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Testimony Opposed to
Senate Bill 636 HD1 — Recreational Renaissance Program

House Committee on Finance
Rep. Marcus R. Oshiro, Chair
Rep. Marilyn B. Lee, Vice Chair

April 6, 2009, 4:00 p.m., Capitol Room 308

RECREATIONAL RENAISSANCE VIOLATES KA IWI MASTER PLAN;
KA IWI FEES COST MORE TO COLLECT THAN WOULD BE COLLECTED

The Hawaii Kai Neighborhood Board stands firmly behind its February 24 decision
to oppose the imposition of user fees at Ka lwi Scenic Shoreline, including at
Makapuu Lighthouse Trail, and to support the removal of Ka Iwi from the list of
state parks affected by the Recreational Renaissance Bill. This, of course, now
includes Senate Bill 636 HD 1, as well as House Bill 980 HD 2.

In the Board’s previous testimony to the Finance Committee on March 3, the
following points were made and remain valid:

* User fees are not in the Renaissance bill, but they are implicit in its financial
plan, and DLNR has announced its intention of imposing user fees at Ka Iwi.

* DLNR’s estimate of fee collections at the Makapuu Lighthouse Trail at Ka Iwi
was derived from the wrong data and was grossly incorrect.

Instead of making money at Ka Iwi, the state would lose money there. According
to correct Hawaii Tourism Authority data, only 29,400 non-resident tourists used
the trail in 2007. Based on $5 per car (with multiple occupants) and $1 per walk-in,
the state might average about $1.50 per non-resident hiker. This would bring in
less than $45,000 a year — and the cost of an attendant to collect the fees is $85,000,
plus the cost of a ticket booth and other probable amenities.

On February 18, | was told by DLNR in writing: “You are correct that the 29,000
figure will be significantly less and might not meet the cost of a collection booth
attendant.” Yet, DLNR steadfastly refuses to remove Ka Iwi from its proposed
list of fee-charging sites (see attached pages from HTA “State Parks Survey”).

» Fees would commercialize Ka lwi and cause the state to market the area to more
and more tourists in order to generate revenue. This would drive out local use, as
is evident at Diamond Head and Hanauma Bay where fees are already imposed.
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* The board is also calling for the complete removal of Ka Iwi from the Recreational Renaissance
plan. The Ka Iwi State Park Master Plan (1996) made specific recommendations intended to keep
the Ka Iwi area in a natural, undeveloped condition. There is no mention of user fees in the
document. The Recreational Renaissance is incompatible with this approved master plan.

* Further, Section 10 of SB 636 HD1 details a list of construction projects (including “comfort
stations; pavilions; cabins; camping areas; picnic areas; visitor/educational/ranger station centers;
concession facilities; caretaker residences,” etc.) that would be authorized at any or all of a
detailed listing of state parks — including Ka Iwi. While the current administration insists that it has
no major building plans at Ka Iwi, future administrations might use SB 636 HD1’s authorization to
force unwanted and un-needed development into the Ka Iwi park.

» Further, the list of authorized projects on state land at Ka Iwi, including “cabins,” would have an
extremely negative effect on the on-going community battle to prevent development on privately
owned preservation land in the Ka lwi Mauka area. This could have serious negative implications
on preservation land statewide.

» Charging fees at Pali Lookout, the other Oahu site proposed for fees, would drastically alter the
now enjoyable experience for visitors and residents alike.

» The imposition of user fees on non-resident tourists is also “nickel and dollaring” tourists at a time
when visitor counts are dropping. This contradicts efforts by the Hawaii Visitors and Convention
Bureau to promote the value of a Hawaii vacation. HVCB recently produced a list of 150 free
things to do in Hawaii, including a stop at Pali and hiking the Makapuu Lighthouse Trail.

While there are many good proposals and much needed projects in the Recreational Renaissance
plan, it should be amended to:

* Eliminate the imposition of non-resident tourist user fees; and,

* Remove Ka lwi Scenic Shoreline park from the plan to ensure that the area remains open

and pristine.
Aloha,
Attached: Excerpts from 2007 Hawaii State Parks

% /@D:!é:’““/ Survey used by DLNR as source for visitor counts:

Greg Knudsen, Chairperson Fg. 01 Tite Pa.gt? ]

Hawaii Kai Neighborhood Board Pg. 10  Total Visitor Count, Makapuu circled.

1205 Kaeleku Street Incorrectly used by DLNR.

Honolulu, Hawaii 96825 Pg. 19  Non-Resident Count, Makapuu circled.

395-3725, 224-0790
knudsen123@gmail.com

Correct count to lighthouse only: 29,400.

Yay

Hawaii Kai Neighborhood Board No. 1 « c/o Neighborhood Commission + 530 So. King St., Rm. 406 * Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 « (808) 768-3710
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Utilization by Park: Tracking (2 of 6)

The top 10 parks in volume likewise rank similarly to 2003. Two exceptions are parks where 2007
counts were undertaken at more locations to increase accuracy: Hapuna, moved from 29 to 6%
and Ka'ena Point from 28" to 10%,

Sand Island State Recreation Area

Koke'e State Park |
MEADOW (207,000); Kalalau lockout (86,900 »,

Wai‘anapanapa State Park ™

Makapu‘u Point State Wayside |
Lookout (183,100); Lighthouse (68,300)

g

Maniniowall! Kua Bay (162,300)
Kona Coast - Mahai'ula/ Kaulana {73,400)

* M Kaumahina State Wayside

| HI.  OId Kona Airport State Recreation

| H.l Wailuku River
State Park/Rainbow Falls (157,900)
Bailing Pots {53, 300)

| O Kaka‘ako Waterfront Park

H.L ‘Akaka Falls State Park
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Park Utilization By Out-of-State Visitorsﬁmcking_gz of 6)

192,500

Wai'anapanapa State Park 7178.100

Kaumahina State Wayside
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Polihale State Park

| H.L ‘Akaka Falls State Park

E , Wailuku River
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H.L

Maniniowali! Kua ﬁﬁ? {87, {mfi}}
Kona Coast - Mahai'ulal Kaulang (48 200}

‘ 8] ‘lolani Palace State Monument

t H.l. Kealakekua Bay State-Ka‘awaloa & Napo‘opo'o

0O Ka‘ena Point State Park
Leeward [80.500) Windward 120 500)

Note: O=0'ghu, H.l. Hawai'l Island, M=Maui, K=Kaua'l
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