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Good Day Governor Lingle, Mr. Yoshioka, and Mr. Matley, 

The following is my view of the most important shortcoming of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
for the proposed Light Rail in Honolulu. 

The environmental impact statement fails to evaluate the extended adverse effects on traffic and normal function in 
Honolulu for the extended duration of rail system construction activity. 

On page 3-45 of the DEIS the following statement is made in the first paragraph of section 3.5, referring to the 
timeline for completion of the rail system construction: "These effects would be temporary and would occur between 
2009 and 2018...." 

The current estimated rail construction duration for the rail system is unrealistic. Several years of litigation, protest, 
and technical delays need to be added to the construction duration estimate in order to make it accurate. The H-3 
freeway was first proposed in the 1960's and completed well over 30 years later. The H-3 did not require 
condemnation of nearly as many residences and businesses (if any) as the rail project will. The rail project must 
anticipate a significant delay due to property rights litigation alone. The H-3 encountered protests, environmental 
litigation, cultural and archaeological sites, and technical delays, which the rail system construction timeline should 
also anticipate. 

As such, the DEIS should be updated to reflect an alternative timeline for the construction of this project. The DEIS 
should anticipate an extended period of traffic delays and other construction related impacts due to construction 
accidents, failures, emergencies, and negligence, all of which occur normally on Oahu due to poor soil conditions, 
lack of expertise, inadequate planning and/or execution, and unexpected circumstances. Extensions to deadlines due 
to such issues during the construction process could add a number of years to the amount of time during which 
Honolulu will be forced to suffer construction-related impacts. 

A realistic timeline is one that anticipates problems leading to an extension of the current construction phase timeline, 
which the DEIS does not reference with respect to a potentially extended period of disruption to the normal function 
of Honolulu. The DEIS must account for the fact that an extended construction period would (and likely will) 
significantly increase the impact of this project on Honolulu. In fact, the timeliness of the construction of this rail 
system is likely THE MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE for the majority of Oahu residents at this stage in the project. The 
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fact that the potentially extended duration of construction is poorly addressed in the DEIS is indicative of a lack of 
understanding on behalf of the DEIS authors of the perspective and priorities of Oahu residents, and of the history of 
mega-projects in Hawaii. Oahu residents do not want to live with rail-construction-related traffic, dust, pollution, risk 
to life/property, unsightliness, and noise for the next 20-30 years while the rail is being built, repaired, demolished 
and rebuilt, protested, cordoned off, marched on, re-routed, stayed, and otherwise delayed. Therefore delays need to 
be anticipated and dealt with as soon as possible. Perhaps this comment will help that process begin. 

Hoping for an ahead-of-schedule completion, 

Matt Lamon 
Honolulu, HI, 96817 
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