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Redacted 
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Subject: Objections to Rail DEIS 

Dear Governor Lingle, Mr. Yoshioka and Mr. Matley, 

I'm writing to express grave concerns over deficiencies in the DEIS for Honolulu's heavy rail system. 

I found the draft EIS statement to be deficient in numerous areas and have specific questions and 
concerns about the following: 

1. How will this project affect current traffic congestion? 
2. The comparison of energy use of rail to bus should be done for hybrids, not traditional combustion 

engine as this report appears to have done. 
3. It is unclear how congestion will be remedied during the many years of construction. Lanes of 

traffic are to be eliminate in certain areas. Where and when this will happen, and what will happen 
to congestion in those areas? 

4. Will there be bike racks on the train and where will they be located? Will bikes be allowed on the tr 
am? Will there be a place for surfboards? What about luggage for airport passengers? What about 
construction workers' tools? 

5. The impacts of relocations has not been adequately addressed for important food producers like 
Aloun Farms, 14 community facilities that will be "partially acquired" as well as small businesses 
that will not survive a move or reduction in operations. Historic and cultural sites are also not 
adequately addressed. 

6. There is insufficient information on plans to mitigate noise at the 16 schools that are adjacent to the 
alignment. How will the noise affect the learning environment? 

7. The analysis of job creation does not adequately analyze job losses. There is no mention of what 
will happen to the jobs that are lost due to businesses downturn during construction? 

8. The report does not adequately assess the potential harm an elevated rail system does to our 
unique tourist industry and the image of Oahu. How will the tourists see noise and visual impacts of 
heavy rail? Will the more idyllic neighbor Islands absorb an even larger share of tourism and hurt 
our County's revenues? 

9. The provisions for managing with lower than projected ridership and tax revenue support are 
inadequate. 
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10. Th e plan is also deficient in outlining how corrosion will be mitigated. BART in the SF bay are is 
made of aluminum. What will happen to steel in a salt air environment? An evaluation of steel vs. 
aluminum is lacking in this report. 

11. Likewise, the DEIS plans for mitigation of graffiti on the concrete support pillars, stations and cars is 
inadequate. This deficiency will impact the accuracy of predicting the future cost of the project 
maintenance. 

12. Finally, I have concerns that the ADA issues have not been adequately assessed. How long will 
the doors be open for to access the train? How will an elderly or handicapped person be able to 
get on and off the train in this time period? Please provide detailed plans on handling handicapped 
access. How does this effect the efficiency of the train and speed of commute? 

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of my concerns. Please feel free to call me if you have any 
questions about this letter. 

Aloha, 
Beverly Major, 

521-8889 
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