








From: Cedric A. Gates [mailto:cedricgates@live.com]  Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 10:41 PM To: OahuMPO <Oahumpo@oahumpo.org> Subject: Testimony OMPO ORTP 2040 Draft Importance: High 
  
Aloha,  
My name is Cedric Gates, I am currently the Chairman of the Waianae Coast Neighborhood 
Board, and previous Chairman of the Transportation Committee. I am submitting my comments 
as an individual.  I’m writing to urge the OahuMPO Policy Board to add Project 50 and from 
ORTP 2035 to ORTP 2040, and raise the priorities of ORTP Projects 351 and 708 to the highest 
level and accelerate the planning and construction of both projects.  
As a lifetime resident of the Waianae Coast I personally have witnessed traffic along the leeward 
coast become increasingly heavy over recent years, over-burdening the finite capacity of 
Farrington Highway. This traffic is dramatically decreasing the quality of life for all leeward 
coast residents.   
I humbly ask for OahuMPO Policy Board to support Project 50 from ORTP 2035 to ORTP 2040, 
and raise the priorities of ORTP Projects 351 and 708 to the highest level and accelerate the 
planning and construction of both projects to improve the quality of life for current and future 
generations.  
If you have any questions please feel free to contact me at anytime.  
Respectfully,  
Cedric Gates 
Chairman  
Waianae Coast Neighborhood Board 
Phone:(808) 457-6385 
Address: PO Box 1162 Waianae, HI 96792   
With Aloha, 
Cedric   
Cedric Asuega Gates 
Chairman  
Waianae Coast Neighborhood Board 
Phone:(808) 457-6385 
Address: PO Box 1162 Waianae, HI 96792  



April 7, 2016 

 

Written Testimony – Policy Board Meeting, April 13, 2016 

 

For:  Chairman and Board Members, OahuMPO Policy Committee 

From:  Allen Frenzel, 84-933 Alahele St. Makaha, HI  96792 

 

Agenda Issue  - VI. New Business, a. Final Draft ORTP 2040 

 

1.  I respectfully request that this agenda item be rescheduled until after the ORTP Processes and 

Procedures as accepted by the Policy Board on Sep 21, 2015 are thoroughly completed.  I contend the 

following steps were not taken or were accelerated to such a degree that the intent of the Processes 

and Procedures were violated, specifically, but not limited to following: 

 a.  NO CAC REVIEW/APPROVAL:  A thorough review, discussion, and deliberation of the draft 

ORTP was not conducted by the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC).  The CAC DID NOT vote to approve 

the draft ORTP.  The issue was posted on the CAC’s agenda for March 16, 2016 “with the goal of the CAC 

making a formal recommendation to the Policy Board”, but the HART presentation ran long and only 

four minutes were available to the CAC to discuss this important issue and make a recommendation.  

Within the four minutes, it was suggested the meeting be carried over to another session or be 

extended past the one-hour meeting time-limit.  It was also suggested the issue be discussed in a CAC 

sub-committee before coming to the CAC.  The point was made that the draft ORTP will be placed in 

front of the Policy Board in April and there was no time left for the CAC.  The meeting then adjourned. 

  1)  Significant changes were on the draft ORTP that warranted further discussion in a 

CAC sub-committee and the full CAC.  Significant projects (including $9.3B in illustrative rail projects) 

were added to the draft ORTP that needed full discussion and approval by the CAC (as well as other 

agencies and stake holders). 

  2)  At least one significant long-standing project that was on previous plans was dropped 

off of the draft ORTP (project 50) unilaterally by the implementing agency (HDOT) with absolutely no 

CAC discussions or approval, no regional/community discussions, and no agreement/approval by the full 

Policy Board.  In fact, the OahuMPO staff and HDOT had written testimony from the community 

neighborhood boards affected and State Senator Shimabukuro that Project 50 should be accelerated 

and planning/contracting begin immediately. 

  3)  At least one significant long-standing project (project 54, now 351) received feedback 

from the community and State Senator Shimabukuro to upgrade its priority, but was unilaterally 

disapproved by the implementing agency (HDOT) also with absolutely no CAC discussions or approval, 

no regional/community discussions, and no agreement/approval by the full Policy Board. 

NOTE:  One of the purposes of recent Act 132 to correct the OahuMPO’s compliance to Federal Law 

was to move power from the implementing agencies to the Policy Board – the Policy Board, not the 

implementing agencies, should decide what is added or deleted from the Oahu Regional 

Transportation Plan as well as prioritization of the approved projects. 
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   b.  NO REGIONAL PUBLIC MEETINGS HELD:  In accordance with the five-year ORTP development 

plan approved by the Policy Board, at least eight regional public meetings should be held in the final 

year of planning to brief the draft ORTP.  I recall no such meetings.  

  1)   I highly suspect the communities of Oahu would be very interested and concerned 

with regards to the six recently added illustrative rail projects totaling $9.3 Billion.  These projects did 

not wind up on the plan by accident nor without a hidden agenda.  I think the communities would be 

very interested in the calculation for pricing these new projects, considering HART has no idea what the 

current rail project is going to cost. 

2)   I know the leeward communities would like to have heard why project 54, now 351 

has not been moved up the prioritization list by the Policy Board, even though it has been on the ORTPs 

since at least 2001. 

3)   I know the Waianae and Makaha communities would also like to know why project 

50 was dropped off the ORTP and not moved up the prioritization list by the Policy Board. 

 c.  NO SECOND ROUND OF PUBLIC INPUT:  In accordance with the five-year ORTP development 

plan approved by the Policy Board, if changes to the draft ORTP are significant, the draft should be 

updated for a second round of public input.  In the case of the first draft, since the original review was 

flawed and implementing agencies were allowed to unilaterally ignore community and stake holder 

recommendations and comments – a second review process is problematic and was inappropriately 

circumvented. 

2.  It appears from the loose procedures taken to review and prepare the draft ORTP for final approval 

that the OahuMPO process and procedures were not followed and that major participants did not heed 

Federal guidance received during the 2015 recertification process.  It appears, implementing agencies 

continue to control the Oahu’s Regional Transportation Plan through unilateral decisions and that the 

Policy Board is relinquishing its authority and responsibility to effectively manage Oahu’s very critical 

Transportation Plan. 

3.  It also appears that the Policy Board, OahuMPO and particularly HDOT is violating Title VI 

Environmental Justice requirements by failing to properly fund and implement essential transportation 

improvement projects for the low-income, minority communities on the leeward coast. 

4.  I ask that the Policy Board not approve the current draft ORTP 2040 and that the Board comply with 

its own procedures for review and approval of the plan and assert its authority to approve and prioritize 

projects based on the needs of the people of Oahu. 

Mahalo, 

 

Allen Frenzel, 84-933 Alahele St., Makaha, HI  96792, (808) 343-4916, al@makaha.us 

 

 

mailto:al@makaha.us

