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My name is Scott McCormack, and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition. I am vice-
president of real estate for Turtle Bay Resort and have 30 years of real estate development experience in
Hawaii. I am a fourth generation resident of Oahu, third generation real estate developer, and lived most of my
life on the Windward side of Oahu.

Over the last 2 ¥ years the new Owners have introduced a 180 degree turn towards a community approach to
the Master Planning of the Turtle Bay Resort from the previous owners. Our development team has invested
significant time, effort and resources to reach out to the community. We have listened and heard a shifting of
opinions away from opposition to support that is consistent with the commitments made to the community to
provide jobs, housing, parks and recreational access. While we heard loudly from a small group of
stakeholders, opposed to development, we wanted to objectively understand the larger community along the
North Shore (from Kaawa to Waialua), so we retained the expert services of Barbara Ankersmit and QMark to
design and conduct an independent scientific survey of the community residents on this issue. Some of the key
findings that from the August 3-9, 2012 survey are as follows:

» 62% of the respondents who understand the new proposed changes to the plan support the TBR proposed
plan if it provides jobs, housing, parks, open space; and commits to preservation of natural and cultural
resources. Our revised plan proposes to:

e Provide 3,263 direct ($225.3MM), 5,482 indirect/ induced jobs ($247.7MM) construction jobs over
the forecasted 11 year development cycle to 2025; and 752 direct, 785 indirect/ induced and 442 off-
site visitor spending continuing jobs with total annual payroll of $77.1MM of which $31.1M will be
in the KNS region.
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» While the unilateral agreement requires 59 affordable housing, our plan provides 160 market
workforce housing;

* While the unilateral agreement requires 4 parks, our plan provides 5 public parks and instead of 8
shoreline access points we are providing 12;

e Our plan provides approximately 75 % of our lands in open space when including the 852 acres of
Makai and 469 acres of Mauka lands;

» With respect to natural resources, our plan proposes the establishment of Konohiki councils for the 3
major ahupua’a composed of cultural practitioners, community members and landowner
representatives to develop appropriate plans to Malama all sensitive cultural and environmental
natural resources:;

» With respect to cultural resources, TBR voluntarily prepared an archaeological inventory survey of
the project area. The archaeologists trenched 345 trenches and discovered 3 human skeletal remains,
a toe fragment and 2 in situ remains. We are working with the Kahuku Burial Committee composed
of families who have a lineal and cultural connection to the land for appropriate treatment.
Ultimately the Oahu Island Burial Council will have the final determination.

» 82% of those polled have concerns about the traffic. As part of the SEIS we commissioned a traffic study
and report which found that TBR is not the major demand generator of vehicles on the North Shore but
rather major tourist sites such as Haleiwa Town, Laniakea (‘“Turtle””) Beach, Waimea Bay, Polynesian
Cultural Center, Banzai Pipeline, Sunset Beach and the major surf events held annually. Uncoordinated
development of several hundred dwelling units over the last 30 year has contributed also. However TBR is
committed to approximately $18 million in direct highway intersection improvements; Traffic Demand
Management strategies such as a Traffic Management Coordinator, increased shuttles for guest, residents &
employees, promoting ride and carpooling, internal bike/ pedestrian lanes and other traffic mitigation
measures. We have committed to paying TBR’s fair share of incremental area highway improvements and
will be working with DOT and DTS to determine these amounts and how best to apply them to mitigation of
traffic. We strongly believe the TBR can be a catalyst to working with DOT, DTS and the community to
strategically and surgically solve traffic issues from Kahaluu to Waialua.

» 66% of those polled said preserving Agricultural lands is an important concern. Over the last two (2) years
we have been working with the Trust for Public Lands, the North Shore Community Land Trust, the Army
and City & County of Honolulu to put in perpetuity 469 acres of Turtle Bay Resort’s prime ag lands mauka
of Kamehameha Highway into a conservation easement. The intent and vision is develop a management
plan to support high efficiency agricultural production to supply the resort, North Shore and Oahu with
quality fresh produce and products to be promoted and distributed through Agri-Tourism, Agri-Processing
and a local Farmer’s Market.

» 48% of those who support TBR do so because it means jobs. The hotel, golf course and all our third-party
service outlets currently employ approximately 700-800 people. Approximately 90% of these employees
are residents in this district. Our hotel manager, Danna Holck, is a native Hawaiian from Kailua. The TBR
plan proposes to provide 3,263 direct ($225.3MM), 5,482 indirect/ induced jobs ($247.7MM) construction
jobs over the forecasted 11 year development cycle to 2025; and 752 direct, 785 indirect/ induced and 442
off-site visitor spending continuing jobs with total annual payroll of $77.1MM of which $31.1M will be in
the KNS region.

» While TBR has legal zoning entitlements to develop 5 hotel sites with 2,500 hotel units, 1,000 residential
resort units, we have intentionally proposed a more balanced plan with 2 hotel sites with 625 hotel units,
590 residential resort units and 160 affordable workforce housing units, which provides the landowner an



(2 TURTLE BAY

OAHU' S FABLED NORTH SHOREC

acceptable return on investment, long overdue economic development opportunities for this community, and
preserves prime agricultural lands for ag uses.

We have responded to the passionate input of a small group of stakeholders claiming to represent the whole
North Shore community by providing a responsible development plan that balances environmental, ownership
and community interests. We have also worked closely with the Ko’lauloa North Shore Strategic Planning
Committee (KNSSPC) who was designated by the City & County of Honolulu to represent the Ko’lauloa
Community upon approvals granted in 1985-1986. They have patiently waited for 30 years for further
economic development in the region that is approved under the City’s General and Sustainable Communities
Plans that will provide needed jobs and affordable housing so that future generations can live, work and play on
the North Shore even if they are not independently wealthy.

WE HAVE EVEN PROVIDED A CONSERVATION PARTNER ALTERNATIVE IN THE
SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT THAT ALLOWS FOR THE MARKET
NEGOTIATION, WITH THE OWNER, TO PURCHASE PORTIONS OF THE REMAINING
UNDEVELOPED LANDS TO FURTHER REDUCE DEVELOPMENT. AND WE HAVE INITIATED
DISCUSSIONS WITH CONSERVATION GROUPS TOWARDS THIS PURPOSE.

In addition we strongly believe strongly that -

> This is an inappropriate use of the State’s Power of Eminent Domain as there is not a compelling public
interest in acquiring this land because the owner has full legal zoning entitlements and has offered to
negotiate with legitimate conservation groups on placing a conservation easement and/ or outright sale of
portions of the undeveloped property.

> And although there is a small group of stakeholders that have consistently and loudly lobbied for no
development on the North Shore, they do not represent a majority of residents in the area, let alone on the
island, who have been promised additional economic development and recreational opportunities. If the
State condemns this land for preservation purposes only, then you will have disregarded the voice of these
other residents and the private property rights of the land owner.

» The bill as written places unnecessary uncertainty on the title and therefore the value of the land, the result of which
could have negative and irreparable harm to the owner. The language in this bill unclearly defines and then
contradicts the land area(s) to acquire, and unduly keeps uncertainty on the title of the property until June
30, 2018.

We strongly opposed SB 894 and urge you not to pass it but to honor this community.

(See below, the Star Advertiser 11/29/12 online poll showing 56% supporting the revised Turtle Bay Resort
development plan)
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RELATING TO LAND ACQUISITION

My name is Danna Holck and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

In April 2011, I moved home to Hawaii after over 20 years on the mainland and Puerto
Rico. My initial intent was to do a good job, help care for my 85 year old mother, and
make money to pay my bills. As it turns out, this job has become my passion for many
reasons.

First, as you know, Turtle Bay Resort Hotel employs over 506 of which 423 or 85% are
residents of the North Shore. These jobs are critical to the economic health of our
community. Residents have the opportunity to work close to home, spending more time
with family and less time on the road. It is my/our responsibility to keep these residents
employed and to offer them the opportunity to grow their careers without moving to the
mainland or commuting to town/Waikiki.

Secondly, in my tenure at Turtle Bay we have worked closely with Kahuku High
School’s faculty, athletic teams, and parents offering donations and services to support
our local kids. We’ve worked with elementary schools and many for-profit and non-
profit organizations including the North Shore Chamber of Commerce, NOAA, First
Sunday Church of Haleiwa, Kanalu, and others offering our facilities, food and beverage,
and other services to support their causes. We donated over $100,000 in in-kind and cash



donations in 2011 and continue to foster a responsible community commitment by
forming the Turtle Bay Foundation, an organization that donates back to the community.

Thirdly, my management team consists of 51 managers of which 57% are born and raised
in Hawaii. The proposed plan will offer approximately 758 new industry jobs and 443
off site jobs and 3,263 construction jobs, 5,482 indirect other jobs. With these
opportunities the percentage of born and raised resort professionals will continue to rise
and along with it, a more stable economy on the North Shore.

When Ibegan at Turtle Bay almost two years ago, I remembered as a child sneaking in to
the resort just to get a glimpse of the beauty and jump into the pool for a swim. More
than 20 years later, when I returned to see that locals still had to feel the interrogation of
getting past the gate, we took them down. We removed the gate and now embrace our
locals, share our culture and enjoy a beautiful place to dine, fish, surf, and relax. It’s a
renewed feeling of aloha rather than a sense of inadequacy.

Ownership is investing over $35M on a comprehensive renovation plan of the hotel and
grounds. All guest rooms, the spa, and two restaurants are well under way. The lobby
and old “Bay View Club, now Surfer, The Bar, was completed last year. As we intended
during the planning stages, our lobby has the warmth of a living room. Surfer, The Bar,
has become a favorite place for locals and guests as an entertainment venue featuring
local entertainers like Paula Funga, John and Eddie Cruz, Anuhea, Jack Johnson, and
others.

My team and I are very proud of our owners’ financial investment in the property and
confidence in my management team to continue making Turtle Bay successful. Iintend
to provide greater career opportunities for our residents. So many locals have moved to
the mainland for work when they shouldn’t have to do so. Just last week, I was in
Seattle. The rental car agent said, “eh, you from Hawaii yeah?” I gave him a Surfer, The
Bar hat and listened to him explain why he moved away saying, “ah man, no mo jobs in
Hawaii.” He also mentioned that for what he pays in mortgage now, he would pay for
rent in Hawaii for half the size. Yeah it’s cold in Seattle, but he has a better life now.

Turtle Bay’s ownership and management teams are the best I have ever worked for in my
30+ years in the hotel/resort business. They put their money where their mouth is and
they listen. They are humble, open-minded, supportive, and genuine. They’ve listened to
the community by attending over 250 meetings in two years and have held open houses
to address any and all concerns. They’ve adjusted plans to meet the needs of residents,
part-time residents, and politicians.

The new plan calls for housing, jobs, and a future. Please support us to minimize
unemployment, help locals make a better life for future generations, and give them a
sense of pride to provide for their families. I fear that if Bill 894 goes through, we will
lose these opportunities.

For these reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is /Q'Lé/ U 'ZQ C/{ N’kﬂ@%’and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. ! /

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be oftensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully, 9
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and secks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an

area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is \/IO \Q’\ O %\4\ SK\ ]\.)and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is &’,&/ZL\«( A/l-(’@ X and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. i

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that 1 must strongly opposc SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name is /706‘:‘41) /éfﬂ < and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is A/ _g,gm Zﬁb"' and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is N\Pf \’X\ "L‘\’ ‘\\ Da and I strongly oppose SB 894, Reiating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel roorms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is A‘mo\kwx Ilad e’(W\ ¢ and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is M tx(\ b \ /Q’UW\P\V\ C@v(;dland I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. ~

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is /KO-’P’( A /DD A I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition, '
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.
The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.
The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.
I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is Z el )4'(7/ and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition. ./

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
2 / ;w//S
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My name is / RiIA A 74Z M\S-//’béd I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment

opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is @6177”’”/ 2 A Lg £ strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment

opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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Lenlyn A Priere
My name is £ V& Zé/f nrr / S and 1 strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations. !

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is F gk‘/ J H ﬁ N 4 E\/ and I strongly oppose SB 8§94, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB §94.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
. Respectfully,
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My name is (J T} Af/! ( LN <\fuw <(‘ﬁha"l strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities. :

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is %va{ﬁ) @ ‘A&%@nd I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition. ‘

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is tucnine V¥hucey  and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition,

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is g, —Fotslerssc¥and 1 strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is 2oz 2 A/ OF SOANIE and 1 strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment

opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the

taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is %,Uumsc \))c'cc.i and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
developiment has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully, _ ) _ , ' : .
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My name is Iaw 47)/4 q ﬂZ[/‘ 6// /:&Q@@@ongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is L\/A | ”U \‘ \(}Eﬂ \V and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is ,Tf?” {./0‘/@.1 ﬁ %j"' /C /(And 1 strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is /I%' ’\(@ et and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is C %K,'\.,\/LL WL A and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. |/

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.
The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations. '

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB89%4.
Respectfully,
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My name is A_%—[D“/ M '%/%mrongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment

opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is (0 (i Va } o "/ and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. !

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.
The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is “D‘r\‘—a AO\\NQV\\J\ and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition,

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is \,'r\,mf\kﬂ;\\ﬂ U’U‘\k\ and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment

opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the *
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is Q,Q W L ot / and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment

opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is " A~ andI strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,

Date: \)7"'020\ (5
Print Name: Tu Dl MP’N Ph
Email Address: /S-{‘? Qby‘o L G’,LIL(?\ /’\D‘) ~ Lo




{ 4
My name is //21 Y /}Vl #s ~2~ and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition,

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is Lecie. /£ /43, andIstrongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,

Date: Og - JVD‘ /5
([ECern  Enae,

Email Address: [0 EM Y- CABp g1 VAHOY . CON

Print Name:




My name is /CW\W\O\ \ n")<\/\'\ \«GuyA and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.
The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities mtnnswally
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My nameis__-L“E A7) d/7% 547 and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. )

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,

Date: C)‘/ }D */?U/j
i) ’ A R
Print Name: C?_szq _j(/} Y [»L/ \ j oo

Email Address: _ -/ ~ l/7/'(/’ 4 Vvi_l/éléu 7 L
! f"ﬂ/‘{f{ ! H«—? CAeTF




My name is O—:&;JL;. C~. T.L»Ll[f sand I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment

opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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From: Lawrence, Jaime

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013 7:10:46 AM

My name is Jaime Lawrence , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Jaime Lawrence


mailto:jlawrence@turtlebayresort.com
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
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My name is Ar Vvl L) A s and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. =

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the governnient intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My nameis |¢y'2< /72 ' X4 ('¢2and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is A ronwe Y/V\@uiv\ﬁhlﬂ I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
arca that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasqns that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully, T .| P Vaiohuleo G\
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My name is ,Z/%Z/ £ 5415 PRI gnd 1 strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB §94.
The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.
The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.
I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is Juwhn K AJolg’lm and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. '

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB §94.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name is kl (g’[mi! [hLﬂ il l & l\/upé A and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment

opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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From: Curtis Zane

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013 7:46:25 AM

My name is Curtis Zane , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands
that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities
intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a
scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past
development plans, the current proposed development has not only reduced the
number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the
past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an area that will
benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of
the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the
primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to
pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is
irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Curtis Zane

Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013


mailto:cfzane@hawaii.edu
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From: Vitale, Larry

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013 3:08:05 AM

My name is Larry M Vitale , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands
that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities
intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a
scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past
development plans, the current proposed development has not only reduced the
number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the
past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an area that will
benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of
the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the
primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to
pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is
irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Larry M Vitale

Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013


mailto:lvitale@tishman.com
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From: Kamakaala, Jerad K.

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 6:57:05 PM

My name is Jerad "Kai" Kamakaala , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Jerad "Kai" Kamakaala


mailto:jkkamakaala@turtlebayresort.com
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Nozawa, Tiffany

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 6:56:59 PM

My name is Tiffany Nozawa , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Tiffany Nozawa


mailto:tnozawa@turtlebayresort.com
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Kamae, Grace

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 5:36:57 PM

My name is Grace E. Kamae , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Grace E. Kamae


mailto:gkamae@turtlebayresort.com
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Brandy Burke

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 8:20:13 PM

My name is Brandy Burke , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Brandy Burke


mailto:brandyburke@hawaii.rr.com
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Scott McCormack

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 5:30:36 PM

My name is , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,


mailto:SMcCormack@replayresorts.com
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Ventimiglia, Pamela

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 5:10:12 PM

My name is Pamela Ventimiglia , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Pamela Ventimiglia


mailto:pventimiglia@turtlebayresort.com
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Marquardsen, Noel

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 5:28:52 PM

My name is , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,


mailto:nmarquardsen@turtlebayresort.com
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Shore, Sierra

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 5:10:11 PM

My name is Sierra Shore , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Sierra Shore


mailto:sshore@turtlebayresort.com
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Scott, Raymon

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:56:01 PM

My name is Tyra Marie Scott , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Tyra Marie Scott
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From: Purdy, Laura

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:55:58 PM

My name is LAURA PURDY , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
LAURA PURDY
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From: Perkins, Jeffrey

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:55:07 PM

My name is jeff perkins , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
jeff perkins
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From: Scott, Raymon

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:54:58 PM

My name is Mary Lou Scott , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Mary Lou Scott
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From: Scott, Raymon

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:40:37 PM

My name is James L Scott , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
James L Scott
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From: Scott, Raymon

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:40:27 PM

My name is Cecilia Scott , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Cecilia Scott
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From: Vendiola, Amanda M.

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:53:56 PM

My name is Amanda Vendiola , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Amanda Vendiola
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My name is ;&/C’%\%\(&%dw and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Lanquuisition.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘clauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
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My name is /\‘7@” o/ ST gD < //t < and I strongly oppose SB

e

894, Relating to Land Acquisition..
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully, WW/ 6 Py ﬁf"///"/ - //’/ J
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recently have been 1-.anaged with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsical
characteristic to this specific piece of propert
The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
f{or community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
pparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve

infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

he Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the

sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary

o

rces of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
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o stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

2mployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof

constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
{o‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for

the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.
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My name is CA/&P{L/‘;{’MK Q/%I\v@g and [ strongly oppose SB

394, Relating to Land Acquisition.
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For the following reasons, [ respectiully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most

cently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

g
[

characteristic to this specific pilece of property.
ne current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that daveiopmem on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and locks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

2mployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'clauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[ must strongly oppose SB394.
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My name is C_)(A/C{T\’ [Q&%QJ&Q and [ strongly oppose SB

394, Relating to Land Acquisition.
the following reasons, [ respectiully and strongly oppose SB 894.
The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most

recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

-istic to this SpQCMlC Dlece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will

he advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
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sreated, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

=mployment opportunities.
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My name is &(%—D/\ ’\-’DQM and I strongly oppose SB
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The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
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recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

haracteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum

for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is

apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and

rrespons ble, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
frastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

amployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof

ccnstitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

t is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB89g4.
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My name is @W ZS Q/{,Q%Q/L and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, [ respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government'’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will

be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,

¢

the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created hlt embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the

sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary

sources of emp byment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations

to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

smployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for

the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB8g4.




My n 13\)@‘(\"(/\ T \Sm and [ strongly oppose SB

304, Kelatn ng to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectiully and strongly oppose SB 894.
The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
liacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most

cm_ly have been nanaged with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

he current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperaticn in ‘he responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
rrespo TSIDlL, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
reated, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.
T'he Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar pi ntations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
urces of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

=mployment opportunities.

e

ind the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof

ccnstitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make

[

Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

that I must strongly oppose SB894.




My nameis and I strongly oppose SB

394, Relating to Land Acquisition.

ollowing reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woetul disregard for all the constitueney of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
racently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
~haracteristic to this specific piece of property.
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(he current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and

irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will

be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

smployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
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or these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectiully,




My name is EJM&/’%“ @/J’% and [ strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB8g4.

Respectfully,

Date: February 21, 2013



My name is M% %Y}KJ% and [ strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acqmswfén

or the following reasons, [ respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894,

ill represents a woetul disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

ks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most

adjacent communities and see
racently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.
The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
.

infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

e Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the

(¥}

ugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary

ources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations

1%

to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof

cnstitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the qovemmel-t intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
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It is for thesa reasons that I must strongiroppose SB894.




C e :
My name is \/ji’sg\! m\f and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

Date: February 21, 2013
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My name is f&/fﬂﬁ‘ib C{/%QCS and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the foll cspectful
For the followt Ing reasons, 1 respectiu

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
f:.adjac nt communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific plece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is

1p arent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and

g

ponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
b-e advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be

created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve

ey

infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof

e ltutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make

'<o ol uloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for

e lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
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and seeks to make/fhe taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
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My name is K\i (X/ ﬁ/ @UU? Vﬁ and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating toéLand Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

Date: February 21,2013
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or the following reasons, [ respectiully and strongly oppose SB 894,

sroposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

acent communities and seeks to impose the government's ownership of lands that most

ntly have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be Admntaqeous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
creatad, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the

2l

r plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
e lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
| seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

3 ?

It is for these reasons th st strongly oppose $SB894.



My name is IZ&‘ AL Z é‘{}"gf/(/"m and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name is ofptacts ,q e and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
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Respectfully,

Date: February 21, 2013



My name is Capdiy  Snarmy and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,

Date: February 21, 2013
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My name is \QAMV",@;\ VK/ \\\M s and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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Date: February 21, 2013
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

My name is and I strongly oppose SB

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name is . %/

2R[-0% and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful emploYment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

Date: February 21, 2013



My nameis _ * iokﬂ*‘ [ We H} and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

Date: February 21, 2013
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My name is ?\!ﬁ ‘ 1 T, W éf&‘l” and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB89g4.
Respectfully, P 5 .
7l Y ALM
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t communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
c

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and

responsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
e advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
nfrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

s

he Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the

—

sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
t0 stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
amployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at hest

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

't is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose 5B8g4.
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324, Relating to Land Acquisition..

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

]

[he proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

ent communities and seeks to impose the government’s

c o
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

aracteristic to this specific piece of property.

1

I'he current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum

>

for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is

¥

apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and

irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will

be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve

infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
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334, Relating to Land Acguisition
forne tollow reasons, [ respectiully and strongly oppose SB 834

['he proposed bill represents a w‘oefui disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

adjacent communities and s to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed 1& a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

he current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum

for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and

esponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will

3

ve advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
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the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be

created but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve

T
I

he Resort has provzded gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the

ugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
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sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olaulea their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
ands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.

-
»

o)
el
D
i
o
i
J
=
3
a3
ey
<
A
s
o
[
=
L0



. 0
My nameis __ WICO\4 TEREC and I strongly oppose SB

394, Relating to Land Acquisition.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and i
?J)accnt communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
:‘@cemiy have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

Y

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum

for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and

irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will

be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,

r

o

e current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve

nfrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

-

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

T find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
]

onstitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make

Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
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or the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.
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he current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
ources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
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My name is [@a O"“%/p and [ strongly oppose SB

394, Relating to Land /\cqmaltlon

fully and strongly oppose SB 894.
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e proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constitue of this region and its

adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s owne 1 nds that most

ntly have been managed with a view to upholding the responsi ihties intrinsically
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characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
or community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

smployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof

constitutes a blat nt disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make

Ko‘clauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for

nds they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

nd seeks to malke the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
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My name is SWQ& \ﬂ\?"%ﬁ‘ and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find.the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is !‘le i Tﬁgﬁi’% and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name is _. lléf'g f"{x/ é o U and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acqgisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

at [ must strongly oppose SB894.
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My name is and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must'strongly oppose SB89a4.

Respectfully,

Date: February 21, 2013
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My name is &UA&,(/& S[ LA and [ strongly oppose SB
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394, Relating to Land Acquisition.

ea bill represents a woeful disregard for all the cons ncy of this region and its

nities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most

en man qod with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrin srally
this specific piece of property.
The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum

for co*ﬂmunity input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and

irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
he advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

smployment opportunities.
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ind the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof

~onstitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make

Xo'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
= lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
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It is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.
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My name is //aﬁdWJ /@{/ e / and I strongly oppose SB
T 1

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB89g4.

Respectifjlly, . j{)
T
Date: Febrtary 21,2013
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My name is ivev a , R bec# and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsﬂolhtles intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
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My name is \/‘Zfé‘\éf M§W§?:// and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
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My name is ‘ f7§ %/’?(.éf{/‘-@?//‘ CEZ0 and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

Date: February 21, 2013



My name is %Q}E’IS?G‘{‘L éh{{,ﬂéi and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.J

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,

B 27—
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My name is J(((’ff\(,(ﬂ \I 2&\7@@/ and [ strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

'3

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894,

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
acdjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
‘sr community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

2mployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

Tt is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.
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Mynameis  |[<er/ipee e S FRsi/re J2, and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 8g4.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,

(Cpp Vsid

Date: February 21, 2013



. =T e
My name is /WAS F/@{'@é)
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and I strongly oppose SB

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully;™
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For the following reasons, [ respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay.for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB8g4.
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and I strongly oppose SB

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully, % %A"V» Y )
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB8g4.
Respectfully,
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfull
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB8g4.

Respectfully, / ¢\_7/\1 / 5(7&"2_/
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 8g4.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

‘characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly op SB894.

Respectfully, M—/
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My name is ind [ strongly oppose 3B

or the following reasons, [ respectfully and strongly oppose SB 8g4.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government'’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsicaily
characteristic to this specific piece of property.
The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
pparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve

0
.

infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit furure generations.
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

=mployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

't is for these reasons that [ must strongly ocppose SB894.
Respecml‘
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Tor the following reasons, [ respectfully and strongly oppese SB 894.

The proposead bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government's ownership of lands that most
racently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
oe advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

amployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons tiffat [ n‘rust strongly oppose SB894.

Respactfully, |
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For the following raasons, [ respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
1pparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
:elﬁployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'clauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

it is for these reasons that I must strengly oppose SB8g4.

Respectiully,
L Y {
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or the fellowing reasons, I respectfuily and strongly oppose SB 8g4.

The proposed bill reprasents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government'’s ownership of lands that most
racently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

Tha current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'clauloa their home, Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB394.

Respectfully,

T
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several génerations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific plece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside invesfors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppoﬁmBQér.
e 7

Respectiully,

Date: February 21, 2013



My nameis _ Jex& & - Cmrnz St bz and I strongly oppose 3B

894, Relating to Land Acquisition..
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

t is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.

——

Respectiully, . P
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My name is b']f&q,f / ﬁ/ and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, [ respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,

Wﬁé}u
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My name is Qct’b V{', Q %O@'&é/ and I strongly oppose 3B

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.,

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately ownead land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[tis for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB89a4.

Respactfully,

Sebve Cuyodel]

=
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My name is MG Kofd ﬁb‘\ﬁﬁ\\ﬂ‘;d\\-ﬁ’d\o\ and I strongly oppose 3B
894, Relating to Land Acquisition..

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government's ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside invesfors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB8ga4.
Respectfully,

)

Date: February 21, 2013
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My name is MM‘Y/ i and [ strongly oppose 3B

894, Relating to Land Acquisition..

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woerul disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduc¢ed the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB89ga4.

Respectfully, /D
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition..

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government'’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB8g4.

Respeactfully,
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition..
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeiul disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.
detfully,

//M
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition,.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside invesfors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be

~ created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately ownad land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

Date:
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394, Relating to Land Acquisition..

>r the following reasons, [ respectfully and strongly oppese SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property. '

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

=mployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

it is for these reasons thar [ must strongly oppose SB8g4.
Respectfully,

Data: Fabruary 21, 2013
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition..
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woetul disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government'’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the suppert thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.
. e
Respectfully, [W/) WM
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394, Ralating to Lﬁgd Acquisition.

For the following reasons, [ respectiully and strongly oppose SB 894.

Tha proposed bill represents a woetul disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
racently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characrteristic to this specific piece of property.

Tha current owners have ambraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
2mployment opportunities,

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
~onstitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

it is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.

Respecihplly,




My name is %’L&K‘% J‘%‘AQ‘AND and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and locks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully

QQ/QZ |5 V@w@
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My name is Z\M?O Y (%&« @V/ and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,

(wﬁg

Date: February 21, 2013
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

My name is and I strongly oppose SB

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations. ‘

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfullyy™)

Date: February 21, 2013
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 8g4.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose $B894.

Respectiully, /)mﬁa(%?/m
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
~ L ! B T .
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My name is EdielALA P TAIBANGIN and I strongly oppose SB
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For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name is Cj} and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully, . ey
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My name is t\lu "L‘/'{ eg) A‘\ e fQ»Ck'C‘ and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
N e
Respectfully, {/ 0 6 0K %L) O ”LL} N
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My name is ‘\/V‘//;’f? [aRaY Z U MO LA and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,

. the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantétions in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘oclauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name is /Q//‘?’Z’? G i o %W and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the followinvg reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully, 73’/5/%’/,2.@ C??fﬁ’%«; aFero
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My name is }Q%W\{‘ Y Lhda Gand T strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition, -’ 4

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is d//b‘{ )/( /7 /7&’;%/// /7 ‘;7 o and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully, é 77 5(7 /’? Q{/ﬁ/};;’//’7 Z)

277 é@ Crre/e %/////W le 57
%C/VL/ N / s ]
Date: February 21, 2013 - ?é’ ]Jl@

A E



My name is .\~ @kﬁd;» b\ Wgﬁv and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.
The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.
The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
-more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.
[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My nameis _ 1) INEIN SR MEDIY > and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respeetfully, Diviyh ¢ m epiuh
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My name is M@' 6/7/%‘ 7‘//’ /Zé”; rald and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name and I strongly oppose SB
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name is @f’,'][;i)//)«? o i?ﬁ/??‘//’? 4z and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition. u

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

Date: February 21, 2013
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

My name is and I strongly oppose SB

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
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My name is HOhd&/ %JU-)Q% @Fﬂbﬂ%m and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
W@, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than justWomrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations

to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
loyment opportunities-

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

)
Respectfully, // //
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My name is m&'ﬂu ?m‘@cu&!i«s and I strongly oppose SB
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

*For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in e‘stablishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

}/I 1 ol ()ﬂ/%xwu/%

Date: February 21, 2013

Respectfully,



My name is LORLTD O DOV CRo 2 and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name is )a’z""i Auld2zs and I strongly oppose SB

T
894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

Z
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894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
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’?/‘LSCML and I strongly oppose SB

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectiully,
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My name is b\ en C;\C’\ \l ) CR\A’?/ and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum -
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Gleade. V- CRuv
Respectfully,
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My name is wO{QD@€ 8@ RR@ é/é\/ and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB8g4.
Respectfully,
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My name is /7//)&#/?4_\( L Ckﬂﬁf/ﬁ/‘ﬁf& and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My nameis M iRlepl  MELZSIITY  and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations. ’

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
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My name is /gé/%f/}%///éj//f '/3‘7 and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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My name is ;%DEVAQL PLACIO  and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property. '

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB§94.

Respectfully,
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My name is lezt7¢ 14 / C)L_, 5y S‘/‘Qﬁnd I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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Zor the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

ne proposed bill represents a woelul disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

acdjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
ge

ed vlhh a view to upboldwnq the responsibilities intrinsically
i

ne current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
ifor community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
oe advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermors, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture

P ) i T . ol B RS T
“tis for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB89a4.




D
/i
en]

—y Sy s N

e proposed bill represents a woetul disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
jacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
racently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characterlstlc to this specific piece of property.

he current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum

-]

ey

for commur 1ty input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is

‘,D

nt that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for

the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

[t is tor these reas

ons that [ must strongly oppose SB394.
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The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the cons‘tltuency of this region and its

ommunities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
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view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
nir

astructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and
employment opportunities.

[find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the Iands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is tor these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894.
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Zorthe following reasons, [ respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894

ne proposad bill represents a woertul disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
£

wnership o
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acent communities and seeks to impose the government’s
ged

ot
with a view to upholding the respensibilities intrinsically

ently have been mana

ci-aracteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
pparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
1rresponslee, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve

nirastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof

constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make

Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
hey wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
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My name is J /2///],5‘/\;2%6} /:///‘4//7 C7 and I strongly «

“or the following reasons, [ respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

1
1

roposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this ragion and its
zzcijace t communities and seeks to imp

o
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

cnaracteristic to this specific piece of property.

he current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum

‘or community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it i

apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and

rmspo nsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past davelopment plans,

the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve

infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

ugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary

’}

sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

smployment opportunities.

o5

d the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make

Ko olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
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The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
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adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
haracteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
se advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
ugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations

to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

amployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for

the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpavers liable for the cost of this venture.
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Tt is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB8ga4.
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and [ strongiy oppose SB

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its

adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government'’s ownership of lands that most

recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.
The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum

‘for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
pparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
:esponsicle, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

tind the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
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ctfully and strongly o se SB 894.
e proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
1 1 . - 1
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.
The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
‘or community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
iz:?chmmbte the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,

the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

~mployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for

the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the raxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

that [ mmust strongly oppose SB8g4.



Ay name is and [ strongly oppose SB
3154, Relating to Land Acquisition

Tne proposed oill represents a woetul disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
i e

jacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most

recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

amployment opportunities.
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ind the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make

Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
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the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

Tt ia far theas ra s that [ must streners R
.T1s for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB894
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this region and its

adjacent communities and seeks to impose he government's ownershlp of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
‘or community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
spparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,

the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be

created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

ployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
rhe lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best
and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture,
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jv{y nam T/”]"{ﬁ}/‘[/‘( M(/O//? and [ strongly oppose SB

respectfully and strongly oppose SB 8g4.

{ne proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
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adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
:‘ecemly have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

naracteristic to this specific piece of property.
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The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
rresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
’:3 advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.
The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

2mployment opportunities.

[ find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

ust strongly oppose SB894.
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From: Scalzo, Fred

To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony

Subject: | Oppose SB 894

Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013 8:44:49 AM

My name is Fred Scalzo , and | strongly

oppose SB 894, Relating to Land Acquisition.
For the following reasons, | respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region
and its adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of
lands that most recently have been managed with a view to upholding the
responsibilities intrinsically characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open
forum for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the
area. While it is apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally
haphazard and irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to
create a scenario that will be advantageous to more than just outside investors.
Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed development has not only
reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a perspective that
embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise
of the sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of
the primary sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable
future generations to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of
educational, housing and employment opportunities.

| find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to
make Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government
intends to pay for the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land
is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this
venture.

It is for these reasons that | must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,
Fred Scalzo
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My name is (JDV‘ ?/} K / al{'/q(/{l and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

Date: February 21, 2013
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My name is H,Z\,\% M ™ and I strongly oppose SB
y

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surroundi-ng communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

Date: February 21,2013
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My name is /()G"'J/“z( AAY\—C{J;(?\ and I strongly oppose SB

894, Relating to Land Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 894.

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically

characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum
for community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and
irresponsible, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will
be advantageous to more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans,
the current proposed development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be
created, but embraces a perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve
infrastructure and creates an area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the
sugar plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary
sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations
to stay in the area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and

employment opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof
constitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make
Ko‘olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for
the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best

and seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.
It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,

/ / \
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RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

o<

My namgi and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisitierr:

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

RespectfullyM

February 21, 2013




RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

My name is L A O»-Lf"((& Wen  and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill §94;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

My name is R Venp, and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. {

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

My name is M Do e and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
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RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

My name is.; Z/ & A M\d I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully, / =
February 21, 2013 \




RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

My name is € Bd’ U]77% £ and1 strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
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RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

%

My name is \ wA and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

February 21, 2013



RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

— - < P
My name is Edde A I A and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
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Respectfully,




RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

My name is L\*U\&b Eu\w and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. *

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privatdly owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,
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RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

My nameis € ]/Zﬁf MJ/ and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

February 21, 2013




RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

My name is Qr\l()\l W Q*(NM\U\\ and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition. ‘ v

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.
Respectfully,

A

ebruary 21, 2013



RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

My name is Seo H‘ 2 ﬂ‘\SU\gIﬁkand I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

February 21, 2013



RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

/‘
My name is M‘ké\vu ma\/\d{’éﬁd I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land

Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

February 21, 2013



RE: Senate Bill 894
Directs the governor, or the governor's designee, to continue to acquire lands owned by
Kuilima Resort Company, Oaktree Capital, LLC, and their successors in interest,
commonly known as Turtle Bay Hotel and Resort located in Kahuku, Oahu. Effective
7/1/2050. (SD1)

My name is WD‘QQ\! A N\A.]\) JAN K-& and I strongly oppose SB 894, Relating to Land
Acquisition.

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose Senate Bill 894;

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of this region and its
adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government’s ownership of lands that most
recently have been managed with a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically
characteristic to this specific piece of property.

The current owners have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open forum for
community input and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is
apparent that development on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and irresponsible,
the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that will be advantageous to
more than just outside investors. Contrary to past development plans, the current proposed
development has not only reduced the number of hotel rooms to be created, but embraces a
perspective that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve infrastructure and creates an
area that will benefit future generations.

The Resort has provided gainful employment to several generations since the demise of the sugar
plantations in the surrounding communities and continues to be one of the primary sources of
employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations to stay in the
area rather than relocating for other sources of educational, housing and employment
opportunities.

I find the concept of EMINENT DOMALIN to be offensive and the support thereof constitutes a
blatant disregard for the generations of workers who have strived to make Koolauloa their home.
Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for the lands they wish to
condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best and seeks to make the
taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture.

It is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894.

Respectfully,

February 21, 2013
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