1822 	David Bohn — Oppose rail. 

	

M-1823 	Jane1379 — Oppose rail. 

	

M-1825 	Robert Rodman — Support rail. 

	

M-1848 	Philip Blackman — Comments on HOT guideway. 

	

M-1850 	Timothy Albao — Comments on the Denver light rail service extension. 

	

M-1854 	Kazu Hayashida, Council Transit Advisory Task Force — Submitting the report of the 
Transit Advisory Task Foce pursuant to Res. 06-292, CD1. 

	

M-1855 	Beverly Larranaga — Support rail. 

	

M-1856 	Glenn Oamilda — Oppose rail. 

	

M-1857 	Congressman Neil Abercrombie - Testimony in Support of Bill. 

	

M-1858 	Marlene Adams-Chaves, BEI Hawaii - Testimony in Support of Bill. 

	

M-1859 	Hanalei Y. Aopoalani - Testimony in Support of Bill. 

	

M-1860 	Lucy M. Akau - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1861 	Philip Blackman — Support HOT lanes. 

	

M-1862 	Bob Bruhl, D.R. Horton-Schuler Homes LLC - Testimony in Support of Bill. 

	

M-1863 	Kyle Chock, The Pacific Resource Partnership - Testimony in Support of Bill. 

	

M-1864 	Tim Dinell, E Noa Corporation — Comments on Bill. 

	

M-1865 	Senator Will Espero - Testimony in Support of Bill. 

	

M-1866 	Wes Frysztacki - Testimony in Support of Bill. 

	

M-1867 	Nancy Hedlund - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1868 	William "Buzz" Hong, Hawaii Building and Construction Trades Council — Comments on 
bill. 

	

M-1869 	Janet Inamine — Comments and concerns re the rail. 

	

M-1870 	Jeannine Johnson - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-1871 	Mike Jones, D.R. Horton-Schuler Homes LLC - Testimony in Support of Bill. 

	

M-1872 	Wayne H. Kishida, Laborers' International Union of North America, Local 368 - 
Testimony in Support of Bill. 

	

M-1873 	Alfred Lardizabal - Testimony in Support of Bill. 

http://www4.honolulu.gov/docushare/dsweb/Get/Document-54027/BILL079(06).htm 
	

2/12/2007 
AR00070786 



CITY COUNCIL 	 Page 14 of 26 

M-1874 	Danny Lopez — Comments on Bill. 
M-1875 	Debra M.A. Luning, Gentry Homes, Ltd. - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1876 	Michelle Spalding Matson — Submitting concerns re the Bill. 
M-1877 	Harry Mattson, AARP - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1878 	Theresia C. McMurdo, West Oahu Economic Development Association - Testimony in 

Support of Bill. 
M-1879 	Andy Mertz — Support HOT guideway. 
M-1880 	Richard H. Mori — Support fixed guideway. 
M-1881 	Brennon T. Morioka, State Department of Transportation - Testimony Regarding Bill. 
M-1882 	Ann Moriyasu - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1883 	Daisy Murai - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1884 	Karen T. Nakamura, BIA Hawaii - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1885 	Dayton M. Nakanelua, UPW - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1886 	Cameron W. Nekota, Kapolei Property Development LLC - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1887 	Glenn J. Oamilda - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1888 	Dexter Okada, U. Okada & Co., Ltd. - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1890 	Charlene Oshiro — Support rail. 
M-1891 	State Representative Karl Rhoads - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1892 	Ben Saguibo, Laborers' International Union of North America Local 368 - Testimony in 

Support of Bill. 
M-1893 	Sharene Saito Tam, Haseko (Hawaii), Inc. - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1894 	State Senator Norman Sakamoto - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1895 	Harry Saunders, Castle & Cooke Hawaii - Testimony in Support of the intent of Bill 06- 

079 , CD1, Relating to Transit. 
M-1896 	Charles Scott - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1897 	Chad Taniguchi - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1898 	Mark Taylor — Comments regarding the rail. 
M-1899 	Lawson Teshima, PHT, Inc. dba Polynesian Hospitality - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1900 	Jim Tollefson, Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1901 	Dean Uchida, Land Use Research Foundation of Hawaii — Support rail. 
M-1902 	Dean Uchida, Leeward Oahu Transportation Management Association - Testimony in 

Support of rail. 
M-1903 	Cade M. Watanabe, Local 5 Hawaii - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1904 	Joe Wolf — Oppose rail and support managed lane alternative. 
M-1905 	Jan Yokota, GGP Limited Partnership - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1906 	Arvid Youngquist - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1907 	Arvid Youngquist - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1910 	Anonymous — Testimony in opposition to Bill. 
M-1911 	Thomas Aimoku McClellan, Pelatron, Inc. — Testimony in support to Bill. 
M-1912 	Bryan Delp — Support rail. 
M-1913 	Monica Fatu — Support rail. 
M-1914 	Thomas Gallagher — Suggesting that the votes on rail be postponed. 
M-1915 	William Harris, M.D. — Suggesting the HOT system. 
M-1916 	Wendy Smotherman — Suggesting the postponement of the votes on the rail. 
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M-1917 	Robert Weeks - Testimony In Opposition to Bill. 
M-1918 	Arne Thad Hegerberg - Testimony Regarding Bill. 
M-1919 	Andrew Mertz - Testimony Regarding Bill. 
M-1920 	Richard C. Stancliff — Support tollway concept. 
M-1921 	Joan Fleming - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1922 	Lorrin Lee - Testimony Regarding Bill. 
M-1923 	Marie Housel - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1924 	Vivian Tsuji - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1925 	Victor Meyers - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1926 	Pat Meyers - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1927 	Lani Matsuo - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1928 	Diane Tippett - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1929 	Joe tax payer — Oppose rail. 
M-1930 	Terrence Hananec and Gary Whigham - Testimony Regarding Bill. 
M-1931 	Lorna Mount — Suggesting postponement of the rail votes. 
M-1932 	Loren C. Divers — Suggesting the postponement of the rail votes. 
M-1933 	Tesha Malama — Support rail. 
M-1934 	Mimi Dizon — Suggesting the postponement of the rail votes. 
M-1935 	Anthony Gelish — Support Bill 79, FD1. 
M-1936 	Gene Leupp — Suggesting the postponement of the rail votes. 
M-1937 	Barbara Clemens — Suggesting the postponement of the rail votes. 
M-1938 	Stefanie Smart — Suggesting the postponement of the rail votes. 
M-1939 	Capt. Robert R. Bumgarner, Sr. — Support Todd Apo's floor draft of Bill 79. 
M-1940 	George G. Boyd — Comments on the proposed rail route. 
M-1941 	Mike Rethman — Support the bus approach with the dedicated lane system. 
M-1942 	Steve Curty — Comments on the rail. 
M-1943 	Michelle Matson - Comments Regarding D-900 Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor 

Project Draft Environmental Report and other comments re the rail. 
M-1944 	Randolph F. Leong — Suggesting a dual-mode bus system. 
M-1945 	Robert Gould - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1946 	Robert Bum garner — Suggesting Alignment B of the rail route. 
M-1947 	David Brown — Comments on the rail system. 
M-1948 	Timothy E. Fern, MD — Oppose rail but instead support elevated express bus lanes. 
M-1949 	Sandie Nagao — Support rail. 
M-1950 	Justito Alcon — Comments on the rail route. 
M-1951 	C. Crandal — Support a flexible plan involving both the bus and the train. 
M-1952 	Tesha Malama — Supporting the Green Rail Route. 
M-1953 	Dale Evans — Comments re the Washington Metro fare increases. 
M-1954 	Justito B. Alcon II - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1955 	Stephen Nakasone - Testimony Regarding Bill. 
M-1956 	Cindy Snow — Comments re the rail route. 
M-1962 	Don Kopf - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1963 	Marian Grey - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1964 	Tom Meehan - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
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M-1965 	Manuel Castaneda - Testimony Regarding Bill. 
M-1966 	Bill Berg - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1967 	Ernest Oshiro — Comments on the rail route. 
M-1969 	Bob Bruhl, D.R. Horton-Schuler Homes LLC — Support rail. 
M-1970 	Jim Moylan — Support Councilmember Apo's floor draft of Bill 79. 
M-1971 	Mike Jones, D.R. Horton-Schuler Homes LLC — Support rail. 
M-1972 	Carl Takamura, Hawaii Business Roundtable — Support rail. 
M-1973 	Spencer Kimura — Support the bus system on a dedicated reversible guideway. 
M-1974 	Robert Herberger — Submitting solutions to the traffic congestion. 
M-1976 	John Roberts — Comments on the rail transit route relating to Ewa Beach area. 
M-1977 	Jan Yokota, General Growth properties — Support rail system from West Oahu and 

Honolulu. 
M-1978 	Vivian C. Ah Sam - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-1979 	Genaro Q. Bimbo - Testimony in Support of Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-1980 	Jeri Gaynor — Support Councilmember Apo's version of Bill 79. 
M-1981 	Jon & Roswitha McKenna — Support rail. 
M-1982 	AdeIle Rausa — Support the rail line to be closer to Ewa Beach. 
M-1983 	Sunny Reinhold — Submitting an alternative to alleviate traffic congestion. 
M-1984 	M. Sarah Robert — Support the full Kapolei-Manoa route. 
M-1985 	Janet Tucker — Support rail that includes the Ewa and Kapolei areas. 
M-1986 	Daisy Murai — Oppose to fixed rail and suggest a more flexible alternative, such as 

managed lane. 
M-1987 	Erlene Lahapa lchimura — Support rail route from Kapolei to UH Manoa. 
M-1990 	Normand H.J. Robert — Support the rail route from Kapolei to UH Manoa. 
M-1991 	Lance Johnson — Suggest that the rail route include the Ewa Plain. 
M-1992 	Mike Hanson — Suggesting an alternative to rail transit. 
M-1993 	Phillip Heyenga — Support elevated hot lanes. 
M-1994 	Michael Anthony Akin — Oppose rail and suggest buses with dedicated lanes and bus 

priority traffic rules. 
M-1995 	Zenas C. Correa - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1996 	Barbara Lohr - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1997 	Bill Lewis - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-1998 	anonymous — Submitting concerns re rail transit. 
M-1999 	Sheri Siptrott - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-2000 	William Gomban Jr. — Support rail transit route to go through Kalaeloa to service 

Kapolei and Ewa. 
M-2001 	Jackie Links — Suggest that the rail route include the N/S road and into Kalaeloa. 
M-2002 	Valoy Alexander — Oppose rail. 
M-2003 	Tyler Proctor — Support an elevated tollway. 
M-2005 	Cliff Slater, Honolulutraffic.com  — Comments re the rail transit. 
M-2006 	Renee Cochran — Oppose rail. 
M-2007 	Ed Teruya — Oppose rail. 
M-2008 	Chris Grant — Support the full mass transit route from Kapolei to UH Manoa. 
M-2009 	Gary and Robin Stalians — Support the full mass transit route from Kapolei to UH 
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Manoa. 

	

M-2010 	Mel McKeague — Support the Ewa rail transit route. 

	

M-2011 	Susan York — Support the rail transit route to include through Kalaeloa into Ewa/Ewa 
Beach. 

	

M-2012 	Anthony Gelish — Support Councilmember Apo's FD1 to Bill 79. 

	

M-2013 	Scott and Cheri Brazwell — Support the full Kapolei-Manoa route. 

	

M-2014 	L. Windisch — Support the rail route to include the North-South Road/Kalaeloa corridor. 

	

M-2015 	Kurt Fevella — Support the full mass transit route from Kapolei and ending at UH 
Manoa. 

	

M-2016 	State Representative Marilyn Lee — Support Bill 79. 

	

M-2017 	Marlene Uesugi — Support Bill. 

	

M-2018 	Jim Tollefson, Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii — Support the implementation of the 
locally preferred alternative. 

	

M-2019 	Roger C. Evans, West Loch Estates — Support proposed CD2, FD1 of Bill 79. 

	

M-2020 	Mary L. Forde — Support the full mass transit route from Kapolei to UH Manoa. 

	

M-2021 	Keahi D. Pelayo - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 

	

M-2022 	Arthur Sheehan — Support rail transit. 

	

M-2023 	Eseti Tupuola Jr. — Support rail transit. 

	

M-2024 	Melvon Ahlo-Pinera — Support the route from Saratoga to the Airport and end at UH 
Manoa. 

	

M-2025 	William S. Gonsalves, Ewa Villages Owners Association — Support proposed CD2, FD1 
of Bill 79. 

	

M-2026 	Yoshiyuki Nagaki - Testimony in Opposition to rail and pro bus lines. 

	

M-2027 	Mitsuru Takahashi — Submitting concerns regarding the rail transit project. 

	

M-2028 	Kimo M. Kilmer — Submitting concerns regarding the rail transit project. 

	

M-2029 	Mike Scherr — Oppose rail. 

	

M-2030 	Newell Hirata — Submitting suggestions to alternatives to traffic management. 

	

M-2031 	Robert K. Barrett — Support the Ewa alignment of the rail transit route. 

	

M-2032 	Charles E. Lehmann - Testimony in Opposition to the fixed rail system. 

	

M-2033 	Larry Lee — Oppose rail transit system. 

	

M-2034 	Sarah Fechter — Support proposed CD2, FD1 of Bill 79. 

	

M-2035 	State Senator Will Espero — Support the 28 mile rail transit line or fixed guideway 
system to West Oahu via the North-South Road and Kalaeloa. 

	

M-2036 	Paul K. Kane III — Support proposed CD2, FD1 of Bill 79. 

	

M-2037 	Sharene Saito Tam, Haseko (Hawaii), Inc. — Support proposed CD2, FD1, of Bill 79. 

	

M-2038 	Esper & Tony Resayo — Comments re the rail transit route. 

	

M-2039 	Nobuko Holyfield — Support Councilmember Apo's proposed CD2, FD1 of Bill 79. 

	

M-2040 	Nora A. Nomura, HGEA/AFSCME Local 152 — Support rail transit route from Kapolei to 
UH Manoa. 

	

M-2041 	Steve Bohlen — Support Councilmember Apo's CD2, FD1 of Bill 79. 

	

M-2042 	Ben and Akiko Mathieu — Stating that the mass transit system that includes the 
Ewa/Ewa Beach area is crucial. 

	

M-2043 	Ted Kanemori — Comments on the proposed fixed guideway system. 

	

M-2044 	Warren Hann — Suggest the rail system include Ewa Beach. 

	

M-2045 	Michael Weston — Support the full Kapolei-Manoa route. 
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M-2046 	Franklin Souza — Support Councilmember Apo's proposed CD2, FD1 of Bill 79. 
M-2047 	Frank Genadio — Support Bill 79, proposed CD2, FD1. 
M-2048 	Angel and Arlene Colon — Support fixed rail if it is extended into Ewa Beach and has an 

outlet to Pearl Harbor or Hickam AFB. 
M-2049 	Mike Golojuch — Support proposed CD2, FD1 of Bill 79. 
M-2050 	Kan-ichi and Setsuko Hayakawa - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-2051 	Caron M. Wilberts — Comments on Bill. 
M-2052 	Evelyn E. Souza - Testimony in Support of the full mass transit route from Kapolei to 

UH Manoa. 
M-2053 	Don Clegg, Analytical Planning Consultants, Inc. - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-2054 	Alvin Wong — Support Bill 79, proposed CD2, FD1. 
M-2055 	David Wilson — Support Bill 79, proposed CD2, FD1. 
M-2056 	Hiolani Suster — Oppose rail. 
M-2057 	Daniel Dinell, Hawaii Community Development Authority — Supports Bill 79, CD2, 

Proposed FD1. 
M-2058 	William "Buzz" Hong, Hawaii Building and Construction Trades Council - Testimony in 

Support of Bill 79, CD2. 
M-2059 	Dave Rolf, Hawaii Automobile Dealers Association — Suggesting an amendment to Bill 

79. 
M-2060 	Robert N. Windisch — Support rail line from Kapolei to UH Manoa. 
M-2061 	John P. Whalen - Testimony in Support of Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2062 	Mary P. Moore - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-2063 	Representative Kymberly Pine - Testimony in Support of the full mass transit route from 

Kapolei to UH Manoa. 
M-2064 	Robert M. Lloyd — Submitting concerns regarding Bill 79. 
M-2065 	Representative Colleen Meyer - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-2066 	Alan S. Lloyd - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-2067 	Cyndie Smith — Support Councilmember Apo's Bill 79, CD2, proposed FD1. 
M-2068 	Debra M.A. Luning, The Gentry Companies - Testimony in Support of Bill 79, CD2, 

FD1 
M-2069 	Gene I Awakuni, University of Hawaii West Oahu — Support rail from Kapolei to Manoa. 
M-2070 	Murray Towill, Hawaii Hotel and Lodging Association — Comments on Bill 79. 
M-2071 	Bobbie Jennings — Comments on rail transit. 
M-2072 	Wes Frysztacki - Testimony in Support of Bill 79, CD1. 
M-2073 	Norman W. Bruckmann — Comments re the rail transit route. 
M-2074 	Alicia and Saua Maluafiti - Testimony in support of Bill 79, CD2, proposed FD1. 
M-2075 	Senator Norman Sakamoto — Support Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2076 	Tom Berg - Testimony in Support of Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2077 	David W. Rae, James Campbell Company LLC — Testimony in support of Bill 79, CD2, 

FD1 
M-2078 	Mike Gayer — Suggesting that the transit route include Kalaeloa/Ewa Beach area. 
M-2079 	Dean Uchida, Land Use Research Foundation of Hawaii — Submitting comments on Bill 

79, CD2. 
M-2080 	Dean Uchida, LOTMA — Support rail transit. 
M-2081 	Capt. Bill Littell — Comments on the transit routes. 
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M-2082 	Roy M. Yonaoshi — Support the full of the rail transit as envisioned by Mayor 
Hannemann. 

M-2083 	Jessica Sanchez, Ewa Plains Enrichment Programs — Support transit from Kapolei to 
UH Manoa. 

M-2084 	Michael McNiel - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-2085 	State Representative Kymberly Pine — Support the full mass transit from Kapolei to UH 

Manoa. 
M-2086 	Representative Karl Rhoads - Testimony in Support of Bill. 
M-2087 	Michael McNiel - Testimony in Opposition to Bill. 
M-2088 	Rodolfo Ramos — Support Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2089 	Dave Rolf, Hawaii Automobile Dealers' Association — Comments on the bill. 
M-2090 	Danton S. Wong of Chun, Kerr Dodd, Beaman & Wong, for DeBartolo Development 

LLC — On behalf of his client support Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2091 	Leonard Hoshijo, Hawaii Carpenters Union - Testimony in Support of Bill of Bill 79, 

CD2, FD1. 
M-2092 	Pegge Hopper — Opoose mass transit rail system. 
M-2093 	Benjy Wong — Comments on Bill 79. 
M-2094 	Panos D. Prevedouros - Comments 
M-2095 	Norman Arakaki — Support green route. 
M-2096 	Gerry Asato — Request postponement of the rail vote. 
M-2097 	L. Gary Bautista — Support the rail route that traverses along the North-South Road. 
M-2098 	Ray Beauchemin — Please vote no on the fixed rail. 
M-2099 	Lynne Beckstomhanta — Comments. 
M-2100 	R. Scott Belford — Support Bill 79, CD2, FD1 
M-2101 	Jackie Black — Oppose rail. 
M-2102 	Philip Blackman — Comments. 
M-2103 	Philip Blackman — Support HOT. 
M-2104 	Peter M. Bower — Comments. 
M-2105 	Robert Briggs — Oppose Bill. 
M-2106 	Cynthia Brundage — Vote No on rail. 
M-2107 	Capt. Robert R. Bumgarner, Global Aeronautics, LLC — Support the North-South 

Road/Kalaeloa Route. 
M-2108 	Darrlyn T. Bunda — Suggest an amendment to Bill 79. 
M-2109 	Kevin Burkett — Oppose rail. 
M-2110 	Rida Cabanilla - Support Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2111 	Dennis Callan — Support HOT lanes. 
M-2112 	Helen T. Carroll, Waikiki Residents Association — Oppose rail. 
M-2113 	Kalina Chang — Oppose rail. 
M-2114 	Kyle Chock, The Pacific Resource Partnership — Support fixed guideway option. 
M-2115 	A Concerned Citizen — Support extending the transit system to the Ewa/Leeward side. 
M-2116 	K.C. Correa—Oppose rail. 
M-2117 	Clarissa Cosson — Urging postponing the decision on the rail transit. 
M-2118 	MJ Culvyhouse — Oppose rail. 
M-2120 	Gunner and Monika Danielson — Rail No, Busses Yes. 
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M-2121 	Donald Dawson — Attached info re new tramway of Paris. 
M-2122 	Miller Dayton — Request the rail vote be delayed. 
M-2123 	E. John Doty — Oppose rail transit. 
M-2124 	Darcianne Evans, Charley's Taxi — Oppose rail. 
M-2125 	Gilbert Fooks — Comments. 
M-2126 	Robert Frith, Jr. — Comments. 
M-2127 	Alan Reichmann — Concerns re rail. 
M-2128 	Robert Furukawa — Oppose rail. 
M-2129 	State Senator Mike Gabbard — Support Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2130 	Evelyn Gallagher — Concerns re rail transit. 
M-2131 	John Gallagher — Support Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2132 	Alison Ghiselli — Support rail. 
M-2133 	Bo;; G;easpm — Submitting article "Los Angeles rail project stalls." 
M-2134 	Mike Hartlaub — Support rail. 
M-2135 	Gary Whigham — Support green line through Ewa Beach. 
M-2136 	Harry Hayashi — Oppose Bill 79, CD2 as currently written. 
M-2137 	Nancy Hedlund — Oppose the fixed rail transit system. 
M-2138 	Byron Ho — Submitting concerns re the rail transit system. 
M-2139 	Carol Hopkins — Oppose Bill 79. 
M-2140 	Keith Horita — Submitting comments. 
M-2141 	Douglas Hornal — Support the alignment from the Ewa beach area. 
M-2142 	Tom Huff and Barbara Downs — Oppose Bill 79. 
M-2143 	Alyn Ikeda — Oppose rail transit. 
M-2144 	Michelle Jaffe — Support rail transit system. 
M-2145 	Jerilyn Jeffryes — Oppose Bill 79. 
M-2146 	William Johnstone — Oppose Bill 79. 
M-2147 	Lance Kamada — Support the rail transit to begin from the Ewa area. 
M-2148 	Erica Kaminski — As an Ewa resident, commenting that the rail line through Kapolei will 

not help them at all. 
M-2149 	Micah Kane, State Hawaiian Homes Commission and Department of Hawaiian Home 

Lands — Support Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2150 	Janet Kanja — Submitting concerns regarding the rail transit. 
M-2151 	Philip Keat — Submitting comments re the rail transit project. 
M-2152 	Darrell Kicker — Informing that the rail must include Ewa Beach. 
M-2153 	Ronald Kienitz — Oppose rail transit system. 
M-2154 	Ron Kienitz — Oppose Bill 79. 
M-2155 	State Senator Donna Mercado Kim — Support Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2156 	Rodney Kim, Sand Island Business Association — Support Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2157 	Wayne Kishida, Laborers' International Union of North America Local 368 — Support Bill 

79, CD1. 
M-2158 	Korinne Kong — Oppose Bill 79. 
M-2159 	Karlene and Kerry Krenzke — Support transit system. 
M-2160 	Buck Laird — Suggesting suggesting that more time is need on Bill 79. 
M-2161 	Al Lardizabal — Support the 28 mile Kalaeloa0-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwila route with 
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a spur to Waikiki. 

	

M-2162 	Laurence Lau — Support the Kapolei to UH rail transit system. 

	

M-2163 	Lorrin Lee — Submitting concerns re the rail transit project. 

	

M-2164 	Loy Fook Leu, Lenora Leu — Oppose Bill 79. 

	

M-2165 	Matt Locey — Support rail transit system. 

	

M-2166 	Robert Lloyd —Support the rail transit route to start from Ewa. 

	

M-2167 	MaryAnne Long — Oppose rail transit project. 

	

M-2168 	Joseph Magaldi, Jr. — Support Bill 79, CD1 with one exception. 

	

M-2169 	Vernon Okada — Support dedicated, grade separted bus lanes. 

	

M-2170 	Ruby Marcelo — Comments on the rail transit system. 

	

M-2171 	Karen Mason — Urging that the fixed rail system should include Ewa in the route. 

	

M-2172 	Michelle Spalding Matson —Support the managed express lanes, oppose the Waikiki 
spur and elevated blight on the waterfront and support of re-doing the alternatives 
analysis. 

	

M-2173 	Susan Matsudo — Support Bill 79. 

	

M-2174 	Harry Mattson, AARP Hawaii — Support the Airport alignment. 

	

M-2175 	Matt McCullough — Oppose mass transit and submitting recommendations. 

	

M-2176 	Theresia McMurdo — Support the West Kapolei to U.H. Manoa route. 

	

M-2177 	Jay McWilliams — Oppose a rail system for Honolulu. 

	

M-2178 	Pat Meyers — Oppose rail transit system. 

	

M-2179 	Phillip Michaels — Oppose rail transit system. 

	

M-2180 	Joe Miller — Suggest that the rapid transit decision should be delayed. 

	

M-2181 	Daniel Mita — Support rail transit. 

	

M-2182 	Laurie Miyagawa —Suggest that the rail route be through Kalaeloa. 

	

M-2183 	Albert Morgan — Suggest that the rail vote be postponed until a later date. 

	

M-2184 	Steve Morgan — Oppose rail transit. 

	

M-2185 	Val and Art Mori — Oppose the rail. 

	

M-2186 	Wendy Mow-Taira — Oppose the rail transit system. 

	

M-2187 	Shawn Murakawa — Asking why Central Oahu (Mililani and Wahiawa) and the North 
Shore are being excluded from the rail transit service. 

	

M-2188 	Sanford Murata — Suggesting that other traffic congestion solutions should be more 
carefully studied and considered before a decision is made about the Locally Preferred 
Alternative. 

	

M-2189 	Lorna Nagamine — Submitting concerns re the rail system. 

	

M-2190 	Karen Nakamura, BIA-Hawaii — Support Bill 79, CD1. 

	

M-2191 	Ruth Nakasone — Oppose rail transit. 

	

M-2192 	Alden Ng — Oppose rail transit. 

	

M-2193 	Sandra Nicholl — Oppose the rail transit system. 

	

M-2194 	Kelly O'Neill — Comments. 

	

M-2195 	Lloyd O'Sullivan — Support light rail. 

	

M-2196 	Joe Paikai and Rochelle Lee Gregson, Honolulu Board of Realtors — Support Bill 79. 

	

M-2197 	Lynda Pelayo — Oppose rail transit system. 

	

M-2198 	Susan Phillips — Oppose the rail transit system. 

	

M-2199 	Panos D. Prevedouros — Submitting concerns re the expensive heavy rail system for 
Oahu. 
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M-2200 	Susan Ramie — Oppose rail transit system. 
M-2201 	Dave Reed — Oppose the rail transit system. 
M-2202 	R. Reed — Submitting concerns re the rail transit system. 
M-2203 	Richard Rees — Support the Green Line. 
M-2204 	Ian Robertson — Support the rail transit system. 
M-2205 	Phil Robertson — Submitting concerns re the rapid transit system. 
M-2206 	Robert Rodman — Informing that Honolulu desperately needs the entire Fixed Guideway 

system. 
M-2207 	Alice Rogers — Submitting concerns re the rail transit project. 
M-2208 	David Rolf, Hawaii Automobile Dealers Association — Suggest the HOT Lane solution. 
M-2209 	Gary Ropert — Oppose rail transit system. 
M-2210 	Salome Sato — Concerns re the rail transit issue. 
M-2211 	Paul P. Richards, Ahupua'a o O'ahu — Support Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 
M-2212 	Harry Saunders, Castle & Cooke Hawaii — Supports the intent of Bill 79, CD2. 
M-2213 	Michael J. Scherr — Suggest a delay on the rail issue for reasons stated. 
M-2214 	Charles Scott — Suggest a "no" vote for the rail. 
M-2215 	Karen Shinjo — Suggesting that Kapolei and Ewa Beach/Ft. Weaver Road be included 

in the plan and end at UH Manoa. 
M-2216 	Paul E. Smith, Let Honolulu Vote — Informing that they will be sponsoring a petition that 

will call for a special election in 2007 to amend the City Charter and give voters the right 
to vote on City and County taxes. 

M-2217 	John Steelquist — Submitting comments. 
M-2218 	John Strong — Submitting an article re rail concerns written by Panos Prevedouros, a 

professor of transportation engineering at the University of Hawaii Manoa. 
M-2219 	Blanche Suematsu — Support the Salt Lake route and the Ewa plains route. 
M-2220 	Paula Sussex, Sandal Tree — Oppose the proposed excise tax increase for mass transit 

rail. 
M-2221 	Max Sword, Outrigger Enterprises Inc. — Support route that runs from West Oahu to the 

UH Manoa. 
M-2222 	Claire Tamamoto — Urging the fixed guideway alternative linking Kapolei through 

Kalaeloa with UH-Manhoa with a spur to Waikiki. 
M-2223 	Bruce Teramoto — Support HOT lanes. 
M-2225 	Michael Uechi — Support buses and HOT lanes over rail. 
M-2226 	Joes Uno — Oppose rail project. 
M-2227 	Marie Wagner — Request postponement of the rail vote. 
M-2228 	Max Watson, Custom Property Development — Asking whether the people be allowed to 

vote on the proposed rail system. 
M-2229 	Richard Weimer — Comments re the buses and light rail. 
M-2230 	Lloyd M. Wentworth Jr. — Informing that the rail decision can be postponed. 
M-2231 	Ann & Frank White — Oppose the fixed rail and submitting suggestions. 
M-2232 	Dolores White — Support the mass transit route from Kapolei to UH Manoa. 
M-2233 	Ruth D. Willenborg — Oppose the rail transit. 
M-2234 	Kurt and Marie Winner — Asking to reconsider the urgent need to spend billions of 

dollars on the rail transit and consider alternatives first. 
M-2235 	Benjy Wong — Requesting reconsideration of the vote on Bill 79, CD1 for reasons 
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stated. 

	

M-2236 	Linda Wong —Oppose Bill 79, CD2, FD1. 

	

M-2237 	Arlene Woo — Oppose rail transit project. 

	

M-2238 	Amado Yoro — Support the 28-mile Kalaeloa-Airport-Dillingham-Halekauwil route with 
the addition of a spur to Waikiki. 

	

M-2239 	Myrna Zezza — Asking questions regarding rail transit. 

	

M-2240 	Gerald Sumida — Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2241 	Jeanne, Leigh and Jill Hamasaki - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake 
area rather than the airport. 

	

M-2242 	Rudolph Joiner - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2243 	Lorene Godfrey - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2244 	Edelia Ditol - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2245 	James Greer - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2246 	June Takiguchi - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2247 	Stephen Chee - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2248 	Kent Yukumoto - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2249 	Sherri Newman - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2250 	Jon lshihara - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2251 	Janice Fukumoto - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

	

M-2252 	Walter Wardell - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2253 	Leslie Garamella - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

	

M-2254 	Bernice PeIler - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2255 	Simonne Wong - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2256 	Jean Takamura - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2257 	Aida Carlos Rufo - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

	

M-2258 	Christopher Rufo - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

	

M-2259 	Amy Oshimo - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

	

M-2260 	Alan Tamayose - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

http://www4.honolulu.gov/docushare/dsweb/Get/Document-54027/BILL079(06).htm 
	

2/12/2007 
AR00070796 



CITY COUNCIL 	 Page 24 of 26 

M-2261 	Kenneth and Eiko Kanehiro - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area 
rather than the airport. 

M-2262 	R. Singh - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2263 	Orene Donovan - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2264 	Gaye Poei - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2265 	Edwin Nakamoto - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2266 	James Takeuchi - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2267 	Anthony George - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2268 	Gregory Hara - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2269 	David Komori - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2270 	Malcolm Yee - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2271 	Ayen Cabasag - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2272 	Hubert Brown - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2273 	Adele Stevens - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2274 	Hide Branning - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2275 	David Chong - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2276 	Kurt Arakawa - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2277 	Oren and Helen Lee - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather 
than the airport. 

M-2278 	Annie Ferguson - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2279 	Kenneth Yonamine - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2280 	Carl Hokenson - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2281 	Marceline Green - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2282 	Carl Masaki - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2283 	Gary Tasaka - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2284 	Roy Yama - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 
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M-2285 	Aurora Garamella - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2286 	Frank and Jackie Oliveros - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area 
rather than the airport. 

M-2287 	Michael Saiki - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2288 	Nelson Gaboya - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2289 	Rupert Chun - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2290 	Carolyn Sanders - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2291 	Pablo Barayuga - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2292 	Naomi and Richard Kiyabu - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area 
rather than the airport. 

M-2293 	Eugene Perry - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2294 	Clifford Shishido - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2295 	Sharon Fujii - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2296 	Robert Telles - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2297 	Daryl Burt - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2298 	Margaret Young - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2299 	Russell Park - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2300 	Gayleen Williams - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2301 	Frank Fujise - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2302 	Alberta Ohata - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2303 	Michael Miner - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 
airport. 

M-2304 	Robert and Grace Costa - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather 
than the airport. 

M-2305 	Benjamin Esguerra - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 
the airport. 

M-2306 	Kenneth Clarkson — Do not support the transit system for Oahu. 
M-2307 	Mitsue Fujimoto - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 

the airport. 
M-2308 	Thomas Murphy - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 

the airport. 
M-2309 	Alicia, Billy & Xander - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather 
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than the airport. 
M-2310 	Thelma Carinio - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 

airport. 
M-2311 	Marcos Carinio - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 

airport. 
M-2312 	Jordan Carinio - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 

airport. 
M-2313 	Ray & Linda Morita - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 

the airport. 
M-2314 	Leonard A. Peters - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 

the airport. 
M-2315 	Raymond Akahoshi - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather 

than the airport. 
M-2316 	Enrique Curameng - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 

the airport. 
M-53 	James Kawasaki — Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 

(2007) 	the Airport. 

M-54 	Ray Scroggins - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than the 

(2007) 	Airport. 

M-55 	Olan and Dante Carpenter - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area 

(2007) 	rather than the Airport. 

M-56 	Dominique Wijaya - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather than 

(2007) 	the Airport. 

M-57 	Kelley Rits - Support th Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area rather 

(2007) 	than the Airport. 

M-58 	Raymond & Lily Takahashi - Support the transit route that serves the Salt Lake area 

(2007) 	rather than the Airport. 

M-0159 	Paul Louie, AIA, CSI, CDT, NCARB - Submitting "Honolulu On The Move" newsletter re 
(07) 	the elevated, fixed guideway system and submitting suggestions thereon. 
CC-025 	Romy Cachola — requesting analysis of the population and employment projections that 
(07) 	the Department of Transportation Services was asked to reconsider during the 

discussions of Bill 79 (2006) at the City Council meetings last December 2006. 
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