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MISC. COMM. 450
ZONING AND PLANNING

ZONING AND PLANNING Meeting
Meeting Date: Oct 20, 2022 @ 09:00 AM
Support: 5
Oppose: 146
I wish to comment: 15

Name:
Celeste Andres

Email:
Cakana23@hawaii.edu

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 17, 2022 @ 09:21 AM

Testimony:
My name is Celeste Andres and I oppose Bill 10. I understand that it is necessary to update the regulation of uses throughout
Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). However, this is an important task that deserves
close examination of implications, and outreach to the agriculture industry has not been thorough. I urgently ask you to hold Bill 10
until we can fully understand how the updates will affect agriculture in Hawaii.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the users. Please take the time to
consult with food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our agriculture industry.
Thank you for your time.
Name:
Alan Gottlieb

Email:
alan@prloffice.com

Zip:
96707

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 17, 2022 @ 11:26 AM

Testimony:
Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
My name is Alan Gottlieb and I oppose Bill 10. I understand that it is necessary to update the regulation of uses throughout
Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). However, this is an important task that deserves
close examination of implications, and outreach to the agriculture industry has not been thorough. I urgently ask you to hold Bill 10
until we can fully understand how the updates will affect agriculture in Hawaii.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the users. Please take the time to
consult with food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our agriculture industry.
Name:
Taylor Kellerman

Email:
tkellerman@kualoa.com

Zip:
96730

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 17, 2022 @ 11:40 AM

Testimony:
Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
My name is Taylor Kellerman and I oppose Bill 10. I understand that it is necessary to update the regulation of uses throughout
Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). However, this is an important task that deserves
close examination of implications, and outreach to the agriculture industry has not been thorough. I urgently ask you to hold Bill 10
until we can fully understand how the updates will affect agriculture in Hawaii.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the users. Please take the time to
consult with food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our agriculture industry.
Mahalo
Taylor Kellerman
Director of Diversified Agriculture, Land Stewardship and Education
Kualoa Ranch Hawaii
Name:
Stephanie Whalen

Email:
Whaleinn1944@gmail.com

Zip:
96759

Representing:
Kunia Village Title Holding Corporation

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 17, 2022 @ 11:55 AM

Name:

Email:

Zip:

Karlene Perez

karleneperez@yahoo.com

96825

Representing:
Klele Event Services

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 08:02 AM

Testimony:
REJECT BILL 10
I humbly ask that Bill 10 NOT be advanced out of the Zoning and Planning Committee. Bill 10, as it is currently written, has the
potential to negatively impact both businesses on Oahu and more broadly the community at large. We understand the need to
clean up and clarify the land use ordinance, and fully support the need for agricultural land to be sustainable in the long term,
however, the community needs more time to study and assess the impact of this document. We implore you to work with all
impacted stakeholders to fully understand the true impact this Bill will have, and allow for more public input in the final version of
the bill. This is a very important ordinance and it should not be rushed through the committee without full community input.

Thanks for your support,
Name:
Karlene Perez

Email:
info@kaleleeats.com

Zip:
96825

Representing:
Klele event services

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 08:55 AM

Testimony:
I strongly oppose bill 10 with regards to weddings and events on private property. This will negatively impact the business and
event industry in Hawaii.
Name:
Doug Luka

Email:
socfarmers808@gmail.com

Zip:
96816

Representing:
South Oahu County Farmers
Association

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 09:40 AM

Name:
Nicole Galase

Email:
nicole@hicattle.org

Zip:
96816

Representing:
Hawaii Cattlemen's Council

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 09:45 AM

Name:
lynne matusow

Email:
lynnehi@aol.com

Zip:
96817

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 10:24 AM

Testimony:
Please defer this measure. No more hearings. No tinkering behind closed doors. No more meetings until the new council is
installed in January. At that time at least a third of the council will be new. Go back to the drawing board then. Postpone the date
for final approval. If approved, this bill will affect us for many years. This bill is being rushed through without public
consultation/input. Most of us learned about it recently. Crafted by the leaderless, corrupt Department of Planning and Permitting
(where another former employee pled guilty to bribery charges in federal court this week) which never reached out to real people,
it does not take into consideration real impacts. How are businesses and residents affected by street closures? How are they
affected by alcohol laden block parties? How are they affected by noise, all sorts of noise, with the biggest culprit belonging to
garbage trucks? What can be done to fix this? How are they affected by sirens in the middle of the night when there is no traffic?
These bureaucrats say they did outreach. We need to see a list of the many (their word) stakeholders, government agencies,
consulting firms and developers who participated. How many is many? Meanwhile, the real people, those who will be affected
daily, have not had any input.
This measure must be deferred until the new council takes office in January. The island is changing. Some areas are becoming
more dense. For example, look at the urban core, specifically Kaka’ako, Downtown, and Chinatown. Thousands of new residents.
In the push to create housing, there is the reality of people dumping and forgetting about them with no consideration of impacts to

them, including traffic, noise, lack of schools. And the list goes on. There are more high rises, more people on the streets. But
areas designated BMX3 and BMX4 do not get treated the same as others marked residential, or apartment, even though they
have higher population counts. Residents living in BMX are subject to unending noise, 24/7, from sirens, souped up cars, trash
trucks, bar patrons, people fighting in the streets, etc. Residential areas have noise restrictions. Those of us who live in BMX
suffer. There is no rule that says trash cannot be picked up until 6 a.m. The beeping, banging, and clanging of trash pickup
activities could be considered abuse. This must be addressed in the LUO. For everywhere that people live.
Other communities have other interests. There need to be public meetings, where people get to speak instead of being spoken to,
where there is a short presentation (five to 10 minutes) and at least two hours is allocated to the public, where they can voice their
frustrations, what they live with 24/7, what needs to be changed, what should stay the same. Please defer action until the public
gets to have a say, in their own communities. Not at neighborhood board meetings where there is limited time, sometimes as few
as 15 minutes. Neighborhood meetings where this is the only item on the agenda. Slow the process. Put it on the back burner.
Better to get it right. Respect the taxpayer, the residents, the communities, the real O’ahu.
Name:
Frederick Mencher

Email:
frederickmencher@gmail.com

Zip:
96817-2505

Representing:
East Oahu County Farm Bureau

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 11:22 AM

Name:
Matthew-Wyatt Coleman

Email:
mwkc117@gmail.com

Zip:
96817

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 01:54 PM

Testimony:
Bill needs more time to fix and expand on the issues I see inside.
Example, I definitely think they should pull weddings from bill 10. As well as a few others, just needs modifications.
Name:
Kale Ornellas

Email:
kaleornellas@gmail.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 01:57 PM

Testimony:
I am opposed to this bill 010 weddings should be excluded from this bill
Name:
Lyle Nicely

Email:
lylenicely1995@gmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 01:59 PM

Testimony:
I strongly oppose city bill 010
Weddings should be excluded from this Bill, I don’t feel weddings on agricultural land should have rules on wedding capacity and
limits per week.
Name:
Sam Filipo

Email:
sampac808@google.com

Zip:
96825

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 02:00 PM

Testimony:
I feel that this bill needs to be given more time to fix and expand of many other critical land-use items inadvertently slipped
through and were not addressed nor "opposed".
Name:
David Maeva

Email:
davidmaeva31@gmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 02:03 PM

Testimony:
Too many issues in one bill. Very confusing. Should break them up into separate bills. Mahalo
Name:
Victor Papapa

Email:
vpapapa@gmail.com

Zip:
96825

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 02:07 PM

Testimony:
I oppose city council bill10. This bill needs to be cleaned up. To many issues all in one.
Name:
Robert Decker

Email:
decker.ikaika@gmail.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 02:32 PM

Testimony:
I strongly oppose this bill, WAY to big and confusing. Subjects in this bill needs to be broken up and submitted individually for
proper community input.
Name:
Tyler Yonemori

Email:
tyyone58@gmail.com

Zip:
96789

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 02:48 PM

Testimony:
Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
My name is Tyler Yonemori and I oppose Bill 10. I understand that it is necessary to update the regulation of uses throughout
Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). However, this is an important task that deserves
close examination of implications, and outreach to the agriculture industry has not been thorough. I urgently ask you to hold Bill 10
until we can fully understand how the updates will affect agriculture in Hawaii.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the users. Please take the time to
consult with food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our agriculture industry.
Thank you,
Tyler
Name:
Sam Filipo

Email:
sampac808@gmail.com

Zip:
96825

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 02:57 PM

Testimony:
Bill 10 is too large and needs to be broke down so issues could be addressed correctly! I feel that this was a rushed bill.
Name:
Katy and Bud Gibson

Email:
RockerG@hawaii.rr.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 03:06 PM

Testimony:
Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning and Planning
Our names are Bud and Katy Gibson and we oppose Bill 10. We understand that it is necessary to update the regulation of uses
throughout Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 ("Land Use Ordinance") However, this is a very important task that
deserves closer examination of the implications and we feel the outreach to the agriculture industry has not be thorough enough.
This Bill 10 needs to be held until all the impacts on agriculture and food production can be scrutinized.

We understand that updating Land Use Ordinances are necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the users, but,
lets please take the time to get it right. Please consult with the food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our
food producers and the entire agricultural industry which benefits us all.
Name:
Greg Shimokawa

Email:
greg.shimokawa@hawaiianelectric.com

Zip:
96840

Representing:
Hawaiian Electric

Position:
Support

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 04:57 PM

Name:
Amber Knopp

Email:
ambah2@yahoo.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 06:46 PM

Testimony:
My name is Amber and I oppose Bill 10. I understand that it is necessary to update the regulation of uses throughout Chapter 21,
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). However, this is an important task that deserves close
examination of implications, and outreach to the agriculture industry has not been thorough. I urgently ask you to hold Bill 10 until
we can fully understand how the updates will affect agriculture in Hawaii.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the users. Please take the time to
consult with food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our agriculture industry.
Respectfully,
Amber Knopp
Name:
Padmani Brown

Email:
padmani@mac.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 07:08 PM

Name:
Micah Munekata

Email:
mmunekata@ulupono.com

Zip:
96813

Representing:
Ulupono Initiative

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 08:04 PM

Name:
Susan Mulkern

Email:
susan@mulkernlandscaping.com

Zip:
96821

Representing:
Mulkern Landscaping & Nursery

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 10:22 PM

Testimony:
Dear Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
We are Kevin and Susan Mulkern, and we oppose Bill 10. We understand that it is necessary to update the regulation of uses
throughout Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). Many of us in the agricultural industry feel
our concerns have not been adequately heard as there appear to be unintended consequences with farmers losing productive
lands. Please hold Bill 10 until we can fully understand how the updates will affect agriculture in Hawaii.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the users. Please take the time to
consult with food producers as well as other agricultural users on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our industries.
Respectfully,
Kevin & Susan Mulkern
Mulkern Landscaping & Nursery

808-396-6595
Name:
Dave Chew

Email:
kupaa46@yahoo.com

Zip:
96782

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 18, 2022 @ 10:23 PM

Testimony:
This Bill should be separated into various sections to increase its effectiveness and to decrease some of the possible unintended
outcomes.
Name:
Jason Brand

Email:
jason@kohanarum.com

Zip:
96816

Representing:
Manulele Distillers, LLC

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 12:28 AM

Name:
Kathleen Pahinui

Email:
pahinuik001@hawaii.rr.com

Zip:
96791

Representing:
Self

Position:
Support

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:21 AM

Name:
Carleen Ornellas

Email:
carleen.ornellas@gmail.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:45 AM

Name:
Collin Mansanas

Email:
kuumaka7373@gmail.com

Zip:
96706

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:48 AM

Name:
Mark Tuinei

Email:
marktuinei808@gmail.com

Zip:
96707

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:55 AM

Name:
Thomas Ilae- Timoteo

Email:
thomasilae@ymail.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:57 AM

Name:
Anthony Kassebeer

Email:
Zaydenzayden808@gmail.com

Zip:
96817

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:58 AM

Email:

Zip:

Testimony:
I strongly oppose this bill.

Testimony:
I strongly oppose

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
Strongly Oppose
Name:

Dane Kaluhiwa

dakine808kaluhiwa@gmail.com

96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:59 AM

Name:
Ahtooanya Jones

Email:
ahtoojones@gmail.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:59 AM

Name:
Zorich Palimoo

Email:
ppalimoo@gmail.com

Zip:
96819

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:00 AM

Name:
Ka'ena Paikai

Email:
kaenapaikai@yahoo.com

Zip:
96706

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:00 AM

Name:
Sierra Revilla

Email:
sierra.revilla808@gmail.com

Zip:
96789

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:00 AM

Name:
Seen Morimoto

Email:
seen.morimoto@gmail.com

Zip:
96789

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:00 AM

Name:
Blair Nahale

Email:
bnahale808@gmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:01 AM

Name:
Keoni Mendiola

Email:
keoni8727@gmail.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:01 AM

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
Strongly opposed

Testimony:
I strongly oppose this bill

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
I strongly oppose this bill

Testimony:

I Keoni Mendiola, Strongly oppose Bill 10.
Name:
Rob Enriquez

Email:
robnani99@yahoo.com

Zip:
96789

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:01 AM

Name:
Chris Tanaka

Email:
ctanaks@hotmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:02 AM

Name:
Pomai Kalama

Email:
pomaikalama21@gmail.com

Zip:
96706

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:02 AM

Name:
Terry Suan

Email:
suanie@gmail.com

Zip:
96797

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:02 AM

Name:
Jay Amina

Email:
jkealii3@gmail.com

Zip:
96792

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:03 AM

Name:
Nepo Leutu

Email:
toafiaoalii@gmail.com

Zip:
96782

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:04 AM

Name:
Dustin Vierra

Email:
dustinv80@gmail.com

Zip:
96782

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:04 AM

Email:
rabellizsa1811@gmail.com

Zip:
96792

Testimony:
Strongly opposed

Testimony:
I strongly oppose Bill 10

Testimony:
Strongly opposed

Testimony:
Strongly Opposes

Testimony:
I strongly oppose Bill010(22)

Testimony:
I strongly oppose

Testimony:
Strongly opposed.
Name:
Travis Rabellizsa

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:05 AM

Name:
Christopher Pieper

Email:
cpieper808@gmail.com

Zip:
96816

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:06 AM

Name:
Nicklaus West

Email:
nickwest808@yahoo.com

Zip:
96815

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:08 AM

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
I strongly oppose

Testimony:
I strongly oppose Bill010 relating to land use regulations. The Bill would cause hardships to farm owners, as well as, many other
small business owners in its current form.
Name:
Jacob Ramos

Email:
jacobjames_07@yahoo.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:10 AM

Name:
Kelsey Beck

Email:
ilikea.beck@gmail.com

Zip:
96821

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:14 AM

Name:
Anthony Padilla

Email:
anthonycpadilla@yahoo.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:15 AM

Name:
Kyle M

Email:
kylem@hawaii.edu

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:19 AM

Name:
Larry Jefts

Email:
ljefts@aloha.net

Zip:
96759

Representing:
Larry Jefts Farms, LLC

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:19 AM

Name:

Email:

Zip:

Testimony:
Strongly Oppose

Testimony:
Strongly Oppose

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Lisa Cooper

coopergreen11@gmail.com

96791

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:31 AM

Testimony:
Dear Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
My name is Lisa Cooper and I oppose Bill 10. I understand that it is necessary to update the regulation of uses throughout
Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). However, I think emphasis should be put on
enforcing current rules and regulations instead of amending existing rules and regulations. These proposed revsions are an
important task that deserve close examination of implications, and outreach to the agriculture industry has not been thorough. I
urgently ask you to hold Bill 10 until we can fully understand how the updates will affect agriculture and property ownership of
agriculture land in Hawaii.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the users. Please take the time to
consult with food producers and property owners on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our agriculture industry.
Respectfully,
Lisa Cooper
Name:
Niko Vitale

Email:
nikovitale@gmail.com

Zip:
96706

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:33 AM

Name:
Fullerton Pokipala

Email:
hopenapokipala@gmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:33 AM

Name:
Mikaele Yam

Email:
Mikaeleyam8@gmail.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:34 AM

Name:
Frederick Redell

Email:
fred@hawaiicleanpower.org

Zip:
96813

Representing:
Hawaii Clean Power Alliance

Position:
Support

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:45 AM

Name:
Seth Holck

Email:
holck239@gmail.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:48 AM

Email:
smjt93@gmail.com

Zip:
96792

Testimony:
I Strongly Oppose Bill 010(22)!!!

Testimony:
I strongly oppose

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
I strongly oppose bill 10
Name:
Jonovan Tuinei

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:50 AM

Name:
Jowen Murray-Thornton

Email:
j_murraythornton12@yahoo.com

Zip:
96813

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:51 AM

Name:
Kaai Bruhn

Email:
bkaai@yahoo.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:32 AM

Name:
Kainalu Paikai

Email:
nalupaikai1998@gmai.com

Zip:
96789

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:34 AM

Name:
Ronald Weidenbach

Email:
hawaiifish@gmail.com

Zip:
96791

Representing:
Hawaii Aquaculture and Aquaponics
Association

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:38 AM

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
I strongly oppose to city council bill 10

Testimony:
I oppose this

Testimony:
Strongly oppose.

Testimony:
HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL COMMITTEE ON ZONING AND PLANNING
Thursday, October 20, 2022 — 9:00 a.m.
Dear Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
My name is Ron Weidenbach, President of Hawaii Aquaculture and Aquaponics Association with members from Oahu and
statewide. We respectfully I oppose Bill 10. We understand that it is necessary to update the regulation of uses throughout
Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). However, this is a very important task with far
reaching implications to our industry and the broader Oahu agricultural industry that deserves close examination of the often
negative implications that would or could result from thee updates. Outreach to the agriculture industry has not been sufficiently
thorough to understand and address these implications. I urgently ask you to hold Bill 10 until we can fully understand how the
updates will affect agriculture on Oahu. In the interim, I urge you to review our prior detailed written testimony and also the very
detailed and carefully written testimony of the East County, Hawaii Farm Bureau.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the users. Please take the time to
consult with food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our agriculture industry.
Respectfully,
Ron Weidenbach
Name:
KAIKA SASAOKA

Email:
kaikas57@gmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 10:13 AM

Name:
Brandon Ching

Email:
brandon_ching@hotmail.com

Zip:
96825

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 10:49 AM

Name:
Ben Hirokawa

Email:
bjhirokawa@gmail.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 10:52 AM

Name:
James Mueller

Email:
jimmueller1@yahoo.com

Zip:
96706

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 10:53 AM

Name:
Faifaiese Emosi Jr

Email:
aritana84@yahoo.com

Zip:
96789

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 10:53 AM

Name:
Louis Mansanas jr

Email:
mansanaslouis@gmail.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 11:45 AM

Name:
Tyler Yuu

Email:
tyleryuu@gmail.com

Zip:
96786

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 01:05 PM

Name:
Jim Tree

Email:
ssitree@aol.com

Zip:
96707

Representing:
Self

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 01:34 PM

Testimony:
I strongly oppose this bill!

Testimony:
Strongly Opposed

Testimony:
Strongly Oppose

Testimony:
STRONGLY OPPOSE!

Testimony:
STRONGLY OPPOSE

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
Strongly oppose

Testimony:
Thank you for correcting the Ko Olina maps.

Name:
Michelle Matson

Email:
MSMatson808@gmail.com

Zip:
96815

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 01:36 PM

Testimony:
PLEASE DEFER BILL 10 - KEEP THE BILL IN COMMITTEE
September 7, 2022 Testimony:
Aloha City Council Chair Waters, Vice Chair Kia‘ina and Councilmembers:
I chair the Diamond Head/Kapahulu/St. Louis Heights Neighborhood Board’s Planning and Zoning Committee, and am testifying
individually for the purpose of this hearing on Bill 10 (CD1) 2022.
This testimony is in strong opposition to the loose language in Bill 10 (CD1) in Section 21-5.70-3 Lodging, on page 76:
(2) Standards:
Timeshare units are permitted in the A-2 zoning district provided:
(A) All timeshare units are within 3,500 feet of a resort zoning district of greater than 50 contiguous acres, measured as the
shortest straight-line distance between the edge of each site's zoning lot line; and
(B) The A-2 zoning district and the resort zoning district were rezoned pursuant to the same zone change application as part of a
master-planned resort community.
Graphic measurements of 3,500 feet from the Waikiki resort district showing the former DPP Director's back-door rekindling of
visitor accommodation units, aka Timeshares and TVU's, within the Diamond Head Special District "Gold Coast" and Kapahulu
areas are attached.
Notably the “Gold Coast” was removed from Bill 41and replaced with the A-2 blocks in the Waikiki resort district.
Bill 10 now allows Timeshares to creep into the “Gold Coast” as well as nearby portions of Diamond and the greater Kapahulu
area.
Thank you for your serious consideration of such back-door "unintended consequences" and rapid removal of this open-ended
loophole language in Bill 10 (CD1)
Respectfully,
Michelle Matson
Name:
Troy Keithley

Email:
onelifefitness99@gmail.com

Zip:
96789

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 01:41 PM

Name:
Blayne Dikito

Email:
dikitz22@yahoo.com

Zip:
96706

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 01:59 PM

Name:
Winston Welch

Email:
winston@outdoorcircle.org

Zip:
96814

Representing:

Position:

Submitted:
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The Outdoor Circle

Oppose

Oct 19, 2022 @ 02:00 PM

Name:
R Laree McGuire

Email:
lmcguire@hawaiilegal.com

Zip:
96813

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 02:01 PM

Testimony:
I strongly oppose this bill. Please defer Bill 10 and keep it in Committee. The Bill, as drafted, is unconstitutional.
Mahalo.
Name:
John Morgan

Email:
johnmorgan@kualoa.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Kualoa Ranch

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 02:41 PM

Name:
Brian Miyamoto

Email:
brian@hfbf.org

Zip:
96759

Representing:
Hawaii Farm Bureau

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 03:11 PM

Name:
John Morgan

Email:
jmorgan@kualoa.com

Zip:
96730

Representing:
Kualoa Ranch Hawaii, Inc.

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 03:20 PM

Testimony:
Please,.....listen!
So many voices are asking for a deferral of Bill 10 to give more time for public outreach and dialogue. This has not happened.
The public and our City and State lawmakers talk a lot about protecting the environment and promoting agriculture, but this bill is
detrimental to agricultural producers by reducing their options for diversifying their incomes streams.
Please stop the "rush job" and respect those who want more opportunity to have input on this.
Please honor the 120 day deferral already agreed to.
Mahalo
John Morgan
Kualoa Ranch
Name:
Ryan Kobayashi

Email:
rkobayashi@local368.org

Zip:
96817

Representing:
Laborers' Union; Local 368

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 03:27 PM

Name:
Sandra Van

Email:
sandy@prpacific.com

Zip:
96792

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 03:28 PM

Name:
Stanford Carr

Email:
scarr@stanfordcarr.com

Zip:
96813

Representing:
Stanford Carr Development, LLC

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 03:42 PM

Name:
Diana Puulei

Email:
dpuulei@yahoo.com

Zip:
96792

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 04:03 PM

Testimony:

OPPOSE / COMMENT: DEFER BILL 10 - KEEP THE BILL IN COMMITTEE
Name:
Senator Kurt Fevella

Email:
senfevella@capitol.hawaii.gov

Zip:
96706

Representing:
Self

Position:
Support

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 04:10 PM

Name:
Kim Antonio

Email:
kim.antonio@tradingplaces.com

Zip:
96792

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 04:14 PM

Testimony:
Aloha
I am here to appose Bill 10. I depend on one of the owners there who boards my dog when I am out of town. We are also a
regular client who benefits from their puppy daycare services as I am a single person who doesn't have any other options to leave
my pup while I am work. I also depend on another owner who provides vegetables as nourishment for my family. These are hard
working local people. Stop the madness.
Name:
Yvonne Watarai

Email:
oldfutlady@yahoo.com

Zip:
96789

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 04:16 PM

Testimony:
I oppose this Bill as it is first of all so massive. Too many items are lumped together. They should have been broken down into
different groups, and again, not lumped into one bill. Who can remember all that? In my case, I am more concerned about the
Agricultural land. I am an owner of Ag land. I was never contacted or made aware of all these rulings that might affect my
property. I'm sure I am not the only one. Most of us are just ordinary people that are not aware of what is going on behind the
scenes of our government offices.
This Bill reminds me of the IAL (Important Agricultural Land)! It was supposedly years in the making, but it has so many "pieces"
that don't fit. Landowners were not notified! And in the case of the IAL, even their attorney said, "the city has put the cart before
the horse".
From my experience, I feel this is the same with this Bill. I had always trusted our government....till my experience with IAL!
Please do not pass this Bill.
Name:
Jessica Mitchell

Email:
jessicamitchell51@yahoo.com

Zip:
96707

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 04:33 PM

Testimony:
There needs to be more time allowed for the public to be aware of the ins and outs of this Monster Bill.
Name:
Thomas Grossi

Email:
tgrossi50@aol.com

Zip:
96792

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 04:50 PM

Testimony:
Oppose. Please defer Bill 10 and keep it in committee. As an agricultural land owner and a member of the equine community;
the rules suggested pertaining to horse ownership and restrictions to living on property are at the least unfair and at the most
unconstitutional.
Name:
Sonja Bigalke-Bannan

Email:
sonja@hearthorses.com

Zip:
96813

Representing:
Self

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 05:06 PM

Testimony:
While I suspect these proposed changes are to prevent the rise of the gentleman farm, the suggested changes in this bill way
overshoot the mark and will strike a large blow to the equine agricultural industry. So many ranches and farms have shut down in
recent years, or have kicked out the animals and become wedding venues instead. The Paniolo history that is so important to our
islands has been preserved by the horse industry is under threat. By removing horse breeding and boarding from allowed
activities on agricultural lands, you strike yet another blow. On our farm we have horses, but we also provide a broader
community service by offering equine assisted psychotherapy, therapeutic riding, and occupational and physical therapy to a rural
community that is lacking in services. These changes threaten our program and ability to continue to provide services. We also
provide access to interactions with these animals to lower income families and individuals, because we understand how impactful
interaction with these animals can be.
Name:
Hunter Nueku

Email:
hnueku@gmail.com

Zip:
96792

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 05:08 PM

Testimony:
I oppose the passing of this bill because of the detrimental effects it will have on the livelihood of the local residents that have lived
on these properties for years. The area is a small community, mixed with people from many different backgrounds. There is quite
a large number of Native Hawaiians included in this community. If this bill is passed, those who do not farm or are no longer able
to do so will lose their homes. They will be forced off of their land and in today’s day and age, that is everything we are fighting
against in Hawai‘i. We are trying to keep locals, especially Hawaiians, from moving off their land and away from Hawai‘i, and this
bill will have the opposite effect.
Name:
Samantha Nakamoto

Email:
sgrossio10@gmail.com

Zip:
96825

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 05:11 PM

Testimony:
Councilmember Waters,
I write this testimony to you in opposition to Bill 10 as a constituent of your district. I would first like to state that it is incredibly
disappointing to see this bill return to discussion in committee at this time and the timeline provided for community members to
understand what is taking place. Furthermore, as stated in the agenda for this meeting, your October minutes mentions that such
a short turn around has left absolutely no time for counsel members to meet with their communities and think critically about the
most recent community testimony presented.
This bill is fundamentally flawed. I followed the LUC meetings regarding IAL over the past few years, and submitted testimony
which I have included here for your reference as my concerns are very much relevant. One of the major revelations of that
process was that the 1990 legislation itself is flawed. It needs to be amended. But, I understand that is a whole different
undertaking. For the purpose of this letter, my concerns with Bill 10 are with the changes to horse boarding, new regulatory
oversight including proposed permitting requirements, and the proposal to no longer allow a residence on a horse boarding
facility. Secondarily, DPP’s heavy-handed plans put forth through Bill 10 continue to be far too sweeping, overly complicated, and
restrictive, inequitable to the various types of activity that can be done on agricultural land that exists outside of farming,
piecemeal, and ultimately bad for local residents.
The diverse groups that have come forward with concerns about this bill include but are not limited to: The equestrian community,
of which I am a part and write to you in support of, churches, local breweries, farmers, and long standing enterprises. This shows
that this bill is inadequate in multiple arenas. All of these groups matter. All of these groups deserve a voice and to be not simply
listened to but heard and respected. A comment was made in the special session alluding to the idea that enough outreach has
been done. Clearly, judging by how many diverse groups have raised concerns, it has not been. In addition, as I made clear in my
testimony to IAL and as other council members have pointed out, it takes much more good faith efforts to effectively communicate
and work with some of our communities on Oahu. While I live in Hawaii Kai with my husband, I work in Waianae where my family
lives and own a small horse stables. I can attest that we have never once been contacted, consulted, or reached out to in any

form regarding the immense impact proposed Bill 10 would have on our lives or by DPP in their decades-long process of
collecting data and community outreach. It was mentioned at the special session that DPP is not looking to create unintended
consequences; however, the proposed changes to horse boarding that I have previously stated would be devastating to myself,
my family, and countless other members of the equestrian community. Due to the harm this bill could potentially inflict upon the
community I am a part of, as well as others that have come forward, I question what the intent of Bill 10 truly is.
The false insinuation made at the special session that many people who own agricultural land on Oahu right now have taken it
away from good-natured farmers to build monster houses and swimming pools is offensive and disrespectful. Most in fact arefull
of hard-working local people with small businesses or large animals that have historically been allowed on agricultural lands. Yet,
we appear to have been labeled an enemy to farmers and sustainability efforts on Oahu. This is concerning and disheartening. I
do not doubt that there are those who have built mansions on or severely misused and mistreated the agricultural lands they
inhabit. But the solution to this is not to burden and over-regulate what local residents, who have done nothing wrong, are allowed
to do on their lands. A better lens by which this bill should have been composed is not through regulation and red tape but through
incentives, programs, and the reality of daily life of local families that may have a different lifestyle than yours. Bill 10 in its
entirety is not a solution and I urge you to vote against it.
Sincerely,
Samantha Nakamoto
793 Kalina Place
Honolulu Hawaii 96825
(808)554-1152

Testimony to Land Use Commission
April 24, 2021
Land Use Commission Members,
Many of my concerns may apply to other land recommendations for IAL designation however, my testimony speaks specifically to
the Waianae area.
It is important to first point out that while this meeting intends to discuss “whether the proper procedural, legal, statutory and public
notice requirements were met in developing the recommendations” the requirements in question are only proper in the eyes of
those who were at the table when they were established. Largely the landowners, the real stakeholders in this conversation
directly impacted by the decisions you will make, were not at that table. Deeming what you have determined “proper
requirements” irrelevant to most impacted.
To the issue of procedural requirements, the adequacy of data points collected and data collection methods used to inform these
recommendations need to be questioned. It appears that soil quality was used as a large indicator of land viability. How were soil
samples obtained from individual properties to determine soil viability? Also, why were individual landowners not consulted in the
data collection process? Why were interviews not conducted with individual landowners to understand the land in question, its
history, how it is currently being used, and the benefit it has to the community, and individual landowners, in its current state?
Furthermore, data collection solely on the most viable pieces of land stops short of considering potential economic social damage
this designation may have to the Waianae community and families impacted. Why was data not specifically collected on the
adverse effects of the IAL designation? This type of limited, one-sided data collection and analysis is misleading, irresponsible,
and blind to the real-world consequences of its implications.
There also appears to have been a process to petition for land to be exempt from recommendation. Individual landowner requests
for exemption, because they do not wish for their land to be designated in this manner, was evidently not enough to overturn a
decision. I understand this issue itself is a discussion for another day however, the process by which landowners were able to
submit a petition was not sufficiently communicated to all landowners impacted. This directly relates to the issue of public notice
requirements.

The City and County go to great lengths in its April 21, 2021 report to outline how landowners were notified. However, if you go
into the communities impacted and ask the residents if they are aware of and understand this initiative it will be evident that the
City and County’s efforts were insufficient. The methodology used for community involvement shows a misunderstanding of the
community itself. Within the community of landowners are older generations, those whose first language may not be English, and
those of low socioeconomic status. It has been repeatedly shown that the use of mail, websites, and newspaper articles are not
the most effective means by which to communicate significant change within this community. These methods bring into question
issues such as equal access to information including internet access and newspapers which require a paid subscription, and
language barriers. A proven method of communication within the Waianae community is canvassing to speak directly to
landowners and stakeholders. This was not done and appears to not have been taken into consideration under the public notice
requirements.
The quality of the methods that were used should also be critically looked at. Two mailouts are insufficient. The two that went out
provided little to no information to landowners about the issue at hand or how to speak with someone to gather more information.
Key community meetings were not always easily accessible. For example, the 2017 meeting that presented a draft to the
community took place in Kapolei while a substantial amount of the land in question is located in Waianae. This venue choice was
not an act of good faith nor did it appear to have the landowners' interest at heart. At other key meetings, this specific issue was
often second on the agenda, much like today. For such an important issue special meetings should have been designated. This
process was plagued with other issues such as only one landowner participating in the focus group as well as a documented
record of community members who attended meetings expressing that the information provided by the City and County was not
easy to understand, was not presented in accessible layman terms, and most importantly was incomplete.
The City and County did not act in good faith nor do its due diligence in its unacceptable attempts to inform landowners that their
property will be, or has been, recommended for IAL when it was not able to provide full explanations of, but not limited to:
Potentially harmful ramifications and consequences for individual landowners, how agricultural land currently used for livestock
will be impacted, and if there will be an opportunity to opt-out of the IAL designation.
It is impossible to discuss the matter of meeting public notification requirements without acknowledging that the bare minimum of
informing landowners of what has been proposed in an attempt to meet compliance is not enough. It appears that the City and
County have taken advantage of landowners by intentionally lacking transparency on key pieces of information landowners need
to fully understand these recommendations and how they may impact their land and way of life. What is taking place is insulting to
landowners and a disappointment on the part of State and City and County officials who are to serve all Hawai’i residents, not
special interest groups, international business, or those looking to make a profit under the guise of sustainability efforts.
As this process continues I urge you to get to know the landowners your decisions will directly impact. These people are not large
corporations. They are longtime, if not lifetime, members of the community. They are small family business owners. They are
hard-working people who deserve better than this mistreatment. The majority of people you encounter will have the same goals
of keeping agricultural land agricultural, of seeing our land thrive and prosper in diverse ways, keeping local businesses local, and
preventing urbanization of agricultural lands. We have common ground. We have common goals. But this is not the way to
achieve them.
Sam Nakamoto
Waianae Community Member
Name:
Richard Riegels

Email:
rriegels@gmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 05:12 PM

Name:
Kevin Nakamoto

Email:
chauncey@hawaii.rr.com

Zip:
96825

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 05:22 PM

Testimony:
I am writing in opposition of bill 10. There are unintended consequences of this bill that the committee and council may have
overlooked. Providing an opportunity for application also sounds like a great idea, but not when a person or group is allowed to be

the judge, jury, and executioner. This allows for too many opportunities for corruption. Thank you for this opportunity to comment.
Name:
Chris Bruns

Email:
sledge77@hotmail.com

Zip:
96712

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 06:05 PM

Testimony:
Delete language that was just inserted that would allow existing wind turbines within 1.25-miles to stay for longer than their 20- (in
one case 25-) year terms. It is beyond comprehension why you would have allowed these giant wind turbines to be built in top of
Kahuku in the first place. Shame in you -shame on you - for even considering allowing them to stay knowing what you now know.
A mistake is a mistake and that mistake was only made because the wind developers were able to lie in their permit applications but mistake made and the developer has rights - I agree that during their 20 year terms they would need to be removed via a
public agency buyout or in nuisance litigation. But to extend approval beyond the initially proposed periods to the wind turbines
you now know are hurting us would be entirely blamed on you - on this city council.
I am sure this dispicable language that would allow Na Pua Makani and the others to remain is the doing of one or two townbased councilmembers who have not seen Na Pua Makani - there is no way the other members will go along with this disgraceful
proposed new language.
Name:
Karin OMahony

Email:
k7omahony@aol.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 06:13 PM

Testimony:
There are so many complicated issues and changes that are harmful to residents.
There is no excuse for city council to attempt to change the land use ordinance in 239 pages designed to confuse people and
attempt to slip things past us.
Name:
Cal Chipchase

Email:
cchipchase@cades.com

Zip:
96813

Representing:
Self

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 06:15 PM

Name:
Loren Petrowski

Email:
hello@marryyouinhawaii.com

Zip:
96816

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 06:32 PM

Testimony:
I humbly ask that Bill 10 NOT be advanced out of the Zoning and Planning Committee. Bill 10, as it is currently written, has the
potential to negatively impact both businesses on Oahu and more broadly the community at large. We understand the need to
clean up and clarify the land use ordinance, and fully support the need for agricultural land to be sustainable in the long term,
however, the community needs more time to study and assess the impact of this document. We implore you to work with all
impacted stakeholders to fully understand the true impact this Bill will have, and allow for more public input in the final version of
the bill. This is a very important ordinance and it should not be rushed through the committee without full community input.
Name:
kyler kwock

Email:
info@kai-photo.com

Zip:
96825

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:01 PM

Testimony:
Hawaii is number 2 in the nation for weddings (right after Las Vegas) and this Bill would affect so many local families and small
businesses directly in the wedding industry and also indirectly within the general tourism industry from logging, transportation,
food & beverage, and many more.

I humbly ask that Bill 10 NOT be advanced out of the Zoning and Planning Committee. Bill 10, as it is currently written, has the
potential to negatively impact both businesses on Oahu and more broadly the community at large. We understand the need to
clean up and clarify the land use ordinance, and fully support the need for agricultural land to be sustainable in the long term,
however, the community needs more time to study and assess the impact of this document. We implore you to work with all
impacted stakeholders to fully understand the true impact this Bill will have, and allow for more public input in the final version of
the bill. This is a very important ordinance and it should not be rushed through the committee without full community input.
Name:
Lourdes Millan

Email:
millan.lourdes1@gmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:21 PM

Testimony:
Why is this bill being rushed it affects the whole island in a negative way and we are just barely getting started after COVID-19.
This bill needs to be deffered time needs to be taken to tackle all the broad spectrums it touches. I oppose this bill
Name:
Caroline Smith

Email:
waialuazoo@aol.com

Zip:
96791

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:25 PM

Testimony:
Bill 10 is trying too include too many issues!
I oppose the idea that horses are not agriculture.
I oppose the idea that horses have to be kept on properties of more than 3 acres.
There is an existing 2 acre property that has been a horse facility for well over 30 years! What happens to a place like this?
This bill does not make sense.
Name:
Suzanne Young

Email:
suzanne.young@hicentral.com

Zip:
96816

Representing:
Honolulu Board of Realtors

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:35 PM

Name:
Dianne Willoughby

Email:
dianne.willoughby@cbrealty.com

Zip:
96816

Representing:
Honolulu Board of Realtors

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:37 PM

Testimony:
Aloha Committee Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kiaina and Committee members:
Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony on this measure. The Honolulu Board of REALTORS® (HBR), on behalf of our
over 7,000 members and its City Affairs Committee,
opposes Bill 10 (2022), relating to Land Use regulations.
While HBR understands the need to update the Land Use Code, our concern is the amount of time given for public input regarding
this complex measure. The Land Use Code is a critical cornerstone of all future developments on Oahu, across all sectors from
agriculture, industrial, tourism, and residential. As such, the process of crafting the new Land Use Code requires a greater
opportunity for community engagement.
This hearing is a surprise given the recent hearing wherein the City Council approved the request from DPP for a 120-day
extension of time. We urge the Council not to rush the passage of this Bill and to use the extension that was granted to allow for
thorough review and discussion with the many stakeholders that will be impacted by the changes reflected in this Bill.

As housing advocates, HBR requests that the Committee defer action on this Bill to allow more community input prior to taking a
vote.
Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this measure.
Name:
Bonnie Grossi

Email:
grossib001@gmail.com

Zip:
96792

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:40 PM

Testimony:
The DPP is using the definition of “gentlemen farmers” as their reason to revise agriculture lands in the current LUO. By doing so
they are trampling on the rights of all agriculture property owners. The latest of which are Hawaii’s horse owners.
The DPP’s Bill 10 revisions to the LUO agriculture lands is an attempt to take the restrictive components of the IAL and turn them
into ordinance requirements. The State Land Use Commission determined that the City’s designation of IAL needed to be
remanded back to the DPP due to their lack of public notice. Therefore, requiring further vetting. Instead the DPP chose to
change current agricultural requirements within the LUO to mirror IAL designations. Hrs § 205.45 states that agriculture land
owners can “voluntarily designate” their lands to be classified as IAL. This has not been the case with the DPP designation of IAL.
It is also not the case with the LUO revisions relating to agriculture land. Foremost, they are not voluntary. They don’t even
contain grandfather clauses. With each draft submitted ordinances have become more restrictive. The nature of which is
underhanded, vindictive and continues to lack input from the people most affected by their revisions. This is evidenced by:
The WRITTEN ONLY TESTIMONY OF PHYLISS SHIMABUKURO-GEISER CHAIRPERSON, BOARD OF AGRICULTURE
submitted for the March 3, 2022 Committee on Zoning and Planning hearing. In which she states that horse facilities do not
warrant “the same status as raising livestock for food consumption” and requests that the DPP no longer allow owners of horse
stables the right to live in their own homes. As if this wasn’t harsh enough she goes further, stating that owners of domestic
animal boarding facilities also be excluded.
Requiring 50% of agricultural lands be dedicated to active agriculture use in order to live in a farm dwelling.
Stipulating Conditional Use Permits where none had been required.
During the September 26, 2022 Committee on Zoning and Planning’s Public Hearing, Council member Tupola asked Katie
Balassiano if the DPP had reached out to the horse community. She replied “No”.
The Hawaii agriculture community encompasses many diverse lifestyles allowed in the current LUO. One of them being the
paniolo way of life. The care and raising of horses has been part of the agriculture community for generations of families such as
my own. Horses are deeply rooted in the history of Hawaii dating back to the 19th century with women riding Pa’u style.
The current LUO has in place reasonable conditions regarding how many farm dwellings are allowed for ALL types of agriculture
land and includes size requirements for farm dwellings. In addition, five horses can reside on each one acre of land. When my
husband and I purchased our agriculture property in 2001 we accepted and abided by the terms of those current LUO provisions.
By doing so we did not give up our fundamental rights accorded to all land owners. Neither did we voluntarily designate our
property as IAL. For over 20 years we have owned and operated a horse stables and have lived in the house that the previous
owners of the horse stables lived in. For the DPP spokesperson to state that the restrictions on horse stables is because they
don’t want gentlemen farmers allowing their horses to use swimming pools is not a reason to deny property owners of their right to
live in their own homes. More likely it is because the DOA instructed them to do so. Ironically, the federal government with the
passage of the 2018 Farm Bill officially designated horses as livestock instead of being classified as a pet. It removes horses from
regulations that are in place for companion pets. It is unfortunate that the DOA considers the keeping of horses an accessory use
not deserving of their rightful status.
The ability for Hawaii to be sustainable was diminished when huge prime agricultural lands were approved to be rezoned for
subdivisions. Most recently the vast, fertile farm lands of the Ewa plains. For the DPP to now put prohibitive restrictions on the
mostly fragmented, under 10 acre parcels of what is left of agriculture lands, would not make Hawaii sustainable. It will create a
legal quagmire the City will have to deal with for years to come.

Thank you to council members Tupola, and Kiaaina for understanding the severe impacts the DPP revisions would have on the
people you represent. Our lives revolve around our agriculture lands. We want to perpetuate them just as much as we want to
preserve our local lifestyle’s that for generations have kept it country. More than ever our input is needed to ensure that Hawaii’s
unique agricultural lifestyles will continue for generations to come. Without our voices being heard they will be gone forever, just
like the Ewa plains.
Name:
Lauren Ballesteros-Watanabe

Email:
lauren.watanabe@sierraclub.org

Zip:
96822

Representing:
Sierra Club, OÊ»ahu Group

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:42 PM

Name:
Ana Murray

Email:
beachhousehawaii.comana@gmail.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:43 PM

Testimony:
This bill is ridiculously complicated and has nearly 100% opposition from the community. Please consider breaking it up into parts
that make sense.
Name:
Mark Petritz

Email:
markpetritz@gmail.com

Zip:
96795-1666

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:46 PM

Testimony:
I oppose bill 10.
Legality of 30 vs. 90 day rentals has already proved to be unconstitutional.
There is no reason for a Bill to be 239 pages. too much and too broad
Name:
Holly petritz

Email:
hollypetritz@gmail.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 07:49 PM

Testimony:
I oppose the restrictions of agricultural land and 90 day restrictions
Name:
Andrea Woods

Email:
andreaswimsunset@yahoo.com

Zip:
96712

Representing:
Sunset Beach Community Association

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:08 PM

Name:
sheryl kincaid

Email:
sherylkincaid1@gmail.com

Zip:
96821

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:12 PM

Testimony:
To Whom It May Concern,
I am strongly opposed to Bill 10. Please do NOT move Bill 10 out of committee.
Aloha,
Sheryl Kincaid

Name:
Choon James

Email:
ChoonJamesHawaii@gmail.com

Zip:
96762

Representing:
CountryTalkStory.com

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:13 PM

Name:
Tyneski Quintel

Email:
tyneski@gmail.com

Zip:
96891

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:14 PM

Testimony:
Don’t put harsh limits in ag land without talking to community and hearing all our voices. Horses should b allowed in less than 3
acres as that is plenty of room. Don’t shut down boarding facilities as the Hawaiian horse culture is shrinking as it is. If this bill is
passed it will hurt our horse community drastically. We as horse people will stand together until we have been heard. No more
limits and restrictions on ag land. It will hurt the community greatly. Please defer this bill - keep the bill in committee!!
Name:
Derek Bown

Email:
derekbown@yahoo.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:16 PM

Testimony:
I oppose Bill 10 because it doesn’t make any sense. This bill breaks so many state and federal laws that it would cost millions of
dollars in city/county lawyers time before they lose their case, if they try to implement it as law. It’s exactly the same situation we
had with Bill 41, which was just slapped down by a judge until its federally unconstitutional nonsense will be defeated in the
Supreme Court. This is what happens when a few people (the mayor, the. council chair, and a council member) try to rush
through the process of making law, without a basic understanding of current law or the constitution. Also, some of the entries in
this bill are “solutions” in search of a problem. How does it help anyone to outlaw all of the small horse stables in Waimanalo and
elsewhere on Oahu? It actually would damage a cultural icon. Hawaiian Paniolos and Waimanalo horses are a cultural symbol of
Hawaii that Hawaii residents take pride in. And children learn, through their love of horses, how to relate in a kind way to animals,
and, by extension, how to be kind to other people. Outlawing the ownership of horses on less than 4 acres doesn’t help anyone in
Hawaii. Who is the idiot that proposed it and how did they think would help anyone? This bill is random and nonsensical. Also,
how does the council propose to repay the stable owners for the lost value of their businesses that they currently operate on less
than 4 acres? It’s an unconstitutional bill that would become an unconstitutional law, thus wasting all of our time, again, because
it would be struck down by the courts. The sponsor and the champions of this bill should be embarrassed that they have
proposed a bill riddled with obviously unconstitutional ideas and learn from that lesson, and withdraw this bill. They are wasting
everyone’s time and money.
Name:
Sunny Unga

Email:
kahukucommunityassociation@gmail.com

Zip:
96731

Representing:
Kahuku Community Association

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:18 PM

Name:
cynthia yeoh

Email:
lapalika@aol.com

Zip:
96825

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:21 PM

Testimony:
To Whom It May Concern,
I would like to submit my opposition to Bill 10.
Bill 10 contains far too many Land Use changes to be contained in1 bill, many of which either make no practical sense (only 2
hens allowed) or will negatively affect land owners or their livestock (no caretaker dwelling on property for horse properties) just to
name a few.
Please do not move Bill 10 out of Committee.

Aloha,
Cynthia Yeoh
Name:
Aubrey Lock

Email:
aubreysurfergirl@aol.com

Zip:
96731

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:22 PM

Testimony:
I would like to submit my testimony in strong opposition to Bill 10.
Name:
Laurie Freed

Email:
lfreed@hawaii.rr.com

Zip:
96814

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:24 PM

Testimony:
Less than 3 acres should be okay for horses. This would be a hardship to many people and their beloved animals!
Name:
lacey lock

Email:
laceysurfingdolphin@gmail.com

Zip:
96731

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:25 PM

Testimony:
I am opposed to Bill 10.
Please do not move Bill 10 out of Committee.
Name:
Grace Himenes

Email:
pipspal@aol.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:30 PM

Testimony:
I oppose Bill 10, it is large bill that’l requires more time and research. There has not been enough outreach to the agriculture and
livestock community
Name:
Dawn Bruns

Email:
DAWNBBRUNS@GMAIL.COM

Zip:
96712

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 08:44 PM

Name:
Virginia Dudden

Email:
virginia@dudden.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:01 PM

Testimony:
Hello, my name is Virginia Dudden. Thank you for the opportunity to state my opposition to Bill 10. This bill violates Federal and
State law. It will cost both the City and private parties tens of thousands of dollars in legal fees to attack or defend in the courts.
District Court has already found that setting a 90-day minimum rental period rather than the current 30 is against the law and not
defensible by the City.
Really, with inflation raging over 8%, you want to stop people from having their wedding on private property? Can you all truly be
that spiteful?
Bill 10 should not be advanced as it is poorly written and illegal.

Thank you
Name:
Cade Watanabe

Email:
cwatanabe@5.unitehere.org

Zip:
96826

Representing:
UNITE HERE Local 5

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:15 PM

Name:
Luisa Matangi

Email:
lokotui4u@gmail.com

Zip:
96731

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:18 PM

Name:
Lois Crozer

Email:
lbc@hawaiiantel.net

Zip:
98134

Representing:
Self

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:20 PM

Testimony:
I oppose Bill 10

Testimony:
I don't agree with allowing commercial weddings in residential neighborhoods. The Paul Mitchell house in Lanikai was rented for
thousands of dollars a day with a huge influx of people and vehicles. Talk about disruption to the neighbors! Also, not allowing
B&B and TVU's in residential neighborhoods is also wrong, and illegal. I don't understand how you can change all these things
without the public's approval an input.
Name:
Lee Cuccia

Email:
lcuccia@yahoo.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:36 PM

Testimony:
This bill covers too many items and should be split. More time is needed to get community outreach.
Name:
Christian Lewis

Email:
christianlewis36@hotmail.com

Zip:
96791

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:47 PM

Testimony:
I’m opposed to too many restrictions on ag land. Too many restrictions hurt small farmers trying to make a living. For example:
why restrict a farmer on ag land to a maximum of 6 bee hives? This sounds more like a backyard hobby than a business!
Commercial bee keeping is a qualified ag activity but this limitation makes it impossible to produce enough honey to make a living.
Not only that but without bees the crops won’t get pollinated. Bees are extremely important to ag! Please put some more thought
and gather more information about ag before placing unrealistic limitations on ag land. Ag land in Hawaii is very expensive and
farming is very hard work. Please support the small farmers.
Name:
Cheryl Robello

Email:
portageegirl@gmail.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:53 PM

Name:
Sheila Gage

Email:
exit8wahine@aol.com

Zip:
96786

Representing:

Position:

Submitted:

Testimony:
I oppose this bill.

Self

Oppose

Oct 19, 2022 @ 09:58 PM

Name:
Andrea Anixt

Email:
andreapeatmoss6@gmail.com

Zip:
96730

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 10:01 PM

Testimony:
I oppose this bill as written.
Thank you

Testimony:
Please defer Bill 10 and have more committee meetings on the individual parts of this Bill.
I am against allowing any development of any kind on any agricultural land on O'ahu.
We need food and water security for residents more than anything now.
Mahalo.
Name:
Michelle Blacconiere

Email:
hnlhorse@gmail.com

Zip:
96792

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 10:08 PM

Testimony:
I strongly oppose this bill. Many things need to be edited. One main highlight is no horses permitted on anything less than 3 acres.
This will make many in violation with no where to go as majority of the boarding facilities already have waitlists.
Name:
Kuulei Kupihea

Email:
kuulei.kupihea@gmail.com

Zip:
96820

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 10:30 PM

Name:
J Souza

Email:
souza96744@yahoo.com

Zip:
96789

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 10:53 PM

Name:
Jody Green

Email:
jmelanigreen@hotmail.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 19, 2022 @ 11:59 PM

Testimony:
Strongly oppose.

Testimony:
Strongly opposed

Testimony:
Aloha,
Please do not pass Bill 10. It is too full of questions and the public should
be able to learn more about how this affects us. Especially during these difficult times
for residents and local businesses, that may have negative effects on those already struggling.
This bill needs to be broken up into smaller portions that can be discussed and examined thoroughly, not
rushed through. DPP needs to clean up their house instead of eliminating public involvement in laws.
We the people of Hawaii deserve a say in what affects us. We've seen too often what happens when
suspect legislation gets rushed through under our noses.
Mahalo
Jody Green
Name:

Email:

Zip:

Dawn Bruns

DAWNBBRUNS@GMAIL.COM

96712

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 12:21 AM

Name:
Richard Fernandez

Email:
rfmail2007@gmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 01:22 AM

Testimony:
Do not advance this bill 10 but instead keep it in the zoning and planning committee.
Name:
Irmina Fernandez

Email:
ceciliagomezhawaii@gmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 01:23 AM

Testimony:
Keep bill 10 COMMENT: DEFER BILL 10 - KEEP THE BILL IN COMMITTEE
Name:
Janina Andrea Fernandez

Email:
janinarichard@gmail.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 01:24 AM

Testimony:
Stop this bill from advancing COMMENT: DEFER BILL 10 - KEEP THE BILL IN COMMITTEE
Name:
Ralph Furley

Email:
kailua@icloud.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 01:26 AM

Testimony:
Keep this bill 10 in the zoming and planning committee. dont advance it
Name:
Sarah Badat Richardson

Email:
Alohaliving@hotmail.com

Zip:
96795

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 01:42 AM

Testimony:
Our local government needs to remember that private property is just that, private and government needs to remember its place.
How dare the government tell me I may not host my daughter’s future wedding in the home where she grew up!
My neighbor held her wedding at her home last year and it was a wonderful way for our community to rejoice together.
Hawaii is a Democrat state, and yet this bill clearly puts the “little man” at a disadvantage. How many people own 3 acres in
Hawaii? Horses don’t need that much space to be well taken care of.
How many people can afford their mortgages, their insurance, electric bill, and ever increasing property tax without being able to
supplement their income by renting a room to tourists?
Family members who live on the mainland and want to come back to Hawaii during school vacation would now be obligated to
rent a hotel room which is not affordable nor convenient (no kitchen, etc).
This new bill is basically handing over Hawaii precious properties to outside investors instead of making it easier for our local
residents to become or remain homeowners.

Name:
Kenneth LeVasseur

Email:
Cetaman@aol.com

Zip:
96744

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 02:32 AM

Testimony:
Bill 10, CD1 Testimony 10-20-2022
This DRAFT (CD2) of Bill 10 – a MAJOR rewrite of the Honolulu Land Use Ordinance (LUO) – is being heard barely a month after
Bill 10, CD1 was heard and 2 WEEKS since CD2 WAS SUBMITTED. This very significant legislation is obviously being rushed
through the hearing process and that is very concerning. It is especially concerning considering that we have just emerged from
the COVID Pandemic. There has barely been any time to get community input on the proposed changes of CD2 for this
SIGNIFICANT legislation.
CD1 and CD2 continue to PROMOTE SERIOUS SAFETY ISSUES for our farming communities that are not being addressed as
hoped for in the rewrite of the LUO. The SUSTAINABILITY of our agriculture continues to be THREATENED by poor planning as
NON-AGRICULTURAL USES are allowed to PENETRATE DEEPER into our agricultural communities.
Public Assembly sites with six or more commercial or personal vehicles allowed on site in agriculture zoned areas need to be
within a “quarter mile” of a State highway as this is extremely important for safety. This limitation can prevent non-agricultural
uses from penetrating deep into our agricultural communities.
When the LUO allows assembly uses deep in our agricultural areas, the DPP condition and require road widening to 20 feet. This
widening can create a miles long winding raceway that RACERS THROUGHOUT THE ISLAND LOOK FOR AND USE. The
“Country Road” Standard is 20 feet wide in the SUBDIVISION RULES AND REGULATIONS but our farm access roads are 15-17
feet wide. The Country Road Standard should be a safe 16 feet wide for agricultural communities.
Such road widening also ENCOURAGES REALIGNMENT of Community Growth Boundaries, leading to REZONING AND
DEVELOPMENT, which flies in the face of the SUSTAINABILITY OF OUR FARM LANDS. The danger a raceway presents over
time (24/7) does not justify the proposed safety of a 20 foot wide access road to an assembly site used as little as once a week
and allowed by CUP deep in our agricultural lands.
The biggest threat to SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE in our agricultural areas is the fact that the Hawaii State Land Use
Designation is Urban District. We need to change it to Agriculture! Furthermore, each Landowner must request change. This is a
major cause of complaints about unfair property taxes. It may be necessary to increase the PROPERTY TAX of our agricultural
properties with State Urban Land Use Designation to encourage those land owners to change the use designation to support
agriculture instead of the minimal farming of “Gentleman Farmer” lots.
Aloha and Mahalo!
Ken LeVasseur
808-239-5875
Name:
Kaleo Nakoa

Email:
nakoaforcouncil@gmail.com

Zip:
96825

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 02:52 AM

Name:
Virginia Wallace

Email:
virginia.j.wallace@gmail.com

Zip:
96712

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 03:43 AM

Testimony:
I wish to provide verbal testimony

Testimony:
Please DEFER DPP's Monster Bill 10 to allow more public education and public participation with affected parties. Such a huge
bill cannot be unfairly rushed into adoption.
Name:
Corbin Thomander

Email:
corbin.thomander@gmail.com

Zip:
96731

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 05:07 AM

Testimony:
I am Kahuku resident and see the wind turbines through my windows everyday. The current wind turbines in Kahuku are too close
to schools and homes. The community has always been opposed to this project as evident by over 160 people willing to be
arrested in defense of the nearby open space. We thought our government listened to us by implementing a 1.25 mile set back for
future wind projects, but language was included in bill 10 to preserve and repower the existing wind turbines. The set back
requirement of 1.25 miles doesn't make sense unless it is imposed on all turbines. Please remove the language from the bill that
allows for the existing wind turbines to be replaced when their service period ends.
Name:
Meg Thomander

Email:
meg.thomander@yahoo.com

Zip:
96731

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 06:12 AM

Testimony:
I am a Kahuku resident and see the wind turbines through my windows everyday. The current wind turbines in Kahuku are too
close to schools and homes. I am against the turbines being so close. We thought our government listened to us by implementing
a 1.25 mile set back for future wind projects, but language was included in bill 10 to preserve and repower the existing wind
turbines. The set back requirement of 1.25 miles doesn't make sense unless it is imposed on all turbines. Please remove the
language from the bill that allows for the existing wind turbines to be replaced when their service period ends.
Name:
Dawn Bruns

Email:
DAWNBBRUNS@GMAIL.COM

Zip:
96712

Representing:
Self

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 06:33 AM

Name:
Michael Watson

Email:
michael.watson@dish.com

Zip:
75007

Representing:
DISH Wireless

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 06:51 AM

Testimony:
Thank you for holding another public hearing on this important bill. I will reserve my comments for oral testimony today.
Mike
Name:
Gregory Tarle

Email:
gtarle@umich.edu

Zip:
96762

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 06:55 AM

Testimony:
I am a retired Physics Professor who now resides in Laie. For nearly a decade I have taught a popular class at the University of
Michigan entitled "Energy for our Future." I am strongly opposed to the language in this bill that gives an exception to the 1.25 mi
setback for existing wind turbine projects and allows them to renew or re-power their lease. You may be assuming that the
benefits of wind turbines to the environment outweigh the terrible impacts on the quality of life for the local citizens of Kahuku.
This is not true. It has been represented to you that the Kahuku Wind Turbine Project can generate up to 30 MW of power,
70,000 MWhrs of Energy per year with a Climate "Benefit " of 39,000 Metric Tons of CO2. What is not included in this "climate
benefit" is the CO2 that is generated by electricity production (mostly by oil) needed to fill in the intermittent gaps when the wind is
not blowing. The "capacity factor" of the Kahuku wind farm is low 70,000 MWh/262,800 MWh = 27%. If you multiply 30 MW by
the number of hours in a year you get 262,800 MWhr. The difference between 262,800 MWhr and 70,000 MWhrs is 192,800
MWhr which must be generated from other sources to stabilize the grid and produce the continuous power on short time scales
that is required to meet demand. On Oahu, this comes mostly from oil which generates 2.13 lbs of CO2 per kWhr. Running the
wind turbines at Kahuku for a year results in 187,000 metric tonnes of CO2 which is more than double the amount of CO2 that the
wind turbines displace. It can be argued that the wind turbines displace 70,000 tons of CO2 that would otherwise need to be
generated from oil anyway, but this is false logic. To reduce Oahu's CO2 emissions to zero by 2035 will require either a stable
zero-carbon base-load power source or a greatly expanded intermittent power source such as wind or solar that is backed up by a
grid-scale zero-carbon storage system such as batteries or pumped water storage. Until battery technology undergoes a massive
transformation, reducing the price by factors of ten, or unless Oahu is willing to invest in pumped water energy storage, the use of

renewables will continue to require the use of increasingly expensive fossil fuels for backup, generating huge amounts of CO2 in
the process. If you want to see an example of a country that has lost big time as a result of premature investment in wind farms,
look to Germany who cannot operate its massive wind farms now because the natural gas from Russia that is needed to provide
grid stabilization is unavailable. Please ask yourselves the question "Is it worth destroying the quality of life of the residents of
Kahuku" for such highly questionable climate "benefits."
Name:
Carissa Tafuna

Email:
carissam50@gmail.com

Zip:
96731

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 06:57 AM

Testimony:
I urge the Council to oppose this bill because of the safety of our community. We live way too close to the turbines; they should be
moved back if they want to renew. I am counting the days until their lease is over and it would be devastating to know that they
can renew at their current distance to our school and homes here in Kahuku. Please, we do not want to wait for a tragedy to learn
our lesson. Let’s prevent possible destruction and loss of life by opposing this bill that will not demand the minimum 1.25 mile
setback that we need from these turbines.
Name:
Seth Ilae

Email:
ilaeseth@gmail.com

Zip:
91706

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 07:32 AM

Name:
John Smith

Email:
adams_hannah@outlook.com

Zip:
96818

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 07:39 AM

Testimony:
I strongly oppose

Testimony:
This bill is clearly against local agricultural growth and local economy. When land is already as scarce and expensive as it is, it is
unfair to put upcoming and local agriculture under scrutiny and penalize them for utilizing the resources they have at hand. It is
clear this bill was written by somebody who had never lived or worked in a farm and agriculture environment. I testify firmly
opposed to this bill.
Name:
David Tanoue

Email:
davidt@rmtowill.com

Zip:
96819

Representing:
R.M. Towill Corporation

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 07:42 AM

Name:
Kalani MORSE

Email:
kmorse@dlmhawaii.com

Zip:
96734

Representing:
Durrett Lang Morse

Position:
I wish to comment

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:02 AM

Testimony:
I would like to provide comments on Bill 10 at the committee hearing.
Name:
Cheri Villberg

Email:
cherivillberg@gmail.com

Zip:
96786

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:06 AM

Testimony:
Bill #10 has many restrictions that would hurt the local small farmer and especially the road side stands.
The small farm stands make it affordable to get through the food bill during the month. I couldn't pay the

high grocery store store fresh produce that mostly comes from mainland. The small stand is affordable, seasonal
and helps locals in many ways. It helps the small farmer that is too small for the grocery stores and just produces enough
for short sale days.
This bill would also hurt the local small bee keepers that are so needed.
I strongly oppose this bill and it's restrictions.
Name:
Michael Pacheco

Email:
michael@ibew1186.org

Zip:
96816

Representing:
IBEW LU 1186

Position:
Support

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:15 AM

Testimony:
We have already submitted written testimony
Name:
Choon James

Email:
ChoonJamesHawaii@gmail.com

Zip:
96762

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:23 AM

Name:
Henrietta Emerson

Email:
fia.emerson@gmail.com

Zip:
96731

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:28 AM

Testimony:
Please place an adequate setback. The language of this bill is going to allow renewal and extension and that is not acceptable.
Name:
Julius Mendoza

Email:
koamendoza5419@gmail.com

Zip:
96818

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:30 AM

Testimony:
I have horses and service the Oahu Horse industry. I strongly oppose this as it will displace many and turn current legal situations
into violations. Horse boarding facilities have waitlists as it is to include Gunstock, kawailoa, dillingham, barbers, wheeler, double
rainbow ranch and more. There will be no place for the many on less than 3 acres to even move to. This bill needs to stay in
committee and be discussed with input from the very ones it is going to have a huge impact on. There is so much more such as
the bee hive restrictions and vertical growing restrictions that do not even make sense. The chicken restrictions to only two female
chickens makes no sense. This bill needs to be revised and broke down into relative sections.
Name:
Kim Falinski

Email:
kimfalinski@gmail.com

Zip:
96817

Representing:
Nalo Meli Honey

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:32 AM

Testimony:
Aloha,
I am a local honey company. There are a couple of small points in this bill that makes me need way more time to be able to read
through it. For instance, I disagree that farm stands need paved designated parking spots. And - we need farmers who farm on
land.
By changing the language to: a
minimum of 50 percent of the zoning lot area suitable for crop production
or livestock keeping (instead of 50 percent of the total zoning lot area) be
dedicated to crop production or livestock keeping;

Gentleman farms can get away with having much less orchard or far fewer goats or whatever it is they are trying to use to claim
ag status. I want land to farm for community members that is priced at ag land rates, not at gentleman farm mansion rates. If we
keep bees on ag land, I don't want neighbors who decide they dont like agriculture. I don't think that such a big bill should be
packaged together.
Please DEFER! And let the public work through these pieces.
Kim Falinski, PhD
Owner
Name:
Arielle Opachan

Email:
arielle.opachan@dish.com

Zip:
75070

Representing:
DISH Wireless

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:36 AM

Testimony:
N/A. Wish to attend without comment or testimony.
Name:
Keikilani Ho

Email:
keikilaniho@aol.com

Zip:
96749

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:42 AM

Testimony:
Aloha,
This bill is critical to ALL Oahu Ag / Horse people as it will put many if not ALL in violation! There are so many horses kept on less
than 3 acres and they would all be in violation if this passes. Many Boarding facilities have a waitlist as it is! Limiting you to have
only 2 chickens both having to be hens?
Not allowing a night watch (someone to live on property to keep an eye on the horses).
Not being allowed to lease your land, etc?
No vertical growing without stipulation of your land not being fertile?
Limits on bee keeping, restrictions on hydroponic and aquaponic growing? Horses considered recreational not Ag?
This needs to be halted immediately. We are all struggling as it is right now. Too much restrictions will cause many to have issues
related to finances, mental health, and may horribly impact thousands of people in this state.
Name:
Nickcol Coleman

Email:
nickcolcoleman@mac.com

Zip:
96712

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:47 AM

Testimony:
Aloha,
I am writing to let you know I strongly oppose Bill 10 as itis currently written. This bill unfairly targets
wedding events through the creation of a new category of “wedding and similar accessory destination
events.” This categorization is problematic for a number of reasons (listed below) and we ask that
mention of weddings, and similar accessory destination events, be completely removed from the bill.
Bill 10 unfairly targets weddings.Weddings are singledout in Bill 10 while all other commercial
events (corporate events, baby luaus, graduation parties, etc) and filming are not mentioned in
the land use ordinance. It is clear that only weddings are single-handedly being targeted.
Bill 10 gives hotels and resort venues a huge advantage over smaller, local venues and
businesses.Local caterers, cake bakers, staffingagencies, rentals companies and more are not
often allowed to provide services at hotels, creating a huge and unfair barrier to small local
businesses.
Bill 10 ultimately eliminates all commercial weddings within all home occupations.Bill 10
states that all commercial weddings (not other events) are prohibited in home occupations,
clearly singling out weddings, and only weddings.
Bill 10 incorrectly classifies weddings as “agritourism” which is a significant misrepresentation

of the wedding industry.The wedding industry on Oahuservices both residents and visitors
alike. To identify weddings with “agritourism” would put the same restrictions for local residents
seeking to use agricultural land and other residential lands with the same restrictions in place for
tourists. Weddings should be viewed as life events along with all other celebrations such as
birthdays/luaus, graduation parties, retirements, funerals, and more.
Bill 10 was introduced and amended without consultation from our industry stakeholders.
The rules and regulations proposed inBill 10woulddecimate the wedding industry on Oahu - both local
and destination. Locals and visitors rely on outdoor venues across the island to conduct events in
addition to indoor hotel and banquet spaces. The restrictions proposed in Bill 10 on weddings at these
outdoor properties would be more restrictive than those placed on the industry during the Covid-19
pandemic. The idea that a 50 person event, once a week is a tenable idea is extremely short sighted.
Very few Honolulu residents and destination visitors would be able to fit these requirements.
I am very urgently asking for your support to remove all mention of weddings in any restrictions in this
bill. The wedding industry is still trying to recoverfrom the last 2+ years of COVID restrictions, and we are
desperately asking for help. These are the following areas that mention weddings that we are very
concerned about:
1.Page 6: In the matrix, wedding services shouldn’tbe a category listed with restrictions. No other
events (corporate or personal) are listed on this matrix.
2.Page 18: Sec 21-5.40.4 (b) (1)- Weddings should beremoved from the restricted limitations:
Defined: Accessory agricultural-related tourism for recreational or educational purposes on
zoning lots primarily used for ongoing crop production or livestock keeping. Agricultural-related
tourism activities include kayaking, hiking, mountain biking, boating, horseback riding, ziplining,
and picnicking. Limited destination events, such as weddings, are included in this definition.
3.Page 19: Sec 21-5.40.4 (b) (2) (G)- This entire section(g) should be removed - event venues
cannot financially operate with only one event per week with less than 50 individuals. Again,
these restrictions are more limiting than during COVID.
Weddings and similar accessory destination events are subject to the following:
(i) Events must take place at a designated event space;
(ii) No more than one event may occur each week;
(iii) Attendance at each event is limited to no more than 50 individuals;
(iv) No more than 10 parking spaces associated with the event space are allowed, due to
the limited road capacity in agricultural areas and to encourage shared ride and shuttle
service to events. Full-size tour buses may not be used in connection with any wedding or
other destination event; and
(v) Predominantly open-air physical improvements associated with destination events,
such as a roofed pavilion, are allowed; provided that the total floor area must not exceed
1,000 square feet.
4.Page 33: Sec 21-5.50-3 ( c) (2) (C) (iv)This sectionstates that all commercial weddings (not other
events) are prohibited. This should be removed: Activitiesthat are prohibited to home
occupation use include but are not limited to (iv) commercial weddings
5.Page 80: Sec. 21-5.70-7 (c )(1)Personal services- this entire section should be removed.
(c) Wedding services.
(1) Defined: Providing wedding services. Includes similar services such as
commitment, wedding reception, and vow renewal ceremonies, and supporting
services such as catering and entertainment. See also Agritourism in Section
21-5.40-4(b).
(2) Standards:
(A) All activity must be located in a fully enclosed, sound-attenuated
structure, and hours of operation are limited to between 6:00 a.m. and
10:00 p.m.
(B) The density requirements of Table 21-3.3 and Section 21-3.90-1(c)(4)
apply.
I also do not think AgroTourism should be targeted as it supports our local farming industry for locations that working to educate
residents and visitors to our islands to be more ecologically minded and ethically responsible to their environment.. Farmers
should be allowed every opportunity for additional income generating activities that involve and inspire their communities to be
involved with the local food growers, farmers and their supporters to inspire people to have deeper connections with the land.

I appreciate your time and consideration.
Very sincerely,
N Coleman
Name:
Miki Martins

Email:
healthmedhawaii@consultant.com

Zip:
96796

Representing:
Self

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:52 AM

Testimony:
I wish to oppose Bill 10 so that I may have a chance to learn more about it. Please do not rush something we the public are
unable to make an educated choice on
Thank you
Name:
Arielle Opachan

Email:
arielle.opachan@dish.com

Zip:
75070

Representing:
DISH Wireless

Position:
Oppose

Submitted:
Oct 20, 2022 @ 08:52 AM

Testimony:
N/A.

CITY COUNCIL
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU
October 14, 2022
Testimony on Bill 10(2022) CD2

My name is Stephanie Whalen. I am the Vice President of the Kunia Village Title Holding Corporation.
I am testifying to request that you DEFER BILL 10(2022) CD2.
Kunia Village Title Holding Corporation (KVTHC) is a private not for-profit 501(c)(2) organization which
owns 118 acres of Ag1 land in District 9. It has 135 mostly single-family units, maintained for
agricultural and/or community purposes, 8 agricultural commercial businesses, 4 non-profit agricultural
organizations, 1 non- profit training organization, a farmers’ market and a gym/community association
facility. It maintains its own drinking water and wastewater treatment facilities.
KVTHC’S property is not a subdivision; it is a condominium created to facilitate financing; it is under a
201H agreement with the City and County of Honolulu Department of Permitting and Planning. It has
been unable to determine how the proposed Bill 10’s numerous land use changes (200+ pages) will
affect this unique agriculturally dedicated property.
It understands the desire to prevent the improper use of agricultural lands but proposes that a clearer
understanding of the existing agriculturally related uses must be had before changes such as being
proposed severely hinder legitimate and badly needed uses.
KVTHC, clearly one of the unique agriculturally dedicated organizations, continues to struggle with the
county tax office with rigid and unrealistic tax rules that prevent it from obtaining tax exemptions for its
clearly agriculturally related land and low-income agricultural housing units.
Resource constrained non-profit agricultural organizations are limited in their ability to thoroughly
digest such a huge regulatory change with in the limited time frame being allocated.
KVTHC very strongly requests that you defer Bill 10(2022) CD2 and consider appointing knowledgeable
task force members to thoroughly vet the agricultural sector. Frankly, too many non-agricultural folks
are dictating who, what, where and how agriculture should proceed. When there is a fundamental
understanding of the agricultural sector and what will support its development then this group can
recommend limited changes that are enforceable. Passing new regulations without addressing the
underlying problem of resources in enforcement is just a waste of all of our time, energy and
frustrations.
Thank you for your attention and this opportunity to provide comments.

Honolulu City Council
Zoning & Planning Committee
Bill 10
Thursdayday, October 20, 2022, 9:00 AM

Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
The South Oahu County Farmer’s Association respectfully submits our comments on Bill 10 to address the
regulation of uses throughout Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). We
respectfully request that you hold any action on Bill 10 to gather more information on the repercussions of this
measure. As a county association, we are aligned with the testimony of the Hawaii Farm Bureau and share
their stated concerns.
Land use principles are tied directly to how business is done here in the City and County of Honolulu, and we
hope many of the specific agricultural regulations within Bill 10 (2022) are appropriately discussed and vetted
with those that are producing food and agriculture here on Oahu. As such, we request holding the agricultural
use regulation aspects contained within Bill 10 (2022) to allow for further discussion, with a recommendation
that these items be addressed in a separate, future measure. We appreciate the opportunity to testify on this
critical matter for our industry and are available to aid in further discussion on agricultural use regulations.

Douglas Luka
South Oahu County Farmer’s Association
President

Honolulu City Council
Zoning & Planning Committee
Bill 10
Thursday, October 20, 2022, 9:00 AM
Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
The Hawai'i Cattlemen’s Council (HCC) is the Statewide umbrella organization comprised of the five county
level Cattlemen’s Associations. Our member ranchers represent over 60,000
head of beef cows; more than 75% of all the beef cows in the State. Ranchers are the stewards of over 750
thousand acres of land in Hawaii, or 20% of the State’s total land mass. We represent the interests of Hawaii's
cattle producers.
The Hawai'i Cattlemen’s Council opposes Bill 10 to address the regulation of uses throughout Chapter 21,
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). We are alarmed that this is still being pushed
forward in haste, and we urgently request that you hold any action on Bill 10 to gather more information on
the repercussions of this measure. In previous hearings, we asked for this bill to be held so that we can do
outreach to farmers and ranchers. There still has not been enough time to share the CD2 version of this bill
with stakeholders.
We are concerned with the vast changes proposed for agriculture, including agritourism. Mandating 50% of
usable land to be in crop or livestock production is not an accurate way to define a bonafide farmer or
rancher. Additional changes outlined may have unintended negative consequences on those currently
running legitimate agritourism operations that benefit agriculture’s outreach to the general public. We
support the concerns outlined by Kualoa Ranch, an important operation that educates the public while
producing food for the community. Oahu’s farmers and ranchers are an integral part of increasing the state’s
local food production. Agriculture is a business, and this bill includes restrictions that will hinder ag
operation’s resilience to maintain operations. Restrictions to the way an agricultural operation can diversify
and deliver their business could have a negative impact on the viability of farming and ranching for the long
term and for any potential plans to scale up operations.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the users, but this
should be a thoughtful process. We urge you to hold this bill and not pass it out of this committee. Please
take the time to consult with food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our agriculture
industry. We are available to assist with this, but we need the time to properly understand the implications of
this bill. We appreciate the opportunity to testify on this critical matter for our industry and are available to
aid in further discussion on agricultural use regulations.
Nicole Galase
Hawaii Cattlemen’s Council

EAST OAHU COUNTY FARM BUREAU
910 CALIFORNIA AVE., WAHIAWA, HI 96786
October 18, 2022

Councilmember Brandon J.C. Elefante. Chair
Councilmember Esther Kia'aina, Vice Chair
Committee on Zoning and Planning
Honolulu City Council
Honolulu, Hawai`i 96813-3077
Dear Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kia'aina, and Members of the Committee_
The East 0`ahu County Farm Bureau, which represents approximately 420 farmers and
supporters of agriculture from Waimanalo to Kahuku, appreciates the efforts by the Department of
Planning and Permitting to update Honolulu's Land Use Ordinance. However, as we have noted in
previous testimony, Bill 10 contains many provisions that may negatively impact farmers on 0`ahu.
Bill 10 CD2 addresses some of these concerns, in particular by prohibiting meeting facilities, group
living, child daycare, adult daycare, and K-12 schools in the AG-1 district. However, these facilities
would still be permitted in the AG-2 district. On most lots where they are constructed, these
institutions will become the primary land use and income producers, with any agricultural production
limited to the minimum necessary to retain agricultural designation. Bill 10 CD2 also still contains
many of the inaccurate definitions, unnecessary and unproductive restrictions, conflicting standards,
and likely conflicts with State statutes that we mentioned in previous testimony. We must therefore
continue to oppose Bill 10.
New amendments to Bill 10 CD2 have been suggested, particularly the 66-page proposal by
Councilmember Elefante that contains 124 separate amendments. We thank Councilmember Elefante
for the time and energy involved in this effort. These amendments address some of our concerns -- for
example: inclusion of aquaponics, a better definition of urban agriculture, and removal of some
unproductive or conflicting standards. However, concerns still remain — for example: the apparent
prohibition of on-farm solar energy use in State agricultural and conservation districts, and conflicts
with State building permit exemptions for certain structures on agricultural lots greater than two acres.
In addition, some new and problematic amendments are proposed, including the requirement that
"parking for farm stands must be provided in marked stalls on an all-weather surface." This
requirement will impact many existing farm stands, as well as any that are planned in the future: it will
be costly, will detract from the appearance of farm stands in rural areas, and will render the "allweather surface" permanently unsuitable for agriculture. The proposed agritourism standards need
further consideration: they would allow up to 200 individuals per event, but would permit only ten
parking spaces and prohibit full-size tour buses. How can 200 people travel to an event in only ten
cars?
Finally, the sheer number of proposed amendments strongly indicates that Bill 10 is not a
finished document, and is not ready to be passed by this committee or by the full City Council. We
stand by our previous testimony requesting that Bill 10 be held to allow further public input, and
encouraging the Council to break this overly large bill into more manageable sections that can be

considered separately.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Frederick M. Mencher
for Grant Hamachi, President
East Oahu County Farm Bureau

TESTIMONY BEFORE THE COMMITTEE
ON ZONING AND PLANNING
Bill 10, CD2, RELATING TO USE REGULATIONS
Thursday, October 20, 2022
9:00 A.M.
City Council Chamber
Greg Shimokawa
Director, Renewable Acquisition Division
Hawaiian Electric
Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kia’aina, and Members of the Committee,
My name is Greg Shimokawa and I am submitting testimony on behalf of
Hawaiian Electric in support of Bill 10, CD2 which proposes changes to Article 5 of the
Land Use Ordinance. While Bill 10, CD2 is proposing myriad changes to land use laws,
this testimony is only focused on the section that applies to existing wind machines, as
their current production of renewable energy is vital to the State’s decarbonization plans
and getting us to 100% renewable energy by 2045, and Hawaiian Electric’s comments to
prior versions of the bill with regards to other issues had been previously incorporated
into Bill 10 and remain in CD2.
Hawaiian Electric appreciates the incorporation of the language proposed in Bill
10, CD2 amending Section 21-5.60-6(c)(2)(E). It is important to recognize that to
achieve the State’s renewable energy goals, existing renewable energy projects must
remain intact, including the ability to renew or extend the term of power purchase
agreements (“PPA”) and/or repair existing facilities. If existing wind energy generation
facilities are unable to continue operations, the current progress Hawai‘i is making

towards 100% renewables could be hindered. Cessation of existing wind generation
could also result in additional costs to customers who will have to fund replacement
projects that could potentially be more costly than keeping projects that are already built.
Additional land will also be required to site these replacement projects. For these
reasons, Hawaiian Electric supports the changes in Bill 10, CD 2 and is available to
answer any questions.
Thank you for the opportunity to testify.

HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL COMMITTEE ON ZONING AND PLANNING
Thursday, October 20, 2022 — 9:00 a.m.
Dear Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
My name is Padmani Brown and I oppose Bill 10. I understand that it is necessary to update the
regulation of uses throughout Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use
Ordinance”). However, this is an important task that deserves close examination of implications,
and outreach to the agriculture industry has not been thorough. I urgently ask you to hold Bill 10
until we can fully understand how the updates will affect agriculture in Hawaii.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the
users. Please take the time to consult with food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly
benefits our agriculture industry.
Respectfully,
Padmani Brown
41-639 Waikupanaha St.
Waimanalo, HI 96795
808 754 6488

Email: communications@ulupono.com
HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL COMMITTEE ON ZONING & PLANNING
Thursday, October 20, 2022 — 9:00 a.m.
Ulupono Initiative offers comments with strong concerns on Bill 10 (2022) CD1 Proposed
CD2, Relating to Use Regulations.
Dear Chair Elefante and Members of the Committee:
My name is Micah Munekata, and I am the Director of Government Affairs at Ulupono Initiative. We
are a Hawai‘i-focused impact investment firm that strives to improve the quality of life throughout
the islands by helping our communities become more resilient and self-sufficient through locally
produced food, renewable energy and clean transportation, and better management of freshwater
resources.
Ulupono offers comments with strong concerns on Bill 10 (2022) CD1 Proposed CD2, which
proposes amendments to the regulation of uses throughout Chapter 21, Revised Ordinance of
Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance”). Our testimony for today’s committee hearing is focused on
the agricultural land use regulation updates (Our previously submitted testimony to the September
26, 2022, Special Zoning and Planning Committee highlights our comments on the energy and the
urban and transportation sectors).
Ulupono respectfully recommends that this measure be held until in-depth community
discussions—initial discussions have begun and additional agricultural community
meetings are now being scheduled —can be completed with local farmers and ranchers
regarding proposed land use changes and their full effects on local agricultural operations.
In our comments to the Committee on September 26, we shared concern over the 50% threshold
attached to the measure. We are supportive of the amendments made in the proposed CD2 that
state “suitable for crop production or livestock keeping”; however, we still have concerns over the
percentage requirements throughout the measure. We continue to believe that farmers need to
consider the proposed percentage and have some level of consensus or agreement over what is
feasible.
Additionally, Ulupono recommended that the Committee consider language regarding an incomebased “or” clause. The “or” clause should offer an additional option to the percentage of land in
production by allowing a producer to show a dollar amount of gross sales of agricultural products
as evidenced by general excise tax returns, agricultural dedications approved by the county, and/or
Federal Form 1040 Schedule F. After conducting preliminary research in the continental United
States and a few international countries to identify examples of how an income threshold is used to
define a farmer, we found that the income threshold ranges widely. For example, Massachusetts
uses $500 (low end of the spectrum), and New York uses $10,000 (high end of the spectrum) i. The

same trend holds for international countries. Japan has an income requirement (along with other
requirements) that ranges from $1,000 to $3,000 (depending on classification of farmer)ii. Canada,
on the other hand, has a $10,000 sales requirementiii. The U.S. Federal Government, through the
U.S. Department of Agriculture, classifies a person as a farmer so long as they have enough land or
livestock to generate $1,000, whether or not actual sales reach that leveliv.
Lastly, we recommended consideration of an ag plan to support production agriculture. In general,
ag management or production plans can be relatively simple, such as the Maui County Ag Planv;
however, they can also be extremely detailed when requiring a business plan such as the State of
Hawai‘i Department of Agriculture’s lease structure. GoFarm Hawai‘i, a program dedicated to
training the next generation of successful farmers, identifies what may be included in a farm
production plan or a business planvi.
It is important to note that Ulupono does not have a membership to weigh in on these options and,
therefore, would request adequate time to confirm with our partner producer organizations what is
doable for a legitimate farmer without creating an undue burden for them. The specific percentage
of farmable land, gross sales amount, and ag plan language have not been vetted, discussed at
length, nor agreed upon in order to determine consensus or compromise. For this reason, we
respectfully request that the Committee table action on this measure until local producers
and agricultural groups are allowed additional time to work with the Council and
department to develop viable solutions for the future of agriculture here on O‘ahu.
As noted in prior testimony, local farmers and ranchers work on tight margins. In fact, according to
the USDA NASS 2017 Agricultural Census, nearly 60% of Hawai‘i’s 7,328 farms operate at a net loss.
Any limits, restrictions, or changes to the way in which an agricultural operation currently does
business can have lasting effects on the future of farming for O‘ahu. Updated land-use regulations
are critical to local producer success. Such use updates include but are not limited to: crop
production, aquaculture, composting, urban agriculture, vertical farming, livestock keeping, animal
raising, agricultural support, accessory agricultural uses, agritourism, farm dwellings, farm stands,
and farm worker housing. With a super majority of all producers within the state being “small,”
there is great importance in developing policies and regulations that promote local production and
address some of the industry’s toughest problems.
We appreciate your consideration of these comments and hope to contribute further to this
important conversation.
Respectfully,
Micah Munekata
Director of Government Affairs
https://www.vermontlaw.edu/sites/default/files/2021-11/Current-Use-Brief.pdf
https://www.maff.go.jp/e/data/publish/attach/pdf/index-61.pdf
iii https://www.alberta.ca/farm-status.aspx
iv https://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/farm-economy/farm-structure-and-organization/farm-structure-andcontracting/#:~:text=USDA%20defines%20a%20farm%20as,sell%20at%20least%20that%20amount.
v https://www.mauicounty.gov/DocumentCenter/View/118412/Farm-Plan-Review
vi https://gofarmhawaii.org/agbusiness-guidebook/
i
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Manulele Distillers, LLC dba Ko Hana Distillers

HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL COMMITTEE ON ZONING AND PLANNING
Thursday, October 20, 2022 — 9:00 a.m.
Dear Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
My name is Jason Brand and, on behalf of Ko Hana Distillers, I oppose Bill
10. I understand that it is necessary to update the regulation of uses
throughout Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use
Ordinance”) and applaud the effort. However, this is an important task that
deserves close examination of implications, and outreach to the agriculture
industry has not been thorough. I urgently ask you to hold Bill 10 until we can
fully understand how the updates will affect agriculture in Hawaii.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving
practices and the needs of the users. Please take the time to consult with
food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly benefits our agriculture
industry.

Sincerely,

Jason Brand
Co-Founder
On behalf of Manulele Distillers, LLC dba Ko Hana Distillers

Kathleen M. Pahinui
67-237 Kaui St
Waialua, HI 96791
Aloha Committee Chair Elefante and Committee Members:
I am writing in general support of the amendments submitted under CD 2 by Committee Chair Elefante.
Specific comments for some of the amendments:
1.

Amends ROH Section 21-5.40-4(b)(6) (relating to agritourism) to require a minimum of
50 percent of the zoning lot area suitable for crop production or livestock keeping
(instead of 50 percent of the total zoning lot area) be dedicated to crop production or
livestock keeping; and provide that the DPP Director may adopt rules to determine the
zoning lot area considered to be suitable for crop production or livestock keeping.
COMMENT: what happens to the non-suitable land – concerned that this will open the
door to non-ag activities. If a landowner comes in and says I am farming the 50% that I
can and now want to do ATV rides – would that be allowed? What permits would be
required. Etc. Just want to make sure that any ancillary activities do have a strong nexus
to the ag activities on the land.

2.

Amends ROH Section 21-5.40-4(b)(7)(B) to limit the number of agritourism wedding
events to two events per week (instead of one event per week).
COMMENT: please do not delete event frequency, attendance, parking, transportation
and physical improvement restrictions for weddings and similar destination events. By
eliminating these guardrails, you open it up to abuse and negative impacts to the
surrounding community. Weddings can be very large and in ag areas that abut
residential communities, the impact will be felt.
In addition, I do not support weddings as a home occupation. Again, the impact to the
surrounding community must be taken into account, and without restrictions regarding
wedding size, parking and noise - there will be chaos. If allowed, permits must be
applied as well as restrictions, so the community is not overwhelmed.
Please note that I do not understand why we are sacrificing our communities to
businesses that cater in many respects to visitors and that many of the homes (at least
in my communiy) that will be rented as wedding venues are in general, not locallyowned.

3.

Adds a new ROH Section 21-5.40-4(b)(8) to include bus, jeep, or off-road vehicle tours as
an agritourism use, with standards that include an agricultural educational purpose, and
prohibiting the tours from interfering with surrounding farm operations.

COMMENT: still concerned that this will be abused and tours will not be tied to ag
production / practices.
I have concerns about the following proposed amendment:
Agricultural Distillery Defined: Activities on zoning lots which perform operations on local crops
after harvest to prepare them for market as a product via fermentation, or further processing
and packaging at a distance from the agricultural area. May include onsite consumption and sale
of alcohol, subject to licensing by the Honolulu Liquor Commission, and preparation and sale of
food, subject to proper licensing from the Department of Health.
COMMENT: Strongly oppose. Concerned about possible abuses – that the distillery is the focal
point on the ag land not the agriculture – the true use of the land is the distillery. The
consumption of alcohol may not be compatible with location – busy intersection or otherwise
dangerous road conditions, near a residential area. If allowed, a distillery should come with a
number of permits including the liquor license as well as conditions from the DPP to ensure the
safety of the surrounding community (we actually have a situation right now in my community
where is distillery is proposed across from homes and next to a dangerous intersection). NO
entertainment should be allowed.
I know we talk about less government and permitting but in my community, it is becoming the wild west
with little controls and major negative impacts to the community: increased traffic on roads not meant
to handle it, improper use of ag land that threatens our food security, illegal TVUs, illegal businesses and
events.
Please ensure the proper permit requirements are in place and that anyone wanting these permits
outreach to their neighbors and community.
Malama aina,
Kathleen M. Pahinui

HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL COMMITTEE ON ZONING AND PLANNING
Thursday, October 20, 2022 — 9:00 a.m.
Dear Chair Elefante and the Committee on Zoning & Planning,
My name is Carleen Ornellas and I oppose Bill 10. I understand that it is necessary to update the
regulation of uses throughout Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use
Ordinance”). However, this is an important task that deserves close examination of
implications, and outreach to the agriculture industry has not been thorough. I urgently ask you
to hold Bill 10 until we can fully understand how the updates will affect agriculture in Hawaii.
Updating Land Use Ordinance is necessary to keep up with evolving practices and needs of the
users. Please take the time to consult with food producers on Oahu to develop a bill that truly
benefits our agriculture industry.
Respectfully,
Carleen Ornellas
41-739 Mooiki Street
Waimanalo, Hawaii 96795

LARRY JEFTS FARMS, LLC
PO BOX 27
KUNIA, HAWAII 96759
(808) 688-2892
Bill 10, Relating to Use Regulations
Committee on Zoning and Planning
Thursday, October 20, 2022 – 9:00am
Testimony By: Larry Jefts
Position: Oppose
Chair Elefante and Members of the Zoning and Planning Committee,
I am Larry Jefts, owner and operator of Larry Jefts Farms, LLC. We have more than 42 years of
Hawaii farm experience on Molokai and Oahu. Our family farms grow about 1 million pounds
weekly of import replacement produce. I am a volunteer director, serving as Chair of the West
Oahu Soil and Water Conservation District (SWCD). I currently serve as an officer of the
Hawaii Farm Bureau and have done so for many years.
As an agricultural producer, l know the importance of updating the Land Use Ordinance to
keep up with evolving practices and needs of users. However, as written, I respectfully
oppose Bill 10 because its complexity and impact on the agricultural industry have not been
examined for unintended consequences nor sufficiently discussed with the agricultural
industry.
I urgently request that Bill 10 be held and time for consultation with Oahu food producers be
given to developing a land use bill for a thriving agricultural industry.
Thank you for the opportunity to present testimony.

Honolulu City Council
Committee on Zoning and Planning
Hearing – October 20, 2022, 9:00 a.m.
Bill 10, CD2 (2022) - Land Use Ordinance Amendment Relating to Use Regulations
WRITTEN TESTIMONY – Support of CD2
Hearing – October 20, 2022, 9:00 AM
[https://hnldoc.ehawaii.gov/hnldoc/testimony]
Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kiaʻāina and Members of the Committee,
My name is Frederick Redell, and I am testifying on behalf of Hawaii Clean Power Alliance
(“HCPA”), a non-profit corporation organized to advance the development and sustainability
of clean energy in Hawaii. Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony in support,
specifically relating to the amendment for repair and maintenance regarding large wind
energy generation facilities.
HCPA supports Bill 10 CD2, which now provides the clarity needed to ensure that repair and
maintenance of existing wind farms are not impacted by the proposed setback requirements
in Bill 10.
As the committee is aware, the Honolulu City Council passed Bill 20-47 in 2020 to transition
Oahu to 100% renewable energy and promote the resiliency of Oahu’s communities through
the establishment of climate action policies. The State has made the development of
renewable energy projects in Hawaii a priority and has mandated through Act 97 and Act 15,
respectively, that the State achieve a 100% renewable portfolio standard and carbon neutrality
goal by 2045.
Wind energy projects provide a critical cornerstone towards meeting these goals and work in
concert with solar energy projects to reduce the State’s reliance on high-priced, imported
fossil fuels. Currently, existing wind energy projects are capable of producing 123 megawatts
of energy, enough to supply power to approximately 45,000 homes annually and are an
integral component of Oahu’s existing diversified supply mix to ensure reliability and energy
security.
Maintaining renewable energy facilities is more critical than ever given the recent closure of
the AES Coal Plant in September of 2022 and loss of approximately 20% of the electricity
supply to Oahu’s households and businesses. Hawaii consumers already pay the highest
energy bills in the nation and we must support renewable energy to eliminate fossil fuel price
volatility and help drive costs down.
For the reasons noted above, HCPA respectfully urges that the Bill 10 include the amendment
in CD2 relating to large wind energy generation facilities repair and maintenance to enable
continued strides towards meeting our renewable energy and carbon neutrality mandates.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony regarding this Bill.
Sincerely,

Frederick Redell, PE
Executive Director
fred@hawaiicleanpower.org
www.hawaiicleanpower.org
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President
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Denise Soderholm,
Treasurer

RE: PLEASE DEFER BILL 10 AND KEEP BILL N COMMITTEE

Paula Ress
Secretary

Dear Zoning and Planning Council Members,

Cheryl Langton
Branch Representative
Directors:

Again, you have before you a massive piece of proposed legislation in Bill 10, that
we ask for you to DEFER at this time and KEEP IN COMMMITTEE.

Scott Wilson
Gordon Aoyagi
Kathleen Bryan
Mimi Bornhorst Gaddis
Joan Gossett
BRANCHES
Hawai‘i
East Hawai‘i
Kona
Waikoloa Village
Waimea
Kaua‘i

While many of the items in Bill 10 are well-intended and needed as part of a
comprehensive update of City zoning laws, the sheer scope and scale of
amendments, additions, deletions, use definitions, amended permitted uses,
conditional uses, accessory uses and development standards simply has not had
sufficient time for public understanding, input, discussion or deliberation.
Such major and complicated comprehensive changes proposed to so many areas
of land use simply cannot be rushed, and it cannot be at all in the public interest
to advance this bill at this time. We therefore respectfully request that the Zoning
and Planning Committee defer this bill until the community has had a thorough,
robust opportunity to understand, comment on, have feedback incorporated, and
been listened to and heard in the form of multiple, deeply engaged community
workshops, presentations, extensive and continued outreach by DPP to
Neighborhood Boards and other various community groups.

O‘ahu
East Honolulu
Lani-Kailua
Mānoa
North Shore
Greater Waikiki
STAFF
Winston Welch
Executive Director

Any recent testifiers have also noted that the community is not served at all in this
if it is rushed through and therefore it is inappropriate to advance at this time.
Please listen to these voices and defer Bill 10 today until the community has been
allowed to fully understand, digest and provide sufficient feedback for a fully wellcrafted bill to emerge.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on this important matter.

Jacqueline Wah
Operations Director
Myles Ritchie
Programs Director

Winston Welch, Executive Director

Helping to keep Hawai‘i
clean, green, beautiful,
livable and sustainable
since 1912
1314 S. King Street #306 | Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96814
T: 808-593-0300 | mail@outdoorcircle.org | www.outdoorcircle.org

John Morgan
President and General Manager
Kualoa Ranch
PO Box 560
Kaaawa, HI 96730
Honolulu City Council
District IV
530 S. King St. Rm 202
Honolulu, HI 96813
RE: Proposed Amendments to Bill 10 Relating to Land Use Regulations
Aloha Committee Members,
We are very frustrated at the hastened rate that this bill has moved forward despite strong opposition
from numerous industries and individuals on Oahu from in person testimony and written opposition.
We do not think this bill should move forward at all, let alone with so many regulations that are
detrimental to our local ag community. We have been given misleading information from council
members regarding their intention of shutting down the bill entirely or at least removing certain
portions of the bill. From the last hearing on Oct 26 it seemed to be agreed that this bill covered too
many important issues to rush through and that this would be postponed to the next session; then out
of nowhere this CD2 pops up with another last minute hearing. The affected industries and
communities are losing faith in the motives of our representatives.
We submit this testimony on behalf of Kualoa Ranch to provide comment and propose amendments to
portions of Bill 10 from the perspective of an agriculture producer whose business is sustainable due to
our agritourism operations. While we understand the need to update the existing Land Use Ordinance,
the language proposed in Bill 10 would have detrimental consequences not only to our organization, but
to the agriculture and wedding industry on Oahu. While we firmly oppose this bill in its entirety, we
provide the below amendments that would be agreeable to existing ag business models while also
establishing usage guidelines to prevent the improper application of Ag zoned land.
Clarification Issue: “dedication of the zoning lot to active agricultural use…will be required through an
agricultural easement or similar legal encumbrance acceptable to the director.”
Comments: This text appears numerous times throughout the bill in reference to Ag land
dedication. It is unclear to us the actual process to dedicate land and what the bill refers to as an
agricultural easement or legal encumbrance. We would propose that a definition and clarification of
the process be inserted into the bill.

Proposed Amendment:
Table 21-5.1 Use Table: For Agritourism, Meeting Facilities Small & Medium, Child & Adult Daycare change from Major Conditional Use to Minor Conditional Use on Ag-2 land
Comments: We feel that a department level review is sufficiently capable of determining the merits
of a proposed use, including the lack of negative effects on the public. And should the applicant fail
to demonstrate these requirements, the department has the ability to deny the application.
Proposed Amendment
21-5.40-4 (b)(2)(B) The agritourism use must not render any portion of the land incapable of being
converted to agricultural use with minimal effort.
21-5.40-4 (b)(2)(C) No excavation, paving, graveling, construction of permanent nonagricultural
structures, or other activity that would significantly diminish the productive capacity of the soils is
permitted in connection with such activities.
Comments: Sections C and B are too restrictive and contradictory to Sections D and E which allow
buildings and structures associated agritourism.
Proposed Amendment
21-5.40-4 (b)(2)(D) Structures primarily dedicated to agritourism must not exceed 10 percent of the
total lot area. KEEP THIS EXISTING LANGUAGE
21-5.40-4 (b)(2)(E) Buildings and structures associated with agritourism that are not required as part
of the crop production or livestock keeping on the zoning lot are limited to 10,000 square feet of
total floor area for the zoning lot.
Comments: Sections D and E are redundant and referencing the same issue. We propose Section E
be removed and covered by Section D.
Proposed Amendment
21-5.40-4 (b)(2)(G) Weddings
(ii) No more than one event may occur each week;
(iii) Attendance at each event is limited to no more than 50 individuals;
(iv) No more than 10 parking spaces associated with the event space are allowed, due to the
limited road capacity in agricultural areas and to encourage shared ride and shuttle service
to events. Full-size tour buses may not be used in connection with any wedding or other
destination event; and
(v) Predominantly open-air physical improvements associated with destination events, such
as a roofed pavilion, are allowed; provided that the total floor area must not exceed 1,000
square feet.
Comments: We feel that wedding events and the wedding industry are being specifically and
unfairly targeted by this bill where similar corporate events, baby luaus and graduation parties are

not mentioned. It is an unfair classification to apply agritourism regulations to weddings when a
large portion of these events are for the local community. An alternative to removal would be to
give weddings and similar celebratory events to the same consideration as meeting facilities.
Proposed Amendment
(H) Bus, jeep, or off-road vehicle tours using motorized vehicles, including an all-terrain vehicle
(ATV), quad, four-wheeler, off highway motorcycle, or any other all-terrain or four-wheel drive
vehicle, may only be conducted on a working farm, and require major minor conditional use
approval subject to the following standards:
(i) Tours must have an educational purpose related to the agricultural use of the property; and
(ii) Tours must not interfere with surrounding farm operations.
Comments: We are agreeable to the language proposed by Council Waters, Tupola, and Elefante
regarding the use of motorized vehicles, however we propose this to be subject to a minor
conditional use permit. A major review in front of city council is an unnecessary barrier to entry and
too prohibitive to legitimate users that seek to supplement their ag production business with
agritourism operations. A department level review should be sufficient to qualify the proposed use.
Proposed Amendment
21-5.40-4 (c) (2) (B) (iii) No more than six beehives may be established on zoning lots greater than
20,000 square feet and up to 20 acres.
Comments: While we agree it is important to set limits on the number of beehives based on lot
size, we propose that these limits apply to parcels up to 20 acres.
We appreciate your consideration of this testimony and the time spent by all members of the council
and the community while we work toward an agreeable solution, however the current proposals by
council have been inadequate. We urge you to listen to the community so we do not cause irreparable
harm to these important industries.
Mahalo,

p.p.
John Morgan
Kualoa Ranch

P.O. Box 253, Kunia, Hawai’i 96759
Phone: (808) 848-2074; Fax: (808) 848-1921
e-mail info@hfbf.org; www.hfbf.org
October 20, 2022
HEARING BEFORE THE
COMMITTEE ON ZONING AND PLANNING
TESTIMONY ON BILL 10 (2022) CD2
LUO AMENDMENT RELATING TO USE REGULATIONS
City Council Chamber
9:00 AM
Aloha Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kia‘aina, and Members of the Committee,
I am Brian Miyamoto, Executive Director of the Hawaiʿi Farm Bureau (HFB). Organized
in 1948, the HFB is comprised of 1,800 farm family members statewide and serves as
Hawaiʿi’s voice of agriculture to protect, advocate and advance the social, economic, and
educational interests of our diverse agricultural community.
The Hawaiʿi Farm Bureau appreciates the efforts by the Department of Planning and
Permitting to update Honolulu’s Land Use Ordinance. However, as we have noted in
previous testimony, Bill 10 contains many provisions that may negatively impact farmers
on O‘ahu. Bill 10 CD2 addresses some of these concerns, in particular by prohibiting
meeting facilities, group living, child daycare, adult daycare, and K-12 schools in the AG1 district. However, these facilities would still be permitted in the AG-2 district. On most
lots where they are constructed, these institutions will become the primary land use and
income producers, with any agricultural production limited to the minimum necessary to
retain the agricultural designation. Bill 10 CD2 also still contains many of the inaccurate
definitions, unnecessary and unproductive restrictions, conflicting standards, and likely
conflicts with State statutes that we mentioned in previous testimony. We must therefore
continue to oppose Bill 10.
New amendments to Bill 10 CD2 have been suggested, particularly the 66-page proposal
containing 124 separate amendments. We thank Councilmember Elefante for the time
and energy involved in this effort. These amendments address some of our concerns -for example inclusion of aquaponics, a better definition of urban agriculture, and the
removal of some unproductive or conflicting standards. However, concerns remain – for
example, the apparent prohibition of on-farm solar energy use in State agricultural and
conservation districts, and conflicts with State building permit exemptions for certain
structures on agricultural lots greater than two acres. In addition, some new and
problematic amendments are proposed, including the requirement that “parking for farm
stands must be provided in marked stalls on an all-weather surface.” This requirement
will impact many existing farm stands, as well as any that are planned in the future: it will
be costly, will detract from the appearance of farm stands in rural areas, and will render

the “all-weather surface” permanently unsuitable for agriculture. The proposed
agritourism standards need further consideration; they would allow up to 200 individuals
per event but would permit only ten parking spaces and prohibit full-size tour buses. How
can 200 people travel to an event in only ten cars?
Finally, the sheer number of proposed amendments strongly indicates that Bill 10 is not
a finished document, and is not ready to be passed by this committee or by the full City
Council. We stand by our previous testimony requesting that Bill 10 be held to allow
further public input, and encouraging the Council to break this overly large bill into more
manageable sections that can be considered separately.
Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this important matter.

Testimony of the Hawaii Laborers’ Union LiUNA Local 368
1617 Palama Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817

Meeting: Special Zoning and Planning
Date: October 20, 2022
Time: 9:00 am

RE: COMMENT BILL 10 (2022), CD1 – LUO AMENDMENT RELATING TO USE
REGULATIONS

Chair Elefante, Vice-Chair Kia’aina, and Committee Members,
The Hawaii Laborers’ Union (LiUNA Local 368) and its 5,000 working and retired men
and women across the state of Hawaii wish to comment on BILL 10 (2022), CD1 – LUO
AMENDMENT RELATING TO USE REGULATIONS, particularly with regard to Section 216.60-6(c)(2)(B)(v) relating to large wind facilities.
The Hawaii Laborers’ Union believes that there should be a provision in this bill that
allows for the repair and maintenance of existing facilities such that these facilities can
fulfill their power generation requirements which they are contractually obligated to
fulfill pursuant to their purchase agreements with HECO.
While ROH 21-4.110 exists as a means of repair or replacement in the event of
“destruction” of these facilities, it does not provide for repair and especially
maintenance during the regular course of the permitted lifespan of the facility.
Therefore, we ask that this committee consider providing a repair and maintenance
provision with regard to Section Section 21-6.60-6(c)(2)(B)(v) in order that these
facilities may continue to maintain their facilities and provide the power that O’ahu
need in accordance with it power purchase agreement with HECO.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide this written testimony.

Sincerely,
Ryan Kobayashi
Government Relations, LiUNA Local 368

Oct. 19, 2022
Testimony of Sandra Van to the
City and County of Honolulu’s Committee on Zoning and Planning Hearing on
Thursday, Oct. 20, 2022 at 9:00 a.m. regarding
Bill 10 (2022) – LUO AMENDMENT RELATING TO USE REGULATIONS
Proposed changes to Article Five of the City and County of Honolulu’s Land Use Ordinance
(“LUO”) is now in front of the City Council as Bill 10 (2022). Through the SANDRA CAROL
VAN TRUST, I own two small parcels identified as Tax Map Key No. (1)86008024 and (1)
86008023. Both parcels are presently zoned for agricultural use. I am deeply worried that I will
lose the right to live in my own home due to the stricter occupancy restrictions looming in
article five of the proposed revisions to the LUO.
Under the standard set by HRS § 205-4.5, individuals and their families are free to live in their
homes on agricultural land if their home is “used in connection with a farm” or “agricultural
activity provides income to the family” living on the agriculturally zoned land. The proposed
revisions for Article Five of the LUO threaten to codify a much harsher and discriminatory
restriction for living on agricultural lands. Contrary to the broader occupancy rights established
in HRS § 205-4.5, the proposed LUO amendment would mandate that anyone living on
agricultural land must be actively farming. This suggested revision to the LUO specifically
articulates that “leasing land, managing labor, or managing a business are not considered
performance of an agricultural activity.” See Section 21-5.40(d)(5)(B)(vii).
These new occupancy restrictions appear to be intended to prevent gentleman farms and
ensure the productive use of O’ahu’s agricultural land. Despite this laudable intent to protect
O’ahu’s agricultural lands from luxury housing developments, these occupancy restrictions
will have a discriminatory impact that will dramatically harm the most vulnerable in our
agricultural communities, including many people like myself.
The disparate harms visited on those who are physically and economically vulnerable are
reason enough to send the LUO amendment authors back to the drawing board with
instructions to devise more appropriate protections for agricultural lands that do not strip
disadvantaged homeowners of the right to live in their own homes. Indeed, implementing this
new occupancy standard will amount to a de facto eviction for myself and many other
individuals and families residing on agricultural lands who are unable to actively farm their
lands, either due to health conditions, advanced age, retirement, finances, caregiving
responsibilities, or other personal circumstance that may preclude “active farming”, however
that term may be defined in the future.
Additionally, others may be unable to farm actively simply because their land is too small, too
rocky, to dry, etc., such that it is not conducive to the kind of substantial agricultural production
that would make farming a viable option for economic survival, most people like me will need
separate jobs and income in order to afford to live. Like most farmers living on agricultural
lands, I cannot survive on farming income alone. Disabled, retired, and elderly farmers and
their families are especially likely to suffer severe disruptions to their lives and livelihoods if

the new provisions are allowed to proceed.
My parcels face several adverse conditions which would complicate any substantial
agricultural production on the land. First, the parcels are very small, measuring just 1.56 and
1.8 acres in total land area. Largescale production of crops is exceedingly difficult on lots that
small. Additionally, the parcels do not currently enjoy sufficient water access to support
substantial agricultural production. Furthermore, both parcels are situated within an old river
bottom and characterized by thin, sediment-filled soil. There are large rocks present
throughout the soil which would hinder any tilling of the soil necessary to facilitate the
planting and cultivation of crops. Adverse conditions innate to my parcels significantly
complicate agricultural production on the land. Therefore, it would be unreasonable to apply a
new occupancy standard to my land which preserves my ability to live on the land only when I
actively farm.
In addition to the environmental and challenges and size constraints on the parcels, my family
members are not prepared to farm. I am nearly 65 years old with asthma and heart issues
severe enough to necessitate an implanted heart monitor. I do not have the strength or stamina
to engage in agricultural production. My son and daughter-in-law also reside on the parcels.
However, both are engaged with non-agricultural work and other responsibilities necessary to
sustain their families. As no member of the family presently living on the parcels can
reasonably be expected to farm the land, the proposed new occupancy restrictions for
agricultural land would render my family’s occupancy of my own land illegitimate and amount
to a de facto eviction of myself and my relatives from my own property that we have developed
and invested in extensively. This potentiality is of profound concern to me.
Even if no immediate enforcement actions are taken against myself in connection with the
LUO revision, the new occupancy restrictions will continually be a source of stress and
concern for my family and any future landowners or occupants of the parcel. The passage of
the revised LUO will create a threatening uncertainty which will loom over my sincere hope of
peacefully living out my days on my own property and passing that property down to my heirs
without the threat of eviction and foreclosure. Degrading my occupancy rights and disrupting
my life in this manner simply because I am not physically able to operate a substantially
profitable farming operation on my small parcel would be unjust, blatantly discriminatory, and
senseless. Furthermore, application of the new occupancy standard to my land will fail to
meaningfully protect O’ahu’s agricultural industry or in any way discourage the establishment
of gentlemen farms.
I strongly object to the proposed changes to the LUO. Imposing overly strict occupancy
restrictions across O’ahu’s nearly 128,000 acres of agricultural land will violate the basic
property rights of legions of small landowners, many of whom have invested their life’s work
and savings into their homes on agricultural lands over decades and generations.
I ask that the City Council cautiously approach any actions or decisions that would
disproportionately harm those disabled and elderly members living in Oahu’s agricultural
communities. Indeed, I hope the City Council will require agency officials to work on devising
regulatory mechanisms that can help safeguard agricultural lands and production on O’ahu,
without stripping agricultural landowners of their basic property rights and evicting people like

myself from their longtime homes. I implore the City Council to require the exploration of
alternative paths rather than approving the deeply flawed and harmful restrictions currently
proposed for agricultural dwellings in the revised LUO.

STANFORD CARR DEVELOPMENT, LLC

• October 19, 2022

The Honorable Brandon J.C. Elefante, Chair
and Committee Members
Committee on Zoning and Planning
Honolulu City Council
530 South King Street, Room 202
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
SUBJECT: Proposed CD2 to Bill 10 (2022), CD1 Relating to Use Regulations
(OCS2022-0792/10/6/2022 1:36 PM)
Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, Land Use Ordinance (LUO)
Dear Chair Elefante and Committee Members:
Stanford Carr Development is writing to suggest further amendments to the proposed CD2
to Bill 10 (2022), CD1 relating to the Land Use Regulations, specifically as it relates to
multi-unit dwellings.
As recommended by the nonpartisan policy think tank, American Enterprise Institute's
(AEI) Housing Center, Hawaii could ease its housing shortage by adopting housing
policies that increase density. Accordingly, we applaud the efforts of the City Council to
adopt land use policies in favor of higher density.
We suggest further amendment to the proposed CD2 to allow multi-unit dwellings above
the ground floor in B-2 zoning districts on a countywide basis. We also suggest increasing
flexibility for the stand-alone multi-unit dwellings in B-1 and B-2 districts by deleting the
minimum nonresidential floor area ratio.
Thank you for the opportunity to participate in this important discussion.
Respectfully,

Stan ord S. Carr

ALAKEA CORPORATE TOWER • 1100 ALAKEA STREET, 27TH FLOOR • HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813
PHONE: (808) 537-5220 • FACSIMILE: (808) 537-1801 • WEBSITE: www.stonfordcarrcom

The Senate
STATE CAPITOL
HONOLULU, HAWAI‘I 96813

October 19, 2022

The Honorable Brandon J.C. Elefante
and Members of the Zoning and Planning Committee
Honolulu City Council
530 South King Street, Room 202
Honolulu, Hawai’i 96813
Aloha Chair Elefante and Committee Members:
Subject: Zoning and Planning Committee Meeting-October 29, 2022
Bill 10 (2022), CD1, Proposed CD2 Relating to Use Regulations
I wanted to take this opportunity to thank the members of the Honolulu City Council who
heard the concerns of the community and who expressed support for establishing a
minimum 1.25-mile property line setback for large wind energy generation facilities as
proposed in the posted CD2.
I believe the proposed distancing requirement of 1.25-mile for large wind energy generation
facilities is necessary in order to improve upon the protection of our communities from any
and all health-related and safety concerns. Additionally, developers of large utility facilities
will need to obtain a Conditional Use Permit, Major that includes a required public hearing.
I am also in support of requiring a Conditional Use Permit, Major for outdoor recreational
uses as proposed in the posted CD2. Previous to this amendment, a Conditional Use Permit,
Minor was required for outdoor recreational uses in business, business mixed use. I support
this revision because a developer would be required to present its project to the
appropriate neighborhood board and is required to post a sign on the affected lot of a
pending permit for 14 days before the public hearing date.
The ‘Ewa and ‘Ewa Beach community I represent was shocked to learn of Haseko's plans to
fill its outdoor Wai Kai wave pool with potable fresh drinking water. And while Haseko has
obtained its CUP, Minor for its wave pool development, amendments to Bill 10 (2022) will
ensure that future developers will be required to participate at a public hearing to inform
the affected communities before a permit is approved by the City.
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I have met with the representatives of Board of Water Supply to question how the City can
prevent the use of millions of gallons of water for recreational and ornamental uses in light
of the worst water crisis we are currently facing in our State. I look forward to working with
members of the Council on legislation which gives the Board of Water Supply broader
authority to restrict the use of our precious water resources, especially when alternatives
like natural salt water, brackish water or desalinated ocean water are available for
recreational and ornamental uses.
Thank you for your consideration of this testimony.
Sincerely,
Senator Kurt Fevella
State of Hawai’i, District 19
Minority Leader/Minority Floor Leader
-----------------------------------------------------State Capitol, Room 217
415 S. Beretania Street
Honolulu, HI 96813
Phone: (808) 586-6360
Fax: (808) 586-6361
senfevella@capitol.hawaii.gov

Richard Riegels
1005-B Kailua Road
Kailua, HI 906734

October 19, 2022

The Honorable Brandon J.C. Elefante, Chair
and Committee Members Committee on Zoning and Planning
Honolulu City Council
530 South King Street, Room 202
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
Subject: Proposed CD2 to Bill 10 (2022), Relating to Use Regulations Chapter 21,
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, Land Use Ordinance (LUO)
Dear Chair Elefante and Committee Members:
The proposed CD2 to BILL 10 suggests the following amendments:
13. Amends ROH Section 21-5.60-6(a)(3) to provide that a wind energy generation facility is
considered a small utility if it is located within the agricultural, residential, apartment, apartment
mixed use, business, business mixed use, resort, or preservation zoning districts and has a rated
capacity of no more than 15 kilowatts.
14. Amends ROH Section 21-5.60-6(b)(3) to provide that a wind energy generation facility is
considered a medium utility if it is located within the agricultural, country, industrial, or
industrial mixed use zoning districts, and has a rated capacity of no more than 99 kilowatts
(instead of up to 100 kilowatts).
Prior to CD2, small wind energy facilities were designated as P* uses (permitted with use standards) on
country zoned lands while medium wind energy facilities were designated Cm* uses (conditional minor
with use standards) on country zoned lands. CD2 to BILL 10 has changed this to allow medium wind
energy facilities as P* uses on country zoned lands.
SUGGESTED REVISION: BILL 10 as amended by CD2 should be further revised to delete country
zoned lands from ROH Section 21-5.60-6(b)(3) and add country zoned lands to ROH Section 21-5.606(a)(3).
Medium wind energy facilities are inappropriate uses in country zoned areas due to the scale of the
facilities. Amendments 13 and 14 as proposed by CD2 are inconsistent with the purpose and intent of
Country districts and should be revised as suggested above.
Sincerely,

Richard Riegels
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Calvert G. Chipchase
1000 Bishop Street, Suite 1200
Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96813-4212
Direct Line: (808) 521-9220
Direct Fax: (808) 540-5021
Email: cchipchase@cades.com

Councilmember Brandon Elefante, Chair
Councilmember Esther Kia‘aina, Vice Chair
Zoning and Planning Committee, Honolulu City Council
Re:

Bill 10 (2022), CD2 – Land Use Regulations

Aloha Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kia‘aina and members of the Zoning and Planning
Committee:
We are writing to request deferral of Bill 10 to allow more time to discuss and
refine the proposed amendments to the Honolulu Land Use Ordinance (LUO). Allowing additional time will help ensure that the numerous amendments to the LUO do
not have unintended consequences.
We appreciate the work that this Committee and other Councilmembers have
put into soliciting community feedback on Bill 10. The Bill has come a long way since
its initial draft. However, given the number of amendments being proposed, everyone
needs more time to consider the Bill. For example, our comments on and suggested
revisions to Bill 10 (2022), CD2 include the following:
1. Uses Requiring a Special Permit (ROH Table 21-5.1 Use Table Legend and Footnote). Special permits are required for uses that are unusual
and reasonable within the agricultural or rural districts. Proposed amendments to Bill 10, CD2 would require that uses such as Feed Stores,
Livestock Veterinary Services, Agricultural Energy Facilities and Agritourism obtain a special permit. It is not clear to us that all such uses require a
special permit under HRS chapter 205. In addition, it may be appropriate
to use the term “special permit,” rather than “special use permit.”
2. Vertical Farm Standards (ROH Sec. 21-5.40-1(d)). Vertical farms
should not be limited to areas with a Land Study Bureau (LSB) soil rating
of D or worse but should be encouraged in all areas permitted by HRS chapter 205. In addition, the reference to a soil rating of “D” is an LSB rating
rather than an Agricultural Lands of Importance to the State of Hawaii
(ALISH) rating.
3. Agritourism Standards (ROH Sec. 21-5.40-4(b)). It is unclear to us that
51 percent of the activity on a zoning lot must be in crop production or
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livestock keeping under HRS chapter 205. In addition, the last sentence of
subsection (b)(2) imposes an unreasonable condition on agritourism uses by
requiring that “Improvements on the land used for agritourism must be capable of removal without unreasonable cost or effort.”
4. Farm Dwelling Standards (ROH Sec. 21-5.40-4(e)). It is unclear to us
that 50 percent of the “suitable” lot area must be in crop production or livestock keeping under HRS chapter 205. In addition, we are concerned that
what constitutes a “suitable” area will be open to interpretation and disagreement.
In addition, it is unclear to us that multiple farm dwellings may not exceed
10% of the total zoning lot area under HRS chapter 205 as stated in subsection (e)(5). We therefore recommend deleting this provision.
5. Farm Stand Standards (ROH Sec. 21-5.40-4(f)). We are not sure that it
is a good idea to require parking for farm stands be provided in marked
stalls on an all-weather surface as stated in subsection (f)(4).
6. Agricultural Farmers Market Standards (ROH Sec. 21-5.40-4(h)).
Again, it is unclear to us that 50 percent of the “suitable” lot area must be
in crop production or livestock keeping under HRS chapter 205.
As with other proposals in Bill 10, the more difficult we make dual uses of
agricultural lands, the more likely it is that owners will seek to redistrict
and rezone their agricultural lands.
7. Agricultural Farmers Market Definition (ROH Sec. 21-10.1). We recommend restoring the previous definition of Agricultural Farmers Market.
The new definition is cumbersome and unduly limited, e.g., “agricultural
products grown on Oahu by the producers of the agricultural products” and
does not allow for the sale of agricultural products produced elsewhere
within the State of Hawaiʻi.
8. Farm Worker Housing Definition (ROH Sec. 21-10.1). The boarding
and care of animals is a traditional agricultural use. This exclusion, as well
as any other instances in which the boarding and care of animals is excepted from agricultural uses, should be deleted.
9. Special Use Permit (New ROH Sec. 21-2.110-4). Requiring a special use
permit for temporary uses is cumbersome and unrealistic.
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10. Dwelling Unit Definition (ROH Sec. 21-10.1). This definition should be
used to define form, rather than permissible uses. We are also concerned
that the durational limitations violate HRS § 46-4.
11. Duplex-Unit Dwelling Definition (ROH Sec. 21-10.1). We have the
same comments as to this definition.
12. Assembly Standards (ROH Sec. 21-5.60-1). Again, it is unclear to us
that 50 percent of the “suitable” lot area must be in crop production or livestock keeping under HRS chapter 205.
13. Hospital Uses (ROH Sec. 21-5.1). We respectfully request clarification as
to the necessity of requiring a special use permit for Hospitals within the
AG-1 and AG-2 Districts.
14. Major Animal Care Uses (ROH Sec. 21-5.1). We respectfully request
clarification as to the necessity of requiring a special use permit for major
animal care uses within the AG-2 Districts.
15. Hotel Standards (ROH Sec. 21-5.70-3(b)). We question whether it is appropriate to require a “Hawaii sense of place” for hotels outside of the design
districts. In addition, we wonder whether the term should be “Hawaiian
sense of place,” as used in LUO § 21-9.80-1.
We ask that the Council defer action on Bill 10 so that these and other concerns
may be considered.
Please let us know if you would like to discuss any of our comments or receive
a copy of our proposed revisions. Thank you again for your time.
Very truly yours,

Calvert G. Chipchase
for
CADES SCHUTTE
A Limited Liability Law Partnership

1136 12th Avenue, Suite 200 • Honolulu, HI 96816-3796 • TEL: 808.732.3000 • FAX: 808.732.8732 • www.hicentral.com

Testimony by Suzanne Young, CEO
Honolulu Board of REALTORS®
In Opposition of Bill 10 (2022)
Honolulu City Council
Thursday, October 20th, 2022
Honolulu Hale
Aloha Committee Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kiaāina and Committee members:
Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony on this measure. The Honolulu Board of
REALTORS® (HBR), on behalf of our over 7,000 members and its City Affairs Committee,
opposes Bill 10 (2022), relating to Land Use regulations.
While HBR understands the need to update the Land Use Code, our concern is the amount of time
given for public input regarding this complex measure. The Land Use Code is a critical cornerstone of all
future developments on Oahu, across all sectors from agriculture, industrial, tourism, and residential. As
such, the process of crafting the new Land Use Code requires a greater opportunity for community
engagement.
This hearing is a surprise given the recent hearing wherein the City Council approved the request
from DPP for a 120-day extension of time. We urge the Council not to rush the passage of this Bill and to
use the extension that was granted to allow for thorough review and discussion with the many
stakeholders that will be impacted by the changes reflected in this Bill.
As housing advocates, HBR requests that the Committee defer action on this Bill to allow more
community input prior to taking a vote.
Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this measure.

HONOLULU CITY COUNCIL- ZONING AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Comments on Bill 10 CD1: Relating to use regulations. [Addressing the regulation of
uses throughout Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990
October 20, 2022, 9:00 a.m.
Aloha Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kiaʻāina, and members of the Committee,
On behalf of our 8,000 members and supporters, the Sierra Club, Oʻahu Group offers
comments on Bill 10 CD1 to ensure a just energy transition inclusive of the voices and
concerns of communities on the frontline of industrial-scale energy projects as well as the
preservation of rural areas and the precious resources of Oʻahu.
The Land Use Ordinance is an exceptionally vital tool that protects and enhances the quality
of the Oʻahu’s natural environment and natural and cultural resources. We believe it also can
promote beneficial economic growth for local economies and smart development aligned with
the island’s climate resiliency and energy goals. We appreciate the council’s intent to address
some long-standing issues with land use regulation as well as update the island’s land use
and development standards.
Land use is also a critical determinant for climate action, and we commend the work done in
Bill 10 to ensure progress towards climate targets by encouraging denser, mixed-use, and
transit-oriented development to lessen automobile dependence. As we know, transportation
accounts for the majority of emissions and contributes to air pollution. Bill 10 also supports
climate adaptation through a Transfer of Development zoning practice to facilitate
development that avoids increasingly hazardous locations in coastal areas.
There are several items within Bill 10 CD1 that are steps forward for land use and
demonstrate changes that reflect some community concerns raised throughout the hearing
process. However, Bill 10 CD1 is still a large measure that covers many areas and affects
many industries. We’d like to provide comments on the potential adverse impacts of a few of
Bill 10 CD1’s contents that we hope offer improvements and complement the council’s efforts.
1. Wind Energy Generation Setback: Sierra Club Oʻahu would like to express
gratitude for the 1.25 mile setback requirement that is greatly needed for a just
and equitable energy system. However, we oppose the exclusion of the setback
for renewals or extensions on current large wind energy generation facilities.
Creating a 1.25mile setback for all property lines protects the well-being of residents,

cultural practitioners, and native ecosystems in areas impacted by wind turbines. As a
matter of environmental and restorative justice, we believe the AES Na Pua Makani
wind project’s renewal should fall under future compliance. This facility showcased the
imperative need for community and species well-being to be prioritized in large
utility-scale energy development. The Kahuku community continues to fight to be
heard, recognized, and institutionally supported in raising concerns on the health and
environmental impacts of large turbines so close to homes, schools, and hospitals.
With the inclusion of the 1.25 mile setback for renewals and extensions, there is an
opportunity for there to be an end to Kahuku residents’ enduring burden.
2. Mobile Commercial Establishments (MCE) in Country and B-1 zoning: We
appreciate the Department of Planning and Permitting’s proactive efforts to regulate
MCE/Food Trucks, and recent changes to designate them in “Resort” zoning areas.
However, we believe there should be explicit language which restricts MCEs from being
allowed in Country and B-1 zoning. Also, in regards to requirements for more than three
MCEs on one lot, a restroom with sanitation station requirement would alleviate
infrastructure stress on neighboring brick and mortar retailers and increase public health
of employees and customers.
3. Hotels in B-1 and B-2 zoned areas: We do not believe allowing hotels in B-1 and B-2
zoned areas will benefit the residents of Oʻahu and will only lead to further
industrialization and commercialization impacts on their surroundings. Even small
hotels impact traffic volume, character of a community, parking availability, etc. Please
do not expand hotels in B-1 and B-2 areas and into the hearts of our communities.
Furthermore, there is real potential that Oʻahu could face a water shortage in the future;
the Land Use Ordinance must provide the ability for decision makers to control future
development with meaningful public input to account for changes that may occur.
We recognize and appreciate the diligent work and conversations individual council members
have had to address the variety of concerns and issues raised by residents, we feel that Bill 10
CD1, as it stands, as a 239 page bill that comprehensively amends the City’s land use
ordinance, it may be necessary to defer action. Mahalo to the Council and Committee for the
opportunity to offer comments on Bill 10 CD1.
Sincerely,
Sierra Club, Oʻahu Group
Executive Committee

Sunset Beach Community Association
P.O. Box 471
Haleiwa HI 96712
September 22, 2022
Chair Brandon Elefante
Members, Zoning and Planning Committee
Honolulu City Council
Re:

Bill 10 – LUO Amendment Relating to Use Regulations

Aloha Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kia’aina, Councilmembers Cordero and Say,
The Sunset Beach Community Association fully supports and shares the Kahuku Community
Association’s endeavor to update Bill 10 law to require a 1.25-mile minimum wind turbine setback
distance. Additionally, we fully supported Heidi Tsunyeoshi’s Resolution 19-305 for a 5-mile setback
distance.
Given that there is no current state or local regulation or protection against elevated levels of lowfrequency sound, a significant wind turbine setback distance or nighttime shutdown requirement is
needed. Increasing the setback from residential homes, school, medical facilities and farm dwellings is
imperative to protect community members from the adverse health effects and disruptions to living
caused by industrial scale wind turbines. We strongly believe that a 1.25-mile setback is a crucial step in
the right direction.
However, contained in the same Bill 10 is a measure our community strongly opposes: permitting
Mobile Commercial Establishments (MCE) in County and B-1 Zoning. We applaud the Department of
Planning and Permitting (DPP) for proposing to regulate MCE/Food Trucks. However, DPP’S proposal
to permit MCE/Food Trucks in Country and B-1 Zoning is contrary to the intention behind both of these
zoning designations and should be rejected. On the North Shore, MCE/Food Trucks cater to
approximately 90% tourists. Therefore, these mobile establishments should be regulated as tourism
destinations, which are incompatible with Country and B-1 Zoning.
In addition, the presence of MCE/Food Trucks is not in keeping with the North Shore Sustainable
Communities Plan’s goals, which are to retain the flavor of a rural community. MCE/Food Trucks
primarily serve tourists, lead to increased tourism and overcrowding, encourage pedestrians to jaywalk
across Kamehameha Highway, and lead to excessive traffic and congestion. There has also been concern
over the current lack of toilet and wash station facilities around these establishments, and Bill 10 does
not require environmentally-sound waste disposal.
Bill 10 has no provisions to control the visual blight and sign clutter that are now caused by the
proliferation of MCE/Food Trucks on the North Shore and elsewhere. Not only does Bill 10 allow each
MCE/Food Truck to be covered with signage as they are now, it also specifically allows each
1

MCE/Food Truck to have a portable sign even though such signs are prohibited in the sign code (ROH
Sec. 21-7.30(c)).
In summary, there are so many components to Bill 10 that the Sunset Beach Community Association
cannot unilaterally endorse or oppose it. However, we do support the 1.25-mile minimum setback for
wind turbines, and oppose permitting Mobile Commercial Establishments (MCE) in County and B-1
Zoning.
Sincerely,

Dawn Bruns
Corresponding Secretary, SBCA
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OPPOSE Bill 10
This monster omnibus Bill
must not be unfairly fast-tracked.
Please defer Bill to allow
needed Due Process & public engagement
Submitted by Choon James
ChoonJamesHawaii@gmail.com

COMMITTEE ON ZONING AND PLANNING
Voting Members:
Brandon J.C Elefante, Chair
Esther Kia‘āina, Vice Chair
Radiant Cordero
Calvin K.Y. Say

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 20, 2022
9:00 A.M.
BILL 10 (2022), CD1 – LUO AMENDMENT RELATING TO USE
REGULATIONS. Addressing the regulation of uses throughout Chapter 21,
Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance” or “LUO”). (Bill
passed Second Reading and Public hearing held on 9/7/22; Committee amended
to CD2 and postponed action on 9/26/22) (Current deadline for Council action:
2/26/23)
Here are some selected severe concerns and questions relating to this Bill 10. Its
importance is not weighted in sequence.

First and foremost, does this fast-tracked Monster
Bill 10 sound reasonable or intransigent to the
Honolulu City Council? (Note that we’re just
coming out of this COVID19 pandemic.)

PROCESS and PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
1. There are some, including DPP officials and other organizations, who
testified that the process have been followed and public input has been
ample. We disagree heartedly with this. It’s very easy for those who are
inside City Hall and insiders whose employment or trade or special
interests are related to this Land Use issues.
2. The average resident who have other jobs and obligations. I consider
myself a very interested resident and a good reader. But, I’m personally
struggling to keep up with this very complex and intricate 239 pages of
document and all the corresponding changes and communications.
Unfortunately, many of these ordinances are unknown to the average
citizenry until after-the-fact. It’s not effective or efficient enough to say the
Neighborhood Boards were notified. As evidenced, it appears only the
Kailua Neighborhood Board was actively covering Bill 10 and submitting
amendments.

BASIC QUESTIONS
1. Why is the City Council fast-tracking this Monster Bill to overhaul the city’s
Chapter 21 LUO rules and regulations when DPP itself is floundering so
badly. The internal DPP indictments, the recent resignations of DPP
Director Dean Uchida and DPP Land Use Permits Division Chief Katia
Balassiano. DPP itself has requested an extension of 120 days for this bill.
2. With the recent US Court Ruling on Bill 41 aka Ordinance 22-7, how is this
going to be addressed in this revised LUO?
3. How is this Section related to the Important Agriculture Lands ( IAL)
that DPP was undergoing too? When the council amends to “ minimum of
50 percent of the zoning lot area suitable for crop production or such”, how
does the 50% of IAL come into play? Didn’t IAL already allow 50% of the
land acreages to be out of farming?
4. Why is basic human health of the people not even mentioned or
referenced in this Bill when public physical safety like erecting 6-foot
fences is? This would especially pertain to communications towers,
wireless, Spectrum 5G, industrial turbines and so forth. Electromagnetic
fields (EMFs) has increased significantly in recent decades. We need to

be cognizant of this health impacts and mitigate the best we can. Put
human health first.
5. Relating to not allowing water, electricity to certain Agriculture-Zoned farm
lots and road-stands raises hygiene and health issues. This is a huge
concern. Farmers need water to raise crops and clean. There are
solutions to contain “gentlemen farmers” if there is real dialogue among
real farmers and not only corporate planners or desk-top farmers.

Concerns relating to the Agriculture Section 3 of
Bill 10
ROH Section 21-5 etal
1. Changing Agri-business to Agri-tourism is questionable. Does this
mean that Agricultural lands are primed towards tourism as the endgame? Like more zip-lines, touristy outfits like beer gardens or tours and
so forth? I hear the DPP Land Chief say the city wants to be consistent
with the State. But many agri-business does not involve tourism at all. If
the city’s main intent was to follow and conform with the State, where does
it end? It must be noted that the legislative period for the State Legislature
is five (5) months. The City Council is year-round. Will the city look
towards shortening its legislative period to conform with the State?
2. We are concerned that there are “desktop farmers” who are
orchestrating agricultural policies and agricultural lands. These desktop
farmers have good intentions but Hawaii’s farming cannot solely be
legislated through corporate or best and highest use of ag lands. The
majority of farmers in Hawaii own approximately 9 acres of ag lands.
These farmers are the backbone of farming just like the “small business
owners of America”.
3. There appears to be very negative judgment against those who turn large
acreages of ag lands into smaller parcels through CPR subdivision for
farmers. At the city council hearing, developers like Peter Savio (although
his name was not mentioned) were bad-mouthed by DPP bureaucrats to
the point of public accusations of dishonest. This is discriminatory and
prejudicial leadership.
The days of large land barons like the BIG FIVE are probably over.
Not many residents can afford those high prices for large acreages. But
many can afford smaller parcels.
While it’s understandable that DPP is trying to contain “gentlemen’s
farms”, there are many who want to live on a farm for sustainability and
independence. Residents must be accorded private property rights - be
given options to have independent lives of their choice whether to live
in yurts or not. Or to do animal husbandry or do permaculture,
aquaculture, horticulture among other countless choices that residential or
other zoning classifications do not allow.
This agricultural CPR situation has not been logically deliberated
yet. There are mitigating solutions. Except DPP is putting its foot down to
say “no water, no electricity, no bathrooms etc allowed and so on” to these

CPR lots. This tactic is illogical and overbearing. Farmers need water for
their crop production and washing. Farmers also need basic hygiene. If
the city is serious about FOOD SECURITY and SUSTAINABILITY, it
needs to help small farmers, not impose too rigid rules and impose more
red tape to over-burden real farmers.
4. It appears there is a trend to look at agriculture only through the corporate
or desktop lenses of “profits” and to opine that only farm with agri-tech will
succeed. This is a conversation that needs to be had with real farmers
before more public policies are implemented.

3 Sec. 21-5.40-4(c)(2) Agricultural uses, Accessory agricultural, Beekeeping – standards 16
Amend beekeeping standards (2) Lot area required: (A) No more than two beehives may be
established on zoning lots less than 10,000 square feet; (B) No more than four beehives may be
established on zoning lots of 10,000 up to 20,000 square feet; and (C) No more than six
beehives may be established on zoning lots greater than 20,000 square feet. (D) No beehive
may exceed 7 cubic feet in volume.
Is this saying that agricultural farms can ONLY have the maximum six beehives? Or is this
for residential zoning parcels? Ag acreages can maintain more beehives comfortably.

******

Can yurts be allowed?
How does this relate to IAL that already allows 50% exemption of Ag-zoned land from
farming.

Timeshare is also now allowed.
How do we differentiate between

Bed and Breakfast and Transient Vacation Units?
Bed and Breakfast ONLY for owner-occupants?
But why is the word “OPERATOR” used?

Does this mean that bed and breakfast does not need to have Owner-occupants?
Operators can also do B&B?
ALL operators of property must have written authorization from all owners. There had been
cases where an “operator” signs a long-term rental contract but converts it to short-term
WITHOUT the owners’ knowledge. However, the owner is ultimately responsible for the
property.

Kahuku Community Association

Honolulu City Council
530 South King Street Room 202
Honolulu, HI 96813
October 19, 2022
RE: Bill 10 CD2 (2022)
Dear Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kia`aina and Council Members,
Kahuku Community Association (KCA) strongly opposes the new additional language inserted
in CD2 under Section 21-5.60-6(c)(2)(E) as indicated below.
Large wind energy generation facilities must be set back from all property lines a minimum
distance equal to the height of the facility, measured from the highest vertical extension of the
facility; and a minimum distance of 1.25 miles from the property lines of any zoning lot located
in the country, residential, apartment, apartment mixed use, or resort zoning districts; provided
that the setback requirements in this paragraph only apply to new large wind energy generation
facilities and do not apply to the repair, maintenance, or component replacement of any existing
facility covered by a power purchase contract with an electric public utility during the term of the
contract, including any renewal or extension thereof. Height includes the height of the tower or
its vertical support structure and the farthest vertical extension of the tower.
Allowing existing turbines that are within the 1.25 miles setback to extend, repower, or renew
especially after recognition of the many impacts of industrial wind is a great injustice and
travesty. We strongly request the Council to remember blade throw, tower collapse, fire, audible
noise, inaudible noise, shadow flickers, stray voltage, etc are real concerns that greatly impact
the safety, health, and quality of life of nearby residents especially when they are too close to
schools and residential homes.
After many meetings, testimonies, discussions, it is evident that many community members,
DPP, and the Council support a minimum 1.25 mile setback and that this distance is required to
protect residents from the harmful impacts of industrial wind. Even after this acknowledgement,
to allow existing projects that are not compliant with this new setback of 1.25 miles to repower
or renew their leases beyond their current lease terms is a blatant disregard for the health, safety,
and quality of life of our children and residents.

Kahuku Community Association
18 out of 20 turbines in Kahuku are erected within the 1.25 mile setback, the closest being a
mere 275 feet away from residential property line. Put yourself in our shoes and ask yourself if
you would be willing to live with your ohana 274 feet away from a 568 feet tall turbine? Would
you be ok with living with shadow flicker, noise, red blinking lights, and all the other cumulative
impacts of industrial wind? If you haven’t visited Kahuku for a tour, we ask you to visit Kahuku.
You will see firsthand how big and close these turbines are located next to our schools and
homes.
Placing an adequate setback is the only proven safety measure to protect and prevent host
communities from the negative impacts of industrial scale wind turbines. It is catastrophic that
we are allowing existing projects to NOT have to comply with the new 1.25 setback and
continue to put our children and residents in harm's way.
In addition, any component replacement must not change the height of the turbines. As the
existing developer for First Wind wanted to replace the old blades with longer blades which
would change the height and setback of these turbines.
Kahuku Community Association strongly request that the council deny and delete the newly
inserted language in CD2 “the setback requirements only apply to new large wind energy
generation facilities, and do not apply to the repair, maintenance, or component replacement of
any existing facility covered by a power purchase contract with an electric public utility during
the term of the contract (and any renewal or extension thereof). KCA appreciates the council's
support in a 1.25 mile setback and asks the Council to continue to advocate for the public health,
safety and welfare of the people. Mahalo!

Respectfully,

Sunny Unga (e-sign)
Kahuku Community Association
Sunny Unga - President
Valeriano Garrido - Secretary
Melissa Ka’onohi-Camit - Director
Atalina Pasi - Director

1
Dawn Bruns, Kaunala Resident, North Shore Oahu, Recommending nighttime wind turbine
shutdown or 5-mile wind turbine setback from residential areas April 20, 2022 for Zoning
Planning meeting Bill 10:
Recommendation: In residential-zoned areas, keep wind turbine low-frequency sound pressure
pulses below 55 decibels at night and limit daytime low-frequency wind turbine sound to 60
decibels. Accomplish this with either a night-time wind turbine shutdown or a 5-mile wind
turbine setback.
Wind Turbine Sound Physics Background Information: The downstroke of the wind turbine
blade, as it passes the tower, makes an audible (above 20 Hz) whooshing sound (audible more
than one mile away) and each turbine blade tower pass also produces an inaudible air pressure
pulse between 0.3 and 1.2 Hz (detected by ear structures but not “audible”). This very lowfrequency sound is measured with sensitive microphones or with air pressure sensors. The lower
the frequency (Hz), the farther the sound travels – it also travels farther with the wind, and when
the atmosphere is stable (when cool air sinks at night) with a low mixing height. The stronger
the wind is, the higher the decibel level of the low-frequency sound pulse decibel level from the
wind turbines. Harmonics of the fundamental frequency occur at multiples of the fundamental
frequency produced by the turbine blade pass. The decibel scale is logarithmic – a 3 decibel
increase in decibel level is a doubling in power
(https://www.animations.physics.unsw.edu.au/jw/dB.htm).
Summary of Health Effects occurring miles from the wind turbines because of Wind Turbine
Low-Frequency Sound:
At very high levels (levels normally only experienced occupationally, e.g., 100-decibels at 1 Hz
tilt-rotor aircraft cockpits and unfortunately the levels expected to occur in the schools and
residential neighborhood of Kahuku from the Na Pua Makani Wind Farm), low-frequency sound
exposure limits are in hours rather than days; prolonged exposure to such high levels of lowfrequency sound causes permanent thickening of the pericardial tissues around the heart, changes
in collagen related to thickening of arteries, epilepsy, birth defects, and other serious
consequences regardless of the whether or not the person feels any discomfort (see attached
references). Very high levels of low-frequency sound affect the town of Kahuku on most days
because of the extremely close proximity of the very large Na Pua Makani wind turbines.
Chronic, prolonged nighttime exposure to low-frequency wind turbine pulses above 55 decibels
causes an estimated 10-30% of the general population many miles from wind turbines to
experience significant disruptions to their use of their home by significantly impairing their
health (whether they are aware of it or not), safety, peace, comfort, and convenience (one person
per every one to three households). The most common problem caused by this dose of lowfrequency wind turbine sound, documented in 93% of the patients that physician/PhD Nina
Pierpont (2009) studied, was memory and concentration deficits (presumably due to lack of
REM sleep). The second-most common problem, which affected 89% of the affected patients
she studied, was noticeable chronic sleep disturbance. Chronic sleep disturbance appears to be
the underlying cause of the fatigue (75%) and irritability (76%) experienced by the patients she
studied. Wind turbine-caused sleep disturbance has been well-documented. Wind turbine lowfrequency sound sleep disturbance appears be the cause of the increased suicide rate Zou (2017)
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found during windy periods at distances spanning more than 25 km upwind and downwind from
the 828 turbine installation events spanning 39 states between 2001 and 2013.
Independent of the sleep-disturbance impacts, the wind turbine low-frequency sound also causes
elevations of blood pressure when the turbines are on, and headaches. The sleep disturbance and
these consequences resolve immediately after the family moves away from the wind farm.
Memory disabilities usually resolve over a period of weeks to months after moving away from
the wind farm. Bottom Line: Turn the turbines off at night or don’t build turbines within 5 miles
of residential, school, and hospital areas.
Annotated bibliography/links to most relevant literature (more wind turbine health effects
peer-reviewed literature available my Google Drive Wind Turbine Noise Folder at
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1x2bYkblTkTN_wmeht3eh8Row3tLpmkoO?usp=sharing:
1.)

2.)

Zou 2020, The Impact of Wind Farms on Suicide, American Economic Journal:
Economic Policy, in prep: Wind turbines increased suicide rates during windy periods in
residents more than 25 km (15 miles) upwind and downwind of turbines. University
of Oregon economics professor studied 828 turbine installation events spanning 39 states
in the United States from 2001 to 2013. Sleep disturbance the likely cause. Wind turbine
installation resulted in a total of 34,000 life years lost (LYL) due to increased suicides
within a year after installation. To put this number in perspective, during the same oneyear time window, the new wind capacity generated roughly 150 million megawatt hours
(mWh) of clean energy; by comparison, based on existing estimates of the per mWh
health cost of coal-generated electricity (Epstein et al., 2011), generating the same
amount of electricity with coal would have resulted in around 53,000 life years lost due to
air pollution.
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/56034c20e4b047f1e0c1bfca/t/5f612bb98bdfff6199
b3a97c/1600203713573/turbine_zou202009.pdf

Cape Bridgewater (2014-2015) This wind farm-funded study made measurements of
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low-frequency sound while residents documented their discomfort. Residents reported
“severe impacts (significant changes in behavior, and/or inability to mitigate effect
leading to psychological stress or physiological effects, e.g., regular sleep
deprivation/awakening, loss of appetite, significant, medically definable harm” when 1
Hz wind turbine sound exceeded 58 decibels (72 decibels was the highest level
studied),
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1x2bYkblTkTN_wmeht3eh8Row3tLpmkoO?usp=
sharing)

3.)

Dr Alves Pereira (2019) University of Waterloo presentation (wind turbine lowfrequency sound pressure is chronic – though exposure levels are usually below level of
occupational exposure of military aircraft workers, biological effects to tissues are
expected to be similar – thickening of the pericardial tissues around the heart, changes in
collagen related to thickening of arteries, increased epilepsy, high blood pressure, heart
conditions. In addition, low-frequency sound (55-60 dB at 1 Hz) caused residential
structures to resonate (55-60 dB at around 10 Hz) – the resonance frequency of wood
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frame and concrete structural materials is around 10 Hz – in addition to low-frequency
sound itself, the structure’s resonance is often the significant cause of discomfort, causing
the people to move away or sleep in the basement)
https://livestream.com/itmsstudio/events/8781285/videos/196181579?fbclid=IwAR3pwi
RLGzoHYKJqmEZJhjuIjCHehJIrgaP1QauPpGpDntVQNYuf6oHygLo
4.)

Stepanov (2000) Biological effects of low frequency oscillations (Russian 75 dB limit
for 2 Hz. low-frequency sound for "living and public premises" based on exposure time,
p. 15. Russia has a lot of experience with low-frequency sound (as does NASA) due to
the space programs. https://apps.dtic.mil/dtic/tr/fulltext/u2/a423963.pdf

5.)

The 65 dB ANSI threshold for low-frequency sound is based on effects of less-harmful
traffic and aircraft noise. The physiological response to wind turbine sound is
significantly greater than the physiological response to the same decibel sound from
traffic and aircraft noise Schaffer 2016. Apparently, Hawaii doesn’t even appear to have
adopted the 65 dB ANSI low-frequency sound limit (let alone the Russian 75 dB limit to
low-frequency sound, above) – adopting these general health-related restrictions to lowfrequency noise (of any type, let alone the more harmful wind turbine pulses) seems like
it should have been done already.

6.)

Walker, Hessler, Rand, and Schomer (2012) Shirley Wind Farm, Wisconsin, in
particular Appendix C, Rand Acoustics, pp 35-36, “intolerable” (headaches, nausea,
dizziness, sleep interference) when wind turbines on (intolerable during the daytime at 73
decibels at 0.3 Hz fundamental frequency), relief during the daytime at 3.5 miles away
(calculated to be approximately 61 dB at 0.3 Hz).

7.)

The 2.5 MW Clipper turbine, currently in use at the Kahuku Wind Farm has been
declared a public health hazard by a Wisconsin county where residents 4.2 miles away
are adversely affected and low-frequency sound pulses are detected more than 6 miles
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away (Wisconsin).
8.)

Falmouth, Massachusetts wind turbines removed because they were a public health
hazard Falmouth, MA Health Board 2012

9.)

Pierpont (2009) Wind Turbine Syndrome book by physician, see “Report for Clinicians,
Table 3 (Page 51) and Chapter 3, Case Histories, the raw data. (order $11 book, free
shipping, from https://www.windturbinesyndrome.com/wind-turbine-syndrome/)

10.) Salt and Hullar 2010 ear response to low frequency sounds turbines
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20561575/
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11.) Rand, R.W., S.E. Ambrose, and C.M.E. Krogh. 2011. Occupational Health and
Industrial Wind Turbines: A Case Study. Bulletin of Science, Technology, and Society
31(5) 359-362. Excerpt from Page 361:

12.) Ambrose, S.E., R.W. Rand, and C.M.E. Krogh. 2012. Wind turbine acoustic
investigation: Infrasound and low-frequency noise – a case study. Bulletin of Science,
Technology & Society 32(2): 128-141. In an email to me yesterday, Dr. Rand
highlighted the following - apparently in addition to the ear structures detecting the lowfrequency sound pressure pulses, the nerve fibers are directly responding. Dr. Rand is
very approachable and helpful and he takes phone calls in case you are interested in
speaking with an expert – his contact information is in his signature line:

13.) Punch and James 2016 – review of literature
https://drive.google.com/file/d/10JQcxsMC0j6XIrTyLzaM_M1IYtAPBLox/view?usp=sh
aring
If you want to use wind turbines as a long-term clean energy generation source that won’t
be shut down by public nuisance litigation, keep wind turbine sound in residential-zoned
areas BELOW 55 decibels at night (I’m not sure how much below 55 decibels – I just know
55 decibels is a serious problem), for sleeping, and limit low-frequency wind turbine sound
to 60 decibels, daytime, in residential-zoned areas.
My Measurements: It only cost me $3,000 to purchase low-frequency (full-spectrum)
microphones with calibration and notebook computer interface – it’s very easy to measure low-
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frequency wind turbine sounds http://www.smart-technologies.co.nz/rapley.html At our house
three miles from the Kahuku Wind Farm, the fundamental frequency from the 12 original 2.5
MW Clipper wind turbines of the Kahuku Wind Farm is 0.8 Hz and the first two harmonics, at
1.6 Hz and 2.4 Hz are shown in Figure 1.

The difference in power between 55 decibels and 60 decibels is more than double the sound
power because decibels are on a log scale. The low-frequency sound is very powerful and it
dissipates at roughly 3 decibels per doubling of distance. The decibel level of the 12 existing 2.5
MW turbines in Kahuku, at 3 miles, in light 10 mph winds, is 53 decibels; the same turbines
cause the low-frequency sound level to be 60 decibels three miles away when wind is 18 mph
(which the 3 decibels per doubling of distance would mean it would be 57 decibels at 6 miles
(sleep disturbance annoyance to residents); 54 decibels at 12 miles. I’m not sure why you’d want
to have a wind turbine anywhere on Oahu – every location on Oahu within 5 miles of a potential
wind farm site, except for the tip of Ka’ena Point, has thousands of residents within 5 miles who
would be severely affected if you allowed a wind turbine to be constructed.

October 18, 2022

Committee on Zoning & Planning
Honolulu City Council
Brandon Elefante, Chair
Esther Kia‘āina, Vice Chair
Testimony with comments on Bill 10 (2022) CD2
Chair Elefante, Vice Chair Kia‘āina and Members of the Committee:
UNITE HERE Local 5 represents hotel, health care and food service workers across the state. We
would like to comment on Bill 10 (2022), CD2.
1. We appreciate the actions of this Committee in offering a CD2 version of the bill which
eliminates references to hotels in B-1 and B-2 districts.
2. We believe that proposed hotel developments anywhere should be subject to the discretion
of City Council, with serious consideration of input from the public.
Some projects already are subject to such discretion based on other permitting needs – for
instance, those seeking PD-T or IPD-T permits. We are not proposing adding steps to the
entitlement process in such cases. Our hope is to ensure that Councilmembers, with public
input, may have a determinative voice in considering proposed hotels that otherwise would
not go before them.
It is worth noting that under the current LUO regulations, it is possible that a proposed minor
hotel project would not be subject to any public hearings or public notification at all. LUO
Section 21-2.40-1 for minor permits requires a developer to give notice about its project to
the applicable neighborhood board; however, this requirement is deemed satisfied if that
neighborhood board fails to give the developer the opportunity to present at a meeting
within 60 days of such notice, or if the board provides the applicant written notice that it has
no objection or that no presentation is necessary. The same is true for major permits, but in
the case of minor permits, the DPP director has the choice to hold a public hearing or not.
Thus if the neighborhood board and the DPP director waived their respective hearings, it is
possible that the public (other than adjacent property owners and neighborhood board
members) would not even have notification that a hotel was being proposed.
3. Bill 10 should be amended such that hotels in I-2 areas and BMX-3 areas be subject to Major
Conditional Use Permits.
Residents’ sentiments about the benefits vs. drawbacks of the hotel industry need to be addressed.
Hotels, even those under 180 rooms, potentially have many impacts on communities – on water
resources, wastewater system capacity, traffic volume, character of a community, parking
availability, etc. The Land Use Ordinance must provide the ability for decisionmakers to control
future development as material conditions change.
We feel the appropriate way to address all of these concerns would be to ensure that members of
the public and Councilmembers can weigh in meaningfully on each new proposed hotel
development. While hearings before the Department of Planning and Permitting are helpful, we
1516 South King Street, Honolulu, Hawaii 96826-1912 • 808-941-2141 • www.unitehere5.org

strongly feel that in order to have meaningful input, residents’ concerns should be put before
Council and that Council should have the right - for each potential hotel - to approve, disapprove, or
approve with conditions accordingly.
Thank you.

1516 South King Street, Honolulu Hawaii 96826-1912 • 808-941-2141 • www.unitehere5.org

DAWN BRUNS

Kapuai Place, Kaunala, Sunset Beach

Chair Elefante, Vice-Chair Kia`āina, and Committee Members
Zoning and Planning Committee
Honolulu City Council
October 20, 2022 Special Zoning and Planning Committee Meeting
DEAR CHAIR ELEFANTE, VICE-CHAIR KIA`ĀINA, AND COMMITTEE
MEMBERS,
My assumption is all City Council members understand it was a major mistake to allow
wind turbines to be built near residential areas and the whole point of updating the setback
legislation is to prevent this mistake from happening again. Now that the City Council
members know the very severe impacts the wind turbines have at distances greater than
three miles (learning, concentration, memory deficits, and migraines due to high decibel
levels of low-frequency inaudible sound pressure pulses), why on Earth would you want
wind turbines to operate beyond their agreed-upon power purchase agreement terms?
There were blatant mistakes made in authorizing these wind farms in large part because
you did not know the wind farms lied when they told us there were no health effects from
the turbines. Now that you have experienced the wind turbines in person, and borne
witness to the tragic injustices wrought to an entire generation of people, it would be
incomprehensible to now exempt future re-authorization of the existing wind turbines
from this law.
(E) Large wind energy generation facilities must be set back from all property lines a
minimum distance equal to the height of the facility, measured from the highest
vertical extension of the facility; and a minimum distance of 1.25 miles from the
property lines of any zoning lot located in the country, residential, apartment,
apartment mixed use, or resort zoning districts; provided that the setback
requirements in this paragraph only apply to new and not previously authorized
additional years of operation of existing large wind energy generation facilities and
do not apply to the repair, maintenance, or component replacement of any existing
facility during the period of years covered by their existing power purchase
agreement with an electric public utility. Height includes the height of the tower or
its vertical support structure and the farthest vertical extension of the tower.
I understand there would be reasons for the City Council to, at this time, not take
responsibility for shutting down the existing wind farms without just compensation –
some of the wind farms are cash-out mortgaged to the hilt based on power purchase
agreements. I also noticed the testimony from the Hawaii Laborers’ Union asking for the
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allowance for maintenance in accordance with those existing power purchase agreements.
Those same laborers will help decommission the existing turbines when they’re removed
at the end of their terms, recently summarized by the Hawaii Energy Office in their recent
testimony:
Kahuku Wind Farm
• In Service: 3/23/2011
• Power Purchase Agreement Duration (years): 20
• Power Purchase Agreement Expiration: 5/31/2031
• Number of Turbines: 12
• Size of Each Turbine (MW): 2.5
• Average FY2021 PPA Price: $0.2144/kWh
Kawailoa Wind Farm
• In Service: 11/2/2012
• Power Purchase Agreement Duration (years): 20
• Power Purchase Agreement Expiration: 11/30/2032
• Number of Turbines: 30
• Size of Each Turbine (MW): 2.3
• Average FY2021 PPA Price: $0.1273/kWh
Na Pua Makani Wind Farm
• In Service: 12/11/2020
• Project Size (megawatts): 24
• Power Purchase Agreement Duration (years): 20
• Power Purchase Agreement Expiration: 12/11/2040
• Number of Turbines: 8
• Size of Turbines (MW): 3
• Average FY2021 PPA Price: $0.1393/kWh
My neighbors and I are counting on the removal of the Kahuku Wind Farm at the end of
its 20-year term. If it were not for this expiration date, Sunset Beach residents would have
long since entered litigation to have the wind turbines shut down at night. It is my
understanding that nuisance (inability to use one’s own residential property) litigation
takes 20 years and costs more than $500,000. The thought that any of you would take this
opportunity to go out of your way to allow the potential re-authorization of any of these
very close wind turbines within 1.25 miles of residences (not even considering impacts are
severe more than 3 miles away) would be beyond my comprehension.
Thank you for the opportunity to submit this testimony.
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DAWN BRUNS

Kapuai Place, Kaunala, Sunset Beach

Chair Elefante, Vice-Chair Kia`āina, and Committee Members
Zoning and Planning Committee
Honolulu City Council
October 20, 2022 Special Zoning and Planning Committee Meeting
DEAR CHAIR ELEFANTE, VICE-CHAIR KIA`ĀINA, AND COMMITTEE
MEMBERS,
As a follow-up to the testimony I submitted last night, regarding the pressing need for the
removal of the three existing too-close wind farms prior to their expiration dates for their
power purchase agreement (and environmental assessment/disclosure), please, outside of
the land use ordinance update, draft additional new legislation for the early removal of the
wind turbines within 5 miles of residential-zoned areas.
I am severely affected by the Kahuku Wind Farm turbines when (which has not been the
case this past year) they are left on at night and 1 Hz sound levels exceed 53 decibels – I
can’t live in my house. The early permanent nighttime shutdown of the Kahuku Wind
Farm turbines leading up to their eventual removal at their 20-year expiration dates is
crucial to my ability to function at my job and to not have to drive to Mokuleia to sleep in
my car at a friend’s house or spending $1,000/month to rent someone’s spare bedroom in
Waialua.
My non-lawyer assessment is that once these 20-year environmental review and permit
decisions and 20-year power purchase agreements are made, even though those decisions
were based on the applicant’s lies in their application materials, it isn’t possible to rescind
those permits/agreements without a negotiated agreement with the developer or some type
of due process or litigation for evidence to be presented from all of us for you to make a
separate decision about the need to remove the turbines early. Via your legislation
authority, please undertake the early removal of these existing wind turbines prior to their
expiration dates.
Thank you for the opportunity to submit this testimony.

STRONGLY OPPOSE Bill 10
This monster omnibus Bill
must not be unfairly fast-tracked.
Please defer Bill to allow needed
Due Process & public engagement

DPP itself has requested 120-day extension this bill.
Submitted by Choon James ChoonJamesHawaii@gmail.com
COMMITTEE ON ZONING AND PLANNING
Voting Members:
Brandon J.C Elefante,
Chair Esther Kia‘āina,
Vice Chair Radiant Cordero
Calvin K.Y. Say
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER THURSDAY,
OCTOBER 20, 2022 9:00 A.M.
BILL 10 (2022), CD1 – LUO AMENDMENT RELATING TO USE REGULATIONS. Addressing the
regulation of uses throughout Chapter 21, Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 1990 (“Land Use Ordinance” or
“LUO”). (Bill passed Second Reading and Public hearing held on 9/7/22; Committee amended to CD2 and
postponed action on 9/26/22) (Current deadline for Council action: 2/26/23)

Here are some selected severe concerns and questions relating to this Bill 10. Its importance is not
weighted in sequence.

Here are more questions and comments:

“Public

Facility”

(1) Small: A meeting facility accommodating up to 100 individuals.
(2) Medium: A meeting facility accommodating from 101 individuals and up to 2,000 individuals.
(3) Large: A meeting facility accommodating over 2,000 individuals."

Can this be clarified?
B-1 are generally in residential communities.
Generally B-1 parcels are smaller around 20,000 square feet.
Ag parcels which are generally at least 2 acres. Isn’t this a ratio disparity? Density
and number of individuals will also be more pronounced in B-1 than Ag 1 or Ag 2.

DON’T STEAL PLAYGROUNDS & OPEN SPACE from our children.
This is Public Land Development Corporation (PLDC) that was repealed in April
2013 through public uproar. No doubt our workforce needs affordable housing.
But destroying open green fields and space from our PUBLIC school children is
short sighted. Our public students spend a big part of their lives in school. This is
also a social equity issue. PRIVATE SCHOOLS have much more amenities like
sport facilities and pools. Don’t short-change PUBLIC SCHOOLS students
further. Many other organizations also use the fields for other activities like
AYSO. Many public school students are already living in crowded quarters at
home. Physical and mental health is enhanced by more open space, open fields,
and playgrounds, not less.

BELOW is a sweeping attempt to drastically change
“Residential Subdivisions” as we have known in
Oahu. This is prelude to more Monster Homes!

The above changes in Bill 10 is following the trend in California. These new
descriptions will increase more density in our residential neighborhoods.

It must be noted the State Land Use designation for
even agricultural, and residential- zoned districts is
URBAN. So this Bill 10’s “URBAN” use is being confused, contradictory and not
in conformity with the State designation.
Additionally. the latest Oahu General Plan created an “URBAN CORRIDOR” from
Kahala Waialae to Ewa.
Why is Bill 10 now creating MORE SPRAWL and DENSITY into Oahu’s established
kama’aina residential neighborhoods?
PAGE 96 : (a) The purpose of the residential [district] zoning districts is to allow for
a range of residential densities. (THIS RANGE INCREASE IS INCREASING DENSITY in
RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS.) The primary use [shall be detached
residences] is for dwellings.( REMOVING DETACHED IS PAVING THE WAY FOR
MORE DENSITY in Single Family residential neighborhoods.) Other types of
dwellings may also be allowed, including zero lot line[,] ( WHAT OTHER TYPES OF
DWELLINGS?) and cluster [and common wall housing] arrangements. (IT SOUNDS
LIKE APARTMENT ZONE). Non-dwelling uses [which] that support and
complement residential neighborhood activities [shall] are also [be] permitted. (
WHAT IS THIS SUPPOSED TO MEAN?)
(b) The intent of the R-20 and R-10 zoning districts is to provide areas for large lot
developments. ( MANY OLDER RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS SIMPLY have
larger lots. These residential lots just have bigger yards like Kailua, Wahiawa,
Manoa, Kahala. They are still traditionally residential homes with beautiful big
yards.)These areas would be located typically at the outskirts of urban
development and may be applied as a transitional district between preservation,
agricultural, or country zoning districts, and urban zoning districts. They would
also be applied to lands where residential use is desirable but some development
constraints are present. ???

(c) The intent of the R-7.5, R-5 and R-3.5 zoning districts is to provide areas for
urban residential development. These districts would be applied extensively
throughout the island." ???
FOR DECADES, these Residential homes/detached dwellings have been in our
kama’aina neighborhoods as R-20, R-10, R-7.5, R-5, R 3.5 These are all residential

home communities. Their designations all start with a “R” i.e. “RESIDENTIAL”. They
are NOT A-1 or A-2 like townhouses or clusters or apartments.
These residential neighbors lot sizes are not planned for development per se. It was
more of a choice for owners the options of having more yard area or not. Some are
now dissing and discriminating single family homes with yards.
But this Bill 10’s transformational change must be made with the most affected
parties first. The City Council owes this much to their constituents to be informed
about these drastic changes to their beloved neighborhood.
This is not about against “affordable housing”.
This is about providing residents a choice of where they choose to live – in
residential detached homes with varying density like R-20 or R-10 or R-3.5 OR the
option to choose more dense areas like in Apartment-zoned areas.

"Farm dwelling" means a [dwelling located on and used in connection with a farm where agricultural
activity provides income to the family occupying the dwelling.] self-contained dwelling unit accessory to
crop production or livestock keeping that is occupied by a household earning income from an agricultural
activity performed onsite." DOES THIS MEAN that small farmers make no income for what reasons
from their obvious farming will be in violations?

