


























































































From: Lawrence, Jaime
To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony
Subject: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013 7:10:46 AM

My name is Jaime Lawrence , 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,
Jaime Lawrence

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














From: Curtis Zane
To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony
Subject: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013 7:46:25 AM

My name is Curtis Zane , 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,
Curtis Zane

Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013

mailto:cfzane@hawaii.edu
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov


From: Vitale, Larry
To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony
Subject: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013 3:08:05 AM

My name is Larry M Vitale , 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,
Larry M Vitale

Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013

mailto:lvitale@tishman.com
mailto:JDLTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:THATestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:WamTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov


From: Kamakaala, Jerad K.
To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony
Subject: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 6:57:05 PM

My name is Jerad "Kai" Kamakaala , 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,
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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 6:56:59 PM

My name is Tiffany Nozawa , 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,
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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 5:36:57 PM

My name is Grace E. Kamae , 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,
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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 8:20:13 PM

My name is Brandy Burke , 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,
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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 5:30:36 PM

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 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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 5:10:12 PM

My name is Pamela Ventimiglia , 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,
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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 5:28:52 PM

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 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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 5:10:11 PM

My name is Sierra Shore , 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,
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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:56:01 PM

My name is Tyra Marie Scott , 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,
Tyra Marie Scott

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


From: Purdy, Laura
To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony
Subject: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:55:58 PM

My name is LAURA PURDY , 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,
LAURA PURDY

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


From: Perkins, Jeffrey
To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony
Subject: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:55:07 PM

My name is jeff perkins , 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,
jeff perkins

mailto:jperkins@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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:54:58 PM

My name is Mary Lou Scott , 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,
Mary Lou Scott

mailto:rscott@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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:40:37 PM

My name is James L Scott , 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,
James L Scott

mailto:rscott@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: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:40:27 PM

My name is Cecilia Scott , 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,
Cecilia Scott

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


From: Vendiola, Amanda M.
To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony
Subject: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Wednesday, February 20, 2013 4:53:56 PM

My name is Amanda Vendiola , 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,
Amanda Vendiola

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


















































































































G*1'-\9'(0?~ \\I1411-GtU~k ~Jly name 15 _-==-____________________ )nc i strongiy oppose 33 

391.., ~elatinq to Land Acquisition. 

?~r :he foliewing reasons . I respecttuliy and s~ror:gly oppose S3 894. 

:~,e pro!,osed biU represents a woeiui disregard for all the consmuency of this region and its 

:a:ijacem communities and seeks to impose the government's ownership of lands that most 

recently have been managed \vith a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsicaily 

..:naracteristic to this specific piece of property. 

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

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

3.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 oLltside 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 

cOmployment 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 

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

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

;>.nd seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cos t of this venture . 

;t :s for these reasons th:lt I must strongly oppose S8894. 

Respectfully, 

(J\~,- ~ i~~6 
Onte: 

.- , 
t t~ ;) ruary 21, 20 13 
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9 ~and AcqUlSltion. ...na! strongiy oppose S8 

:C'r {r.e foilo',lIing reasons. I respectiully and strongly oppose 38 894. 

;:--.e proposed bill represents a woeiul disregard for all the constituency of this region and its 

.3.djacent communi ties and seeks to impose the government's ownership of lands that most 

r~cently have been managed with a view to upholdmg the responsibihties intrinsically 

.::haracteristic to this specific piece of property. 

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

Eor 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 

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 c reates 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 

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

,,,rnployment opportunities. 

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

,.:onsntutes a blatant disregard for the generations of 'vorkers who have strived to make 

Ko'olauloa their horne. Furthermore, the means by whLch the government intends to pay for 

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

'.l!ld seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this ventu re. 

;: is ro r -hese reasons d/J:H { Inust strongly oppose S8894. 

R~spectfully, 

D_-,t~ : 



,. 11' name is -bcJlu Q OU,,\J.e:iO . one I strongly 00;:05. S8 

.;) ~, nelatinq to Land AJ;uisition. 

rcr the ioilowing reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose S8 894. 

!~1~ 9roposed bill re9resents a ' . ..,oefu! disregard ror all the constituency of this region and lts 

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

:-ecendy have been managed v ... ith a view to upholding the responsibilities intrinsically 

characte ristic to this specific piece of property. 

rhe current o\vners have embraced the inherent ramlfications in establishing an open forum 

fo r community mput and cooperation in the responsible development of the area. While it is 

lpparent that development on (he North Shore has been generally haphazard and 

irre sponsible, 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 

'3ugar 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 

to stay in the area rather than reloca ting for other sources of educational. housing and 

~mployment opportunities. 

! find the concept or EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the suppOrt thereof 

'.:onstitutes a blatant disrega rd for the generations o f workers who have strived to make 

Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the government intends to pay for 

:he lands they 'dish to condemn and acquire privately owned land is irresponsible at best 

·lOd seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cos t of this venture. 

It is fo r these reasons that I mu st strongly oppose .58894. 

Jio c 
vv t,e.M\ 
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>Iy name LS ~~ tftanS"'! D ol1d' stronqiy oopose sa 
SJA. ;~C!lating ,0 Land Acquisition .. 

?")f +e roilo"';ing reasons, i respectfuily and strongly oppose S8 894. 

-=-~e proposed bill represents a woeiul disregard for aU the constituency of this reglOn and its 

3.cjacent commumties and seeks to impose the government's O'.IJnership of lands that most 

~ecendy have been managed With a view to upholdmg the responslbllities in trinsically 

characteristic to chis specific piece of property. 

The current O\v'ners have embraced the inherent ramifications in estabiishing an open forum 

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

J.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. 

rhe 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 

i:lfrastructure 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 

.3ources or employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generations 

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

employment opportunities. 

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

c~nstitutes a bla~ant 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 

:"lod seeks to make the taxpayers Hable for the cost of thIS venture. 

It is for these reasons th:1t [ must strongiy oopose S8894. 

~~ 
D:::lt~: 1=' ?bruary 21, 2013 



My name IS Y6--€P h lov D }-, . r 1 'a and. stronglY o-ppose ~ 

394, Relating to Land Acquisition .. 

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose S8 894. 

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency of chis 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 estabhshing 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 [Q 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 or 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. 

r 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 governrr.ent 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. 

,- , 
, eD r~lil ry 2 1, 20 13 
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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 or 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 10 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 suived 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 76SeS'6894. 

Respectfully, 

~~~~ 
F-2"bruary 2 1, 00 13 Date. 
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:mct! strongly o~pose .s3 

For the following reasons, I respectfully and strongly oppose SB 89.i. 

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

adjacent communities and seeks to impose the government's ownership of lands that mos t 

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

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, bu t embraces a perspec tive that embraces the past and looks to create jobs, improve 

in fra structure and creates an area tha t will benefit future generatlOns. 

The Re sort 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 governrr.ent 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 :s for these reasons that I must strongly oppose SB894. 
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Respectfully, 

Date: 
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My name is 161r/?;'1/r h 00 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 bee n 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 generat ions 

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 st rived 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 15 S2o./b ,,-(.... Govd-eU and I strongly cppose sa 
394, 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 or 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 

charact~ristic 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 wiH 

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 iooks 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. 

r 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. 

ReSDectfu!!y, 

S;e~n ~[;OkU ~. 1J 
Date: 

,- , 
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My name is l!\v-6. \:.O\'G\ ''hlA~"\~,,,,,\-~, .A \(,1 3.0d I strongly oppose SB 

894, Relating to Land Acquisition .. 

For the following reasons, I respectfuliy and strongly oppose S8 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 

irresponslble, the current ownership of Turtle Bay has sought to create a scenario that wiil 

be advantageous to more than just outside invesfors. Contrary [Q 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 stnved to make 

Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the governrr.ent intends to pay for 

the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately owned land ;s 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 SE8g/t . 

~rU!l? ~~~'S~~ 
DatE: February 21, 20 13 
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My name is !tw,t-~.h1.-,r omd I strongly opoose SB 

894, Relating to Land AcquisHion., 

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

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency or rhis 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 

charact~ristic to this specific piece of property. 

The current owners have embraced the mherent 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 wiil 

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 surroundmg communities and continues to be one of the pnmary 

sources of employment in the area. New development of jobs will enable future generatlons 

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 governrr.ent mtends to pay for 

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

and seeks to mC!.ke the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture. 

it is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB89/t. 

Respectfully, 

Date: F ' _ eoruary 21, 2013 
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My na me is/~ l-e"..r17u!q iO/Jd ?o/Cu .gal ~"/r2/JA :Hla I strongly oppose .so 
394. Relating to Land Acquisi tion .. 

For the following reasons, i respectfuliy and strongly oppose SB 894. 

The proposed bill represents a woelul disregard for all the constituency of this region and ltS 

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 developmem of the area . While it is 

apparent tha t 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 c.urrent 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 

infras tructure 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 b latant disregard fo r the generations of workers who have strived to make 

Ko'olauloa their home. Furthermore, the means by which the governrr..ent intends to pay for 

the lands they wish to condemn and acquire privately o1,med land is irresponsible at best 

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

it is for these reasons that I must strongly oppose S8894. 

Respectfully, 

hUdt~vU"...,vvJ..4'Vvt,"0 /~!"J...., ~ 

Date ,- , 
r eoruary 21, 2013 
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My name is l,\\.)\- W" :lna I strongly oppose ;:,i3 

894, Relating to Land Acquisition .. 

For the following reasons, I respectfuliy and strongly oppose S8 894. 

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for all the constituency or 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 owne rs have embraced the inherent ramifications in establishing an open fonlm 

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

appa ren t that developm e nt on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and 

irresponsible, the current ownership of Tu rtle 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 a rea. New development of jobs will enable future generations 

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

employment opportunities. 

r find the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support the reof 

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 taxDayers liable for the CO::lt of this vp.nture. 

It is for these reasons that [ must strongly oppose SB89/t. 

Re'!ictfully, . 

~~)t~; 
'Date: . . 

1 \ \~v 
./ 

f ilV

J 
~l\vJ~ \]~~ [, r I 
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My name is \U,ohql\.blM 1 ~ III; - cg (;j!V[£S , :lna I strongly oppose sa 
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 responsibiiities 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 m 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 sup~ort 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 meslJonsible 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/t. 

/ 

Respectfully, 

Date: February 21,2013 
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304, rte!ating to Land Acquisiuor!.. 

:=:-r ::he roilmV"inq reasons, i re$pectfully and stronqly oppose sa 894. 

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

adjacent communities and seeks to impose .. he government's ownership of lands cha t most 

recently have been managed with a '1ie\" to upholding the responsibilities intnnsicaUy 

..:hJ.rac t~ristic to this specific piece or 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 currenc 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 [he 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. 

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 

~mployment opportunities. 

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

'::'Jnstitutes 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 mesponslble a t best 

:1I1 d seeks to make the tax;:>aYNS Hable for the cost of this venture. 

it:3 for these reasons {h,n [must Strongly oppose ::;3894. 

Respectfully, 

'fr-~fjJL 
D:lto? : Februnry 21, 2013 



· --5A.~A/ (II 0 ILtL IS and I strongly ocoose S3 ~na~ls .. 

394. Relating to Land Acquisition .. 

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

The proposed bill represents a woeful disregard for aU 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 

charact~ristic to this specific piece of property. 

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

for community inpu t 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 fi nd the concept of EMINENT DOMAIN to be offensive and the support thereof 

const itutes a blatant dis regard for the generations of workers who have suived 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 priva tely owned land is irresponsible a t best 

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

ft :s for these reasons that I must strongly oppose 58894. 

Respectfully, f}~7/1~~ 
Date: February 21, 2013 
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~'!y name IS \~ J)"'1'-'ill ' d,et; N . L.J.u~ .... 
J:J~, Relating to L .::.no 1 strongly oppose 58 

:=- or the ioilowing reasons, i respectfully and st:ongly oppose S8 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 o ..... nership of lands that most 

recently have been managed wirh a view to upholding the respo nsib ilities in trinsically 

.:naracrerisric 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 deve lopment on the North Shore has been generally haphazard and 

irresponsible, the current o\'mershlp 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 

,: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. 

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 futu re generations 

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

~rnpioyment opportunities. 

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

'~onstitutes a blatant disregard for the generations of \>"orkers 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 private ly owned land is irresponsible at best 

'1no seeks to make the taxpayers liable for the cost of this venture. 

it :3 for th~!ie reasons that r must :nrongly o ppose SB894. 

~!f~L~ 
. . Febru3ry 2 1, 21") 13 





















































































From: Scalzo, Fred
To: JDLTestimony; THATestimony; WAM Testimony
Subject: I Oppose SB 894
Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013 8:44:49 AM

My name is Fred Scalzo , 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,
Fred Scalzo

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


Date: Thursday, February 21, 2013




































	Scott McCormack, Turtle Bay Resort, Oppose
	Danna Holck, Oppose
	196 individuals, Oppose



