Policy Board Special Meeting on Legislation
Friday, March 3, 2017
9:00 AM
Planning Conference Room
Kalana Pakui Building
250 South High Street
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793
AGENDA
I.

Call to Order by Chair

II.

Public Testimony

III.

Statewide legislation status update
The Maui MPO Policy Board will consider authorizing the Executive Director to submit
testimony on the following bills during the 2017 legislative session, and any others suggested
by board members. The recommendations below reflect the Executive Director’s suggestions
based on Maui MPO mission and current bill content and status, and are subject to change.
a. Recommend supporting
• HB191 HD1 Safe Passing: Vehicles must allow 3-foot buffer when passing
bicyclists.
• SB290 Authorizes bonds of $40M for design and construction of Lahaina bypass
Phase 1C from north Keawe Street to beyond Pu‘ukoli‘i Road.

• SB221 Establishes the photo red light imaging detector systems program and
authorizes counties to collect fines and expend proceeds.
• HB491 Establishes and funds a two-year pilot that requires counties to maintain
and repair sidewalks in school zones.
• HB401 Increase rental vehicle customer facility charge from $4.50 to $9.00, and
deposit half of revenues in State Highway Fund for projects to increase the
capacity of certain existing roadways or the construction of certain new
roadways. (On Maui – Pa’ia Relief Route, Lahaina bypass, Honoapi‘ilani
Highway realignment, Kihei-Upcountry highway, and Ka’ahumanu Avenue
widening.)

b. Consider supporting
• SB 1183 SD1 Authorizes Counties to establish a surcharge on State tax to be
used for public transportation capital and operating costs.
• SB1012 SD1 Increase State fuel tax, vehicle registration fees, and weight tax to
provide $100M to State Highway fund for maintenance and congestion relief.
• HB1580 HD1 Establishes a clean ground transportation benchmark framework
including a near term 2025 target encouraging electric vehicle infrastructure.
• HB317 HD1 Allocates $2,000,000 from transient accommodations tax revenues
to the Hawaii Tourism Authority for the implementation of initiatives to address
homelessness issues in tourist and resort areas.

c. Recommend opposing
• HB1586 Phases out the county allocation of transient accommodations tax
revenues over a 3-year period.
• HB686 Conveys ownership of Honoapi‘ilani Highway from State to County.

d. Consider adopting Maui MPO internal control policy allowing Executive Director to
provide comments on proposed legislation
When feasible, the Maui MPO Policy Board shall meet and vote to support or oppose
proposed statewide legislation, authorizing the Executive Director to submit approved
testimony on behalf of the Maui MPO. In some cases, it may be infeasible for the Policy
Board to vote on testimony prior to submittal deadlines for the hearing, or the content of
bills previously voted on by the Policy Board may change significantly in a newer version.
During the 2017 legislative session, the Maui MPO Executive Director, in consultation
with the Policy Board chair, may submit testimony to the Hawaii State Legislature on
proposed legislation affecting the operation of the Maui MPO, or related to transportation,
energy, taxation and land use planning. Testimony shall be consistent with the Maui MPO
mission, and shall include the following disclaimer: “The Maui MPO has not had the
opportunity to take a formal position on this measure. In my capacity as the Maui MPO
Executive Director I respectfully offer the following comments.”
IV.

Announcements
a. Next Policy Board meeting scheduled for Monday, May 13 at 9am

V.

Adjournment

AGENDA ITEMS ARE SUBJECT TO CANCELLATION. For a confirmation of the meeting date and time, please
contact the Maui MPO, 200 S. High Street, Wailuku, HI 96793, (808) 270-8216, (808) 270-7505 (fax).
ORAL OR WRITTEN TESTIMONY on any agenda item will be accepted at the beginning of the meeting and
shall be limited to three (3) minutes. TESTIMONY MUST BE LIMITED TO ITEMS ON THE AGENDA. If written
testimony is submitted at the meeting, 15 copies are requested. INDIVIDUALS WHO INTEND TO ATTEND THE
MEETING AND WHO HAVE DISABILITIES REQUIRING SPECIAL ASSISTANCE should call the Maui MPO at
(808) 270-8216 at least five (5) working days in advance of the meeting.

Maui MPO State Legislation Tracking
Executive Director Report
March 3, 2017

The Maui MPO Policy Board will consider authorizing the Executive Director to submit testimony on the
following bills during the 2017 legislative session, and any others suggested by board members. The
recommendations below reflect the Executive Director’s suggestions based on Maui MPO mission and
current bill content and status, and are subject to change.
a. Recommend supporting
 HB191 HD1 - Safe Passing: Vehicles must allow 3-foot buffer when passing bicyclists.
Status: TRN passed with amendments, referred to JUD.
Suggested testimony: Maui MPO supports HB191 HD1, which sets a clear minimum safe passing
distance of 3 feet. This bill would make our roads safer for cycling, supporting the Maui MPO’s
mission to promote the health and wellness of Maui’s people and environment through
improved multimodal pedestrian, bicycle and transit options. Encouraging more people to ride
bicycles is an important way to help alleviate traffic congestion. With limited resources to
implement roadway capacity increases, managing demand is a key strategy moving forward.
Hundreds of bicycle advocates, including the Maui Bicycling League, support the effort to
increase safety and awareness of bicyclists by promoting the “3 Foot for Safer Streets Bill”. The
law would encourage people to bicycle for health, recreation, transportation, to lower their
impact on the environment, and to decrease traffic. This will encourage bicycle riders new and
old to feel safe, welcomed, and wanted in Hawaii.
Maui MPO encourages bicycling advocates to continue working with law enforcement officers to
address concerns about the challenge of enforcing the Safe Passing bill.
Note: State Department of Transportation and Honolulu Police Department submitted testimony
supporting the bill’s intent but expressing concerns about the challenge of enforcement. Maui
Bicycling League is working with the Maui Police Department to submit supporting testimony.
 SB290 - Authorizes bonds of $40M for design and construction of Lahaina bypass Phase 1C from
north Keawe Street to beyond Pu‘ukoli‘i Road.
Status: TRE passed unamended, referred to WAM.
Suggested testimony: Maui MPO supports SB290, which authorizes the issuance of general
obligation bonds for design, plans, material, construction, and equipment for an extension of the
Lahaina bypass road from north Keawe Street to a proposed Ka‘anapali Connector Road.
Completing the Lahaina bypass with Phase 1C is vitally important to alleviate traffic congestion
on Maui’s only major road to the West Side, which is a significant economic engine for Maui and
the entire State.
Maui County received 2.6 million visitors in 2016, up 3.9% from 2015 in an upward trend that is
expected to continue (Hawaii Tourism Authority). Many visitor industry employees must
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commute from other parts of the island to the West Side. Residents also deserve an efficient,
reliable way to move through their community and to other parts of Maui. The bypass would also
help emergency responders connect to a highway expeditiously to save lives.
Maui MPO also encourages demand management efforts like the commuter shuttles from
Central Maui to Lahaina, development of more affordable housing on the West Side, and
expanding airport shuttle service and incentivizing visitors to rent vehicles on the West Side as
key strategies to alleviate traffic congestion. However, given the critical demand and existing
traffic congestion, we strongly support efforts to fund completion of the Lahaina bypass project
that has been planned for the past 40 years.
Maui MPO does not recommend moving forward with Phase 1D at this time as Phase 1C will
complete the bypass of Lahaina. Additional funds may be needed to complete Phase 1C,
according to State Department of Transportation cost estimates of $75 million.
Additionally, realignment of Honoapi‘ilani Highway south of Launiupoko continues to be an
important priority for the island of Maui. Phase 1B-2 is scheduled to begin construction in March
2017, extending the bypass to its southern terminus near Olowalu. While this will help, it will not
resolve the safety issues that plague a six- to eight mile stretch from Olowalu down to Papalaua
Wayside Park. This stretch of highway is the most vulnerable to sea level rise and ongoing
erosion. Waves and debris often wash over the road creating dangerous driving conditions. The
portion of Honoapi‘ilani highway that traverses the Lahaina Pali will also need to be addressed in
the long run. Maui MPO will coordinate efforts of the State, County, landowners and citizens to
realign the highway, protecting the shoreline environment and enabling safe access to Lahaina.
 SB221 SD1 - Establishes the photo red light imaging detector systems program and authorizes
counties to collect fines and expend proceeds.
Status: TRE/PSM and WAM passed with amendments
Suggested testimony: Maui MPO supports the intent of SB221 SD1, which establishes the photo
red light imaging detector systems program and authorizes counties to administer the program.
The bill requires proceeds of fines to be expended in the county from which they were collected
for operation of the program, and makes an appropriation.
The number of vehicles running red lights in Hawaii has increased over the years, endangering
the lives of pedestrians, cyclists and motorists. The photo red light imaging system has reduced
the number of collisions in the nation for years. This bill will help to reduce the number of near
misses and crashes at intersections due to red light running, consistent with Maui MPO and
partner agency goals to improve roadway safety.
Maui MPO agrees with the State DOT recommendation that a Red Light Running committee be
established to include police, prosecutors, city/counties to review this bill and make necessary
amendments for the 2018 Legislative Session and the have the bill be effective on January 1,
2019. The DOT strongly supports the intent of such a program, but needs to be given the time to
research and plan the operation and tweak the law if necessary.
 HB491 - Establishes and funds a two-year pilot that requires counties to maintain and repair
sidewalks in school zones.
Status: TRN and EDN passed unamended, FIN hearing 2/28
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Suggested testimony: Maui MPO supports HB491, which establishes and funds a two-year pilot
school sidewalk maintenance and repair program that requires counties to maintain and repair
sidewalks in school zones or other areas of significant school related pedestrian traffic. Requires
each county to report on the status of the pilot program.
Making routes safer for children to bike and walk to school benefits the entire community and
environment, consistent with Maui MPO goals to develop a safe multimodal transportation
system. This policy would make it safer for students, staff, and the community when walking to
and from school. If the areas around schools were truly walkable it would provide an alternative
for some who currently drive their children to school. This could reduce vehicular traffic around
the school and further increase the safety of our students.
 HB401 - Increase rental vehicle customer facility charge from $4.50 to $9.00, and deposit half of
revenues in State Highway Fund for projects to increase the capacity of certain existing
roadways or the construction of certain new roadways.
Status: Not heard yet, referred to TRN, FIN
Suggested testimony: Maui MPO supports HB401. As Hawaii grows, traffic-related congestion on
the State’s roadways continues to increase, forcing people to spend more time sitting in vehicles
and less time being productive at work or with families and friends. One way that traffic
congestion can be addressed is through capital improvements that increase the capacity of
existing state roadways or strategically build new roadways. Creating new sources of revenue for
the State Highway Fund will give the Department of Transportation the additional flexibility to
redirect other funding sources towards important repair and maintenance projects.
On Maui, there is a significant need for certain capacity projects including the Pa’ia Relief Route,
Lahaina bypass, Honoapi‘ilani Highway realignment, and Ka‘ahumanu Avenue widening. All of
these projects are identified in HB401 as eligible for funding using revenues from the increased
charge on rental vehicle customer facilities. Maui would need to compete with statewide
demand for transportation funding.
Rental vehicles increase traffic congestion, therefore it is reasonable to direct revenues from the
motor vehicle customer facility charge to the State Highway Fund. The Maui MPO would also
support a provision enabling counties to receive a portion of revenues from rental vehicle
charges for the maintenance and construction of County transportation facilities. This would
enable a more targeted approach to leveraging locally-generated funds to address Maui’s
transportation needs.
b. Consider supporting
 SB 1183 SD1 - Authorizes Counties to establish a surcharge on State tax to be used for public
transportation capital and operating costs.
Status: 2/27/17 WAM passed with amendments.
Suggested testimony: Maui MPO supports the intent of SB1183 SD1, which authorizes counties
that have not established a surcharge by 7/1/2017 to establish a surcharge on state tax. Provides
that the State shall retain an unspecified portion of surcharge proceeds for DOT. Requires a
county's share of the county surcharge on state tax to be paid to the county on a monthly basis.
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Counties should have the option to vote on a ½ percent general excise tax (GET) surcharge to be
used for public transportation capital and operating costs in perpetuity, with public
transportation defined to include public transit, roads, bikeways and multiuse paths, pedestrian
ways, and ADA improvements related thereto.
Expansion of the Maui Bus system is crucial to a good future on Maui. The Maui Bus primarily
serves commuters and low-income residents, and is also an amenity used by visitors. Ridership
has increased over the past decade from less than 200,000 passengers per year to about
2,500,000 per year. In addition to providing residents and visitors with more affordable
transportation choices and reducing traffic congestion, expansion of the Maui Bus will move us
toward a more sustainable land transportation system by lowering the consumption of fossil
fuels and reducing greenhouse gases. The Maui Short Range Transit Plan (2017-2022), completed
in April 2016, identifies the funding needed for service improvements to expand routes, increase
frequency, and develop new routes - $78.7 million total over the six-year period from 2017-2022.
The Capital Improvement Program includes new bus stops, fleet acquisition, new transit centers
and a maintenance and operations facility - $69.3 million over the six year period.
Without the option to establish a GET surcharge, Maui County will have to rely more heavily on
the County highway and general funds for much-needed expansion of the Maui Bus through
service and capital improvement. Without the surcharge, $55.4 million would need to come from
the County General Fund and $41.1 million from the County CIP. With the surcharge, those
amounts could be reduced to $15.9 million and $6.1 million, respectively (over the six-year
period). Additional funding options include raising the cost of fares and passes and seeking
advertising revenue. Many counties and cities across the U.S. have used GET surcharges as a
funding mechanism for public transit, an equitable and forward-thinking mode of transportation.
Maui MPO supports the HSAC initiative for counties to receive a fair allocation of 45% of the
transient accommodation tax. However, counties should also have the ability to consider a
surcharge. More research and public outreach will need to be done at the County level to
consider potential impacts before voting on a GET surcharge. However, SB1183 would make the
important first step of authorizing counties to consider this funding mechanism to expand public
transportation. Maui MPO agrees with Tax Foundation of Hawaii’s suggestion that if SB1183 is to
move forward, removing extraneous provisions should be removed, focusing it on the county
transportation needs that must be addressed.
 SB1012 SD1 - Increase State fuel tax, vehicle registration fees, and weight tax to provide $100M
to State Highway fund for maintenance and congestion relief.
Status: TRE passed with amendments, referred to WAM.
Suggested testimony: Maui MPO supports SB1012 SD1, which would provide the State
Department of Transportation with additional funding needed to maintain a safe, efficient
ground transportation network by increasing the user fees on fuel, State motor vehicle
registration, and State weight tax. The State is a key partner in Maui MPO’s efforts to plan for the
maintenance and development of a multimodal ground transportation system, and we recognize
the need to supplement declining fuel tax revenues for the highway fund.
HDOT requires $100 million in additional funding for its Highways Program. The sooner the
maintenance cycle on State roadways is reset, the less it will cost to keep State roads in good
condition. The amount of cars and people continue to rise, but our ability to add capacity through
Maui MPO Policy Board Special Legislative Meeting – March 3, 2017

4

more lanes for drivers is severely limited due to land restrictions and funding. We cannot build
ourselves out of congestion. Therefore, HDOT is focusing resources toward making the system
that we have work better through safety and maintenance measures.
Maui MPO supports HDOT efforts to look at solutions that will bring immediate congestion relief
at lower costs and with shorter lead times. These solutions include retiming signals and
upgrading equipment in corridors, adding contraflow operations in congested areas, using more
shoulders as travel lanes during peak hours, adding traffic control to busy intersections, and
building out intelligent transportation systems. The increases in revenues will provide safer
infrastructure enhancements for all users including pedestrians, bicyclists, transit users and
motorists and would positively impact the department's ability to qualify State matching funds
for the highways federal-aid program.
At the same time, Maui MPO supports HDOT efforts to implement more efficient spending
practices, or, if existing law is getting in the way of its work, it needs to ask the Legislature for
appropriate changes so it can carry out its work. Hawaii ranks 48th in the nation in highway
performance and cost-effectiveness in the 22nd Annual Highway Report by the Reason
Foundation. Hawaii ranks 21st in fatality rate, 48th in deficient bridges, and 40th in urbanized
area congestion. On spending, Hawaii ranks 42nd in total disbursements per mile and 49th in
administrative disbursements per mile. HDOT should receive adequate funding to carry out its
work, but should also continue to strive for high standards in accountability and efficiency.
 HB1580 HD1 - Establishes a clean ground transportation benchmark framework including a
near term 2025 target encouraging electric vehicle infrastructure.
Status: EEP passed with amendments. FIN hearing 3/1/17.
Suggested testimony: Maui MPO supports HB 1580, which sets a planning vision for the
elimination of fossil fuels from ground transportation in Hawai‘i by 2045. This bill will help to
promote alignment and collaboration in ongoing and future planning efforts for multiple aspects
of the state’s transportation energy sector. While Hawai‘i has made substantial progress on
reduction of burning fossil fuels in the electricity sector, progress on reducing transportation
fossil fuel consumption has lagged. And unlike for the electricity sector, state law has not yet
specified target dates for progress on renewable transportation.
Ground transportation accounts for around one-third of the state’s fossil fuel consumption and
greenhouse gas emissions. Establishing a planning vision will spur alignment and collaboration on
planning and infrastructure efforts, thus leading to more effective solutions. It will set market
expectations, opening the door to innovation. And it will encourage personal action, to support
the shared goal of island sustainability.
 HB317 HD1 - Allocates $2,000,000 from transient accommodations tax revenues to the Hawaii
Tourism Authority for the implementation of initiatives to address homelessness issues in
tourist and resort areas.
The amended version of HB317 HD1 reverted to the $103 million cap on County share of TAT.
Instead, recommend that Maui MPO support SB1290.
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 SB 1290 SD1 - Adjusts allocation to the counties to equal forty-five per cent of the amount of
revenues remaining after all other allocations are made.
Status: 2/27/17 WAM passed, with amendments.
Suggested testimony: Maui MPO supports SB 1290, which would provide an equitable
distribution of transient accommodation tax revenues to the counties to provide critical services
impacted by the visitor industry, including development and maintenance of roads. Maui County
currently generates $125 million in TAT revenue, but the State returns only $24.5 million. That
allocation has remained practically the same over the last 18 years, despite large increases in the
cost of providing services to residents and visitors.
Counties should receive 45% of TAT to provide services for residents and visitors, including
transportation facilities. This request mirrored a state-county working group recommendation to
state lawmakers to provide a justified 55-45 percent split of the TAT between state and counties.
According to the 2014 Long-Range Federal-Aid Highways Plan, Maui County needs $3.7 billion to
implement all needed transportation improvements to maintain current level of service by 2035,
but is only projected to have $1.6 billion from current revenue sources - primarily fuel tax, vehicle
registration and weight taxes. Additional funding is needed to cover the County’s share of local
matching funds to develop and maintain a safe, efficient and sustainable ground transportation
system that serves visitors and residents.
c. Recommend opposing

 HB1586 - Phases out the county allocation of transient accommodations tax revenues over a 3year period.
Status: FIN hearing 2/28/17
Suggested testimony: Maui MPO opposes HB1586, which would phase out the county allocation
of transient accommodations tax revenues over a 3-year period. Phasing out of the counties’
share of the TAT would impose a heavy financial burden to our residents. Counties will have to
adjust real property taxes to cover the increasing operational costs for county-maintained
services used by our visitors such as water and sewer service; police, fire and ocean safety
protection; development and upkeep of most roads; and park development and maintenance.
Why should local residents be responsible for expenses that visitors have already paid for
through the TAT? We strongly urge you to consider the approach recommended by the StateCounty Functions Working Group in 2015 to allocate TAT funds to the State and counties on a
percentage basis.
 HB686 - Conveys ownership of Honoapi‘ilani Highway from State to County.
Status: Not heard yet, referred to TRN, FIN.
Suggested testimony: Maui MPO opposes HB686, which conveys ownership of Honoapi‘ilani
Highway from State to County. When and where appropriate, the County of Maui may accept a
portion of Honoapi’ilani Highway, but the transfer should not be dictated.
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The Maui Bicycling League (MBL) is an active, engaged bicycle advocacy group
representing the interests of bicyclists and potential bicyclists. Critical to this is
supporting Complete Streets making roads safer and more accessible for
everyone who uses them.
Honolulu ranks as number 3 as worst cities for traffic in USA. In 2013 it was
number 2. Oahu planners and administrators did not plan properly to
accommodate the population’s transportation needs. Short sighted exclusive
reliance on the automobile and creating infrastructure focused only on the
automobile was a mistake. Now the struggle is how to mend the problem?
The MBL regularly calls for Maui administrators to grasp the potential danger we
face here on Maui as well, and start studying and supporting alternative means of
transportation in your policies, using of the latest and best design criteria and
guidelines, while recognizing the need for flexibility to balance user needs.
Bike paths exemplify the connectivity of a community to resources with the
lowest possible impact to the environment and the maximum potential for public
enjoyment.
People across Hawaii are increasing choosing to walk and bicycle, however our
roadways are not keeping up. The unsafe conditions of our roads are evidence by
the high numbers of pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and serious injuries.
Per Hawaii Department of Health there's been around 30 pedestrian and
bicyclists fatalities and 600 serious injuries per year in recent years.
People of Hawaii have long had a love affair with big cars. Cycling in general has
never been very popular in Hawaii. We do have the best climate and topography
in the world for bike commuting, but we don’t do it.
Lots of people resent cyclists. They want them to disappear. No one wants to ride
anymore – there are no bike lanes and it’s dangerous. More often, motorists just
don’t or can’t see them and run them over.
Maui County recently prosecuted a negligent driver whom struck and killed
veteran cyclist, Karl Hagen. He was charged and found guilty of two counts of

homicide, (including one count of homicide under Hawaii’s “Vulnerable User” law)
and with operating a vehicle under the influence of drugs and driving without
vehicle insurance.
In likeness MBL has been asked to present a letter, when appropriate, from
Carmella Jankowski whom writes;

On March 19, 2015, my husband and I rented bicycles for one of our
vacation activities. During the rental period, I suffered extensive
bicycle injuries.
My husband and I biked to the coffee plantation which had very little
traffic and allowed new bicycle riders an opportunity to become more
familiar with the features of the bicycle. We then had to ride along
the highway in order to bike near the beaches. On the way to return
the bikes we again had to ride along the highway. It was
approximately 2:30 p.m. and traffic was fairly heavy. When
approaching the traffic signal (can’t remember name of street, it is
one light north of the Westin Kaanapali ocean villas), north and
southbound traffic had the green light. As we proceeded to cross the
intersection, a car pulled into traffic not looking both ways and
nearly struck me. I had to immediately swerve to avoid colliding
with the car. In doing so, I swerved with the bike and fell to the
ground. Both of my legs were badly bruised and after seeing the
hotel physician, I was instructed to immediately go to the Maui
Emergency Room.
There I had xrays to detect injuries. Needless to say, it put quite a
damper on the rest of my vacation.

The reason for this letter is to ask that Maui County provide an area
where tourists (locals as well) can ride bicycles and feel safe while
participating in family activities. We come to Maui to enjoy this
beautiful island and be able to enjoy outdoor activities without worry
of being injured.
I understand that there is a road that runs along the highway that
would be great for this activity. It is the Lower Cane Haul Road. If
this were available to use for bicycling, I think more tourists would
take advantage of this activity. I would not feel comfortable riding
along the highway if I had younger children with me. I just feel that
a pathway that is not congested with traffic would encourage more
tourists as well as locals to ride more.
Please forward my letter to the appropriate department so that as a
yearly visitor to the island there could be a safe road for this activity.
Mahalo
Carmella Jankowski
Maui Visitor
312-762-3105 work
email: clange@batescarey.com
Explicitly stating, safe walking and bicycling environment is essential to improving
public transportation. Proper planning, budgeting and implementation to provide
for public transportation customers and transit vehicles can create new
partnerships and a transportation network that encourages healthy, active travel
and reduces congestion.

We still have a chance here in Hawaii if we start now by providing infrastructure
understanding that people who travel by foot or on bicycle are legitimate users of
the transportation system and equally deserving of safe facilities to accommodate
their travel.
The Safe Passing 3 Feet law will make our roads safer for cycling (and for all road
users) by setting a clear minimum safe passing distance.
Safely sharing our roads requires clear ground rules. No driver wants to hit a
cyclist, and some just don’t understand what a safe passing distance is. The Safe
Passing bill will make it clear to all drivers that 3 feet is the minimum safe passing
distance.
The MBL supports the efforts of the Hawaii Bicycling Leagues work to increase
safety and awareness of Bicyclists by promoting the “3 Foot for Safer Streets Bill”.
Please pass the “3 Foot Safe Passing Bill”.
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STATE OF HAWAII
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869 PUNCHBOWL STREET
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IN REPLY REFER TO:

February 10, 2017
10:00AM
State Capitol, Room 423
H.B. 191
RELATING TO BICYCLES
House Committee on Transportation
The Department of Transportation supports the intent for H.B. 191 relating to bicycles.
This bill will require the driver of a vehicle overtaking a bicyclist to allow at least a threefoot separation between the driver's vehicle and the bicyclist and allow a driver of a
vehicle to overtake a bicyclist in a no passing zone when overtaking the bicyclist can be
done safely.
DOT opposes allowing vehicles to pass in a no passing zone. Areas are designated as
no passing zones as they are considered high risk areas.
We believe the requirement for a 3-foot passing distance would be difficult to enforce.
Therefore, we recommend amending to safe distance as with passing vehicles.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony.
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.
S.B 290
RELATING TO TRANSPORTATION
Senate Committee on Transportation and Energy
The Department of Transportation (DOT) supports the intent of this bill as long as it
does not replace our priorities requested in the Executive Budget, and offers the
following comments and concerns.
There are two Phases remaining (Phase 1C and 1D) to complete the proposed Lahaina
Bypass Road. Phase 1C will extend the bypass from the Keawe Street Extension
(northern end of the completed Phase 1A) to a proposed Kaanapali Connector Road.
The Kaanapali Connector Road will connect the northern end of Phase 1C to the
existing Honoapiilani Highway between Hanakaoo Park and the Lahaina Civic Center.
The general obligation bonds in the sum of $40,000,000 stated in SECTION 2 of this Bill
are well below the DOT’s estimated cost of $75,000,000 for the design and construction
of Phase 1C. Also, based on the DOT’s current schedule, construction funds are
anticipated to be encumbered in September of 2021, which is well beyond the lapsing
date of June 30, 2020 stated in SECTION 3.
DOT does not recommend moving forward with Phase 1D at this time as Phase 1C will
complete the bypass of Lahaina.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony.
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Comments: it is vitally important that this 4th and final phase of the Lahaina Bypass be
completed. It took 40 years of conversation to get the first two phases done. Let me
point out to Oahu legislators that even though Maui has a fraction of the population of
Oahu you get 4.5 million visitors a year and we get 2.6 million, more than half of your
total. And we have no infrastructure to accommodate that level of tourism. We have
ONE road in from the airport and we have ONE road to the Lahaina tourist area.There
are now numerous large construction projects scheduled for West Maui. Without the
Bypass it will soon become impossible for visitors to reach their destination and
subsequently choke off a major economic engine for both the County and the State.
Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly
identified, or directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to
the committee prior to the convening of the public hearing.
Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov

Randolph G. Moore
2445-A Makiki Heights Drive
Honolulu Hawaii 96822
Telephone (808) 778-8832

email rmoore@hawaii.rr.com

February 4, 2017
The Honorable Lorraine R. Inouye, Chair
and members of the Committee on Transportation and Energy
The Honorable Clarence K. Nishihara, Chair
and members of the Committee on Public Safety, Intergovernmental, and Military Affairs
The Senate
State Capitol
Honolulu, HI
Dear Senators Inouye and Nishihara and members of the Committees:
Subject: SB 221 (relating to highway safety – photo red light imaging detection systems)
I encourage your support of SB221, for all the reasons stated in Section 1 of the bill.
I am a regular bicyclist. I witness on a daily basis a number of motor vehicle red light runners. No
longer is it sufficient to wait at an intersection for a red light to turn green before proceeding. Now,
you must look in both directions after the light in your direction has turned green to make sure no
crazy driver is speeding through a red light and may hit you. o
I suggest for early installation photo red light imaging detection systems at the intersections of
Lunalilo and Pensacola Streets and St. Louis Drive and Waialae Avenue.
Enacting this bill would make the roads safer for bicyclists, pedestrians, and motorists.
Mahalo for your consideration.
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Comments:
Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly
identified, or directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to
the committee prior to the convening of the public hearing.
Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY
Senator Lorraine R. Inouye, Chair
Senator Donovan M. Dela Cruz, Vice Chair
and
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC SAFETY, INTERGOVERNMENTAL
and MILITARY AFFAIRS
Senator Clarence K. Nishihara, Chair
Senator Glenn Wakai, Vice Chair
Re: Senate Bill No. 221 -- Relating to Highway Safety
Monday, February 6, 2017
Hawaii State Capitol, Conference Room 225
3:00 p.m.
HONORABLE CHAIRS, HONORABLE VICE CHAIRS, AND MEMBERS OF THE
COMMITTEES:
My name is Milton Imada. Before I begin, I would like to say that I am
not against pedestrian safety. I am here to point out the flaws in the traffic
camera bill, as I see it. I am a registered voter with a 34-year background in
fleet maintenance and safety who also maintains a commercial driver’s license.
On behalf of other commercial drivers and myself we ask you not to
spend our hard earned tax dollars on any form of traffic cameras that citizens
rejected in 2002.
This proposed photo red light camera system is flawed, biased,
discriminatory and contradicts the “safety” purpose of this Bill. I’m sure
government today can design other means of acquiring funds to pay for rail
without imposing additional stress looking for the eye on a pole. Isn’t our
overcrowded roads enough stress for your constituents?
ENTRAPMENT:
Commercial drivers will be this Bill’s most common victims because the
inadequate timing of yellow lights fails to allow enough time for all lengths of
commercial vehicles and buses entering the intersections on the yellow lights to
pass the photo sensors and safely exit the intersections under all conditions of

traffic without being cited. The size, weight, load and length of commercial
vehicles and busses require much more space in front to come to a safe stop.
Busses will be the cameras’ most common victims because bus drivers cannot
stop in a short distance for fear of passenger injuries; passengers are standing
and don’t have seat belts, therefore, bus drivers are committed to pass through
the intersection knowing they will become a victim of a questionable camera
system.
Currently there isn’t a problem because a vehicle entering an intersection
on the yellow light is allowed to exit without being cited in spite of the vehicle’s
rear end still over the entry side of the intersection. This will all change with
the passage of Senate Bill No 221. Supporters of this Bill will be knowingly and
deliberately trapping these unsung heroes of State commerce, forcing them to
receive undeserving costly red light citations with the treat of incarceration and
increasing insurance premiums that will threaten their livelihoods.
DISCRIMINATION AND SAFETY CONTRADICTION:
The intersection stoplight photo imaging system this Bill imposes is bias
and unjustly discriminates against car, bus and truck drivers because it fails to
provide an effective way to read the tiny motorcycle license plates under all
weather conditions. If “safety” is the true intention of this Bill, then this
Committee must be consistent and apply it to mopeds.
This Bill’s flawed intersection red light camera system is an overkill
designed to prey on Oahu drivers to extort moneys to feed government’s
depleted General Fund and feed the most costly rail system in the Nation.
How many fatalities is actually the fault of drivers running the red light
at intersections? The public needs to know the truth not misleading
exaggerated “smoke and mirrors” to impose bad law at the expense of Oahu’s
citizens. Where are the exact statistics of intersection accidents that were truly
the fault of a responsible driver and not caused by drivers under drug and
alcohol abuse and irresponsible pedestrians?
EXPLANATION:
This Bill tries to gain emotional support and confuse citizens into
thinking the offenses of running the red lights at intersections are related to
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news reports that commonly describe hit-and-run drivers who run over small
children or the elderly, when in fact news reports prove pedestrian casualties
are happening outside the intersections and in too many cases outside the
crosswalks when pedestrians jaywalk. Pedestrians ignore the countdown stopcrossing signal for pedestrians at intersection. Doesn’t the countless illegal
pedestrian intersection crossing citations in 2016 enough to prove me right?
Pedestrians crossing in crosswalks also cause accidents when they fail to
look out for vehicles like drivers have to look out for them.
Too many pedestrians are ignorant of the law or believe, by law, they
always have the right of way no matter what. Their carelessness place
themselves and drivers in harms way and is a formula for disaster. Regardless,
the system always blames the driver.
Contrary to this Bill, red light cameras were not found to be beneficial in
all jurisdictions in the United States. Many counties have abandoned the
cameras, which increased rear end accidents at intersections.
An August 2, 2011 Star-Advertiser article stated the Houston City
Council voted to end its intersection camera program in spite of paying a $25
million dollars contract penalty. This article also stated “more than a dozen
cities now ban the cameras, as do nine states. In many areas where the
cameras have been turned off, opponents argue that the programs simply
generated revenue without improving safety. Others said they were a money
train -- Los Angeles’ City Council canceled its program because it was losing
money, which some argue the cameras were an invasion of privacy.”
Be forewarned that this Bill will increase rear end collisions at
intersections. Large trucks may loose their loads and fishtail into other vehicles
when drivers panic stop in fear and paranoia of photo cameras. On November
15, 2016 a cement truck overturned while trying to beat the stop light and turn
at an intersection on Sand Island Road.
Hawaii drivers do not drive like drivers in other jurisdictions; therefore,
do not deserve to be treated in the same manner. We want to keep Hawaii a
very special place without becoming photo targets and unwilling benefactors.
Public beware this Bill is not a means to an end but will open a
Pandora’s box with growing negativity infringing on our rights to privacy and
lead Hawaii down a dangerous path of eroding civil liberties.
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If you truly want to make a positive difference in the eyes of drivers,
develop law to encourage the City to provide for additional police officers made
up of paid reserve officers who can once again maintain a meaningful presence
on our highways and at intersections. Police presence fosters a mind sticking
law-abiding consciousness that will never be achieved with cameras.
Police officers can enforce immediate driver and vehicle laws that
cameras cannot. Officers can immediately detect if the actions of drivers are
due to alcohol or drug influence with unlawful contraband.
Government will solve nothing by squandering our hard earned monies
on this unpopular project that will meaningfully increase the stresses of today’s
drivers who are already on edge trying to cope with Oahu’s increasingly
overcrowded roadways.
Kudos for amending this Bill, applying it to all counties with motor
vehicles, not only those counties with populations in excess of 600,000 that are
most profitable for the government agency imposing the cameras. After all,
driving safely applies to all people on all islands.
SUGGESTIONS -- Alternatives rather than imposing this Bill:
(1)

Increase timing of yellow lights no less than ten (10) seconds to
allow all lengths of commercial vehicles to safely pass through
intersections under all conditions of traffic. This may be the
solution to all our intersection woes without the use of cameras.

(2)

Today, the public is accustomed to the law whereby no red light
citation issued if a vehicle enters the intersection on the yellow
light. To provide a camera system more acceptable and
specifically targeting the red light runner, remove all sensors
within the intersection, maintain only the sensor at the inside
edge of the crosswalk.

(3)

Kudos for finally accepting the fact that mopeds are also motor
vehicles with the moped and driver treated somewhat like
motorcycle operators. The only flaw is the lack of driver insurance
requirement. Now mopeds hit you and get away free by saying “I
no have money and insurance.”

We look forward to your Aloha and support.
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IN REPLY REFER TO:

February 27, 2017
1:30 a.m.
State Capitol, Room 211
.
S.B. 1183, S.D.1
RELATING TO TAXATION
Senate Committees on Ways and Means
The Department of Transportation (DOT) supports S.B. 1183 which authorizes
counties to establish a surcharge on state tax. The bill also provides that ten per cent of
the gross proceeds shall be deducted by the State and an unspecified per cent of the
amounts retained shall be used by the DOT for transit oriented development and
infrastructure improvement purposes.
The DOT recommends the following revisions be made to Section 11 of the bill.
SECTION 11. Section 248-2.6, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is amended by amending subsection (a)
to read as follows:
"(a) If adopted by county ordinance, all county surcharges on state tax collected by the
director of taxation shall be paid into the state treasury quarterly, within ten working days after
collection, and shall be placed by the director of finance in special accounts. Out of the
revenues generated by county surcharges on state tax paid into each respective state treasury
special account, the director of finance shall deduct ten per cent of the gross proceeds of a
respective county's surcharge on state tax [to reimburse the State for the costs of assessment,
collection, and disposition of the county surcharge on state tax incurred by the
State. Amounts]; provided that
per cent of the amounts retained shall be [general fund
realizations of the State.] used by the department of transportation for transit oriented
development, and infrastructure improvement purposes, multimodal infrastructure related to
transit and costs associated with the administration of the federally required State Safety
Oversight program for rail transit."
DOT has no comments on the other portions of the bill.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony.
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February 24, 2017
TESTIMONY OF JOANN A. YUKIMURA
COUNCILMEMBER, KAUA‘I COUNTY COUNCIL
ON
SB 1183, S.D. 1 Proposed and S.D.2 Proposed, RELATING TO TAXATION
Senate Committee on Ways and Means
Monday, February 27, 2017
1:30 p.m.
Conference Room 211
Dear Chair Tokuda and Members of the Committee:
Thank you for this opportunity to submit testimony on one of the most pressing
issues affecting Kaua‘i’s future: a proposed ½ percent excise tax surcharge for public
transportation.
While I bring the focus and expertise on transportation as chair of the Council
Committee on Public Safety and Transportation, I am testifying as an individual
councilmember, and the opinions expressed here are mine alone.
I write in support of a ½ percent excise tax surcharge authorization
to be exercised at the option of each neighbor island county and to be used
for public transportation capital and operating costs in perpetuity, with
public transportation defined to include public transit, roads, bikeways and multiuse paths, pedestrian ways, and ADA improvements related thereto.
With all due respect and for the reasons articulated below, I oppose a
portion of the revenues going to the State Department of Transportation
(DOT). This would hopelessly entangle state and county finances in a
structurally unsound way. If it is the desire of the State Legislature to
provide monies for the DOT, I suggest that authorization of a ¼ percent
excise tax surcharge be granted to the counties and that the state exercise
its excise tax powers to raise the state excise tax by ¼% and those monies be
used for the DOT.
If SB 1183, S.D. 2 is passed out of committee, please make sure that the
references therein to requirements of a county do not apply to neighbor
island counties because that does not appear to be the intention.
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A “Thank You” and an Apology
First, I’d like to thank you for re-authorizing the excise tax surcharge for
neighbor island counties in 2015. Without that re-authorization, we would have had
no possibility for funding the expansion of the Kaua‘i Bus outlined in the “Kaua‘i
Multimodal Land Transportation Plan” (“Multimodal Plan” or “Plan”). To my utter
chagrin, Kaua‘i County Council last year, by one vote, failed to approve the bill
establishing an excise tax surcharge on Kaua‘i. I am sorry that we failed to do our
part. However, we cannot give up.
The Vision
Just as the implementation of a well-designed rail system is key to a good
future on ‘Oahu, implementation of the Multimodal Plan on Kaua‘i, with its transit
component, is critical to a good future on Kaua‘i. (See Figures 1.0 and 1.1 in
Attachment). If Kaua‘i County successfully implements the Plan, we will not have to
pave over our island with asphalt, we will retain our rural character, and our economy
will flourish because passengers and goods will move smoothly throughout the island
and visitors will keep coming back to a beautiful island where it is easy to get
around. The Multimodal Plan will also move us toward a more sustainable land
transportation system by lowering the consumption of fossil fuels and reducing
greenhouse gases. (See Fig. 1.2 in Attachment). To achieve this, the Plan, among
other things, calls for a 1000% increase in weekday transit ridership over the next 20
years. This will require major inputs of capital and operating revenues.
What I Support
I support the basic concept of an excise tax surcharge in perpetuity for public
transportation.
I would prefer that “public transportation” be defined as transit only, as with
the City and County of Honolulu, and that spending be limited to transit. Many
cities have recognized the urgency of establishing transit as a viable user-friendly
option in order to move from a car dominated land transportation system to a more
multimodal one. They’ve also recognized the environmental, economic and health
benefits that come with the multimodal approach as compared simply building or
widening roads. They have also considered that the excise tax is regressive and
disproportionately hurts those who have fewer resources (see Fig. 1.4 in the
Attachment).
It seems eminently unfair and unjust to use a regressive tax to fix damage
caused by road users or to pay back bonds for the development of roads with the excise
tax when user fees such as fuel and vehicle weight taxes could be used instead. On
the other hand, the beauty of an excise tax surcharge earmarked for transit lies in
the fact that expanding transit helps those most burdened by the regressive
tax. Families can save much money using transit.
For example, a county worker who commutes by car daily from Waimea to
Līhu‘e several years ago paid a monthly gas bill of $350. Today, this county worker
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commutes by bus at a monthly cost of $35 by an annual pass for $400. He thereby
saves $3,800 per year—“just as good as a pay raise!” he says.
While I prefer an excise tax surcharge earmarked for transit, I acknowledge
that not all my colleagues on the Council agree; the flexibility to use the excise tax
revenues for public transportation broadly defined to include roads, bike, and
pedestrian facilities is important in order to get the votes and establish the tax.
What I Oppose
With all due respect and for the following reasons, I oppose general excise tax
moneys being set aside for the State Department of Transportation for the
development and maintenance of State highways:
1. It is a structurally unsound tax policy when the jurisdiction levying the tax is
not the jurisdiction spending the money. There is no alignment of
accountability. The DOT does not report to the county mayor or council; yet
the county will levy the tax for the DOT. This will enable and encourage all
kind of finger-pointing rather than accountability and transparency.
2. It is poor tax policy to use a regressive tax paid by road users and lesser-road
users to support road development, when need is primarily due to vehicle
drivers. This means that lesser-road users will be subsidizing frequent road
users who aren’t paying their fair share.
3. A Low Income Tax Credit for low income households is a good thing, but it will
not offset the regressive impacts of the surcharge because those impacts
affect more than just low income people. Fig. 1.5, line item “Sales & Excise
Taxes” shows that the regressive impacts hit all but the richest income groups.
4. It is especially egregious that the heavy commercial trucks that cause the most
road damage (see Fig. 1.3) would be pushing their cost of doing business, which
they can deduct, on to the poor and those with fewer resources. This is
widening the gap between the rich and the poor and is unjust.
5. When you price a service below actual cost there is more likely to be overuse
and waste.
In summary, thank you for extending the possibility of an excise tax surcharge
to neighbor island counties for public transportation. Please do not allow allocation
of any of those revenues to the Department of Transportation. That would result a
long term taxation framework that is not well structured. A better plan and source
of revenue is necessary to put the DOT on firm ground for the future. I am willing to
help develop and lobby for such a system.
Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at
652-3988 or Council Services Staff at (808) 241-4188.

(808)

Fig. 1.0. Example of road space savings and increased road capacity through a multimodal
approach.

Fig. 1.1. The “Preferred Mode Share” chart from the Kaua‘i Multimodal Land Transportation
Plan shows the mode shift goals in the Kaua‘i Multimodal Land Transportation Plan.
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SUBJECT: MISCELLANEOUS, INCOME, GENERAL EXCISE, Indefinitely Extend County
Surcharge on State Tax, Low Income Tax Credit, GET Increase
BILL NUMBER: SB 1183, SD-1
INTRODUCED BY: Senate Committees on Transportation and Energy and Public Safety,
Intergovernmental, and Military Affairs
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: This bill, while nominally allowing the City & County of Honolulu
to adopt the county surcharge on the general excise tax indefinitely and allowing the other
counties to adopt a similar surcharge, fundamentally changes the game by enacting a statewide
increase on general excise and use taxes to fund a low-income credit in the income tax system,
ostensibly to make up for the regressive nature of the GET.
Lawmakers need to keep in mind that the surcharge is the County’s money. Although the State
provided the vehicle, the County had to, and did, adopt an ordinance imposing tax (to be
collected through the GET system), and the tax is only imposed on county taxpayers and
businesses. Ten percent of this money is now skimmed off the top to go directly to the State
general fund, and various drafts of this and related measures earmarked that money for statewide
programs ranging from the homeless to state highways and bridges. The State could perhaps
keep what it takes to collect the money, but further diversion of county money to statewide
programs and services obviously benefits the state at the expense of county taxpayers, which
raises serious constitutional questions.
Even the bill as originally introduced presents many policy issues, including the scope of what
the tax is supposed to cover. Policymakers need to decide exactly what it is they are funding,
and the extent to which they are willing to write the counties a blank check. If it is to fund
operational and maintenance costs, which would be the only rationale that would justify a
perpetual extension, the statute needs to be amended to permit this, and taxpayers may well
conclude that they have been lied to when the tax was adopted. The current draft throws
numerous other issues into the mix, including roads in limbo, ownership of lands on which DOE
schools sit, HCDA parcels, tax relief for the poor, and a general GET increase to fund
educational, transportation, affordable housing, and elderly care needs.
We suggest that the bill focus on the task at hand, namely the Honolulu rail project, and give the
City & County of Honolulu (and other counties that may be thinking of doing something similar)
clear guidance on the extent to which this State will permit the GET to be bent out of shape for
this purpose.
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S.B. 1012
RELATING TO TRANSPORTATION
Senate Committee on Transportation and Energy
The Department of Transportation (DOT) strongly supports S.B. 1012. This bill will
provide additional funding resources needed to accomplish its primary mission and
sustainability goals by increasing the user fees on fuel, State motor vehicle registration,
and State weight tax.
The Highways Division (HDOT) requires $100 million in additional funding for its
Highways Program. This funding would increase available resources to provide a safe,
efficient, accessible, well maintained, and sustainable transportation system to all users.
HDOT is requesting an increase in user fees collected through fuel sales, State motor
vehicle registration, and the State motor vehicle weight fees to provide the necessary
additional funding. The adjustment would help HDOT catch up with maintenance of the
State’s aging system, which was delayed by approximately two years when money was
drawn from the State Highways Fund in 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2003, and
2006.
The sooner the maintenance cycle on State roadways is reset, the less it will cost to
keep State roads in good condition. An analogy is the cost of routine roof maintenance
(i.e., replacing shingles when needed) versus having to replace your roof and dealing
with damage from a leaky roof. If additional funding is not received, conditions on State
interstates, highways, and roads are expected to degrade. In other words, system
preservation and repaving projects would focus on the roads in the poor condition status
and pavement preservation for roads currently in good condition would be deferred.
The estimated $100 million raised by the proposed user fee adjustment would also
provide funding for operational congestion relief at key bottlenecks, key widening
projects, and allow implementation of the Intelligent Transportation System (i.e., traffic
cameras, fiber connectivity, remote traffic signal control, and GoAkamai) Statewide.
Currently, there are approximately 1.3 million registered vehicles in the State of Hawaii,
one for each man, woman, and child living in the islands. The amount of cars and

people continue to rise, but our ability to add capacity through more lanes for drivers is
severely limited due to land restrictions and funding. We cannot build ourselves out of
congestion. Therefore, HDOT is focusing resources toward making the system that we
have work better. Safety and maintenance of highway facilities are now our #1
priorities. Nearly 80% of highways funding is now earmarked for repaving and
reconstructing roads, repairing and rebuilding bridges and tunnels, revising bike and
pedestrian facilities, and reconfiguring roadways to meet federal safety requirements.
From a regulatory perspective, this approach is required by the Moving Ahead for
Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) and Fixing America’s Surface Transportation
Act (FAST), the new funding legislation for the federal highways program. From a
practical perspective, if we don’t refocus the program in this way, the system will
degrade, the roads will be less safe, and interruptions to commutes will increase.
FAST funding increases the allocation of Federal-aid Highway funds for the State of
Hawaii by approximately 2% to 2.4% for a Federal Fiscal Years 2017 - 2020. Future
Federal-aid Highway funding after the next four-year period will be largely determined
by the new President and his administration.
HDOT is required to provide qualifying state matching funds for any funding from the
Federal-aid Highways program. The availability of State Highway Funds to meet federal
matching requirements is necessary to enable DOT to utilize its share of available
federal funds. HDOT has spent down the pipeline of available federal funds from a
historic high of $940 million in 2010 to $561 million as of December 2016. The normal
federal share for eligible projects on the interstate system is 90% and for other eligible
roadways it is 80%.
With the bulk of HDOT funding going towards safety and maintenance, only a small
portion of the funds will be available for projects that would add lanes and capacity.
Therefore, we will not be able to afford projects that widen freeways and highways.
Instead, HDOT will be looking at solutions that will bring immediate congestion relief at
lower costs and with shorter lead times. These solutions include retiming signals and
upgrading equipment in corridors, adding contraflow operations in congested areas,
using more shoulders as travel lanes during peak hours, adding traffic control to busy
intersections, and building out transportation systems that allow us to control signals
remotely and inform the public of any incidents or delays. These changes can be
implemented faster and cheaper than building new roads.
At this time, the needs of the highways system and its users already outweigh available
funding. If revenues are not increased, more of the available funds will be repurposed
to safety and maintenance, and there would be little to no funding available to address
congestion and delay. Examples of projects to address congestion and delay that
would be deferred if the funding issue is not resolved are: The Farrington Highway
turning lane extension; H-1 Freeway eastbound widening projects; Kahekili Highway
widening; and, Kuhio Highway short-term improvements.
The additional State Highway Fund revenues will enable the DOT to address any
unforeseen emergency highway projects that may be critical to ensure the safety of the
public. The DOT has historically been required to expend approximately $5 million to
$10 million of unbudgeted State Highway Funds each year to address emergency

highway projects due to flooding, shoreline erosion, lava flow, earthquakes and other
natural disasters or events. The lack of available funds in the State Highway Fund may
significantly impact the DOT’s ability to respond to emergencies such as the erosion of
Kamehameha Highway in Kaaawa in a timely manner.
The DOT strongly supports the amendments to Section 243-4, Hawaii Revised Statutes
subsection (a) to increase the fuel tax; amend Section 249-31, Hawaii Revised Statutes
to increase the annual vehicle registration fee; and amend Section 249-33, Hawaii
Revised Statutes subsection (a) to increase the annual vehicle weight tax.
The bill proposes to amend Section 243-4, Hawaii Revised Statutes to increase the
state fuel tax from 16 cents per gallon to 22 cents per gallon. Act 188, 2012 Session
Laws of Hawaii repealed the 17 cents per gallon liquid fuel tax that was enacted in Act
207, 2007 Session Laws of Hawaii on December 31, 2015 to the current 16 cents per
gallon liquid fuel tax. Each one cent per gallon in the state tax on liquid fuel is estimated
to cost an average driver an additional $5.50 annually per one cent increase while
generating over $5.0 million in revenues for the State Highway Fund. The state fuel tax
revenue for fiscal year 2016 was $87.77 million or 31.6% of the total State Highway
Fund revenue.
The bill also proposes to amend Section 249-31, Hawaii Revised Statutes, to increase
the annual vehicle registration fee rate from $45 to $75 and the amount to be deposited
into the State Highway fund from each annual vehicle registration fee from $40 to
$70.00. This adjustment in the vehicle registration fee would provide an estimated
additional $30 million annually for the State Highway Fund.
The bill also proposes to amend Section 249-33, Hawaii Revised Statutes subsection
(a) to increase the annual vehicle weight tax rates from 1.75 cents to 2.75 cents per
pound for each vehicle up to and including four thousand pounds net weight; from 2.00
cent to 3.00 cents per pound for vehicles over four thousand pounds up to and including
seven thousand pounds; from 2.25 cents to 3.25 cents a pound for vehicles over seven
thousand pounds and under ten thousand pounds; and the flat rate for vehicles over ten
thousand pounds from $300 to $400. The increase in the state vehicle weight tax is
estimated to provide an estimated additional $27 million annually for the State Highway
Fund.
The increase in revenues for the State Highway Fund will improve the Department of
Transportation’s ability to construct, operate and maintain the State Highway System.
OPERATIONS AND ROUTINE MAINTENANCE
The state fuel tax, the state motor vehicle registration, and the state motor vehicle
weight tax are the major revenue sources for the State Highway Fund. It is also the
major sources of pledged revenues for the Highway Revenue Bonds. The additional
revenue sources will positively impact the Highways Revenue Bond ratings of AA, Aa2,
and AA+ from Fitch, Moody’s, and Standard & Poor’s respectively. The high bond
ratings decrease our cost of borrowing.

The highways financial plan relies on the state fuel tax, the state motor vehicle
registration, and the state motor vehicle weight tax to support the continued operations
and maintenance of the State Highway System. Appropriations from the State Highway
Fund are used for the construction, operations, and maintenance of the State Highway
System.
Any increases in these primary sources of revenues for the State Highway Fund will
enhance the Departments ability to construct, operate and maintain the State Highway
System. This would enable an increase in the highways capital improvement program
and special maintenance programs. The failure of the State to properly maintain the
State Highway System may result in sanctions by the Federal Highway Administration
including the loss of federal funds.
The increases in revenues will provide safer infrastructure enhancements for all users
including pedestrians, bicyclists, transit users and motorists and would positively impact
the department's ability to qualify state matching funds for the highways federal-aid
program. The availability of state matching funds will result in attracting its share for
federal funds. The normal federal share for eligible projects on the interstate system is
90% and for other eligible roadways it is 80%.
To meet the economic needs of the State and preserve the unique quality of life of its
residents and visitors to these precious islands, the Department of Transportation must
provide a safe, efficient, and effective land transportation system for the movement of
people and goods. The state land transportation system, however, has not kept pace
with our growing economy, land use development patterns, and increased demand for
travel. For example, when the interstate was authorized in 1960, it was planned to
accommodate 90,000 drivers per day. In 2016, H-1 sees approximately 240,000 drivers
daily. The land transportation system will continue to deteriorate as demand for travel
continues to increase; and costs to manage, construct, and administer the system
increases.
Fuel tax revenues have been affected by the increased sales of fuel efficient and
electric vehicles. These types of vehicles will decrease the amount of fuel tax revenue
collections significantly in the future. As the average fuel economy of motor vehicles
improves in accordance with the Corporate Average Fuel Economy standards and the
increase in electric, plug-in hybrid electric vehicles and alternative fuel vehicles, it is
clear that the current gas fuel tax is not sustainable for future highway funding. The
State's ability to provide safe and efficient roadways to the public relies upon its ability to
acquire the needed funding for all highway programs and projects. With the funding
needs of the State Highway Program severely outweighing the revenues being
generated through the state fuel tax, more innovative and diverse revenue generating
programs are needed to sustain the State Highway Fund revenues.
The DOT feels that the proposed user fee adjustments is the most equitable method to
provide funding for the State Highway Program, which has not seen a significant
increase in revenue since the last time the vehicle weight tax and vehicle registration
fees were increased in 2011. The proposed registration fee would affect all vehicles the
same. Those driving heavier vehicles causing more wear and tear would pay more than
those with lighter vehicles. The smallest increase comes from the proposed fuel fee.
People who do not own a vehicle will not pay any of these fees directly.
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Testimony of the
Hawaii Energy Policy Forum
Before the
Senate Committee on Transportation and Energy
February 13, 2017 at 2:30 pm in Conference Room 225
In SUPPORT of SB 1012 Relating to Transportation
Chair Inouye, Vice-Chair Dela Cruz, and Members of the Committee,
The Hawaii Energy Policy Forum (“HEPF”), created in 2002, is comprised of
over 40 representatives from Hawaii’s electric utilities, oil and natural gas
suppliers, environmental and community groups, renewable energy industry,
and federal, state and local government, including representatives from the
neighbor islands. Our vision, mission, and comprehensive “10 Point Action
Plan” serve as a guide to move Hawaii toward its preferred energy goals. It is
for that reason that we support SB 1012.
SB 1012 increases State highway fuel taxes and vehicle registration fees and weight
taxes. Revenues will support the highway fund for use in “the operations and
maintenance of the state highways program.” This directly supports improved
operations, efficiency, and planning for Hawaii’s increasingly intermodal transportation
systems and energy-efficient modes such as pedestrians, bicyclists, and “complete
streets.”
The state fuel tax rate of 16 cents per gallon was put into place in 1991,
twenty-six years ago. If adjusted for inflation, the rate of 16 cents in 1991
would be 28 cents today.[1] This bill would increase the rate on highway fuels
to 22 cents per gallon, or 37% below the rate that would have been in place if
the fuel tax rate had been indexed to the rate of inflation.
The Forum believes that it is important that this tax be used for its stated
purpose: for ground transportation. We support measures to provide needed
funding for transportation, and encourage the Department and the Legislature
to continue to seek fair funding mechanisms that balance simplicity of
administration with flexibility and sustainability as transportation systems
change. The Forum understands that this takes time and will require
funding. Therefore, the Forum supports this measure, and respectfully requests
your approval of this bill.
Thank you for the opportunity to testify.

1 Bureau of Labor Statistics, “CPI Inflation Calculator.” http://data.bls.gov/cgibin/cpicalc.pl?cost1=.16&year1=1991&year2=2016
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SUBJECT: LIQUID FUEL, MISCELLANEOUS, Vehicle Registration, Vehicle Weight, and
Fuel Tax Increases
BILL NUMBER: SB 1012, HB 1146 (Identical)
INTRODUCED BY: SB by Kouchi by request; HB by Souki by request
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: Increases the fuel tax, vehicle registration fee, and vehicle weight
tax that go into the Highway Fund. We suggest that some of the requested additional funding is
due to inefficiency in the DOT, which needs to be addressed before taxpayers are made to dig
into their wallets once again.
SYNOPSIS: This bill is sponsored by the Department of Transportation TRN-05 (17). It
amends HRS section 243-4 by increasing the state fuel tax on each gallon of liquid fuel as
follows:



Diesel oil and gasoline or other aviation fuel sold for use in or used for airplanes: from 1
cent to 2 cents.
Liquid fuel other than the aforementioned fuels and other than alternative fuels sold or
used in, or sold in any county for ultimate use in: the city and county of Honolulu, the
county of Hawaii, the county of Maui, the county of Kauai: from 16 cents to 22 cents in
addition to the counties’ respective fuel taxes as prescribed in HRS section 243-5.

Amends HRS section 249-31 by increasing the registration fee for all vehicles and motor
vehicles in the State from $45 to $75 annually and by increasing the amount of deposit from each
registration into the state highway fund from $40 to $70, with the remaining $5 to the emergency
medical services special fund.
Amends HRS section 249-33 by increasing the motor vehicle weight tax, based on net weight,
for all vehicles and motor vehicles:





Up to and including four thousand pounds: from 1.75 cents to 2.75 cents per pound.
Over four thousand pounds and up to and including seven thousand pounds: from 2.00
cents to 3.00 cents per pound.
Over seven thousand pounds and up to and including ten thousand pounds: from 2.25
cents to 3.25 cents per pound.
Over ten thousand pounds: from $300 to $400 flat rate.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 2017
STAFF COMMENTS: These requested tax hikes all seek to generate additional revenue for the
improvement of highways. The rationale for said tax hike is that while the average fuel economy
of motor vehicles, number of electric, hybrid electric, and alternative fuel vehicles all increase,
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the fuel taxes don’t keep up and so the current rates are not sustainable for future highway
funding.
In a recent report from the nonprofit Reason Foundation, available at
http://reason.org/files/22nd_annual_highway_report.pdf, the Hawaii DOT was found to have
spent $77,962 in administrative costs per state-controlled highway mile, 48th out of 50 states,
and 70 times the $1,107 per mile spent in Kentucky. This report reflects data provided to the
federal government for 2013. Last year, the previous version of the report pegged the DOT’s
administrative costs at $90,000 per mile and the worst in the country, with DOT stating that the
number was largely a mistake and that it amended its data reported to the Federal Highway
Administration. Even with the amendment considered, the current analysis does not seem to
represent a huge improvement over the prior year’s rankings.
DOT needs to implement more efficient spending practices, or, if existing law is getting in the
way of its work, it needs to ask the Legislature for appropriate changes so it can carry out its
work, prior to squeezing the taxpayers for more and more funding.
Here is the Hawaii summary from the Reason Foundation report:
Hawaii

Hawaii ranks 48th in the nation in highway performance and cost-effectiveness in the
22nd Annual Highway Report by Reason Foundation.
Hawaii ranks 21st in fatality rate, 48th in deficient bridges, 50th in urban Interstate
pavement condition, and 40th in urbanized area congestion.
On spending, Hawaii ranks 42nd in total disbursements per mile and 49th in
administrative disbursements per mile.
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Hawaii’s best rankings are fatality rate (21st), rural arterial lane-width (24th), and
urbanized area congestion (40th).
Hawaii’s worst rankings are urban Interstate pavement condition (50th) and
administrative disbursements per mile (49th).
Hawaii’s state-controlled highway mileage makes it the smallest system.
The Annual Highway Report is based on spending and performance data submitted by state highway
agencies to the federal government for 2013, the most recent year with complete data available. For more
details on the calculation of each of the 11 performance measures used in the report, as well as the overall
performance measure, please refer to the appendix in the main report. The report’s dataset includes
Interstate, federal and state roads but not county or local roads. All rankings are based on performance
measures that are ratios rather than absolute values: the financial measures are disbursements per mile, the
fatality rate is fatalities per 100 million vehicle-miles of travel, the urban congestion measure is the annual
delay per auto commuter, and the others are percentages. For example, the state ranking first in deficient
bridges has the smallest percentage of deficient bridges, not the smallest raw number of deficient bridges.
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY & ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Feb. 2, 2016, 8:30 A.M.
Room 325
(Testimony is 7 pages long, including attachment)
TESTIMONY IN STRONG SUPPORT OF HB 1580
Aloha Chair Lee, Vice Chair Lowen, and Committee members:
Blue Planet Foundation strongly supports HB 1580, which sets a planning vision for the
elimination of fossil fuels from ground transportation in Hawai‘i by 2045. This bill will help to
promote alignment and collaboration in ongoing and future planning efforts for multiple aspects
of the state’s transportation energy sector.
We provide minor suggested amendments on the portion of the bill calling for a working group.
We also suggest a brief clarification in the bill’s preamble, to confirm that this bill does not
impose an individualized prohibition on gasoline vehicles. Answers to several Frequently Asked
Questions are attached to this testimony.

The Importance of Establishing a Vision
The legislature has long stressed the importance of the state’s transition to a renewable energy
system. For example, in 2001’s Act 272 the legislature adopted renewable standard for
electricity, recognizing “the economic,
environmental, and fuel diversity benefits
of renewable energy resources” and
Ground
encouraging further development of
Transportation
renewable resources. The legislature
found that “while Hawaii is a national
leader in the development of renewable
energy resources for electricity production,
Electricity
there may be more that the State can do
Generation
to encourage the development and
implementation of renewable energy.
These efforts can reduce the amount of
imported oil used for the generation of
electricity.”

info@blueplanetfoundation.org
55 Merchant Street 17th Floor • Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96813 • 808-954-6142 • blueplanetfoundation.org

More recently, Hawai‘i’s leaders set a vision for 100% renewable electricity by 2045. That vision
has become a driving force in electricity planning,1 and a focal point for a variety of key energy
issues. But while Hawai‘i has made substantial progress on policies, programs, and actions to
reduce burning fossil fuels in the electricity sector, progress on reducing transportation fossil fuel
consumption has lagged. And unlike for the electricity sector, state law has not yet specified
target dates for progress on renewable transportation. This is one illustration of the importance
of long-term targets in setting the state’s course for the energy sector.
Some commenters are sure to believe that a 2045 target date is too aggressive. Others,
particularly those driven by the urgency of the climate crisis, are equally sure to believe that
2045—30 years in the future—is too passive. Other than the passage of time, no studies,
working groups, or other efforts will fully resolve that dichotomy.
But in either scenario, establishing a planning vision will spur alignment and collaboration
on planning and infrastructure efforts, thus leading to more effective solutions. It will set
market expectations, opening the door to innovation. And it will encourage personal
action, to support the shared goal of island sustainability.

Lower Costs for Consumers Through Clean Transportation and
Clean Electricity
Because electric vehicles will be one part of the clean transportation transition, the state’s
renewable electricity goal goes hand-in-hand with the transportation goal in this bill. Electricity
is already a less expensive fuel alternative to gasoline. But a growing fleet of EVs can provide a
double benefit by helping to balance renewable energy on the grid and lower the cost of
electricity. This is a win-win. It also underscores the need to align the state’s electricity targets
with its transportation targets.
As noted in the attached Frequently Asked Questions, a U.H. Engineering Professor has
estimated that renewable electrified transportation can save utility consumers around
$150 million per year. More details on economic benefits, the achievability of 100% renewable
transportation, and other topics are included in the attached Frequently Asked Questions.

Suggested Amendments
We suggest adding a clarification to Section 1, to explain that by targeting 100% clean
transportation in the state planning act, this bill does not create any individual prohibitions on
using gasoline or diesel vehicles. A small and aging sector of such traditional vehicles (e.g. for
the collector market or other uses) is likely to exist after 2045. This can be addressed through

1

For example, Hawaiian Electric’s most recent power plan indicates that the renewable energy standard
will be met by 2040.
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solutions such as biofuels.2 Nonetheless, the bill’s planning target can be satisfied if the state’s
transportation norms and infrastructure are powered without fossil fuels by 2045.
Because of the natural ties between renewable electricity and renewable transportation, we also
suggest that the State Energy Office may be best suited for a lead or shared role in gathering
stakeholder input and convening any working groups necessary to establish baseline
mechanisms and evaluate options for accelerating clean progress on clean transportation.
SUGGESTED AMENDMENTS
Section 1.
... The purpose of this Act is to prepare for the transition to
renewable ground transportation in Hawaii by:
(1) Establishing a planning goal for the reduction and ultimate
elimination of the use of fossil fuels for ground transportation by
2045; and
(2) Directing the state energy office, in collaboration with
department of transportation, electric utilities, energy advocates,
other energy stakeholders, and members of the public with expertise in
renewable transportation, to establish a working group that shall
evaluate baseline metrics, and develop updated recommendations to set
a course for one hundred per cent renewable ground transportation
statewide by 2045.
As a planning goal, this Act does not create an individualized
prohibition on gasoline vehicles.

Section 2.
§264- Renewable ground transportation working group. (a) The state
energy office of the department of business, economic development and
tourism, in collaboration with the department of transportation and
others, shall establish a renewable ground transportation working
group that shall:
...
(b) The number of members of the working group shall be determined
by the administrator of the state energy office, or the
administrator's designee, who shall serve as the chair of the working
group; provided that the working group shall include:
(1) One member representing the department of transportation; and
(2) As appointed by the chair, other state employees, county
employees, and members of the public who have expertise in the use of
renewable energy for transportation.
Thank you for the opportunity to testify.

2

See attached Frequently Asked Questions for more details on the local biofuel industry.
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100% Clean Ground Transportation
Frequently Asked Questions
Why is a 100% Clean Transportation Necessary?
Hawai‘i’s policy leaders have long stressed the importance transitioning the state’s energy
system to clean energy. This transition has been driven by economics, and also by concern for
our shared environment. As described by Governor George Ariyoshi:
“Stewardship . . . mean living with the constant reminder that our actions
occur in context of other people over generations.”
Ground transportation accounts for around one-third of the state’s fossil fuel consumption and
greenhouse gas emissions. A resilient economy and a healthy environment require that we
consider these impacts.
This is especially important in an age
where 194 countries—essentially
every country on earth—have agreed
that it is imperative that we rapidly
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.3

Ground
Transportation

The state has long utilized planning
Electricity
Generation
targets as a way to set a course for
reducing fossil fuel consumption in
the electricity sector.4 This
transformation is on track to reach the
goal of 100% renewable energy by 2045. In contrast, fossil fuel consumption for ground
transportation is essentially unchanged from a decade ago.
Closing this gap will require many efforts by many entities, both today and in the future. The
importance of HB 1580 is that it can align those efforts around a common vision, set by the
state’s leaders.

What are the Economic Benefits?
The transition to clean transportation creates many opportunities for cost savings. Some of
these opportunities come in the form of more efficient multi-modal transportation (e.g. saving
money with more walking, biking, and public transit). Other opportunities arise from fuel-cost
savings.

3

See Paris Agreement, U.N. Framework Convention on Climate Change (2016).

4

See H.R.S. § 269-91.

For example, the transition to clean energy is sure to include more electric passenger vehicles,
buses, and fleet vehicles (“EVs”).5 This electrification trend provides a double benefit. First, the
cost of powering an EV is generally less than powering an equivalent gasoline vehicle. So
consumers can save money—today—by switching to an EV. Second, a growing fleet of EVs
can help to balance renewable energy on the electric grid. This can lower the cost of electricity
for everyone.
University of Hawai‘i Engineering Professor, Matthias Fripp, has created a quantitative model of
the state’s transition to renewable energy. He has calculated that a 100% renewable
transportation system, with smart EV charging to match renewable electricity generation, can be
expected to save utility consumers approximately $150 million per year in fuel and
electricity costs.6
Blue Planet Foundation has evaluated
recent projections for electricity rates in
Hawai‘i, comparing them to a World Bank
estimate of the long-term trend for
increasing oil prices, under a variety of
transportation scenarios. This
comparison indicates that we can expect
electricity to remain the cheaper fuel
option through 2045, and that the potential
aggregate benefit in fuel savings is on the
order of several billion dollars.
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Is 100% Clean Transportation by 2045 Possible?
Much like in the electricity sector, many factors will influence the pace of the state’s transition to
clean energy. While some of those factors remain unknown (as is expected for a 30-year
planning horizon), several important factors are apparent today:
1. The Rise of Battery Electric and Fuel Cell Vehicles
While familiar clean transportation options (like biofuels, walking, biking, public transit, etc.), and
emerging technologies (like hydrogen) will undoubtedly play an important role, we expect the
emergence of electric vehicles (EVs) to quickly and radically shift the state’s transportation
energy landscape.

5

For example, auto executives recently polled by KPMG identified EVs as the top trend in the car market
between now and 2025.
6

See M. Fripp, Effect of Electric Vehicles on Design, Operation and Cost of a 100% Renewable Power
System (Apr. 2016).
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In Hawai‘i, the growth rate of EV sales has far outpaced other fuel options. On a more global
scale, important factors such as the cost of producing batteries for electric cars has fallen
dramatically, from around $1,000 per kWh to less than $200. As we enter the second
generation of modern EVs, a steadily increasing variety of models
are coming onto the market with lower prices, larger batteries,
and longer driving ranges. Nearly every major auto manufacturer
is investing heavily in battery electric and/or hydrogen fuel cell
electric vehicles, and views zero emission vehicles as the longterm solutions for transportation fuels.
Hawai‘i is particularly well-suited for the this acceleration of EV adoption because electric
batteries perform well in our year-round warm climate. Our island geography often restricts the
distances we need to drive, making range anxiety less of an issue compared to other locations.
Hawai‘i is already in the top three states by proportion of registered vehicles that are electric,
and we have the second highest ratio of electric charging stations to population of any state.
2. Transportation will Become More Multi-modal, Networked, Autonomous
The future of transportation in Hawai‘i is likely to include more efficient land use that reduces
travel demand and travel distances, significant improvements in mass transit, bicycling and
pedestrian infrastructure, and new mobility alternatives such as autonomous taxis and other
networked ‘mobility as service’ options. These changes are likely to shift a sizable percentage
of Hawai‘i’s trips from personal automobiles to alternative modes and to significantly reduce
transportation energy use.
With sufficiently transformative policies, the small sector of gasoline vehicles can be a small
fraction of the total ground transportation sector (around 6%).
3. Biofuels are a Near-Term and Long-Term Option
Hawai‘i is home to one of the leading pioneers of biofuel production, Pacific Biodiesel. Today,
the state is producing commercial quantities of biofuels using local feedstocks.
In a report commissioned by DBEDT in 2010, the consultant firm Black & Veatch Corporation
performed an analysis of the potential for biofuel production in the state of Hawai‘i.
The report found that the maximum theoretical capacity of biofuel production in the state was
equal to the equivalent of 848 million gallons of “green gasoline” or 779 million gallons of “green
diesel” per year (see chart below). This is around 2.5 times the total amount of gasoline and
diesel used in ground transportation in Hawai‘i today.
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Source: DBEDT (2010). “The Potential For Biofuels Production in Hawaii”

The report also concluded that “…it should be quite achievable for biofuels produced from instate resources to displace 20 percent [over 50 million gallons] of the gasoline and diesel fuel
needed for vehicle transportation in Hawai’i. This could be accomplished using about 10 percent
of available agricultural land for energy crop production to supply the required biomass
feedstock.”
In short, local biofuels are a viable option for powering significant portions of the transportation
sector.
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Testimony before the House Energy and Environmental Protection Committee

By Michael Colón
Director, New Customer Initiatives
Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc.
House Bill 1580 – Relating to Energy
Chair Lee, Vice Chair Lowen and Members of the Committee:

My name is Michael Colón and I am testifying on behalf of Hawaiian Electric
Company and its subsidiary utilities, Maui Electric Company and Hawai‘i Electric Light
Company (collectively, the “Hawaiian Electric Companies”).
Senate Bill 1580 seeks to establish a working group to plan and develop
recommendations to achieve 100% renewable ground transportation statewide by 2045.
The Hawaiian Electric Companies strongly support the intent of this bill with the
stated goal to eliminate the importation of fossil fuels and support a local clean energy
economy. The Hawaiian Electric Companies have been involved in the electric vehicle
space for many years and have various pilots and programs to support their proliferation.
For example, the Hawaiian Electric Companies currently have eleven DC fast chargers
deployed across its service territory, providing fast, reliable vehicle charging at speeds
several times faster than standard level-two charging stations. The Companies have been
awarded both locally and nationally for its fast charger program and the continued efforts
to increase electric vehicle charging infrastructure in Hawai‘i.
The Hawaiian Electric Companies also have offered various time-of-use rate
options to customers interested in owning an electric vehicle and charging it at their home,
encouraging vehicle charging during times when renewable energy is produced on the grid
or to minimize peak demand impacts. The Companies also provide an online calculator
called the WattPlan for Electric Vehicles to help customers decide on buying an electric
vehicle and determine the amount of money that can be saved on total energy needs.
In terms of policy, the Companies have recently collaborated with multiple key
stakeholders on a memorandum of understanding (MOU), related to electric vehicles,
which sets forth a shared vision of powering ground transportation using 100% renewable

energy in support of Hawaii’s goal of 100% renewable electricity. The primary focus of the
MOU group is to accelerate the electrification of transportation in all passenger vehicles,
public transit vehicles, and fleet vehicles, which are not otherwise powered by renewable
energy. The Companies support establishing a coordinated effort to develop
recommendations to the legislature and recommends identifying the various stakeholders
that are signatories to the MOU as the foundational members of the working group.
The Companies welcome the legislature’s intent to build upon the momentum and
progress already achieved in transforming Hawaii’s transportation paradigm. For example,
Hawai‘i is the second largest electric vehicle market on a per capita basis and has over
5,000 registered electric vehicles on the road.
Thank you for the opportunity to testify.

