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Bill No. and Title: House Bill No. 1528, Proposing an Amendment to Article VI, Section 3, of
the Hawai‘i State Constitution to Increase the Mandatory Retirement Age for State Justices and
Judges.

Purpose: Proposes a constitutional amendment to increase the mandatory retirement age for
justices and judges from seventy to seventy-five years of age.

Judiciary’s Position:

Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony in strong support of House Bill No.
1528, which would increase the mandatory retirement age for judges in the State of Hawai‘i from
seventy to seventy-five years of age.

I also offer this testimony as a former judge who was required to retire upon reaching the
age of seventy, despite being fully capable, willing, and eager to continue serving the people of
Hawai‘i. My experience is not unique, and it highlights the practical and policy concerns
underlying the current mandatory retirement age.

Judicial effectiveness is built over decades of service. With experience often comes
sound judgment, courtroom efficiency, institutional knowledge, and the ability to manage
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complex legal and human issues with wisdom and restraint. Many judges reach the peak of their
professional capabilities later in their careers, after years of exposure to a broad range of cases
and legal questions. A mandatory retirement age of seventy removes judges from service at a
time when they are often among the most skilled and effective members of the Judiciary, and
may otherwise dissuade seasoned practitioners in their early to mid-sixties from applying to fill
judicial vacancies. It also creates vacancies which are increasingly becoming difficult to fill due
to an insufficient number of applicants, requiring extended deadlines.

Hawai‘i has robust mechanisms in place to ensure judicial competence and
accountability. Judges are subject to performance evaluations, ethical standards, and retention
review and decisions by the Judicial Selection Commission. The Commission on Judicial
Conduct is empowered by the Rules of the Supreme Court to investigate allegations of physical
or mental disability of judges. These existing safeguards are far more precise and effective tools
for assessing fitness for judicial service than an arbitrary age threshold. If a judge is no longer
capable of fulfilling the responsibilities of the office, those processes will address that concern,
regardless of age.

Raising the mandatory retirement age would also benefit the administration of justice.
Hawai‘i courts face ongoing challenges related to caseloads, judicial vacancies, and case delays.
Allowing experienced judges to serve up to five additional years would promote continuity,
reduce abrupt vacancies, and help alleviate pressure on the judicial system, particularly in
appellate and specialized courts where experience is especially valuable. The current age
restriction even limits the availability of per diem judges who cover court calendars when
judicial vacancies occur, because most attorneys willing to serve as per diem judges are at least
partially retired.

Finally, increasing the mandatory retirement age would bring Hawai‘i more in line with
modern judicial trends and best practices across the country, where many states have higher age
limits or no mandatory retirement age at all. For many years, the American Bar Association has
highlighted discussions on increasing mandatory retirement ages due to longer life expectancies,
and, for decades, has recommended seventy-five as the judicial retirement age. In addition, the
National Center for State Courts reports that fourteen states and the District of Columbia have
mandatory retirement ages above age seventy while approximately seventeen states have no age
limit at all. This means a majority of states have already modernized their approach to age limits,
recognizing the value of senior judges.

House Bill No. 1528 does not require any judge to serve beyond age seventy. Rather, it
provides flexibility—allowing qualified judges who wish to continue serving, and who continue
to meet all performance and ethical standards, the opportunity to do so. House Bill No. 1528
represents a modest, thoughtful reform that reflects modern realities while strengthening the
stability and effectiveness of our courts.
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For these reasons, and based on both policy considerations and personal experience, the
Judiciary respectfully urges the Committee to pass House Bill No. 1528.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
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HB 1528: PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO ARTICLE VI, SECTION 3,
OF THE HAWAII STATE CONSITUTION TO INCREASE THE
MANDATORY RETIREMENT AGE FOR STATE JUSTICES AND JUDGES

Chair Tarnas, Vice-Chair Poepoe, and Members of the Committee on
Judiciary and Hawaiian Affairs:

The Office of the Public Defender supports HB 1528. This bill proposes an
amendment to article IV, section 3 of the Hawaii State Constitution to increase the
mandatory retirement age for justices and judges from seventy to seventy-five years.

The Office of the Public Defender appears daily before the various District, Family,
Circuit and Appellate Courts of this State and has a direct and sustained interest in
the quality and stability of the judiciary.

Judicial service demands not only legal knowledge, but judgment developed over
years of experience. Many judges approaching mandatory retirement remain fully
capable and effective. These jurists possess invaluable institutional knowledge and
practical wisdom that cannot be quickly replaced.

Raising the retirement age modestly to seventy-five allows the State to retain
experienced judges who continue to serve at the highest professional level, while
ensuring continuity in court operations and decision-making.

Hawai‘i’s courts face persistent challenges related to judicial vacancies, increasing
caseloads, and delays that affect litigants, victims, and defendants alike. Mandatory
retirements exacerbate these pressures by creating vacancies that may remain
unfilled for extended periods due to the time required for selection, vetting, and
confirmation.



Allowing qualified judges to serve an additional five years provides an immediate
and cost-effective way to mitigate staffing gaps, reduce backlogs, and maintain
consistent courtroom management - benefits that directly impact access to justice for
all parties.

Judges remain subject to rigorous ethical standards, performance expectations, and
accountability mechanisms, regardless of age. Raising the mandatory retirement
threshold does not guarantee continued service; it simply preserves the option for
capable judges to continue serving if they meet all existing requirements.

Raising the mandatory retirement age to seventy-five strengthens the Judiciary and
ultimately serves the interests of justice and the people of Hawai‘i.

For these reasons, the Office of the Public Defender supports HB 1528.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
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Re: Testimony on HB1528 — PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO ARTICLE VI, SECTION 3, OF THE
HAWAII STATE CONSTITUTION TO INCREASE THE MANDATORY RETIREMENT AGE FOR STATE
JUSTICES AND JUDGE

Chair Tarnas, Vice Chair Poepoe, and Members of the Committee:

The United Public Workers, AFSCME Local 646, AFL-CIO (“UPW”) is the exclusive bargaining representative
for approximately 12,000 public employees, which includes blue collar, non-supervisory employees in
Bargaining Unit 1 and institutional, health, and correctional employees in Bargaining Unit 10, in the State
of Hawaii and various counties.

UPW supports HB1528, which proposes an amendment to Article VI, Section 3, of the Hawaii State
Constitution to increase the mandatory retirement age for state justices and judges from seventy to
seventy-five years of age.

Judges are critical to ensuring fairness and protecting the rights of public employees, including UPW
members, who often rely on the judiciary to safeguard labor protections, uphold collective bargaining
agreements, and enforce workplace standards.

For several years and for a variety of reasons, the Judiciary has experienced difficulties in convincing
qualified attorneys to fill vacancies on the bench. Coupling this with the current mandatory retirement
age that will continue to force the State’s most experienced legal minds into retirement will ultimately
weaken our courts and impair their ability to deliver timely and just rulings. Given the lack of qualified,
practiced attorneys who are willing to serve as judges, we are at a point where Hawaii needs its judges
to serve beyond an age limit that seems out of touch with the times. We believe the voters of Hawaii
should have the opportunity to determine if our judges should serve longer.

Mahalo for the opportunity to testify in support of this measure.
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STRONG SUPPORT FOR HB 1528 - CON AM TO ARTICLE VI, SECTION 3 OF
HI STATE CONSTITUTION TO INCREASE RETIREMENT AGE OF JUSTICES
AND JUDGES

Aloha Chair Tarnas, Vice Chair Poepoe and Members of the Committee!

My name is Kat Brady and I am the Coordinator of Community Alliance on Prisons,
a community initiative promoting smart justice policies in Hawai'i for more than
two decades. This testimony is respectfully offered on behalf of the 3,668 Hawai'i
individuals living behind bars! and under the “care and custody” of the Department
of Corrections and Rehabilitation on January 19, 2026. We are always mindful that
799 - 42.8% of Hawai'i's imprisoned male population are serving their sentences
abroad -- thousands of miles away from their loved ones, their homes and, for the
disproportionate number of incarcerated Kanaka Maolj, far, far from their ancestral
lands.

Community Alliance on Prisons appreciates this opportunity to testify in strong
support of HB 1528 amending Article VI, Section 3 of the Hawai'i State
Constitution to propose a constitutional amendment to increase the mandatory
retirement age for state justices and judges from 70 years to 75 years.

" DCR Weekly Population Report, January 26, 2026
Pop-Reports-Weekly-2026-01-26_.pdf
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Ballotpedia published a list of the Mandatory Judicial Requirement Ages by
State2. Here is a quick and easy breakdown:

e 16 STATES HAVE NO RETIREMENT AGE (California, Delaware, Georgia, Idaho,
Illinois, Kentucky, Maine, Mississippi, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico,
Oklahoma, Rhode Island, Tennessee, West Virginia)

e 1STATE HAS THE MOST ADVANCED RETIREMEMNT AGE - 90 YEARS
(Vermont)

e 8 STATES HAVE 75 YEARS AS RETIREMENT AGE (Florida, Indiana, Kansas,
Oregon, Pennsylvania, Texas, Utah, Washington)

e 19STATES HAVE 70 YEARS AS RETIREMENT AGE (Alabama, Alaska, Arizona,
Arkansas, Connecticut, Hawai'i, Louisiana, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, South Dakota,
Wisconsin, Wyoming)

e 6 STATES HAVE RETIREMENT AGES BETWEEN 71 - 74 YEARS (Colorado (72),
District Of Columbia (74), Iowa (72), North Dakota (73), South Carolina (72),
Virginia (73)

Research published by the University of Vermont’s Legislative Research Shop
on the Mandatory Retirement Age of Judges in 2000 gives a good overview of what
other jurisdictions are doing;:

“...In a number of states conditional provisions have been accompanied with
mandatory retirement ages. For example, in the state of Florida appellate judges who turn 70
at the midpoint of a six-year term are allowed to serve out his or her term and retire at 73 (FLA
Constitution. art V, sections 8). In Ohio any voluntarily retired judge or any judge retired at
70 may be assigned, with his consent, by the Chief Justice or acting Chief Justice of the Supreme
Court to active duty as a judge and while serving will receive compensation in addition to any
retirement benefits to which he may be entitled (OHIO CONST. art. IV section 6). And, in
Minnesota the legislature may provide for the extension of the term of any judge who becomes
eligible for retirement within three years after the expansion of the term for which he is selected;
a retired judge may also be assigned to hear and decide any case over which the court to which
he is assigned has jurisdiction. (MINN CONST.art IV .section 9 and 10).

2 Mandatory judicial retirement ages by state as of March 14, 2022.
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory retirement

3 University of Vermont, Legislative Research Shop, Mandatory Retirement Age of Judges.
https://www.uvm.edu/sites/default/files/Department-of-Political-
Science/vlrs/PoliticsGovernment/Mandatory retirement age for judges.pdf
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The following map displays the states in which no mandatory retirement exists, states
in which there is a mandatory retirement age but conditional provisions, and states that have
mandatory retirement ages set at 70-75 years of age.3

‘mandalory rerement ages 1075
[ mandutory reticement with provisices
0 o retirement age

References Makar, Scott D. 1997. "In Praise of Older Judges: Raise the Mandatory

Retirement Age?" Florida Bar Journal. April 1997 v71 n4 p.48(3). Florida Constitution, article V, section 8. Ohio Constitution,
article IV, section 6. Minnesota Constitution, article |V, sections 9 and 10. Parker, Deanna L. National Center for State Courts,
Knowledge Management Department. Williamsburg VA.

Here is a list of states from Ballotpedia in 2022.3

List of states

Mandatory retirement age

Additional information

Alabama
Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Colorado

Connecticut

Delaware
District of
Columbia

Florida

Georgia
Hawaii

Idaho

702!
704

706181

Judges who do not retire at
70 lose all earned retirement
benefits.”!

728
7010

74

7502

70131

Judges may finish the final term during which they turn 70.E!

No retirement age; however, judges lose their earned
retirement benefits if they choose to seek re-election past
age 70.8

No retirement age

No retirement age

Judges may finish the final term if more than one-half has
been served at age 75.12

No retirement age

No retirement age


https://ballotpedia.org/Alabama
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-Alabama-3
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-Alabama-3
https://ballotpedia.org/Alaska
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-4
https://ballotpedia.org/Arizona
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-5
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-6
https://ballotpedia.org/Arkansas
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-7
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-8
https://ballotpedia.org/California
https://ballotpedia.org/Colorado
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-9
https://ballotpedia.org/Connecticut
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-10
https://ballotpedia.org/Delaware
https://ballotpedia.org/District_of_Columbia
https://ballotpedia.org/District_of_Columbia
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-11
https://ballotpedia.org/Florida
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-florida-12
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-florida-12
https://ballotpedia.org/Georgia
https://ballotpedia.org/Hawaii
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-13
https://ballotpedia.org/Idaho

Used to be 75, but law was struck down by lllinois Supreme

e ) Court in 20091141151

Indiana 7516l No limit for superior court and county court judges.”!

lowa 7208

Kansas 7502 Judges may finish the final term during which they turn 7522
Kentucky - No retirement age

Louisiana 70020 Judges may finish the final term during which they turn 7029
Maine - No retirement age

Maryland 702

Massachusetts |7022

Michigan 7023 Judges may finish the final term during which they turn 70.23
Minnesota 70241 :]l;iiliiimgzt;gtzil_zle the last day of the month in which they
Mississippi - No retirement age

Mssoui |7osmue T e
Montana - No retirement age

Nebraska - No retirement age

Nevada - No retirement age

New Hampshire |7022

New Jerse 701281 it;cllfffosgg\;;nﬁ:tsirégqn;i:tif;rlative Director of the Courts may
New Mexico - No retirement age

Newvons [7os s ey it outyear iy o 0. e e
North Carolina | 7281 Judges must retire the last day of the month in which they

have turned 72B4

North Dakota

Judges who do not retire at
73 lose all earned retirement
benefits.22

No retirement age; however, judges lose their earned
retirement benefits if they do not apply for retirement before
turning 73.23

Ohio 70134 Judges may finish the final term during which they turn 7034
Oklahoma - No retirement age; limit may be established by statute.23
Oregon 751361 ngtszﬁe reduced to as low as 70 by statute or
Pennsylvania 75871 Judges may finish out year they turn 75.2%1

Rhode Island - No retirement agel=8l

South Carolina | 7232 No limit for Probate or Municipal Court judges.24
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https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-16
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-17
https://ballotpedia.org/Iowa
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-18
https://ballotpedia.org/Kansas
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-kansas-19
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-kansas-19
https://ballotpedia.org/Kentucky
https://ballotpedia.org/Louisiana
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-LA-20
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-LA-20
https://ballotpedia.org/Maine
https://ballotpedia.org/Maryland
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-21
https://ballotpedia.org/Massachusetts
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-22
https://ballotpedia.org/Michigan
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-Michigan-23
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-Michigan-23
https://ballotpedia.org/Minnesota
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-Mn-24
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-Mn-24
https://ballotpedia.org/Mississippi
https://ballotpedia.org/Missouri
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-CMI-25
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-MRS-26
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-CMI-25
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-MRS-26
https://ballotpedia.org/Montana
https://ballotpedia.org/Nebraska
https://ballotpedia.org/Nevada
https://ballotpedia.org/New_Hampshire
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-27
https://ballotpedia.org/New_Jersey
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-28
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-29
https://ballotpedia.org/New_Mexico
https://ballotpedia.org/New_York
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-30
https://ballotpedia.org/New_York_Town_and_Village_Courts
https://ballotpedia.org/North_Carolina
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-NC-31
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-NC-31
https://ballotpedia.org/North_Dakota
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-32
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-33
https://ballotpedia.org/Ohio
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-ohhi-34
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-ohhi-34
https://ballotpedia.org/Oklahoma
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-35
https://ballotpedia.org/Oregon
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-or-36
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-or-36
https://ballotpedia.org/Pennsylvania
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-penn-37
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-penn-37
https://ballotpedia.org/Rhode_Island
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-ri-38
https://ballotpedia.org/South_Carolina
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-SC-39
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-SC-39

South Dakota 70140

Tennessee -
Texas 75411421
Utah 751431
Vermont 9044
Virginia 73431
Washington 7501481
West Virginia -
Wisconsin -
Wyoming 70148l

Judges that turn 70 may serve until the first Tuesday
following a Monday of the year following the next state
legislature election.2

No retirement age

Conditions may vary. See Article 5 for more information“!

Judges may finish out year they turn 90.44

Judge will be retired 20 days after the regular session of the
General Assembly following birthday.“2!

Judges may finish out year they turn 75.146
No retirement age

The Wisconsin Blue Book 2005-2006 states: "Wisconsin
used to have a mandatory retirement age for judges and
justices. From 1955 t0 1978, judges and justices had to retire
atage 70.Since 1977, the Wisconsin Constitution has
authorized the legislature to impose a maximum age of no
less than 70, but the legislature has not done so."#”l

Community Alliance on Prisons is concerned about losing all that institutional
knowledge that justices and judges have acquired through their years of experience.
We want to ensure that people appointed to judgeships have enough experience to
understand the issues that come before them.

It is time for the community to stand up for the rule of law - especially in these
challenging times when this principle is being abandoned by the federal government.
Do we want to be ruled by oligarch whose only interest is enriching themselves, or
do we want equal protection under the rule of law? An informed electorate is crucial

for a vibrant democracy!

We respectfully urge the committee to pass HB 1528 the constitutional
amendment so that the community can be educated about the need for the rule of law.
Community Alliance on Prisons will do our part to help with community education.

Mahalo for this opportunity to testify in strong support of HB 1528!


https://ballotpedia.org/South_Dakota
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https://ballotpedia.org/Tennessee
https://ballotpedia.org/Texas
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-Tx-41
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-42
https://ballotpedia.org/Article_5,_Texas_Constitution#Section_1(a)
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-Tx-41
https://ballotpedia.org/Utah
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-43
https://ballotpedia.org/Vermont
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-vt-44
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-vt-44
https://ballotpedia.org/Virginia
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-va-45
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-va-45
https://ballotpedia.org/Washington
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-wash-46
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-wash-46
https://ballotpedia.org/West_Virginia
https://ballotpedia.org/Wisconsin
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-47
https://ballotpedia.org/Wyoming
https://ballotpedia.org/Mandatory_retirement#cite_note-48

































































































HB-1528
Submitted on: 2/2/2026 11:13:05 AM
Testimony for JHA on 2/4/2026 2:00:00 PM

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Testify
James W. Lindblad Individual Support erttenO];lT;tlmony

Comments:
Testimony in Support of HB 1528

I support HB 1528 because it recognizes a fundamental truth: judicial expertise and capability do
not vanish at age seventy.

Experience is invaluable on the bench. Qualities like sound judgment, judicial restraint, and
nuanced perspective are honed over decades, especially in high-stakes areas such as criminal and
family courts, where missteps can have lasting impacts on lives and communities. Hawai‘i
already maintains robust safeguards—including rigorous judicial evaluations, retention
processes, and fixed terms of office—to uphold competence. Relying solely on age as a measure
is an overly blunt and unreliable approach.

This constitutional amendment does not mandate extended service for anyone. Instead, it
provides qualified judges the option to continue contributing if they choose and remain fit for
duty. This added flexibility bolsters the judiciary, retains critical institutional knowledge, and
helps address the growing complexities of our court system, from evolving case loads to
emerging legal challenges.

Hawai‘i can implement this change responsibly, balancing discretion with ongoing
accountability measures.

As with many professionals, I approach my own retirement based on personal readiness and
ability, rather than a rigid calendar milestone. The judiciary merits the same consideration and
respect.

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the Committee to support HB 1528.

Sincerely,

James Waldron Lindblad.
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Submitted on: 2/2/2026 5:12:50 PM
Testimony for JHA on 2/4/2026 2:00:00 PM
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Lynn Murakami . Written Testimony
Akatsuka Individual Support Only
Comments:

I strongly support the passage of HB 1528 that proposes a constitutional amendment to incease
the mandatory retirement age of justices and judges from seventy to seventy-five yeears of
age. This bill is long time coming to address not only the loss of experienced judges statewide
that included the recent September 30, 2025 Chief Justice of the Hawaii Supreme Court Mark
Recktenwald due to the current law that requires mandatory retirement at 70 years old.

I am glad the 2026 State Legislature is proposing this bill this session so that we don't continue
to lose the loss of judicial experience as well as the institutional capacity for our courts to

conduct business statewide on a timely manner to the public.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify in strong support of HB 1528.
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STATE OF HAWAII

A BILL FOR AN ACT

PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO ARTICLE VI, SECTION 3, OF THE HAWATI

STATE CONSTITUTION TO INCREASE THE MANDATORY RETIREMENT AGE

FOR STATE JUSTICES AND JUDGES.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF HAWAII:

SECTION 1. The purpose of this Act is to propose an
amendment to article VI, section 3, of the Hawaii State
Constitution to increase the mandatory retirement age for
justices and judges to the age of seventy-five years.

SECTION 2. Article 6, section 3, of the Constitution of
the State of Hawaii is amended to read as follows:

"APPOINTMENT OF JUSTICES AND JUDGES

Section 3. The governor, with the consent of the senate,
shall fill a vacancy in the office of the chief justice, supreme
court, intermediate appellate court and circuit courts by
appointing a person from a list of not less than four, and not
more than six nominees for the vacancy presented to the governor
by the judicial selection commission.

If the governor fails to make any appointment within thirty
days of presentation, or within ten days of the senate's

rejection of any previous appointment, the appointment shall be

2026-0279 HB SMA.docx 1
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made by the judicial selection commission from the list with the
consent of the senate. If the senate fails to reject any
appointment within thirty days thereof, the senate shall be
deemed to have consented to that appointment. If the senate
rejects any appointment, the governor shall make another
appointment from the list within ten days thereof. The same
appointment and consent procedure shall be followed until a
valid appointment has been made, or failing this, the judicial
selection commission shall make the appointment from the list,
without senate consent.

The chief justice, with the consent of the senate, shall
fill a vacancy in the district courts by appointing a person
from a list of not less than four and not more than six nominees
for the vacancy presented to the chief justice by the judicial
selection commission. If the chief Jjustice fails to make any
appointment within thirty days of presentation, or within ten
days of the senate's rejection of any previous appointment, the
appointment shall be made by the judicial selection commission
from the list with the consent of the senate. If the senate
fails to reject any appointment within thirty days thereof, the

senate shall be deemed to have consented to that appointment.

2026-0279 HB SMA.docx 2
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If the senate rejects any appointment, the chief justice shall
make another appointment from the list within ten days thereof.
The same appointment and consent procedure shall be followed
until a valid appointment has been made, or failing this, the
judicial selection commission shall make the appointment from
the list, without senate consent. The chief justice shall
appoint per diem district court judges as provided by law.

The judicial selection commission shall disclose to the
public the list of nominees for each vacancy concurrently with
the presentation of each list to the governor or the chief
justice, as applicable.

QUALIFICATIONS FOR APPOINTMENT

Justices and judges shall be residents and citizens of the
State and of the United States, and licensed to practice law by
the supreme court. A justice of the supreme court, judge of the
intermediate appellate court and judge of the circuit court
shall have been so licensed for a period of not less than ten
years preceding nomination. A Jjudge of the district court shall
have been so licensed for a period of not less than five years

preceding nomination.
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No justice or judge shall, during the term of office,
engage in the practice of law, or run for or hold any other
office or position of profit under the United States, the State
or its political subdivisions.

TENURE; RETIREMENT

The term of office of justices and judges of the supreme
court, intermediate appellate court and circuit courts shall be
ten years. Judges of district courts shall hold office for the
periods as provided by law. At least six months before the
expiration of a justice's or judge's term of office, every
justice and judge shall petition the judicial selection
commission to be retained in office or shall inform the
commission of an intention to retire. If the judicial selection
commission determines that the justice or judge should be
retained in office, the commission shall renew the term of
office of the justice or judge for the period provided by this
section or by law.

Justices and judges shall be retired upon attaining the age

of [sewventy] seventy-five years. They shall be included in any

retirement law of the State.”
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SECTION 3. The question to be printed on the ballot shall

be as follows:

"Shall the mandatory retirement age for all state court

justices and judges be increased from seventy to

seventy-five years of age?"

SECTION 4. Constitutional material to be repealed is

bracketed and stricken. New constitutional material is

of the Constitution of

underscored.
SECTION 5. This amendment shall take effect upon
compliance with article XVII, section 3,

the State of Hawaili.

INTRODUCED BY: %
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H.B. NO. /1528

Report Title:
Constitutional Amendment; Judges; Mandatory Retirement Age

Description:

Proposes a constitutional amendment to increase the mandatory
retirement age for justices and judges from seventy to
seventy-five years of age.

The summary description of legislation appearing on this page is for informational purposes only and is
not legislation or evidence of legisiative intent.
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Carrie Ann Shirota Individual Support erttenoiﬁ}sltlmony

Comments:
Aloha Chair Tarnas, Vice Chair Poepoe and Committee Members,

I strongly support HB1528 PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO ARTICLE VI, SECTION 3,
OF THE HAWAII STATE CONSTITUTION TO INCREASE THE MANDATORY
RETIREMENT AGE FOR STATE JUSTICES AND JUDGES.

The people of Hawai'i should have an opportunity to vote on the proposed constitutional
amendment that would increase the mandatory retirement age from 70 to 75 for State Justices
and Judges.

Hawaii consistently has the highest life expectancy in the U.S., around 80-82 years, significantly
above the national average, though this varies by demographics.

There's a number of State Justices and Judges who were forced to retire because of this

categorical exclusion based on age - even though they were qualified and still willing to serve on
the bench.

While ppponents to this measure have raised concerns about competency. Hawai‘i has robust
mechanisms in place to ensure judicial competence and accountability. This

includes performance evaluations, ethical standards, and retention review and decisions by the
Judicial Selection Commission.

We need a strong and independent Judiciary now more than ever. Please let the people vote on
this important public policy issue!

Mabhalo,
Carrie Ann Shirota, Esq.

Honolulu, HI 96813
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