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August 25, 2010 

Mr. Wayne Y. Yoshioka, Director 
Department of Transportation Services 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street, 3" 1  Floor 
Honolulu, Hawai` i 96813 

Mr, Ted Matley 
FTA Region IX 
201 Mission Street, Suite 1650 
San Francisco, California 94105 

Regarding: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Final Environmental Impact 
Statement/Section 4(f) Evaluation 

Hawari Revised Statutes Chapter 6E 

In our DEIS response Hawaii's Thousand Friends (HTF) reiterated that our January 10, 2008 
letter to Wayne Yoshioka requesting that with regard to the compliance of the proposed 
Honolulu Mass Transit Project with the provisions of Chapter 6E, Hawaii Revised Statutes, that 
HTF be regarded as an "Interested persons" as that term is defined in Section 13-272-2, Hawaii 
Administrative rules (HAR) and be accorded all the rights of such persons under Chapter 6E, 
applicable administrative rules, and other provisions of the law. 

HTF never received a response to its January 10, 2008 letter nor did HTF receive the documents 
sent to "consulted parties" such as the National Trust for Historic Preservation. 

In their FEIS response the City cites no legal authority for its baseless conclusion that HTF failed 
to properly request consulted party status. Before the FEIS is accepted the City should identify 
with particularity the legal authority on which it relies for its conclusion, 

1 

AR00072748 



Keehi Lagoon Beach Park 

Hawaii's Thousand Friends response to the DEIS requested that PTA reconsider its intent to 
render a Section 4(1) de -minimis determination for Keehi Lagoon Beach Park and "that all 
documentation settling forth PTA's determination and its justification be included in the FEIS, 
The FEIS did not contain such documentation and cannot be accepted until the requested 
documentation and information is provided. 

Cost 

The cost of the proposed elevated rail system of $5.4 billion for only 20 miles is far too 
expensive for Oahu's residential population of 905,034 to build, maintain, pay for cost overrides 
and delays and subsidize when fairs or tax collection and the transit surcharge decreases. 

The city misled the public by stating that the cost of $2.6 billion in 2005 was for 28 miles then 
the City raised the cost to $3.6 billion while advertising a light rail system. After the 2008 
election and the public vote to support a "steel on steel" transit system the City raised the rail 
cost to $4.4 billion, and now the cost is $5.4 billion for a 20 mile an elevated heavy rail system, 

The FELS cannot be accepted until the actual and full cost for the 20 mile elevated rail transit 
system including maintenance, equipment replacement, personnel and associated activities is 
analyzed and revenue estimates reviewed in light of the drop in tax revenue and the city's past 
discussions of using federal bus money and general fund money for the rail transit system. 

Rail Transit Alternatives 

The City stacked the Alternative Analysis toward only one option - elevated rail by omitting any 
fair and reasonable discussion of other alternatives. The City brushed off Kamehameha Schools, 
Oahu's largest landowner, a reasonable and cheaper fully developed alternative rail plan that 
offered and urged the city to consider changing the rail design to run at ground level in some 
areas. 

When the Honolulu Chapter of the American Institute of Architects (AIA) mentioned concerns 
about visual impacts of the elevated system and costs they were ignored. 

In the City's rush to lock in the route and an elevated steel-on-steel system the old existing Oahu 
Railway and Land (OR&L) right-of-way was never discussed nor considered as a reasonable rail 
alternative. 

Hawaii's Thousand Friends believes that using the old OR&L right-of-way would accomplish 
the same goal as the Preferred Alternative to —provide reliable mobility in areas of the corridor 
were people of limited income and an aging population live and will serve rapidly developing 
areas of the study corridor. That alternative was never seriously considered. 
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The OR&L right-of-way is reasonable, less expensive, less environmentally destructive and 
socially disruptive. If the rail line follows the OR&L route, it will run at surface level to the 
stadium. The OR&L route is government owned, has already been cleared of 'iwi and encounters 
only a few cross roads in the twelve miles from Kapolei to the stadium. This system could be 
built for about one-fourth the money in about one-fourth of time. 

If the rail began at UH West Oahu, and headed makai to the old OR&L line, it would serve H-1 
and Kapolei. Placing a park-and-ride at Ft. Weaver Road would bring rail service to 'Ewa and 
'Ewa Beach something the PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE does not do. 

The OR&L route serves every shopping area, recreation area and employment center on the Wet 
side. In addition the right-of-way extends through Kapolei to Ko'Olina and on up the coast to 
Waianae. 

The OR&L route would save Prime agriculture land, preserve mauka and inakai views, save 
countless historical structures and avoid impacting streams and wetlands. 

While several alternative rail transit options were offered the City summarily ignored them. 
Instead of offering several rail options to Oahu voters the only option available was the steel-on-
steel transit system take it or leave it. The vote 53% yes to 47% no was hardly a mandate. 

Land Use 

The acknowledgement that Kapolei is fast becoming a "second city" and that the 'Ewa 
Development Plan area is unlikely to "...develop as planned unless it is accessible to Downtown 
and other parts of Oahu,. .to support future growth..." reveals the importance that potential 
indirect and growth-inducing impacts on the natural environment as a result of the proposed 
Project. This analysis was not done in the FEIS. 

The FEIS cannot be accepted until the potential indirect and growth-inducing impacts from the 
rail transit system on the natural environment are addressed. 

The rail transit line and stations are planned to go through approximately 1500 acres of PRIME 
Agricultural Land, most of which is actively farmed, from East Kapolei to Fort Weaver Road 
(Figure 4-3). This route is with total disregard for the State Constitution Article XI Section 3 
Agriculture Lands, the Agricultural Lands ofImportance to the State of Hawari (ALISH) 
PRIME agriculture land determination, and Hawai'i Revised Statue Chapter 205-4.5 Permissible 
uses within the agricultural districts. 

This land has been identified as PRIME agricultural land under the ALISH rating system. PRIME 
agriculture land is land best suited for the production of food, feed, forage, and fiber crops. This 
land has the soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply needed to producer sustained high 
yields of crops economically when treated and managed, including water management, 
according to modern farming methods designated land with complete disregard, 
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Hawai'i Constitution Article XI-Sec.3 Agriculture Lands, 
The State shall conserve and protect agriculture lands, promote diversified agriculture, 
increase agriculture self-sufficiency and assure the availability of agriculturally suitable 
lands. The leg shall provide standards and criteria to accomplish the foregoing. 

Lands identified by the State, as important agriculture lands needed to fulfill the purpose 
above shall not be reclassified by the state or zoned by its political subdivisions with 
meeting the standards and criteria established by the leg and approved by a two-thirds vote 
of the body responsible for reclassification or rezoning action. 

To meet the state's obligation, Article XI Section 3, in October 1975, the U.S. Soil Conservation 
Service Department of Agriculture adopted a program to identify the extent and location of the 
nation's best lands available for the production of food, feed, fiber, forage, and oilseed crops. 

The adoption of this program by the State of Hawai gave the State the opportunity to classify 
all its lands from an agricultural perspective, and be the first state in the nation to do so. 

The classification system and criteria developed by an ad hoc committee was adopted by the 
State of Hawar i Board of Agriculture on January 28, 1977. It delineates those lands of the state, 
which are of agricultural importance and within this delineation, categorizes agricultural lands 
according to specific criteria. 

Hawai'i Revised Statutes 205-4.5 Permissible uses within the agricultural districts states "Within 
the agricultural district, all lands with soil classified by the Land Study Bureau's detailed land 
classification as overall productivity rating class A or B shall be restricted to the following 
permitted uses:" The proposed High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project is not identified as a 
permissible use. (Emphasis added) 

In 2009 the City passed a Transient Oriented Development (TOD) special district amendment to 
the land use ordinance (ROB 2009), TOD special districts were touted as planning methods that 
will restrict development in agricultural and open-space areas and encourage mixed-use, high-
density, walk able communities, around transit stations. Yet, Figures 4-3 and 4-7 show the transit 
line beginning near and going through PRIME agricultural land. 
If approved the PREFERED ALTERNATIVE route will promote development as stated through 
out the FEIS and destroy PRIME agriculture land instead of protecting agricultural land as 
mandated in the State Constitution and other documents. 

In response to HTFs question to identify when each of the proposed developments - West Oahu 
campus, Kroc Center, Ho'opill and new shopping center on Hawaiian Home lands, are 
projected to be developed in relation to construction of the Kapolei transit station including 
evaluation of the direct, indirect and cumulative impacts on the environment, water resources, 
public facilities and traffic the City responded in Sec. 4.19.2 FEIS "When each development is 
planned, the potential for transit-oriented development (TOD) is likely," 
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What the City forgot to say in their response was that there are three TODs involved, one in the 
middle of the Aloun property itself, one on the property of UHWO, and one just below the 
property at Kroc Center. Two of the TODs are on prime agricultural land. 

The FEIS section 4.2.3. states that 42 percent of the acreage converted to transportation will be 
agriculture land, which represents the largest amount of land conversion for the entire project. 

The FEIS states, that "Approximately 80 acres of prime farmland and 8 acres of statewide-
important farmlands will be acquired by the Project, of which 70 acres are actively cultivated. 
This acreage is designated for agriculture by County zoning." 

According the State Department of Agriculture 3,300 acres of A and 13 lands have been lost only 
in the last twenty years. This does not include the proposed designation of 1500 acres of 
agricultural designated land to urban (Figure 4-7) or the additional Koa Ridge application to 
designate 500 acres of agriculture land to urban. 

It is impossible to ignore the cumulative impact of the loss of agriculture land especially the 
islands best and most productive land whether in large chunks or small acreage of prime and 
cultivated agricultural land. 

The question is, can any component of a rail system he built in the agricultural district? 

Kaka`ako 

Kaka'ako is a vital part of the state's economy. The area includes nearly 200 commercial and 
industrial businesses that employ approximately 1000 people and generate approximately $60 
million in annual sales. Yet, the FEIS neither discussed nor evaluated impacts from the rail 
transit on the ability of these small businesses to survive once the rail line reaches the Kaka`ako 
District. 

Kaka' ako is near the end of the transit line making it vulnerable to a "proceed at all costs" 
mentality. At that point it will neither be cost effective nor feasible to stop the transit line 
regardless of how small business owners will be harmed or when 	and other historical and 
cultural resources are discovered. Therefore, it is imperative that this FEIS not be approved until: 

1. An Archaeological Inventory Survey is conducted and accepted. 
2. A preservation plan of historical and cultural resources is in place along the 

Kaka'ako District corridor. 
3. A strategy is defined for coordinating the development of rail transit given the likely 

discovery of 	and other historical and cultural resources within the corridor 
right-of-way. 

The FEIS cannot be accepted until the direct, indirect and cumulative impacts on Kaka'ako 
small businesses such as those below are evaluated, resolved and/or mitigated. 

I. Loss of travel lanes due to construction or perhaps lost on a permanent basis and the 

5 

AR00072752 


