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TESTIMONY ON SENATE BILL NO. 1175, RELATING TO NONJUDICIAL 
FORECLOSURE. 

TO THE HONORABLE ROSALYN H. BAKER, CHAIR, AND MEMBERS OF THE 
COMMITTEE: 

The Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs ("Department") appreciates 

the opportunity to testify regarding Senate Bill No. 1175, Relating to Nonjudicial 

Foreclosure. My name is Stephen Levins, and I am the Executive Director of the Office 

of Consumer Protection ("OCP"), representing the Department. 

Senate Bill No. 11715 seeks to repeal authorization for nonjudicial power of sale 

foreclosure as contained in a mortgage instrument pursuant to section 667-5, Hawaii 

Revised Statutes, and requires a foreclosing mortgagee to utilize either the judicial 

foreclosure process or statutory power of sale foreclosure process containing additional 
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consumer protections found in part II of chapter 667, Hawaii Revised Statutes. 

The Department believes that the committee should defer action on this 

measure. Although the mortgage foreclosure task force discussed the possibility of 

amending part II of chapter 667, of the Hawaii Revised Statutes, during its meetings, it 

ultimately determined that in view of the complexity of the issues associated with 

possible revisions to part II, it deemed it more appropriate to defer a thorough review 

until the 2011 calendar year. For that reason it was not included in the task force's 

proposed legislation, as reflected in Senate Bills Nos. 652 and 1074. See, pages 13-14 

of the preliminary report of the mortgage foreclosure task force. 

It is the intention of the chairperson of the task force to ask the task force to 

thoroughly examine this issue during its 2011 meetings. 

Thank you for providing me with the opportunity to testify on Senate Bill 

No. 1175. I will be happy to answer any questions that the committee members may 

have. 
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Bill No. and Title: Senate Bill No. 1175, Relating to Non-judicial Foreclosures. 

Purpose: Repeals authorization for non-judicial power of sale foreclosure as contained in a 
mortgage instrument pursuant to section 667-5, HRS, and requires a foreclosing mortgagee to 
utilize either the judicial foreclosure process of the statutory power of sale process containing 
additional consumer protections found in part II of chapter 667, HRS; makes conforming 
amendments. 

Judiciary's Position: 

The Judiciary expresses no opinion about the intent or pilrpose of this bill but is 
concerned to the extent that the bill could increase the Judiciary's caseload and impact our 
operations, without providing additional funding and resources. 

It is our understanding that approximately 75% to 90% offoreclosures are currently 
proceeding non-judicially. See, for example, attached Honolulu Star Bulletin article dated 
March 22, 2009 which was attached to the Preliminary Report of the Mortgage Foreclosure 
Task Force to the Legislature for the Regular Session of 20 11 (indicating that non-judicial 
foreclosures account for at least 75% of foreclosure proceedings.) A recent report indicates that 
the total number of foreclosure filings for January through December 2010 in Hawai'i was 
14,224. See attached StarAdvertiser article dated January 14, 2011 (citing statistics from 
RealtyTrac). During this same time period, there were 1,331 judicial foreclosure filings state­
wide. Ifthe RealtyTrac report includes both judicial and non-judicial foreclosures (which 
appears to be the case), approximately 12,893 cases or 90% of foreclosure cases proceeded non­
judicially last year. 
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We also understand that most of these non-judicial foreclosures have been proceeding 
pursuant to the process outlined in H.R.S. § 667-5 (as opposed to Part II ofH.R.S. Chapter 667). 
If the non-judicial foreclosure process pursuant to H.R.S. § 667-5 were eliminated, applying the 
statistics from the Star Advertiser article dated January 14, 2011, the number of our cases could 
increase approximately 10 times.! (It is also important to note that Hawai'i has a larger share of 
condominiums and time share units compared to other states, which are also foreclosed upon, 
thereby adding to our case volume.) 

Consequently, ifthis measure were to pass, additional funds and resources will be critical 
to enable the Judiciary to properly resolve the influx of judicial foreclosure filings. In view of 
the cuts the Judiciary has already taken and furlough days, it is important to stress how much this 
increase in our caseload will compromise our ability to expeditiously administer justice and 
serve the public not only in foreclosure cases but in our other cases as well. 

An example of how this measure would adversely impact our service to the public can be 
seen by examining the judicial filings in MauL In the Second Circuit, approximately 710 felony 
criminal cases were filed last fiscal year. The four Circuit Court judges in Maui handle these 
cases, in addition to the domestic abuse jury trials, drug court, probation violations, and 
approximately 920 civil cases that were filed last year. A total of 1,977 cases were filed in the 
Circuit Court ofthe Second Circuit last fiscal year. From January to December 20'10, there were 
approximately 288 judicial foreclosure cases in MauL If this measure were to pass without 
providing for additional resources, this would significantly increase the number of judicial 
foreclosure filings and impede the Judiciary's ability to properly handle its caseload. As the 
attached January 13,2011 Star Advertiser article indicates, "more than halfthe properties 
affected by foreclosure were on the neighbor islands." With criminal cases taking priority due to 
Constitutional requirements, the other cases would be delayed, further protracting the processing 
time. This is also complicated by the nature of foreclosure proceedings, which are often 
relatively complex. 

Finally, in order to address the increased case load, the Judiciary would need to receive 
approval and appropriations for additional judges, staff, and courtrooms, as well as for other 
administrative support. There would also be a delay in start up time, because even if those funds 
were allocated this Legislative session, it would still take time to hire staff for the new positions. 
Even with immediate attention, it would be an extensive length oftime before the system could 
accommodate the change. The Judiciary, therefore, has serious concerns about the impact this 
change would have on its functions and capabilities in serving the public. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on Senate Bill No. 1175. 

1 Please note that the numbers in our testimony are simply estimates, based on certain information recently gathered 
in a preliminary attempt to assess the potential impact on the Judiciary. 
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~tar9.~Sducrtiscr 
Foreclosure filings 
hit new high 

Figures show 38 percent more Hawaii 
properties were affected last year compared 
with 2009 

By Andrew Gomes 
POSTED: 01:30 a.m. HST, Jan 13, 2011 

Lenders pursued or completed foreclosure against a 
record number of HawaII properties last year. 

There were 12,425 properties statewide affected by 
foreclosure last year, whIch was 38 percent more than 
the 9,002 properties In 2009 ,md more than triple the 
3,525 properties In 2008, according to Ihe lalest 
report from RealtyTrac, a real estate data company. 
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Most of the properties were homes, though ReeltyTrac 
doesn't exclude commercIal real estate from Its 
foreclosure data. If all the properties affected by 
foreclosure were homes, the total lest year would 
represent 2.42 percent of all homes In the state, up 
from 1.8 percent the year before. 

The growing number reflects the state's continuing 
struggle with economIc recovel)!, and has strained 
families. 

But so far foreclosures haven't reached epidemic 
proportions seen In stat •• such as Nevada, Arizona 
and Florida. 

"We've been relaUvl;!ly fortunate," saId Jon Mann, B 

Honolulu real eslate agenl "We haven~ really been 
Impacted as significantly as some mainland markets." 

HawaII's foreclosure level was close to the national 
average - 2.23 percent of housIng affected by 
foreclosure last year - though HawaII's rate wes 11 th 
hlghesl 

The worst problem Is In Nevada, where 9.42 percentof 
homes were affected by foreclosure last year. The 
lowest rate wes 0.13 percentln Vel1llonl 

In HawaII, more than halfthe properties affecled by 
foreclosure were on the neighbor Islands, where many 
out·of·slate Investors bought vacallon homes during 
theTeal estate boom In the mld·20oos. 

On the Big Islend, there were foreclosure filings 
against 3,370 properties last year, representlng 423 
percent of homes. 

ADVERTISEMENT 
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Maul had 2,675 properUes wilh foreclosure filings, or 
4.05 percent ofhomes. 

Kaual had 819 properties wilh foreclosure filings, or 
2.75 percent ofhomes. 

Oahu had Ihe most properUes affecled by foreclosure 
but Ihe lowest rate - 5,561 properties represenUng 
1.65 percent of the housing market. 

Real estate Induslry watchers caution Ihal foreclosures 
could put downwero pressure on housing prices If an 
overbearing number of foreclosed homes wind up on 
the market. 

On Oahu, Ihere were close to 3,200 single·famlly 
homes and condominiums on the market at the end of 
last year. 

Mann said aboul15 percenlta 20 percenlaf the 
Inventory was owned by lenders or homeowners trying 
to avoid foreclosure through short sales. 

Whether the percentage will rise Is hard to lell because 
not all homes that enter foreclosure are sold. Some . 
owners work out their mortgage dlfficulUes. In other 
cases, foreclosure can drag on for more than a year. 

Mann noles thai some addilionallnvenlary won'l 
necessarily hurt the ma:rket because present Inventory 
Is relatively tight. 

Hawaii's foreclosure problem Is expected to worsen 
this year, according to local foreclosure aUomeys. 

There was a lull In the past two months, but the 
Industry allributes that to lenders holding up cases to 
address improper processing Issues raised a few 
monlhs ago. 

The number of foreclosure filings in Decemberwas 
1,000. Thatwas down 35 percent from 1 ,302 In Ihe 
same month last year but Was up from 877 in 
November. 

Lenders filed a flurry of new foreclosure c:;ases last 
month -163 default noUces, which accoroing to R 
ealtyTrac was the highest number in more U,an a 
year. 

The bulk arfilings lasl month were auction notices 
and lender repossessIons. . 

RealtyTrac numbers for the full year are different In 
that they COllnt properties going through foreclosure. 
The monthly counts are foreclosure filingsl which can 

be counted on the same property In different months. 

,-____________ ADVER!JSEMEN~ 
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1001 Bishop Street, Suite 780 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813-3410 
February 1, 2011 

SENATE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE AND CONSUMER PROTECTION 
REGARDING SENATE BILL 1175 

Hearing Date: 
Time 
Place 

WEDNESDAY, February 02, 2011 
8:30 a.m. 
Conference Room 229 

Sen. Baker and Members of the Committee, 

My name is John Morris and I am testifying against SB 1175 as currently written. 
I have been involved with condominiums since 1988, when I served as the first 
condominium specialist with the Hawaii Real Estate Commission (from 1988 to 1991). 
Since then, I have served as an attorney advising condominium associations and spent 
almost 20 years trying to collect delinquencies for them. 

This bill proposes to force anyone wishing to conduct a nonjUdicial foreclosure to 
use part II of chapter 667. Although part II of chapter 667 has been in existence for more 
than a decade, no one has used it because of the language found in H.R.S. Section 667c 
31(a), which reads as follows: "(a) After the purchaser completes the purchase by paying the 
full purchase price and the costs for the purchase, the mortgaged property shall be conveyed to 
the purchaser by a conveyance document. The conveyance document shall be in a recordable 
form and shall be signed by the foreclosing mortgagee in the foreclosing mortgagee's name. The 
mortgagor or borrower shall sign the conveyance document on his or her own behalf." 
(EmphaSis added.) 

No mortgagor or borrower is likely to ever sign the conveyance document that 
extinguishes the person's ownership interest. Part II should not be considered as a 
potentially viable alternative to Part I unless H.R.S. Section 667-31(a) is amended to 
eliminate the requirement that the foreclosed party sign the conveyance document. 

In fact, the mortgage foreclosure task force indicated that it had not had time to 
fully consider the use of part II and any changes that might have to be made to make it 
more effective. Therefore, in that respect, it seems that this particular bill may be 
premature. 
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On that basis, I respectfully suggest that this bill be held. 

Please contact me at 523-0702 if you have any questions. Thank you for this 
opportunity to testify. 

~Oi.~ 
John A. Morris 

JAM:alt 
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Presentation of the Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection 
Wednesday, February 2, 2011 at 8:30 a.m. 

Testimony on SB 1175 Relating to Mortgage Foreclosures 

In Opposition 

TO: The Honorable Chair Rosalyn H. Baker 
The Honorable Vice Chair Brian T. Taniguchi 
Members of the Committee 

I am Gary Fujitani, Executive Director of the Hawaii Bankers Association (HBA), testifying in 
opposition to SB 1175. HBA is the trade organization that represents all FDIC insured depository 
institutions doing business in Hawaii. 

The purpose of this bill is to repeal authorization for nonjudicial power of sale foreclosure as 
contained in a mortgage instrument pursuant to section 667-5, HRS, and requires a foreclosing 
mortgagee to utilize either the judicial foreclosure process or the statutory power of sale foreclosure 
process containing additional consumer protections found in part II of chapter 667, H RS. 

Your Mortgage Task Force addressed the issue of nonjudicial foreclosures by providing 
recommendations to this Legislature. The recommended legislation provides meaningful 
improvements for borrowers facing non-judicial foreclosure in the areas of notice, elimination of 
deficiency judgments for qualified homeowners and a process to convert to judicial foreclosure. 

We incorporate by reference the testimony separately submitted by the Hawaii Financial Services 
Association. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide our testimony and we request this bill be held. 

Gary Y. Fujitani 
Executive Director 
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January 31, 2011 

Mortgage Bankers Association of Hawaii 
p.o. Box 4129, Honolulu, Hawaii 96812 

The Honorable Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair and 
Members of the Senate Committee on 
Commerce and Consumer Protection 
State Capitol, Room 229 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Senate Bill 1175 Relating to Nonjudicial Foreclosure 

Chair Baker and Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer 
Protection: 

I am Rick Tsujimura representing the Mortgage Bankers Association of Hawaii 
("MBAH"). The MBAH is a voluntary organization of real estate lenders in Hawaii. Our 
membership consists of employees of banks, savings institutions, mortgage bankers, 
mortgage brokers, and other financial institutions. The members of the MBAH originate 
the vast majority of residential and commercial real estate mortgage loans in Hawaii. 
When, and if, the MBAH testifies on legislation, it is related only to mortgage lending. 

The MBAH opposes Senate Bill 1175 Relating to Nonjudicial Foreclosure. The 
Mortgage Bankers Association of Hawaii strongly feels that these bills relating to the 
matter of foreclosures should be vetted as part of the mortgage foreclosure task force 
since both consumer and lender groups are represented and can work on the details of 
each bill to come to a consensus. We feel that the bills, as presented, have merit but 
include processes which may potentially cause harm to consumers and lenders. 

Thank you for the opportunity to present this testimony. 
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c/o Marvin S.C. Dang, Attorney-at-Law 

P.O. Box 4109 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96812-4109 
Telephone No.: (808) 521-8521 

Fax No.: (808) 521-8522 

February 2,2011 

Sen. Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, 
and members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection 

Hawaii State Capitol 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: Senate Bill 1175 (Nonjudicial Foreclosure) 
Hearing Datetrime: Wednesday. February 2. 2011. 8:30 A.M. 

I am the attorney for the Hawaii Financial Services Association ("HFSA"). The HFSA is 
the trade association for Hawaii's fmancial services loan companies, which are regulated by the 
Hawaii Commissioner of Financial Institutions. Financial services loan companies make mortgage 
loans and other loans. 

The HFSA opposes this Bill. 

The purpose of this Bill is to: (1) repeal the authorization for nonjudicial power of sale 
foreclosure as contained in a mortgage instrument pursuant to section 667-5, HRS, and (2) require 
a foreclosing mortgagee to utilize either the judicial foreclosure process or the statutory power of sale 
foreclosure process containing additional consumer protections found in part II of chapter 667, HRS; 
makes conforming amendments. . 

This testimony is based, in part, on my role as the Vice Chairperson of the Hawaii Mortgage 
Foreclosure Task Force ("Task Force"). I served as a member of the Task Force as the designee of 
the HFSA. This testimony is also based on my experience as an attorney who has actively done 
foreclosures for nearly 33 years since 1978. 

The Task Force, which was created by Act 162 ofthe 2010 Session Laws of Hawaii, issued 
its 2011 Preliminary Report to the Legislature. The Task Force's recommendations are contained 
in other bills, such as Senate Bill 652. We believe that the recommendations of the TaskForce are 
substantive and provide meaningful improvements to the non-judicial foreclosure process. The 
recommendations are the result of consensus by the 17 Task Force members who represented 
diverse, and in some instances opposing, interests. 

The provisions in this Bill (Senate Bill 1175) are not part of the Task Force's 
recommendations. 

The HFSA believes that ouly the recommendations of the Task Force should be adopted by 
the Legislature. Any other issues can continue to be reviewed by the Task Foree over the remainder 
ofthis year as the Task Force considers other recommendations for the 2012 Legislature. 

We recommend thatthe contents ofthis Bill be deleted, and this Bill be used as a vehicle 
to' address the following issue: 

Judicial foreclosure auctions and non-judicial foreclosure auctions in the State have usually 
been held at court locations. On the Big Island, they have been held at a State building (Hilo) and 
a public park (Kona). Late last year, the Department of Accounting and General Services slated that 
it would not allow foreclosure auctions at the State building in Hilo. The Judiciary took the position 



that it will not approve the use of any court facilities in the entire State for the purpose of conducting 
non-judicial foreclosure auctions. The Judiciary was concerned 
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that the public wbuld be confused about whether or not non-judicial foreclosures are court­
sanctioned. In Hilo, there is an additional issue of whether the non-judicial foreclosure auctions can 
be conducted on public sidewalks adjacent to court buildings and other State buildings. 

This issue, which was not voted on by the Task Force, is urgent enough that it needs to be 
addressed legislatively this session to codify what has been a general practice. Unless this problem 
is corrected, non-judicial foreclosure auctions might have to take place at numerous, inconvenient 
locations. This could discourage members of the public who would want to attend and bid at the 
auctions. It is in the interest of both the lenders and the borrowers to have members of the public 
bidding at non-judicial foreclosures. 

The legislative wording to correct this problem is simple. This Bill should be amended to 
state that the auction, i.e. the public sale, should be allowed to take place at a court bnilding 
in the county where the property is located, subject only to reasonable conditions on the time, 
place and manner of the public sale. 

We are willing to work with your Committee to revise this Bill accordingly. 

Thank you for considering our testimony. 

~.f.c.~ 
MARVIN S.C. DANG - . tJ 
Attorney for Hawaii Financial Services Association 

(MSCDlhfsa) 
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P.O. Box 976 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96808 

January 31, 2011 

Honorable Rosalyn H. Baker 
Honorable Brian Taniguchi 
Commerce and Consumer Protection 
415 South Beretania Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Re: 5B 117S/0PPOS&D 

Dear Chair Baker, Vice-Chair Taniguchi and committee Members: 

I chair the CAl Legislative Action Committee .. CAl opposes 
SB 1175. 

CAl advocates for separate foreclosure 
included in the condominium statute itself so 
will be distinguished from mortgagees. Still, 
condominiums foreclose ".in like manner" 
foreclosure so CAl opposes the elimination of 
judicial foreclosure process. 

authority, to be 
that condominiums 
for the present, 
as a mortgage 
the Part I non-

SB 1175 does not address the reason why Part II has 
essentially never been used. H.R.S. Section 667-31(a) reads as 
follows: "(a) After the purc;:haser completes the purchase by 
paying the full purchase price and the costs for the purchase, 
the mortgaged property shall be conveyed to the purchaser by a 
conveyance document. The conveyance document shall be in a 
recordable form· and shall be signed by the foreclosing mortgagee 
in the foreclosing mortgagee's name. The mortgagor or borrower 
shall sign the conveyance document on his or her own behalf." 

No mortgagor or borrower is likely to ever sign the 
conveyance document that extinguishes the person's ownership 
interest. Part II should not be considered as a potentially 
viable alternative to Part I unless H.R.S. Section 667-31 (a) is 
amended to eliminate the requirement that. the foreclosed party 
sign the conveyance document. 
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CAl also objects to the proposed requirement to serve 
notice as though it were a judicial summons. The expeditious 
and economical foreclosure of association liens should be 
promoted. Otherwise, the association is to be· burdened by the 
default of the owner plus by the expensive and time-consuming 
process of seeking to serve owners who have·quite often left the 
jurisdiction and/or are in hiding. 

Existing notice requirements satisfy due process and are 
reasonably calculated to give notice of the foreclosure to the 
defaulting party. Those requirements should not be changed for 
condominiums. 

By way of illustration, it is useful to consider how 
parties evading service can profit by their actions. First, the 
process server must attempt service. ASsume that takes thirty 
days. It might be more or less. 

Upon failing to accomplish service, in Hawaii or wherever 
on the planet the owner. might be, then one must next attempt 
service by certified mail. Oefaul ting owners rarely sign for 
certified mail from foreclosing credit-ors. Thus, attemp~s to 
serve by cert~fied mail will often be fruitless. 

B.R.S. Section 634-36, referred to in the definition of 
"served" in section 7 of SB 1175, provides that "the return 
receipt signed by the defendant shall be filed with the 
affidavit" when service is made by certified mail. Without the 
signed return, receipt, H.R.S. Section 634-36 goes on to provide 
that: 

If the defendant cannot be found to serve or mail, the 
summons and the facts shall appear by affidavit or 
otherwise to the satisfaction of the court, it may order 
that service be made by publication of summons in at least 
one newspaper published in the State and having a general 
circulation in the circuit in which the actiOn has been 
instituted, in such· manner and for such time as the court 
may order, but not less than once each week in four 
successi ve weeks, the last publication to be not less than 
twenty-one days prior to the return date stated therein· 
unless a diff.erent time is prescribed by order of the 
court. 

\ 
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What this means is that the creditor must file· an ex parte 
motion. Leaving aside delays caused by furloughs, courts have 
~eavy case loads. An ex parte· motion for service by publication 
might easily take thirty days to process. 

Upon receipt of an order enabling service by publication, 
and assuming that counsel can immediately act without any delay, 
then a very expensive newspaper ad will be placed once each in 
four successive weeks. The last publication must be not less 
than twenty-one days prior to the return date established by the 
court. 

The court quite reasonably schedules the 
enough out in time to accommodate delay in 
placed, and to accommodate its own calendar, 
often takes more than the minimum amount of time. 

return date far 
getting the ad 
so the process 

The· point of the. story is that the requirement of serving 
notice in the manner of a judicial summons can easily add four 
to six months to the process. Since the notice to be "served" 
is the notice of default, that notice .will long since be 
outdated by ·the time service is effectuated through these 
torturous means. 

Honolulu has one general circulat~on. newspaper. The 
present cost to publish notice of a non-judicial foreclosure 
three (not four) times in the Honolulu Star Advertiser is. close 
to $1,000.00, and the cost to publish the ad necessary under 
Part II to serve by publication four times is presumably 
comparable. 

For these and other reasons, CAl opposes SB 1175. 



Senator Baker, 

I am a Board member and long time owner at Kamole Beach Royale in Kihei. 
I am writing in opposition to all legislation currently being considered which makes the 
collection of delinquent dues or other assessments more difficult, or impossible. 

Legislative efforts have all been in the direction of providing a "break" or easing the burden for a 
person in trouble with their unit. But when this happens the burden is shifted to the others 
owners, who themselves may just be "holding on". 
Associations do not have a well of money to draw from. All the money we receive is from 
owners and is used to maintain the facility, take out the garbage, pay the light bill and many 
others, as well as to maintain the State Mandated Reserves. Board members volunteer their time 
and incur personal expenses. 

THERE IS NO EXTRA MONEY for the Association to draw from. If someone does not pay 
their share the other owners need to make it up - it's that simple. In other states, like Florida, 
where the foreclosure rate in some cases is 30% - 50% the remaining owners cannot pay the 
share of others and the whole process feeds on itself to put more people into trouble. 

I sincerely and respectfully urge you to consider the real Impact on Associations and listen to 
organizations such as CAl and management Companies who understand the issues and problems 
with operating Condo's. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

George Jacobson 
Currently offIsland 509-546-1754 
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Conference room: 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Jim Dodson 
Organization: Ewa by Gentry Community Association 
Address: 91-1795 Keaunui Drive Ewa Beach 
Phone: 808 685-0111 
E-mail: jdodson@ebgca.net 
Submitted on: 2/1/2011 

Comments: 
Hawaii is a &quot;prior lien theory&quot; state. This law will negatively impact 
every common interest development in the state and seeks to discriminate agains a 
single class of ownership. 
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Conference room:. 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Gordon Langston 
Organization: Individual 
Address: 
Phone: 
E-mail: flashgordon10t@aol.com 
Submitted on: 1/28/2011 

Comments: 
Member of the board of directors at Kahana Reef and I oppose the legislation. 
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Conference room: 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Tim Baier 
Organization: Pearl Regency Home Owners Association 
Address: Aiea, HI 
Phone: 
E--mail: timlid.baier@att.net 
Submitted on: 1/29/2011 

Comments: 
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Conference room: 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Al Denys 
Organization: Individual 
Address: . 
Phone: 306-9180 
E-mail: adenys@hawaii.rr.com 
Submitted on: 1/31/2011 

Comments: 
I am against 58 1175 as it will preclude community associations from trying 
collect delinquent fees from homeowners and will increase the maintenance fees 
from those homeowners who are in good standing because of the added expense in 
collecting those delinquent fees. Also the shortcoming in collected maintenance 
fees revenues, which are used to pay for the maintenance of the property will 
result in higher maintenance fees to pay for the day to day operations of the 
association. Please do not approve 581175 Mahalo. 
Al Denys 
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Conference room: 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: John E Patton 
Organization: Individual 
Address: WAILUNA CONDO COMMUNITY Aiea 
Phone: 
E-mail: jpatton@uci.edu 
Submitted on: 1/30/2011 

Comments: 
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Conference room: 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Glen Hilton 
Organization: Individual 
Address: 
Phone: 
E-mail: glenhilton2@netscape.net 
Submitted on: 1/31/2011 

Comments: 
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Conference room: 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Earl Park 
Organization: Individual 
Address: 75-6009 Alii Dr., Unit H-2 Kailua Kona, Hawaii 
Phone: 
E-mail: parkj052@hawaii.rr.com 
Submitted on: 1/29/2011 

Comments: 
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Conference room: 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifie.r will be present: No 
Submitted by: Timothy Baier 
Organization: Individual 
Address: 
Phone: 
E-mail: timlid.baier@att.net 
Submitted on: 1/29/2011 

Comments: 
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Conference room: 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: Patrick J. Wardell 
Organization: Individual 
Address: 3833 L. Honoapiilani Rd Lahaina, HI 
Phone: 808 3443755 
E-mail: pwardell@uplink.net 
Submitted on: 1/28/2011 

Comments: 
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Conference room: 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: GARY M. YAKABU 
Organization: Individual 
Address: 
Phone: 
E-mail:gmyak@hawaiiantel.net 
Submitted on: 1/31/2e11 

Comments: 
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Conference room: 229 
Testifier position: oppose 
Testifier will be present: No 
Submitted by: JOE ALMEIDA 
Organization: Individual 
Address: 94-314 MAIAOHE PLACE 
Phone: 623-7991 
E-mail: J55547@AOL.COM 
Submitted on: 1/31/2011 

Comments: 
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