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Comments: 

Honorable Committee Members: 

My testimony in this matter addresses several issues, which might have been answered adequately and 

in a timely manner by an independent agency report. It would appears that much time and effort has 

been used to justify the HSF project already, and contrary to the DOT's position, it does NOT serve the 

public to extend the deadline for comment on "Act 2 EIS". Speaking of comments, where are the 

recommendations of The Oversight Taskforce in this bill? It appears that the Lingle Administration is 

again endeavoring to manipulate the Legislature to gain support in this illegal project. 

It is appalling to me the taxpayer cost for this project continues to rise, unchecked and unfunded

approaching $10,OOO,OOO.00!- when so many of our essential state programs are being cut due to the 

present economic situation. The Keiki are the ones who are paying for this travesty! 

And for what? HSF has actually already proven not to be viable and will never be so because the 

vessel's operational design is not properly matched to the distances and conditions between the 

Hawaiian Islands. Nor, I believe, was the original intent of this vessel ever to serve as a public passenger 

conveyance. 

The time has come for the Legislature to stand up for what is Pono, and allow this Public Pariah to stand 

(or fall) on it's own, without the "bail-out" of Governor Lingle. Please reject SB989! 

Mahalo nui, 

Sandra Herndon 
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HA'VAII SUPERFERRY VESSEL #2 (AUSTAL U.S .. HULL 616) 
PROPOSED NATIONAL DEFENSE FEATURE ADDITION 

1- INTRODlJCTION 

In 2004 Hawaii Superferry Incorporated ordered two large fast terries from Austal USA for 
ROPAX fen)' service in the Hawaiian Islands. Both vessels are very similar in size, design. 
embedded technology" and capability to Austal's high speed catamaran WestPac Express that bas 
been inhlghly successful service to the U.S, Navy for over S years:. The flrstofthese .new 
vessels~ as AlaJcai was delivered in 2006 and began service in Hawaii on December 15. 2006; 
the second. Austal Hull #616. (A616) is under constrUction at Austd"s Mobile, Alahama 
shipyard ""itb delivery scheduled for February 2009, Both ves.-rels are beingfinal1coo ,",itn 
aSS1!>11mce of the U.S. Government's Tille Xlloatl guarantee program. 

As originally intended and designed for their specific Mort distance 'hub and sp<.lkc· service 
ferry service between Oahu and Ha\wli's other 3 major islands, the vessels are not self
sustaining for ~n· or off~l00.ding vebiclest in production of fref;hwatet, or in wast0\\'ater treatment 
and overboard disposal. All of these services must be provided from shore facilities. 

It seems evident that th~ impressive capabilities ofthese new, large, and fast commercial vessels 
could be of important service in carrying out in-theater lift missions for the Department of 
Defen'\f! (DOD) under any rapid mobltizati£ln scenario envisioned and codified by the VISTA 
program, But operational autonomy and sclf*sustainability appear to be essential mission 
objectives for most of the; scenarios discussed .and reviewed by military authorities. Accordingly, 
it is proposed that OOD sponsor the addition of three features critical to self-sustainability und.er 
tbe National Defense Feature{NDF) provisions oflaw. Ihese three features described in more 
detail below are the installed folding ramp system. a reverse osmosis seawater desalination plant. 
and a comparable certified waste'water treatment and disposal system. We believe that 
accomplishment ofthese additions will provide signitic.antly more flexibility andutilit:y of these 
vessels in rapidly responding to the demanding and div!;lrse requirements of national defense 
service. With these features installed. the mobilization period before readiness for DOD service 
in any time of emergency can be reduced to a matter of a few days, 

tn view of the current state qf construction of A616 at 50% completioJ:4 the execution of these 
additions can be completed within the original oonstruction schedule and much more 
economically with the vessel now in the building yard than at any later time post delivery. But to 
accomplish the jndustrial.work re'quired. in·prineipal approval of the program within a budgetary 
ceiling is required as soon as possible. The preliminary design and outline specifications have 
been prepared and detailed design and construction specifICations will be completed within the 
next four weeks. ' 

it is anticipated that at some srutable time after completion, delivery~ and start of A616 
operations in Hawaii HS Alakai will be retrofitted Vlri1h these same features. The exact timing) 
location, and method used in efiecting these additions has not been established. at this time. but 
the industrial work involved ,'liti be conducted under the management and supervisiOll of Austal 
USA. . 
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11- DESCRIPTION AND OlITLINE SCOPE OF WORK 

2.1- Gctu<ralDc~.riplibn: 

F~gmcs 1 & 2 iIJustrale tilt'! A616moditicd t(lIlCIXHUlllociate the foldingr<lmp ~y~tC'll along 
with t he other two features prnpo~~d. Tl-.es!;l latter tv{O wi I~. have a rot nor impact on the 
an'ang¢roe:rltand light-ship weiglllofthevcsscl, hut the addition Qf the ramp v.-il1 affect bOlh 
\veigbtandkngth il[ tr..cship. Table 1 shm,-vs an approximate comparison of the principal 
charactedstlcs of Ati 1 (j ba.'5ed on the prdiminary design developed tu dare ,"omparcd\"ith h~r 
alrt-'-a(!y dt:Hvcred ,!';i~fcr vL-:s::-ci, llS A_Jcdwi 8!ld, fot refer:::nc<;, the w~ry similar Weslpa;: 
Express. It siumlU be IiOlcd that Ih.; rnmp addhiorl \I.itJ-uld ~){Iend the length of A(' 1 (, ahollt20 
lO 7.3 Fe~t O'l.'crHSA/L1kai (wilb a structurally integrated R1ernshelf sUPJ)orHng the mw 
qUilllering ramp) and ,-"ouid add an addilicm.i::ll 60 OOtJnes to the T .fghtshil) We:ght oftbe 
'O'..!sse1. 

Vehicle load capabiliticsmc similar ext:f.1Jt l-iSF has sligbdynlOfc area to accomm(Jdm:::
vehicle~. In ,panicular, HSF can aC(;i)mmodaL~ a range of difftr:cnUoad Ollt. Forcxampic, 

• Suy ker-tj'pe vchides - 38 Can b~ accommoda.ted <m t~ tnaiu d<;ck with space stiU (l.l{ailahle 
ahove anO.Pelo-",' th~ fixed ponionnfthe me:t:lan~l1C deck (over 4000 square feet each). 

• A-fRAP type Hi vcnicks .- 14 can!:>.: accommodated in the center secti~)n oft"rle main d.eck 
t>liih 20 other positions oUtboard tOTsimilru:,sizcd by lighter v. .. ..:ight vehj~Jes as well as above 
and below the fixed por.ien of the .n'le7.7;ar:,ine dc(~k 

• IIp to 50·foot long rigs - '7 0~ &c..1n beaccommodatcd 11) the ccntt'f section with space 
o'Jtbcard and above/below thc:Jxcd portion of the me7J;atlinc deck . 

.. "'~th ~ nortnal feri}"load out of cars only -- 230 c.aa be r:ccomrnodated, 
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2,2- Folding Ramp System: 

As Sho\\'1l in Figure 1.0, the installed folding ramp will be an ahlminum fixed-type and 
located on the starboard quarter. As noted above.- the afte.r dock WI11 be extended about 20 to 
2.3 feet to allow large vehicles to maneuVer both during on-load and off-load and to most: 
expeditiously integrate the quartering romp into the existing ship design, The ramp \viiI be 
deployed and retracted hydraulicaliyv.ith an e1ectro·mec'hanicalsystem very similar to that 
used on ~ We&tpac Express to take advantage ofthe proven ramp operation. on W(;>Jtpac 
Express. As indicated in the Qutline Specification contained in Section III. the ramp system 
will be designed to acoommodate !my vehicle currently used by Westpac Express and HS 
Alakai and will nave a structural strength equal to the same design loading to as the vehicle 
decks of those sister vessels, ' 

2.3- Water Desalination wW Wastewater Treatment 

TIres.e additions consist of commercially available marine certified, package units and will be 
installed in ample port md starboard void spaces in clore proximity to the storage or holding 
tanks already provided for water and wastewater service. nu:: specific units selected are 
described fooher in Section 111. Their provision will permit both mOTe extended voyagl."'.s than 
thUS!; contempiated for Ihe normal Hawaiian servi~ oontedlplated and complete 
independence from any need for shore~side support. ; 

, " 

:l.;" ' 
llI- OUTLINE SPECIFICATIONS 

3 .l- General SVecificatioo for Stern Quartwlng Ramp: 

Table If provides the preliminary specification provided by Austal based on the preliminary 
design conducted to date. Further explanatory and amplifYing notes on this specification are, 
contained below: 

.. The specification details sM-wnln Austal Hull 616 Stern Quartering Ramp D~ign 
Specification Rev 3 are the current requirements'that apply for this modification. The 

:; 
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"'maximum of 17 feef' stated for the limit on ramp loading . applies ""ith a l<f slope on the 
ramp. Note thatthe r~ resting on the pierwilI be designed to allow free motion move 
t:h{ougl:t a range from 12 do\vu to 3° up and titus will not lift off the piers in Ha~'lrii with 
a 17 foot nom.inal drop and a t\m foot surge change. This will be formally included in 
the contract specification. 

• The, detailed design of the ramp and lifting mt!Chani~TIlS will be like the successfully 
deployed stern ramp on West.Pac Express UIlless specificaHy approved by Austill and 
HSF. This espe¢ia11y a.pplies to the loaded and moving parts of the ram.p positioning 
mechanisms. This win be ronnally included in the contrnct speCificatiorL 

• The detailed design of the stern shelf will include provisions for accepting the existing 
Nawiliwili s.hore ramp and pi...1MOO gangway on the stern in an identical rrumner as these 
access ramps are Hnkedto ALAKA1. This will be formally included in. the contract. 
specificati on. 

• Some details are still being finalized, including the type of non~skid to be used (In the 
ramp and me matefial for the wear pads under the ramp where it win contact the pier, 
Austal and HSF are stilI evaluating the Qptimum design for these details but appropriate 
llOll-'s1dd and wear pads win be provided. These will be formally inc! uded in the contract 
specification. 

, The Austal specification notes loads that can be supported on the ramp and stern shelf.. 
r or completeness. il is important to note thaI tnemmp and stern shelf will accommcdate 
the same loads as the center section of the main deck. which is thevehlcle area with 
m.."IXimum design load capability. 

• High strength stanchions support the passenger deck. from the main or vehicle deck. 
Austal is assessing how to move the aft most stanchions (two total) in order to improve 
the turning radius for vehicles enrering the ship via the new ramp. These stancmons 
cannot be removed but need to move forward by at least one frame (4- feet). This "rill be 
formally included in the contract specification. 

• The instaUation will.be in accordance with and under tile inspection and test of the 
classification society {Oermanischer Lloyd) and the US Coast Guard. 

• Other insnulatioll, rest and warranty requirements will be consistent with the overall ship 
specificatiol:l1.md~ which the ship is contracted. 

4 
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Table n Austal Preliminary Specification of A616 Stem Quarter Ramp Design 
Specification Rev.3 Dated ~lan::h 5~ 2008 

General Cagacityand Functional Performanee 

.. The ramp is designed to lower 10 a maximum of 17ft~i.e. 17ft from main deck to pier. 

• The ramp will be a folding design based 00 the concept model pr~nted in Figure 1 

.. The main deck extension shall incorporate a shelf for attaching tile existing shore :ramp at 
NawiliwUi. This e,>..'tension will accommodate the passooge:r boarding rrunpat the same 
location, 

~ The axle load of the ramp shall be the same as the maXimum rude IQad on the main deck. The 
aft romp shall be capable of supporting a WB50 truck (see attached) of maximum 42 toMes or a 
lviR.Aj;I' Cat HI vehicle: 

Length: 26.91 ft (8.20 m) 

Width: 8.5 it (2.59 m) 

Height: 13.011 (3.96 m) 

Weighc 45,320 lbs (20,556.8;0 kg) 

Assuming one fronr axle Cll1i1rwo aft and using 7.5 feet center to cenTer on e.ach axle aM 18 feet 
front te rear, . 

'--_______________ ~""""__~ __ ,~_-,-~_~--~-....-.-.J 
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Ta.ble n (Contd.) 

General Pbl:siea] Description 
An aluminum Stem Ramp shall be provided complete with the followmg equipment: 

• HandrailEt Jts required by dass and flag 
• Anti-slip surface. 
" Flap at tip of ramp to allow fOf ramp movement, 
.. ZOOmm kerb 
.. Hydraulically or electrically actiVated securing dogs. 
• Rais;e or lower the ramp in no more than lZ0 seconds:. 
• Hinge sets ""ilI:! bushes. grease nipples and 2205 SS pins. 
• Ramp will operate between -12 and +3deg from the main deck 
• Ratnp will not cany vehides unless supported at pier. 
• Replaceable stainless steel wear plate at ramp end . 
.. Safety straps are to be rope . 
.. The vessel is to be supplied with one set of primary ramp wires complete with test 

certificates. 
The Stem Ramp Preliminary dimensions: 

- ~ 8 meters long from the binge point to the r.amp f1 ap ti p. 
- 35m minimum clear widths, " 

6 
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Table II (Contd.) 

Normal OJ!Cra.tioB 
" The ramp is raised and] o,",,"ered using a wire system. There will be nvo wire drums 
mounted on a common shaft driven by an electric motor. The second stage ofthe tamp ",in be 
pulled into its operating position either \vitb. at fixed wire or by a hydraulic system. 
" An alann will be activated when the ramp is being raised or lowered 
• The use of either hydraulic or electric lifting equipment shall be (".Qnfumed based on limits in 
vessel's existing electric andlor hydraulic. power supplies. \.'\'ith changes to the ramp design, or 
necessary up grades provided to each system if appropriate. 

Emer~encI,.QeEration 

The ship win be provided with two lifting points so that in case oftatal hydraulic. or mechanical 
failure the ramp can be raised or lowered using chain blocks. 

Control 
Tbemain aft ramp shall operate manually from the control station that will be located Qn th~ 
starhoard aft mooring deck. The control :station wiH have a hinged cover to protect the control 
levers from water jet spray. Tbe faInp primary and 5eC{lndary wnU"Qls will be located in the 
control station. Operatiooindication shan be provided in the bridge as required by Class and flag. 
Operation of the ramp shaH have limited automation. 

3.2~ ~ Spec!fu:miQn for F~em· Water Generating System: 

• A VilJage Marine PW8000 ao Desalinization unit is proposed hy Austal and accepted by 
HSF. Additional description is provided in Table HI. 

• This system is . selected bc;:cause of its reliable use in Navy and Coast Guard ships 

• The unit comes: with apr~~n1ter to extend the lifeofthe membranes.' 

• This 84x48x36 inch unit 'Win be installed in the port huH in void #6 just fonl;'ard of the 
fre·s,h water tank that is in void #8. This space is open and provides ample access for 
maintenance, TIle fresh water tank in void #8 is above a fuel delivery tank and also 
provides an oplionallocation jf during detailed· design that space would arrange heuer. 
Given the added weight aft for other moditic:ations the more forward location is 
preferab Ie, 

II The unit operates on 440 'volt power available on the ship. One of the t\.Y'O generator 
:t:'OQn'lS is immediately aft in void #10. 

• The installation will be .in accordance with and under the inspection and test of the 
classification society (Germanischer Lloyd) and. the US Coast Guard. 

• Other installation, test.and warranty requirements wUl be consistent with the overall ship 
specification under which the ship is contracted. 

7 
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Table III Austal Provided Description of\VaterGenerating System . 
,. Manufacturer- Village Marine Tec™ 
., Process- Reverse OSII1osis 
.. Capacity from Seawater - GPH- 333.3 

t\oelDay~ 19,000 
.. Powel" Supply- 440v AC 
.. Power Demand· 15 HP 
.. Dil1"leDsions- L g4·' L x W 34" x H 3S' 
-Weight- 1.000 Ibs • 
.. AC'.cessories~ UV Steriljzer (no chemicals carried) 

Water Tester 
Cruise Kit 
Media Filter (probable) 

.. Enhanced Features: 
• Sea Strainer prevents large particles irom entering into me sys tern . 
... :3! 6 SS Pte-filtration lIousings deliver 200 sq. ft. of filtering area offering more 
filtration. than competitors systems and maximum membrane life . 
.. Ceramic Plunger Thanium PUlnp belt driven for low vibration and noise with 
excellent corrosion resistance. Lifetime guarantee on pump head. 10 original owner. 
• Boost Pump provides up to 60 psi of boast pressure to the filtration system . 
.. StIDnJess Steel,. Glycerin Filled Pressure Gauges accurately reads pressure at ruiers, 
pump and product. 
• AU 316 S5 lligh Pressure Piping for superior duty Ute • 
• Standard Sized· Membranes are factory tested for high quality and are easy to replace. 
'" Brine Water HOVl'ffieter measures brilit:: flow output in gallons per unnute for simple 
diagnostic cheeks of system efficiency . 
.. Product Flowmeter to easily monitor gallcmsi hour ofvrater being produced. 
• Automatic Diversmn Valve diverts ~'3.ter to discharge if water quality drops below 
acceptable standards, 
.. Digital Water Quality Monitor displays ppm TDS of product water output. Also 
dispJays temperature and total hours for accurate service logs. 
.. Non-corrosive. Aluminum, Powder~ted Fl"atl1.e . 
.. One~YearWarranty wiiliLifetime Guaranteed FRP Ptessme Vessels. 
• Freshwater flush system cKtcndslife of membranes without 'Use of preservatives. 

8 
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l_2~ Gent7fai ~cificmi(lll..fur Maine $anitltion $v§tem: 

.. A.n ORCA UA.. 50Q sewage treatment system is proposed by Austal :and is the baseline 
design equipment. Additional description is: provided in Table IV. 

• The ORCA 500 is rated at 15.000 gallons per day and operates 00 440 vdt power that is 
available on the :ship. 

.. Th~SI::: systerns are U.s. Coast GuardilMO and I.e Certified. Tbe basis system utilizes 
5% chlorine solution for disinfection but has an option for an llUtomatic cblorine 
generation systeml \\'hich HSF ms agree:<l to include. 

• lms 88.1x4ili1:74.$ inch unit \\111 he installed in the starboard hull in void #S just forward 
of the black and. grey tank that is in void #7. This space is open and provides ample 
ac~ess for maintenance. tire black. md gIey tm1k in void #7 is above a fuel delivery tank 
and also provides an optional location if during detailed design that space would arrange 
better. Given the.added weight aft for ot.ber rroditications tbe more forward location is 
preferable. 

• The unn disassembles into three modules for shipping and instaUation. 

• The installation will be iuaccordance with and under the insp«~'li(!n a.nd test of the 
classification society (Germanischet Lloyd) and the US Coast Guard. 

I! Other imtallaUont test and warranty requirements will be consistent VIoitb the overaU ship 
specification under whk:h the ship is cunU't\Ctcd. 

• Note: The system was selected by AustaI because it has support on the US mainland. 
HSF and Austal are also evaluating an alternative unit similar to the one installed on. 
WestPac Express. That unit has a proven sU(;ctSsful servi.cc reoord and is still being 
considered as an alternative while Austal coofmns the operating history of the ORCA 
units. The technical specit'ieations noted above would be retained even if the diff~nl 
ma.nufacturer were selected. fer better maintenance performance. 

Tab!e IV - Austal Provided DeScription of Marine Sanitation System 

• Manufacturer & Type~ ORCA,:j).l IlA MSD Model 500 
• Process-- Type II Physical r Chemical (Maceration I Sedimentation I Disin.fection) 
10 Capacity- 15,000 GPD A.verage 

90D GPM 8 Sec. Surge 
• Power Supplyr 440v AC 
• Power Deroand- S.w KW l7.0 HP 
• Dimensions- - L 88.1" Lx W 40~ x H 74.5" 
.. Weight~ 2,600 lbs 
• Enhanced 'Features.- Automatic C[2 Addition Selected 

Others: TBD 
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IV- Preliminary Budgetary Cost & Schedule Estimate 

4.1. Cost Estimate~ 

Based on the de ... ign work done to date HSF and Austal U,S. believe that the previous estimate of 
$5 Million that we discussed. y,ith Mr. ]Caskin in other officials in the DOD will be sufficient to 
exeeute an of the NDF work described herein; The major portion ofthis sum will be ell.'pended 
on executing the modifications to A616 , including lengthening of the vessel to accommodate 
access and egress of la.rge vehi¢les .and in manufacturing and installing the telescoping ramp 
itself:. When design is completed in approximately 4 \1\<'¢eks, HSF is prepared provide a .Inote 

detailed cost proposal along with a detailed scope of work. However! in vie\>,' of (he importance 
of this installation and the fact that construction of A616 is weU llndenvay with current 
construction progress at about SOOA, HSF is prepared to ooDllIlit to this: budgetary estimate at this 
time. 

4,2 Schedule: 

Assuming that DOD indiWltes that this proposal .is accepted in principle and provides reasonable 
assurance that funding wiU be available to Al.lstal for accomplishing the \\i'lOrk described within 
the next 3 months, "vve are confident that aU of the scope can be completed by the scheduled 
deHvery of A6.16 in february 2009. 

403 Ration§le Fgf Sole Source Procurement: 

We understand that a convincing sole-source justification must be tendered by DOD in order to 
facilitate an expedited decision and commitment to a suitable contract. In tlw.t regard~ the 
following arguments are offered for consideration: 

L The seoond Hawaii Superferry vessel. Hull 616. is scheduled for delivery in February 
2009. When delivered on that date. the vessel together with its already operational sister ship HS 
Alafwi win be the largest, most capable commercial high speed U.S.-flag vessels avaiJable "'1m 
thecnpabHity to carry large payloads of passengers and heavy vehicles. W1th the addition ofilie 
proposed National ~efense Features~ the vessel will provide nev.~ :much needed militruy logistics 
capability in the U.S. commercial n~t that can be called into service by the military on very 
short nonce, This would be a. prime example of the Secretary of the Navy's desire to find ways 
to levemgethe USAlag commercial fleet to provide more support in meeting defense logistics 
requirements and could be accomplished ~ vety little cost to the Govemment. HSF has already 
committed to place both Ilfits vessels under the aegis of the VISTA program so that either can be 
made available on very short notice in the event mobilization and call-up. 

2- The plan to acoomplish the NDF features proposed at the cummt stage of construction 
ofhuU 616 is by fur the most efficient and least costly approach~ since the major modifications to 
the stem needed to acoommodate the ramp can be made \.'!lith minimal impact on existing 
structure. AcoomplisIunem of the significant stmctural and mechanical cbanges required after 

_ delivery would impose considerabJe added time and cost in rip-out of the then-existing structure 
and eitller delay the commencement of cOlmneroial service Of disrupt HSF's Hawaiian service at 
some later time. ~ 

10 
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llDF l'9roposal to US DOD 

3- The vessels themselves are both ver)' similar to WestPac Express. The designwbuilder, 
Austal. has both the unique in-depth knowledge and experience to accomplish the type of 
installation required based oullS knowledge of the design and the rule!> and standards used in the 
construction of these ve$Sels along with 100 bighly successful tamp addition that it made on 
\VestPac Express before that vessers charter to MSC. 

4- Accomplisbmentofthe design. construction. installation, and test of the ramp system 
on Superferry Hull 616, will provide Austal with unique capabjIity to manage the subsequent 
refit of A lakai. HSY'iS flfSt vessel currently itrservice, at minimal disruption to that vessel's 
commercial service. Although the !ocationfor accomplishing this refit has not been finalized at 
this time. it is intended that M a minimuul Austal would serve as prime c(}n~"tOr for the work 
required~ supervise the rip-outs required" build certain critical sections· of the new structure. 
supervise aU of the industrial work necessary in effecting the additions, purchase and kit tbe 
mechanical installation and other outfit, and supervise the testing of the NDF additions to the 
specifications and USCG High Speed Vesse! Rules. 

11 
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Optional other auachments ............................. .. 
ALAKAI With Small N1R.AP & STRYKER Load 

- 38 positions depending on actual size and 
within overall load limitations 

ALAKAI With Large MRAPS 

'I'-~'" 
Z ,.. .•• 
r i 

~ j 

: \ , , 
, " 

-14 positions in center lanes support 7.5 tonnesiaxle; 
other 20 positions support 6 tannes/axle 

within overall load limitations 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov 
Wednesday, February 18, 2009 10:13 PM 
ENETestimony 
andrea@malamakauai.org 
Testimony for S8989 on 2/18/2009 1:15:00 PM 

Testimony for ENE/TIA 2/18/2009 1:15:00 PM SB989 

Conference room: 224 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Andrea Brower 
Organization: Malama Kaua'i 
Address: 4900 Kuawa Road Kilauea) HI. 
Phone: 808-828-0685 
E-mail: andrea@malamakauai.org 
Submitted on: 2/18/2009 

Comments: 

LAlI 

This policy once again abuses each of your valuable time and our tax payer money to benefit a 
single company - a company that has already proven to be economically nonviable and have 
dramatic negative environmental impacts. 

Contrary to DOT's testimony) this bill does NOT add to the public's time to comment on the 
Act 2 'EIS' - a process that is flawed at its very origins. 

The unfunded expenses of this total project are quickly approaching $10 million dollars 
overbudget. This is appalling) especially during these times of budget cuts to critically 
needed social services. 

The corruption and unlawful process behind the Superferry has begun to be exposed - isnrnt it 
time for our lawmakers to say enough already?! 
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mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov 
Wednesday, February 18, 2009 9:01 PM 
EN ETestimony 
kauaibrad@hotmail.com 
Testimony for S8989 on 2/18/2009 1: 15:00 PM 

Testimony for ENE/TIA 2/18/2009 1:15:00 PM SB989 

Conference room: 224 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Brad Parsons 
Organization: Individual 
Address: Hanalei~ HI 96722 
Phone: 
E-mail: kauaibrad@hotmail.com 
Submitted on: 2/18/2009 

Comments: 
Honorable Committee Members: 

LATE 

This proposal is not entirely unexpected as it was mentioned in the final report of the 
Lingle-DOT controlled Oversight Taskforce Committee. But~ why are not any of the other 
recommendations of the OTF Final Report included in this bill for which the Lingle 
Administration is again lobbying the Legislature? 

Consistent with the 'closed class of one' nature of Act 2 and DOT's exclusive operating 
agreement with HSF~ this measure changes the playing field in mid-course to benefit one 
company to the detriment of any other potential 'large capacity ferry vessel' company~ just 
so DOT can have the convenience of more time to finish the Act 2 'EIS.' Contrary to DOT's 
testimony~ this bill does NOT add to the public's time to comment on the Act 2 'EIS.' 

The saga and tangled web they weave continues to develop. Meanwhile the unfunded expenses of 
this total project are quickly approaching $10 million dollars overbudget~ at the same time 
that Hawaii schoolkids are asked to do with less in the schools. 

HSF has actually already proven itself unviable and will continue to be so because the 
vessel's operational design is not properly matched to the distances and conditions between 
the Hawaiian Islands. 

Enough is enough. The Legislature should stop assisting the Lingle Administration with this 
private concession boondoggle. The Lingle Administration has already been given everything 
they need for this project to succeed or not on it's own. 

We call upon the Senators to make a statement of righteousness and reject this unnecessary 
bill SB 989. 

Mahalo~ 

Brad Parsons 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov 
Thursday, February 19, 2009 7:27 AM 
ENETestimony 
scottmijares@yahoo.com 
Testimony for 58989 on 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM 

Testimony for ENE/TIA 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM SB989 

Conference room: 225 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Scott Mijares 
Organization: Individual 
Address: 2889 Kalihiwai Rd Kilauea) HI 96754 
Phone: 808-652-7113 
E-mail: scottmijares@yahoo.com 
Submitted on: 2/19/2009 

Comments: 

tAlE 

I am submitting testimony written by Brad Parsons. I agree with everything he has written and 
would have liked to put it in my own words but time would not allow. We are facing tremendous 
fiscal challenges here in Hawaii and I do not see how we can afford to continue to spend 
money on it while other citizens are suffering (education & elderly especially). 

"This proposal is not entirely unexpected as it was mentioned in the final report of the 
Lingle-DOT controlled Oversight Taskforce Committee. But) why are not any of the other 
recommendations of the OTF Final Report included in this bill for which the Lingle 
Administration is again lobbying the Legislature?" 

"Consistent with the 'closed class of one' nature of Act 2 and DOT's exclusive operating 
agreement with HSF) this measure changes the playing field in mid-course to benefit one 
company to the detriment of any other potential 'large capacity ferry vessel' company) just 
so DOT can have the convenience of more time to finish the Act 2 'EIS.' Contrary to DOT's 
testimony) this bill does NOT add to the public's time to comment on the Act 2 'EIS.' 

"The saga and tangled web that they weave continues to develop. Meanwhile the unfunded 
expenses of this total project are quickly approaching $10 million dollars overbudget) at the 
same time that Hawaii schoolkids are asked to do with less in the schools." 

"HSF has actually already proven itself unviable and will continue to be so because the 
vessel's operational design is not properly matched to the distances and conditions between 
the Hawaiian Islands." 

"Enough is enough. The Legislature should stop assisting the Lingle Administration with this 
private concession boondoggle. The Lingle Administration has already been given everything 
they need for this project to succeed or not on it's own." 

We call upon the Senators to make a statement of righteousness and reject this unnecessary 
Bill SB 989. 

Scott Mijares 
Kilauea Hawaii 
808-652-7113 
scottmijares@yahoo.com 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

mailinglist@capitol.hawaiLgov 
Thursday, February 19, 20097:19 AM 
ENETestimony 
lokahipath2@live,com 
Testimony for S8989 on 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM 

Testimony for ENE/TIA 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM SB989 

Conference room: 225 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Hope Kallai 
Organization: Individual 
Address: 
Phone: 
E-mail: lokahipath2@live.com 
Submitted on: 2/19/2009 

Comments: 
19 February 2009 

Hope Kallai 
POB 655 
Kilauea, HI 96754 
Lokahipath2@live.com 

RE: Request for preparation of 

Supplemental EIS for the Hawaii Superferry Inc 

Aloha Committee Members: 

LATE 

I am hereby requesting the preparation of a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement on 
the large capacity, high-speed wave-piercing catamaran known as the Hawaii Superferry Inc. 
(HSF) project, due to significant changes in the project, as proposed. The original proposal 
supports harbor improvements (including ramps) and related impacts of large-capacity RO/RO 
PAX ferry travelling between the main Hawai'ian Islands of Kaua'i, 'Oahu, Maui and Hawai'i 
Island. In the DEIS, it states ramps will be used, that all wastewater will be hauled away 
daily from the ship while docked in Honolulu Harbor. Water tanks will be filled daily from 
the dockside water supply. Rubbish is scheduled to be separated for recycling. 

In Proposal to United States Department of Defense for the outfit of National Defense 
Features (NDF) on Hawaii Superferry's High Speed Catamaran (CA616JJ Now Building at Austal USA, 
by Hawaii Superferry, Inc., dated March ii, 2008 HSF requests approximately $5 million 
federal funding for three modifications on the second ferry being built for the operational 
autonomy and self-sustainability requirements of the mission objectives of military 
authorities. At that point in time (March, 2008), the second hull, A616, was about 50% 
completed at the Austal shipyard in Mobile, Alabama. Proposed refits included: 
1. Stern-mounted folding ramp system 
2. Reverse osmosis desalination seawater plant 
3. Wastewater treatment and disposal system (15,000 gallons/day) 
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The modifications will add 20-23 feet to the overall hull length of the ship and an 
additional 60 tonnes and require some structural alterations. The ramp system, with the 
desalination and wastewater plant, will have complete independence from shore-side support. 

According to the proposal, vehicle load capabilities are expected to be similar to the Alakai 
except the new ship A616 will have slightly larger vehicle decks (4000 square feet each) 
which can accommodate a different range of loads: 

• 38 Stryker-type vehicles on main deck (with more room above and below) 
• 14 MRAP III vehicles in the center section of main deck with 20 lighter vehicles 
outboard 
• 7 or 8 up to 50 feet long rigs in the center section with space outboard 

Or 230 regular cars. After Hull 616 starts business, HSF intends to retrofit the Alakai with 
the same features, with minimal impact planned to the vessel's commercial service 

These alterations are significant and must be considered through the Supplemental EIS process 
for both the new hull, A61A, and the retrofit of the Alakai. There are different impacts 
that must be discussed. These alterations, performed with federal funding, must be 
considered under NEPA and ESA. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov 
Thursday, February 19, 2009 5:15 PM 
ENETestimony 
gentlewave@hawaii.rr.com 
Testimony for 88989 on 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM 

Testimony for ENE/TIA 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM SB989 

Conference room: 225 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: David H Dinner 
Organization: Individual 
Address: P.O. Box 942 HI 
Phone: 808 639-7845 
E-mail: gentlewave@hawaii.rr.com 
Submitted on: 2/19/2009 

Comments: 

LATE 

This financial drain on the State's resources in the name of one enterprise has gone on too 
long. Please do not earmark any further funds for the Hawaii Superferry. Resist their 
powerful lobby and do what is right for the citizens of Hawaii. Millions of taxpayer dollars 
have lined the pockets of the developers while providing an essentially unprofitable and 
unsatisfactory service to the State while damaging our natural resources. 
Mahalo for your consideration. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov 
Thursday, February 19, 2009 1 :07 PM 
ENETestimony 
juanwilson@mac.com 
Testimony for S8989 on 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM 

Testimony for ENE/TIA 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM SB989 

Conference room: 225 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Juan Wilson 
Organization: www.lslandBreath.org 
Address: PO Box 949 Hanapepe 
Phone: 808-335-0733 
E-mail: juanwilson@mac.com 
Submitted on: 2/19/2009 

Comments: 

LATE 

The first ACT-2 was unconstitutional and will likely be overturned by the Hawaii Supreme 
Court. This legislation will only continue the disaster ot our economy and environment that 
is embodied in the operation of the Superferry. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

mailinglist@capitol.hawaiLgov 
Thursday, February 19, 2009 12:01 PM 
ENETestimony 
lokahipath2@live.com 
Testimony for S8989 on 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM 

Testimony for ENE/TIA 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM SB989 

Conference room: 225 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Hope Kallai 
Organization: Individual 
Address: POB 655 Kilauea HI 
Phone: 808-828-6367 
E-mail: lokahipath2@live.com 
Submitted on: 2/19/2009 

Comments: 

LATE 

Aloha Committee Members: I respectfully request you to reject SB989. There are many 
problems with the original Act 2 SSSLH 2ee7 and it cannot be extended. The Hawaii 
Superferry is not in compliance with the original Act: 
1. A-1 No NMFS observers have been collecting whale data. The HSF maintains no 
observers were available yet the over 26e long-line tuna fishing trips were observed by NMFS 
observers in Hawaii in 2008. Act 2 A-1 requests that the NMFS observers currently reside in 
Hawaii. This geographic exclusivity is not a legal hiring criteria for federal hiring 
practices and is probably in violation of OSHA. Due to the scientific data collection 
criteria, these tasks are not appropriate for crew members to perform. 
2. A-2 The whales and waters of the Hawaiian Islands Humpback Whale National Marine 
Sanctuary have not been avoided. Master of the Vessel logs submitted to the legislature 
through the Oversight Task Force Minutes and Reports document some extremely close encounters 
with whales, one at 31 knots. Route decisions must include whale safety and honor the 
protection of the management objectives of the sanctuary. Perhaps better data review and/or 
aerial surveys would help avoid areas of high densities of whales, possibly incorporating 
whale watching boat and tourist helicopter sightings through sanctuary data collection. 
3. A-3 In addition to whatever whale lookouts the company may post, two NMFS observers 
are required. Most able bodied seamen (AB) are not qualified wildlife biologists and cannot 
be expected to add data collection and statistical reports as part of their job duties. 
4. A-4 The recommended 5ee meter whale avoidance distance has not been honored. The 
HIHWNMS recommended 1e0 yard distance has been violated on many occasions. This is whale 
harassment and must be considered for the overall impact to a reproductive population of 
endangered species. 
5. A-5 Radar is not being used. Bow mounted night vision glasses are being implemented 
because the crew members were getting tired. Un-tested technology is being relied upon 
during night time conditions. Whale avoidance mitigation measures are not successful, yet 
night and low-light trips are being allowed throughout protected waters. Perhaps if 
qualified wildlife biologists were being used, they would bring the appropriate field 
equipment. 
6. A-6 Whale observers should be documenting whale behavior, not the Master of the 
Vessel (captain). Captain's reports should include vessel speed, weather, route, etc. NMFS 
whale observers' data should include on whale behavior, numbers, age class and other 
important biological data and the whale's response to the boat. The data must go to qualified 
marine mammal experts at NMFS and the HIHWNMS, not the Director of Transportation and the 
Chairperson of the Board of Natural Resources. 
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7. A-7 Most crew members are not avian biologists specializing in Endangered Species 
and Migratory Birds~ their identification and the applicable laws. Perhaps NMFS observers 
can be used or USFWS observers. These are protected birds and must be given full 
consideration under federal and international laws. 
8. B-l~ B-2 The DEIS~ as prepared~ has conflicting information. Modifications of the 
second ship~ A616~ have changed the water source ability and the destination of the 
wastewater. Onboard wastewater treatment is a significant alteration of these criteria. 
These modifications need to be addressed in a Supplemental EIS. 
9. C-3 Traffic alone cannot determine the timing of the Superferry departures. Wise 
and informed biological information must be considered~ and the long-range priorities of the 
state. 
10. D-l~ D-2 A better security plan is required for the safety of passengers and the 
overall environment of the state. More security should be required than just off-duty cops 
controlling traffic. An integrated fire suppression plan needs to be developed. 
11. E-l~ E-2 Agricultural screenings have never been 100%. Screening still allowed 
dirty truck transport. Screeners can only request to check luggage~ coolers and vehicles~ 
not the person. Anything that can be carried on the body~ in pockets~ can be brought on the 
ship and transported to another island. DoA screeners need to be present every voyage~ like 
at the airport. 
12. E-4 Advance notification will only affect a certain percentage of the population. 
Notification is not prevention~ nor does it obviate the kuleana. 
13. E-5 Dirty is in the eye of the beholder and is subjective. Dark and low-light 
inspections will not reveal the same as day light inspections. Many invasive species 
cautions are extremely small and will not be visibly found at an inspection. 
14. E-6 The living plants and propagative plant parts and roots criteria is confusing. 
Can ginger root be transported? Bought ginger and olena? How about Kahili ginger (an 
invasive species seriously affecting Koke'e habitats)? Would the employee be able to tell 
the difference? The intention is understandable~ but application and enforcement is 
confusing. 
15. E-16 Disposal of confiscated pests and plants needs to be addressed. 
16. E-18 This criteria needs to include federal authorities~ officials~ agents or 
contractors. This serious omission needs immediate correction to facilitate accountability 
of the HSF to the US Coast Guard. 
17. F-2~ F-3 Transportation of any live aquatic or marine organism needs serious 
consideration. Freshwater Tahitian prawns are suspected as being able to host the rat 
lungworm nematode and extremely cautionary measures need to be taken to prevent the spread of 
this potentially deadly meningitis disease. 
18. F-4~ F-6 Perhaps the state or counties are not the appropriate ones to make cultural 
recommendations. These criteria might be more respectful if a culturally appropriate person 
or organization provided the information~ not a government agency. 
19. Does the non transport of logs and limbs refer to cultural objects such as kala'au or 
lomi sticks? 
20. G-l Are special agricultural transport rates or tariffs allowable over a non-Jones 
Act compliant vessel (loading barge Manaiakalani)? Is this really in the public need and 
consistent with the stated objectives of the company? Would this take re-application to the 
PUC? 
21. G-2 This company is not in compliance with the Rapid Risk Assessment. This company 
has not made information available on a timely basis as stated in the Auditor~s Report and as 
mandated by the Marine Mammal Protection Act. They have not applied for the Incidental Take 
Permit (ITP) and Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) as stated in the DEIS. They are not in 
compliance and must not be treated as such. 

Thank you in advance for considering these serious implications to extending this flawed Act 
2 and unanimously rejecting it. 

Hope Kallai 
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Rock Riggs 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Robert D. Harris [robertharris@mac.com] 
Monday, February 16, 2009 1:48 PM 
Sen. Mike Gabbard; Sen. Gary Hooser; Sen. J. Kalani English 
Rock Riggs 
Sierra Club Comments Regarding SB 989 (Superferry) 

Aloha Senators English, Gabbard, and Hooser: 

LATE 

While the Sierra Club stills questions the necessity of SB 989 (extending Act 2 related to the Superferry), we suggest considering the following 
amendments to expressly increase the environmental protections specified in Act 2. Specifically, with regards to invasive species: 

• A more thorough inspection of vehicles prior to departure for mud on tires and undercarriages. Trollied mirrors for inspecting the 
undercarriages of vehicles and high-powered flashlights for inspections at night should be utilized to more effectively locate and remove 
dirt and mud. 

• A high-powered pressure wash system on the premises to remove mud from vehicles prior to loading. 

• A high-powered vacuum system on the premises to remove dirt and other debris form vehicles prior to loading. 

• A pre-boarding email or pre-recorded phone call reminding passengers about the stringent mud-free vehicle requirements. 

• Hidden-camera surveillance and other random assessments of the inspections process, screened by a third party, should be utilized to 
ensure continued inspection vigilance. 

• The use of boot scrubbers should be not only encouraged but required by every passenger before boarding. 

• Funding of an inspection facility at all major destination points. 

With regards to whale impacts: 

• A speed of 25 knots or less should be maintained during the designated whale season, regardless of whether a ferry is operating inside or 
outside of Sanctuary waters. 

• The 500-meter distance requirement between a ferry and any sighted whales should be evaluated by the Administration and, if needed, 
increased. 

• The possibility and effectiveness of using night-vision technology to detect whales should be thoroughly studied using scientifically 
accepted methods before being relied upon. 

• Until the effectiveness of radar and bow-mounted cameras is proven, the Ferry should focus on visual detection in order to avoid 
encounters with whales during the daytime. 

• An alternate route should be considered and evaluated during non-daytime voyages during whale season. 

Thank you for your consideration of these suggestions. 

Mahalo nui loa, 
Robert D. Harris 
Director 
Sierra Club, Hawai'i Chapter 
(808) 538.6616 (office) 
(808) 537.9019 (fax) 
www.hi.sierraclub.org 

~ Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov 
Thursday, February 19, 2009 9: 12 PM 
ENETestimony 
lindapascatore@earthlink.net 

Subject: Testimony for S8989 on 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM 

Testimony for ENE/TIA 2/19/2009 2:45:00 PM SB989 

Conference room: 225 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Linda Pascatore 
Organization: Individual 
Address: PO Box 949, 3769 Akea Road Hanpepe, HI 
Phone: 808-335-0742 
E-mail: lindapascatore@earthlink.net 
Submitted on: 2/19/2009 

Comments: 
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