
From: 	 Miyamoto, Faith 
To: 	 'Ted.Matley©dot.goV ; Raymond.Sukys@dot.gov  
CC: 	 'Judy Aranda'; 'Susan Robbins'; Hogan@pbworld.com ; Spurgeon, Lawrence 
Sent: 	 4/2/2009 3:28:23 PM 
Subject: 	 FW: Honolulu High-Capacity Transit Corridor Project Issues 

Hi Ted and Ray — 

The following items are things that I owe you and issues that are outstanding. 

1. We are preparing the Section 106 memorandum of understanding that includes commitments for both historical and 
archaeological/cultural components. We have had two requests from consulting parties to be invited signatories. The 
Oahu Island Burial Council has verbally requested through DTS and the Office of Hawaiian Affairs via a letter. A few 
weeks ago, I had sent you a message regarding my conversation with the FHWA Hawaii Division Environmental 
Coordinator and her recollection that OHA and other Native Hawaiian organizations have only been concurring parties on 
their MOUs. Will you be responding to the °IBC and OHA requests? If yes, we will need copies of these letters for 
inclusion in the FEIS. 

2. The Dillingham Transportation Building issue is still outstanding. We have done a thorough avoidance investigation and 
nothing else is really doable. We plan to show the station touchdown adjacent to the Dillingham Transportation Building in 
the FEIS. Transit patrons are envisioned to access the station via the existing arcades of the Dillingham Transportation 
Building and Pacific Guardian Center, as well as via the plaza. Although the station entry design opens up into the plaza, 
DTS does not intend to acquire the entire plaza. In its DEIS comment letter, the Asset Manager for Pacific Guardian Life, 
the owner of the Dillingham Transportation Building and Pacific Guardian Center, recommended that we consider 
incorporating the station into the Dillingham Transportation Building. My understanding is that Jim Barr has left the 
decision as to whether this location for the station touchdown is ok with Ray. We are proceeding with the station being 
located as shown in the DEIS unless we hear otherwise. 

3. On Tuesday, we met with the General Services Administration (GSA), U.S. judges and other occupants of the Federal 
Building. The meeting participants also included those responsible for the safety and security of the building and its 
occupants. The purpose of the meeting was to provide an update of the project and to establish a process for us to 
obtain information concerning safety and security requirements for the building and the agencies that occupy the building. 
Although we have requested this information in the past, we have yet to obtain this information that is important for the 
purposes of right-of-way and design. I am informing you about this meeting because I have a sense that even if we meet 
the requirements, the U.S. judges will not be satisfied. They will only be satisfied if the alignment is moved off of 
Halekauwila Street. The judges would like it moved to Queen Street, although we have told them that this alignment was 
studied in the AA phase and was not selected. I think their next move will be to get FTA to change the alignment. We 
have told them that the alignment was selected as the LPA by the Honolulu City Council and that we are developing the 
project in accordance with their decision. 

4. We are preparing the FEIS focusing on the East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center alignment via the Airport. The FEIS will 
include a discussion on how the other alternatives analyzed in the DEIS have been eliminated and that the project that is 
moving forward is the East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center alignment via the Airport. I would like to get confirmation that 
this is what FTA requires in writing. Shall I draft a letter for you to send to us? 

5. We have had previous emails on the definition of the project and how it should be referred to in the FEIS. Specifically, 
there is still ambiguity regarding the use of the term "LPA" as it applies to the project. From our previous discussions, it is 
my understanding that the FEIS is required to only focus on the East Kapolei to Ala Moana Center alignment via the 
Airport. However, the LPA is more inclusive in that it encompasses not only the project but also the future extensions. As 
you know, the extensions will be covered in the Cumulative Impacts section of the FEIS. Is this correct? 

Please let me know if we should discuss these issues in a conference call. Thanks. 

Faith Miyamoto 
Department of Transportation Services 
City & County of Honolulu 
(808) 768-8350 
fmiyamoto@honolulu.gov  
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