
G 
u 

\nc WESTBURY 

REVISED ENVIAONMiNTAL IMPACT 

STATEMENT 

- :f.~IJtj 

- ..-w;....,.-. ,t 
·-- ;!?' ~ , . 

,ti • .,. ~ 

,. _,,.,,.-~/ 
....... ~ .,,>--...... • '. ~ ,.,. """-' 

.......... ~.., 



~ 

0 
0 
8 
D 

□ 
D 
0 

□ 
0 
0 
a 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
J 
,'] 

REVISED 
ENVIRONMENTALIMPACTSTATEME~T 

FOR THE 

WESTBURY CONDOMINIUM 

Submitted Pursuant to Chapter 343 HRS 

PREPARED BY: 

Westbury Holdings, N. V. 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

II , If , rt 
Date 

Wil Chee - Planning 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

November, 1981 

ENVIRONMENTAL CENTER 
University of Hawaii 
2660 campus Road 

r.ic,,olulu. HawalJ 95~22 



0 
D 
0 
8 
0 
0 
0 
D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
J 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

SUMMARY 

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

A. Description 
B. Economic and Social Characteristics 
C. Project Site 
D. Statement of Objectives 
E. Funding and Phasing 

II. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

A. The Site and Adjacent Uses 
8. Climate 
C. Geology/Soils 
D. Topography 
E. Flood/Tsunami 
F. Flora 
G. Fauna 
H. Historic Features 
I. Population 
J. Circulation/Traffic 
K. Infrastructure 
L. Noise 
M. Air Quality 

III. RELATIONSHIP OF THE PROPOSED ACTION TO LAND USE 
PLANS, POLICIES AND CONTROLS FOR THE AREA 

A. Applicable Land Use Controls 

IV. POTENTIAL ENVIRONlvENT ItvPACTS 

A. Short-Term Impacts 
1. Traffic 
2. Noise 
3, Air Quality 
4. Socio-Economic Impacts 

B. Long-Term Impacts 

1. Traffic 
2. Noise 
3. Air Quality 
4. Physical and Visual Environment 
5. Socio-Economic Impacts 
6. Infrastructure 

l 

Page 

1-5 

6-8 

6 
7 
7 
7 
8 

9-17 

9 
10 
10 
10 
10 
11 
11 
11 
12 
12 
14 
14 
15 

18-19 

18 

20-31 

20 
20 
20 
22 
23 

23 

23 
26 
26 
28 
29 
29 



0 
D 
0 
8 
0 
0 
0 
0 
D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
D 
0 
0 
0 
u 
'] 

v. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE EFFECTS 32 

VI. AL TERNA TI V ES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION 33 

VII. LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY VS. SHORT-TERM USES 34 

VIII. IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS 
OF RESOURCES JS 

IX. OFFSETTING GOVERNMENT POLICIES 36 

x. AGENCIES CONT ACTED OR CONSUL TED 37 

XI. UNRESOLVED ISSUES 38 

XII. LIST OF NECESSARY APPROVALS 38 

ADDENDICES 

REFERENCES 

ii 



J 
D 
0 
8 
0 
0 
0 
0 
ll 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
D 
0 

SUMMARY 

Project Description 

Westbury Holdings, N. V. proposes to construct a 136-unit 39-story condominium at 

1700 Ala Moans Boulevard. To be known as the '"Westbury" the project will be a 340 

feet high concrete and glass building constructed on a 38,765 square foot L-shaped 

lot. Two 20-feet wide driveways will serve the site. 

The project will have a swimming pool and tennis court. One hundred fifty parking 

stalls will be provided; 136 will be assigned to individual units. The project will cost 

an estimated $8 million and will require 18 months to construct. 

8_ffected Environment 

An existing two-story wooden building housing an assortment of commercial uses, 

and a 129-stall parking lot now occupy the site. These will be demolished for the 

proposed project. 

Located in a fringe area of Waikiki, the site is surrounded by two high rise 

developments, the Driftwood and Tradewind Apartments, and two-story apartments 

in the rear. 

Environmental characteristics of the site are considered the same as those of 

Waikiki. The site is about 5 feet above sea level with no significant topographical, 

archaeological or vegetative features. It is in the flood zone B, and is outside the 

tsunami run-up line. 

Population in the area of the project site is approximately 97 persons per acre, 

slightly lower than Waikiki proper. 

Traffic on Ala Moans Boulevard amounted to 56,B79 vehicles daily in 1980 in the 

vicinity of the project site. Westbound traffic of Ala Moans which passes the site 

accounted for 29,919 vehicles in the same 24-hour period. Rush hours were 

identified as 11:00 - 12:00 A.M. and 4:30 - 5:30 P.M. 
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A 12-inch water main is located under the westbound lanes of Ala Moana Boulevard. 

A 12-inch sewer under eastbound lanes was deemed inadequate and plans are being 

developed for a connection at the Hobron-Ala Moan a intersection. A J ft. x 5 ft. 

drain box lies under the mauka curb of Ala Moans. Electricity, gas and telephone 

service are available to the site. 

Existing noise levels at the site are primarily the result of traffic on Ala Moana 

Boulevard. Ambient noise levels at the site ranged from 58 dB(A) at the rear 

portion of the site to 78 dB(A). 

Air pollutant monitoring data is available from Ala Moans Park about 1/2 mile 

away. At this station, State 24-hour AQS for particulates is exceeded not more than 

once per year. No values above Federal AQS has occurred since 1975. 

RelationshiJ?. to Land Use Plans and Controls for the Area 

Applicable land use plans and controls include State Land Use District Regulations, 

Oahu General Plan/Development Plans, and Waikiki Special Design District. The 

project is consistent with all of these. 

Potential Environmental lmJ?_acts 

Potential environmental impacts are differentiated as short-term and long-term. 

Short-Term Im,eact 

Short-term impacts are those resulting from construction activities. 

Traffic 

Traffic impacts are identified as potential inconveniences and disruptions of smooth 

flow. Pedestrian traffic is also expected to be inconvenienced due to barricades and 

detours on a temporary basis. 

2 
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Noise 

Noise is expected to be greatest during demolition and pile driving. 

Air Quali ti'.. 

Air quality impacts in the short-term are from dust emissions. Mostly anticipated 

during site work phases. 

Socio-Economic Im.e,acts 

Socio-economic impacts in the short-term are those of employment. 

Long-Term Impacts 

Long-term impacts are those expected primarily from traffic, noise, vehicular 

emissions, use, maintenance and visual appearance of the building. 

Traffic 

A Traffic Impact Analysis was prepared for the EIS. The analysis made the 

following assessment of traffic impacts: 

An average potential of 694 trips per day, with "worst case" at 68 exiting 

and 14 entering in the A.M. peal<; and 28 exiting and 55 entering during 

the P.M. peal< were projected. 

WSDD and Current Development Plans will have a slowing effect on 

growth in Waikiki. 

A conservative worst case A.M. peal< contribution of 68 vehicles would 

not be expected to adversely affect traffic on Ala Moans. 

3 
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Noise 

No significantly adverse impacts to the existing traffic is expected by 

the construction of the Westbury Condominium. 

Noise impacts in the long-term are expected to result from automobile tire squeals 

and engine noise on the driveways and in the parking levels of the building. 

Enforcement of measures to reduce speeding on the driveways, proper design to 

ensure traction on the parking ramps and landscaping are suggested as mitigation. 

Air Quality 

An Air Quality Study was prepared for the EIS. The Study considered worst case 

diffusion conditions along Ala Moana Boulevard across the street from the project 

site. Indications were that present and future concentrations at these sites during 

peak hours would exceed State of Hawaii AQS whether the project were constructed 

or not. Project-related traffic would raise carbon monoxide concentrations at the 

sites by 0.6 milligrams per cubic meter in 1983 and 0.1 milligrams per cubic meter 

in 2003. This amount is close to the minimum reportable level of change. 

Rapid establishment of tall, dense landscaping along the periphery to screen some 

carbon monoxide and particulates from the air was suggested as a mitigative 

measure by the Study. 

Impacts to the Physical and Visual Environment 

The proposed project is expected to displace a non-conforming use structure and 

improve the aesthetics of the area. 

The height of the structure may pose some impacts on localized wind and shade 

conditions of some immediately adjacent locations. No significant views are 

expected to be blocked. 
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The building will be of concrete and tinted glass, not of the mirror-type. The 

building will be set in the rear of .the site, not contributing to the mass of buildings 

already fronting along Ala Moans. 

Im.e,acts on Infrastructure 

Sewer, water and energy needs of the Westbury will pose increases to the existing 

infrastructure. 

Average sewerage and water demand are estimated at 40,800 gpd. Maximum water 

demand is estimated at 61,200 gpd. No significantly adverse impacts on 

infrastructure and municipal services are anticipated. 

Socio-Economic Im.e,acts 

Displacement of the 10 businesses currently tenants of the 2-story building is a 

potential impact. While no provisions have been made for the relocation of these 

businesses in the new project due to their non-conforming nature, it is assumed that 

they can be relocated elsewhere. 

Some employment, resident manager position, maintenance and contracted services 

are expected to be generated by the project. 

5 (Revised 1/82) 
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J. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

A. Descri.e,tion 

Westbury Holdings N. V ., proposes to develop a 136-unit condominium, the 

''Westbury" at 1700 Ala Moans Boulevard. As planned, the Westbury will be 39 

stories and 340 feet in height with an exterior of concrete and tinted glass. 

Beginning with the ground floor, the building will consist of four floors of 

parking, 34 floors of residential units, and a rooftop and canopy structure 

housing mechanical and elevator equipment. Grounds of the site will consist of 

landscaped areas and separate access and egress drives to and from Ala Moans. 

Drives will be 20 feet wide and over 100 feet long. A private recreation area to 

the rear of the site will provide a full size tennis court and swimming pool. 

Inside, the ground floor of the building will consist of the entry and elevator 

lobby, manager's office, enterphone and security monitors. 

Floors 2 thru 5 of the building will contain 150 parking stalls. One hundred 

thirty-six (136) stalls will be assigned to individual units with the remaining 14 

reserved for guests. 

Floors 6 thru 39 will contain 136 studio units. Each floor will contain 4 units of 

approximately 400 square feet each. Figure 4a is a typical floor plan of the 

building. Units will all face makai with the elevator and lobby to the rear 

(mauka). Units are oriented diagonally on each floor and all consist of a 

bathroom, kitchen and living areas characteristic of studios. All units will also 

contain a full complement of appliances including washer/dryer, stove, oven and 

provision for air conditioners. 

On the roof, a canopy structure will house mechanical equipment and elevator 

rooms. 

6 (Revised 1/82) 
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Other features of the building include cable TV, closed circuit security 

monitoring, and a security gate controlling vehicular entry to the project 

grounds. Two glass elevators will be provided on the mauka side of the building. 

B. Economic and Social Characteristics 

Units in the Westbury are to be marketed at prices ranging from $88,500 to 

$137,000, with differences in floors accounting for the variations in price. The 

project will be constructed in one ,Phase and is projected to take 18 months to 

complete. Total construction cost is estimated at $B.0 million. 

Households to populate the Westbury are expected to consist primarily of one or 

two persons, mainly due to the size of the units. 

C. Proiect Site 

The proposed 1Westbury11 Condominium will be located at 1700 Ala Moans 

Boulevard. Identified as Tap Map Key 2-6-11: B, 9, 19 the project site 

encompasses 38,765 square feet of area in an L-shaped configuration on the 

mauka side of Ala Moana Boulevard. Ala Moans Boulevard is the site's only 

street frontage. 

Figures l and 2 show the site's configuration and location with respect to 

Waikiki. A two-story wooden building housing 6,610 square feet of restaurant, 

retail and office space occupies the front portion of the site along Ala Moans 

Boulevard. An 18-foot wide access drive alongside the existing building leads to 

a 129-car parking lot in the rear portion of the site. 

D. Statement of Oblectives 

The owner has initiated the proposed project to utilize the economic potential 

of the site. Current uses of the site, both the building with its non-conforming 

commercial uses and the parking lot are to be replaced by the project. 

7 (Revised 1/82} 



D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
u 

E. Funding and Phasing 

All lands and funding for the project will be from private sources. Some 

necessary infrastructure improvements, such as the sewer line, occur in the 

public street right-of-way. Costs for such improvements will be borne by the 

developer. 

The project is expected to be completed in one phase, which will commence 

upon satisfaction of all necessary plans and permit approvals. 

e 



a ,. , • , Ii , o i , , ., 

-J 

\ 

I 
. . . 

t ' -• 

"i&-.tr. Holi 
... 

.:.:,a♦ 

. -.~-.-.--. / 

I 

l 
I ,.. --
I 

I 

! I 
'I I I 

I I 

l' • 
' I 

: 
I 

I 
I . 

. ·"··• -.1,1.p 

0 
D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 



•I 

I 

--· 

D 

f' . 

t-----~~ I : I L. 

I I 

-. ·, 
_i,,~i 
I ~--I 

.. . 

0~ 
D 
0 
0 
0 
C 



- f==:!.::-=-=..-... -
....,,, t I -

' J-, '"--J, ~-· 

C 

0 
D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
C 

C 



D 
D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

II. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 



D 
D 
0 
D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

II. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

A. The Site and Adjacent Uses 

A two-story wooden building housing an assortment of commercial uses, and a 

parking lot capable of storing 129 automobiles presently occupy the site. 

Existing tenants of the building and the type of business activity are es follows: 

Name 

Direction Realty 
Steve's Dive Shop 
Onipa'a 
Olive Tree 
Bounce Hawaii 
YSH Hardware 
Nelson Rigging 
Anna's Gift Shop 
Hawaii an Gift and Clothing 
Oahu VIP 

TlE,e of Business 

Real Estate 
Watersport 
Restaurant/Clothing 
Greek Restaurant 
Trampoline Sales 
Hardware Sales 
Rigging Sales 
Gifts Sales 
Gifts and Clothing Sales 
Tours 

The majority of tenants are on short-term and month-to-month leases. 

The parking lot in the rear portion of the site maintains monthly and daily 

lessing arrangements. An assortment of boats and rental campers are also 

stored in this asphalt lot. Daily activity, movement of traffic in and out of this 

parking lot, is normally not intense. A count of in/out traffic conducted in 

conjunction with an air quality study for this EIS revealed a 14 in and 21 out 

afternoon peak traffic at the driveway (See Appendix B). 

Two highrise developments abut the project site along Ala Moana Boulevard. 

They are the Driftwood on the west side (1696 Ala Moans - 72 units) and the 

Tradewind Apartments (1720 Ala Moans - 400 units) on the east side. 

Two-story apartments border the site on the north (mauka) side. 

The Westbury site is located in what is generally considered to be a fringe area 

of Waikiki. Although somewhat removed from the intense activity generated 

9 
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within Waikiki proper, this area still reflects a tourist orientation with a large 

number of hotels and other resort/residential developments. Largest of these 

are the llikai Hotel, Discovery Bay Condominium, Travel Lodge, Hilton 

Hawaiian Village and Eaton Square. Also located within this area is the Kaiser 

Foundation Hospital and the Ala Wai Boat Harbor. 

B. Climate 

Waikiki's climate is considered to be dry, mild, and uniform. Annual rainfall 

averages 20 inches; temperatures range from 60 degrees F. (during the winter 

season) to BS degrees F. (during the summer season); and relative humidity 

averages 68 percent. The predominant wind direction and higher wind speeds 

are from the north, northeast, and east (66.7% of the year) at a speed of 11.2 

knots. Average wind speed from all directions is 10 knots. 

C. Geology/Soils 

The Waikiki area is a flat coastal plain formed primarily from limestone reefs 

and dunes that were subject to shifting ocean levels. 

Soils on the subject project have been identified as mixed fill land by the Soil 

Conservation Service (1973). This soil type consists of materials dredged from 

the ocean or hauled from nearby areas, garbage, and general material hauled 

from other sources. 

D. Topography 

The site is level with the entire site ranging from 4.5 to 5.0 feet above sea 

level. Lowest points of the site are along Ala Moans Boulevard. 

E. Flood/Tsunami 

The Flood Insurance Rate Map for Waikiki (November 1981) designates the site 

within Zone A, an area of the 100-year flood. The 100-year event has a 1.0 

percent chance of being equalled or exceeded in any single year. 

10 (Revised 1/82) 
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Informat-ion obtained from the Engineering Division of the U.S. Army 

Engineering District states that the site has been designated as "shallow 

flooding area of 2 feet average depth11l/ 

The site is beyond the 100-year tsunami flood zone. 

F. Flora 

The site is almost completely paved with asphalt concrete and little vegetation 

exists. A small variety of cultivated flora in planting areas and along the 

boundaries of the property included: coconut (Cocos nucifera), opiums 

(Pithecellobium dulce), banyan (Ficus benjamina), panax (Nothopanax 

quleifoylei), dracaena (Dracaena marginata), and mango (Manifer!l_ indit;!l). 

G. Fauna 

Although no fauna is readily observable, animals common to urban areas are 

assumed to be present on-site and in adjacent properties. They would include 

birds such as mynah (Acridotherus tristis), house sparrow (Passer domesticus), 

cardinal (Cardinalis cardinalis), and barred dove (Geopelia striate). Dogs (Canis 

familiaris), cats (Felis catus) and rats (Rattus sp.) are probably also found in the ---
surrounding environment. 

H. Historic Features 

There are no historic features on the property. 

!/ Kisuk Cheung, Chief, Engineering Division, U.S. Army Engineering District, 
Honolulu (Correspondence 10/5/81) 

11 (Revi sed 1/82) 
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I. Po,eulation 

The Waikiki area is densely populated with a ratio of approximately 114 persons 

per acre in 1978. Resident and tourist populations are estimated at 19,900 and 

49,000, respectively. An additional daytime population of 30,796 persons is 

estimatedJ./ 

The project site is in Census Tract 19.02. Final data from the 1980 Census 

indicates a population of 5,413 personal/ Census Tract 19.02 consists of the 

56 acre area bounded by the Ala Wai Canal, Kalakaua Avenue and Ala Moans 

Boulevard. At approximately 97 persons per acre, its density is slightly less 

than the rest of Waikiki. 

J. CirculationJTra_ffic 

Ala Moans Boulevard is the only street to which the project site has access. As 

it fronts the project, Ala Moana Boulevard is a 94-foot State of Hawaii 

right-of-way, with six (6) one-way lanes; three (3) eastbound and three (3) 

westbound, separated by a 22-foot fenced and landscaped median. 

All movement of pedestrians on and off-site will be via Ala Moans Boulevard. 

Vehicular movement will occur as right turns merging with the one-way 

westbound lanes of Ala Moana. 

On-site circulation will occur inside the four-story parking area, and on the two 

20-feet drives in front of the building. 

State of Hawaii Department of Transportation statistics indicate a total 

24-hour traffic count of 56,879 vehicles in August of 1980 for both directions of 

traffic on Ala Moana Boulevard. Westbound traffic passing the project site 

amounted to 29,919 vehicles in the same period. Peak hours for traffic were 

11:00 - 12:00 A.M. and 4:30 - 5:30 P.M. 

'1:./ Population and Housino Unit Estimates for Oahu Census Tracts: 1970-1978_; 

"l_/ The Po lation of Hawaii 1980: Final Census Results• Statistical Report 143, 
Department of Planning and Economic evelopment, State of Hawaii, March 
18, 1981. 
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DATE 

Feb 1967 
May 196B 
Mar 1969 
Apr 1970 
Mar 1971 
Apr 1972 
Apr 1973 
Oct 1974 
Feb 1975 
Mar 1976 
Jun 1977 
Feb 197B 
Aug 1979 
Aug 1980 

TABLE 1 

ADT, Ala Moana Blvd. at Ala Waikiki Canal Bridge 

24-Hour Volume 

DIRECTION 
East 

20,672 
22,523 
21,272 
19,247 
22,500 
24,393 
24,319 
20,832 
22,530 
22,883 
25,163 
24,916 
27,444 
26,960 

West 

22,096 
26,728 
22,663 
23,694 
25,813 
27,649 
29,383 
24,676 
25,785 
26,553 
31,106 
29,491 
30,146 
29,919 

TOTAL 

42,768 
49,251 
43,935 
42,941 
48,313 
52,042 
53,702 
45,508 
48,315 
49,416 
56,269 
54,269 
57,590 
56,879 

Source: State of Hawaii, Department of Transportation. 

TABLE 2 

Peak Hour Total, Ala Moana at Ala Wai Canal Bridge 

A.M. Peak (11:00 - 12:00) 

East 

1808 

West 

1705 

Total 

3513 

August 8-9, 1979 

P.M. Peak (4:30 - 5:30) 

East West 

2161 2106 

Source: State of Hawaii, Department of Transportation. 
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K. Infrastructure 

1. Water: A 12-inch water main is located under the mauka (westbound) 

lanes of Ala Moans Boulevard. A 1-1/2-inch lateral now serves the site 

through a 1-inch meter. 

2. 

As is customary practice, the Board of Water Supply will withhold any 

commitment of water until all other necessary permits and approvals for 

the project are obtained. 

Sewer: A 12-inch sewer main is located under the makai (eastbound) lanes 

of Ala Moana Boulevard. The Department of Public Works of the City and 

County of Honolulu has indicated that this main is inad~qu~te_ to serve the 

additional demands of the project. Consequently a plan for sewer 

connection to another line is being developed. 

The plan calls for approximately 40-feet of 8-inch line extending from the 

property to a new manhole under the westbound lanes of Ala Moans. 

From this new manhole approximately 320-feet of 10-inch line would 

connect the project site to an existing sewer manhole and 18-inch line at 

the Hobron-Ala Moans intersection. Specifics of this plan are to be 

discussed with the Department of Public Works and is subject to their 

approval. 

3. Drainage: A J ft. x 5 ft. drain box extends under the existing curbline and 

along Ala Moans. 

4. Other Utilities: Electricity, gas and telephone service are available to 

the site. 

L. Noise 

Existing noise levels are primarily street noises stemming from vehicular 

traffic along Ala Moans Boulevard. Activities at buildings which surround the 

site also contribute to the ambient noise levels at the site. 
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A survey of ambient noise levels at the site was taken between 10:00 - 11:00 

A.M. on November 2, 1981. Predictably, measured sound levels were higher at 

the front of the site than the rear, where traffic noises emanating from Ala 

Moans were blocked by the wooden building. Readings in the rear parking lot 

were registered at 53-55 dB(A). Readings in the front of the site, along Ala 

Moans, registered in range from 58 dB(A) to 78 dB(A) as follows: 

Source/Condition 
(Ala Moans) 

Low Traffic 

Moderate Traffic 

High Traffic 

Bus 

TABLE 3 

Reading dB(A) 

58-60 

65-70 

70-75 

78 

Remarks 

Slight generator/motor noise 

Acceleration 

Cruising 

(Readings were taken using a General Radio 1565-B sound level meter, meeting 
standards for Type 2 sound meters) 

M. Air Qualiti'., 

An Air Quality Study was prepared for this EIS, the following is an excerpt of 

the description of the present air quality and environment. The full study is 

presented as Appendix B of this EIS. (Please note that references to Table 2 in 

this excerpt are for the Summary of Air Pollutant Measurements appearing on 

the following page, and in the text of the Study). 

"A summary of air pollutant measurements from State of Hawaii long term 

monitoring stations nearest to the project site is presented in (Study) Table 2. 

Data from four sampling locations are included in the Table. Values for 1981 

are for the first six months of the year. 

For particulates and sulfur dioxide the sampling station was moved from the 

Ala Moans Park sewer pumping station to McCoy Pavilion on February 28, 1977, 

and then to Fort DeRussy in Waikiki on December 5, 1979. The Ala Moans Park 

monitoring stations were about 1/2 mile west of the project site while the new 

Fort DeRussy station is about 1/2 mile east. Nitrogen dioxide was also 
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monitored at Ala Moana Park until April 1976. Carbon Monoxide was monitored 

at the Department of Health building at Punchbowl and Beretania Streets in 

urban Honolulu until September 1979. The Department of Health building is 

about 2 miles north northwest of the project site. On January 6, 1981 a new 

carbon monoxide monitor was installed at the Fort DeRussy monitoring station. 

Ozone levels were also measured at the Department of Health building until 

December 11, 1980, when the monitor was relocated to Sand Island (about 3 

miles west northwest of the project site). On February 4, 1981, nitrogen 

dioxide monitoring was begun again at the new Sand Island location. 

From the data presented in (Study) Table 2 it appears that the State of Hawaii 

24-hour AQS far particulates is presently being exceeded in the Ala 

Moans/Waikiki area no more than once per year. No values above Federal AQS 

have occurred in this area since 1975, and the last high particulate reading in 

1980 was recorded during an unusually severe January windstorm which caused 

greatly increased levels of natural pollutants such as blowing dust and sea 

spray. A once-per-year particulate level of this nature is of no major 

regulatory concern and it seems reasonable to conclude that there are no 

present problems with particulate pollution in the project area. Data from 

(Study) Table 2 also show that sulfur dioxide and nitrogen levels in the area are 

running well below allowable AQS. 

Unfortunately there are no long term measurements of hydrocarbons anywhere 

in Hawaii so that little can be said about present or future levels of this 

pollutant. Hydrocarbons are primarily important because of the precursor role 

that they play in the formation of photo-chemical pollutants such as ozone. 

Judging from ozone measurements and in (Study) Table 2, however, it appears 

that photochemical pollutants and, by inference, hydrocarbons are not a major 

problem in Honolulu. 

On the other hand, it is dearly evident from the data in (Study) Table 2 that 

short term carbon monoxide concentrations have frequently been in excess of 

allowable State of Hawaii AQS during the last several years. Since 1975 there 
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has been a steady decrease in peak hour averages of this pollutant as measured 

by the Department of Health building and no values above the Federal AQS 

have been recorded, but monitoring data from the new Fort DeRussy location 

indicates that carbon monoxide will be the pollutant of greatest concern in the 

Waikiki project area.11 
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TABLE 2 (From Air Quality Study) 

SUMMARY OF AIR POLLUTANT MEASUREMENTS 
AT NEARBY MONITORING STATIONS 

POLLUTANT 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 

88 73 53 61 57 57 
PARTICULATE MATTER 

No. of Samp1es 
Range of Va1ues 
Average Va1ue 
No. of times 

41-152 24-130 18-109 21-79 20-102 20-116 

State AQ.S exceeded 

SULFUR DIOXIDE 
No . of Samp 1 es 
Range of Va1 ues 
Average Va 1 ue 
No. of times 
State AQS exceeded 

CARBON HONOXI DE 

64 65 40 

4 

88 
4'5-9 

~5 

0 

70 
~5-7 

<5 

0 

1 

54 
(5- <5 

45 

0 

38 39 36 

0 

61 
<5-<5 

<.5 

0 

48 
~s-13 

~s 
0 

1 

52 
<5-<5 

<-5 

0 

169 355 359 365 207 No. of Samp1es 
Range of Va 1 ues 
Average Va1ue 
No. of times 

.9-27.4 .5-24.2 0-19.6 0-20.7 0-17.3 

State AQS exceeded 

OXIDANT (OZONE) 
No. of Samp1es 
Range of Va 1 ues 
Ave rage Va 1 ue 
No. of times 
State AQS exceeded 

NITROGEN DIOXIDE 
No. of Samples 
Range of Values 
Average Va1ue 
No. of times 
State AQS exceeded 

6.6 s.4 3.5 3.1 2.9 

35 

234 
6-65 

25 

0 

88 
5-64 

38 

0 

41 

322 
2-127 

40 

21 
24-61 

44 

0 

22 

300 
4-61 

25 

0 

19 

284 
10-84 

33 

0 

10 

338 
10-80 

39 

0 

295 
10-84 

48 

0 

1981 

29 
18-78 

38 

0 

25 
(5-<5 

<5 

0 

12 t 
1.2-10.4 

5. l 

7 

147 
10-80 

42 

0 

46 
6-77 

25 

0 

NOTES: See text for locations of monitoring stations. Carbon monoxide 
reported in mi111grams per cubic meter; other po11utants In 
micrograms per cubic meter. Carbon monoxide and ozone readings 
are daily peak one hour values; readings for other pollutants 
are for a 24 hour sampling period. 

SOURCE: State of Hawaii Department of Health 
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III. RELATIONSHIP OF THE PROPOSED ACTIONS TO LAND USE PLANS, 

POLICIES, AND CONTROLS FOR THE AREA 

A. A.eelicable Land Use Controls 

The proposed site for the Westbury is subject to the following land use controls: 

1. 

State Land Use District 

Oahu General Plan/Development Plan 

Waikiki Special Design District 

State Land Use District: The State Land Use District designation for the 

site is urban. Urban districts permit any and all uses permitted by the 

City and County, either by ordinances or regulations. 

z. Oahu General Plan: The existing Oahu General Plan sets forth policy for 

the long-range comprehensive physical development of the City and 

County of Honolulu. As such, all development must conform to the 

General Plan, or amends to it. The General Plan presents broad policies 

which are to be used in the preparation of Development Plans. 

Development Plans, currently adopted by Council and awaiting review by 

the Mayor, delineate land uses for all areas of Oahu. The Development 

Plans for Waikiki indicate High Density Apartment land use for the site. 

J. Waikiki Special Design District: The Waikiki Special Design District 

(WSDD) was made effective on April 1, 1976 as ordinance 4573 of the City 

and County of Honolulu. The WSDD incorporates the General Plan and 

City Development Plans (public facilities) for the Waikiki area. Provisions 

of the WSDD supersede past zoning and all other land use and design 

controls for Waikiki. As shown on the following WSDD maps, the WSDD 

consists of an area bounded by the Ala Wai Canal on the west and north, 

Kapahulu Avenue on the east, end the ocean on the south. 

18 
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Among the objectives of the WSDD designation are: 

a) To encourage developments that would improve and compliment the 
public facilities and utilities in Waikiki end the physical and visual 
aspects of the urban environment in the area, 

b) To ensure that future developments would alleviate traffic and 
utility problems and would prevent detrimental impact on the 
existing environment, and 

c) To make provision for utilities and off-site improvements either 
publicly or privately in advance of new development. 

These controls will help to ensure that future public facilities, utilities, 

and services can adequately accommodate any future development end 

consequent demands. 

The majority of the project site lies within the Apartment precinct of the 

WSDD. As a provision of the WSDD process, the project will be assessed 

comprehensively for conformance to land use, circulation and urban 

design. The ultimate satisfaction of these reviews will be the issuance of 

a Development Conformance Certificate from the Department of Land 

Utilization. 

Applicable controls of the WSDD, the equivalent of zoning are shown on 

Figures 3 and 5. They indicate an Apartment and 350-feet height limit 

for the site. 

B. Shoreline Management Area 

The proposed project site lies beyond the shoreline management area boundary. 

19 (Revised 1/82) 
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IV. POTENTIAL ENVIRONtvENTAL ltv'PACTS 

The identification of impacts as they relate to the proposal for construction of the 

Westbury Condominium is distinguishable in the short-term as primarily construction 

related, and in the long-term as those which relate to the utilization and 

maintenance of the building. 

A. Short-Term Im,eacts 

Potential short-term impacts are those which will result from construction 

activities at the project site. Construction is anticipated to involve site 

clearance, site work and the erection of the structure. 

1. Traffic: Potential impacts to traffic generated by the project include the 

introduction of slower moving trucks and other equipment, temporary 

blockage of Ala Moana Boulevard due to activities and movements on or 

off the site and the nuisance of driving over temporary traffic plates 

which cover open trenches. Impacts to traffic are generally expected to 

be those of inconvenience and temporary obstruction of smooth flow. 

Where appropriate, the contractor will be expected to publicly notify 

motorists of pending construction, posting of warning notices and signs, 

and stationing of flagmen or special duty police to direct traffic. 

Pedestrian traffic may also be temporarily diverted at times. Barricades 

around dangerous areas would be required. 

2. · Noise: Noise is expected to be generated during all phases of construction 

by equipment and project-related truck traffic. Equipment noise will be 

expected to be the most pronounced during the early stages of 

construction; site clearance and excavation. Conventional construction 

equipment is expected to be used and noises which would be generated are 

defined in Table 4. 
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Construction work is noisy but because it occurs in distinct phases, site 

preparation or finish carpentry for example, noise vaires by phase and 

equipment used. The most prevalent source of noise will be the internal 

combustion engines that power equipment. As indicated in Table 4, 

variations in noise can be expected for different pieces of equipment 

within a particular construction phase. Pile drivers are expected ta be 

used in the project and will represent the greatest noise generation 

anticipated. 

The existing wooden building will be demolished and the site would be 

stripped of asphaltic concrete and cleared before piles are driven • . The 

equipment needed to complete this phase although not comprehensively 

identified will be expected to include bulldozers, scrapers, dump~r~cks, 

ackhoes, pile drivers and cranes. During construction, which should last 

18 months, noises from such equipment can be expected. In contrast to 

existing conditions, this would represent increase in frequency of noise on 

occasions when pile driving noise levels can reach a level of 105 dB(A) 

(Note Table 4). Piles are designed for penetration of approximately 40 

feet. 

Following site and foundation work noises from trucks hauling men and 

material, cement mixers, compressors, and ancillary equipment during the 

building phase can be expected. These noises could range up to 98 dB(A) 

over the projected construction period. In addition to obtrusive traffic 

noises, construction work will increase the frequency of when the 

surrounding area is affected by noises and will intermittently introduce 

higher noise levels. 

In general, construction noise can be expected to create temporary 

nuisances to residents and other establishments in the immediate area 

until the Westbury is fully constructed. Primary mitigation of noise will 

be the limitation of construction activities to normal working hours and 

the maintenance of equipment in good working order. 
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TABLE 4 

CXJ'1SI'mJCTION EJ:;JJIPMENI' OOISE RANGE'S 

NOISE LEVEL (dBA) AT 50 FT 
60 70 80 90 100 

COMPACTERS (ROLLERS) • 
FRONT LOADERS l 

BACKHOES ~ 
TRACTORS 

I I 

SCRAP!as, GRADERS 

PAVERS • 
TRUCKS 

CONCRETE MIXERS 

CONCRETE PUMPS ■ 

CRANES (MOVABLE) 

CRANES (DERRICK) ■ 

PUMPS 

GENERATORS ~ 
I 

COMPRESSORS 

PNEUMATIC WRENCHES 

JACK HAMMERS AND ROCK DRILLS 

PTT"' nRTVF.R!=: (PF.ATl'C:.) 

VIBRATOR 

C:.AtJC:. 

Source: Noise From Construction Equipment and Operations, 
Building Equipment, and Home Appliances, EPA, 1971. 
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3. 

All activities are to be conducted subject to compliance with Public 

Health Regulations, Chapter 44A, Vehicular Noise Control for Oahu; and 

Chapter 44B, Community Noise Control for Oahu. A noise permit may 

also be required by the Department of Health. 

Air Quality: Impacts on air quality during the construction phase are 

expected to be the release of dust, and exhaust emissions from equipment 

engines. A higher level of auto emissions can also occur if blockage of 

one traffic lane for sewer installation occurs during rush hour traffic. 

As with noise, impacts on air quality which are construction-related are 

expected to be the most apparent during early stages of site clearance 

and pile driving. Air quality impacts during the building stage are not 

expected to be significant. 

It is inevitable that some airborne dust will be created during the 18 

month construction period expected for this project. Breakup and 

removal of the present building and parking lot surface, and debris hauling 

mainly associated with these construction phases of the project will be 

the primary contributors. But after this relatively brief period of site 

preparation particulate emissions from construction of upper levels of the 

building should be minimal. 

An EPA study involving field measurements of particulate emission rates 

for apartment and shopping center construction projects hes yielded an 

estimated figure of 1.2 tons of dust per acre of construction per month of 

activity assuming (1) medium-level activity, (2) moderate soil silt content 

(about 30 percent), and (3) a semi-arid climate. Based on this figure the 

planned project could theoretically produce about one ton of particulates 

per month while sitework is in progress. But since the proposed project 

site is nearly level and since site preparation activities will not involve 

much dirt-moving it seems unlikely that this rate will occur at any time 

except during the very early phases of site preparation, Heavy 

construction equipment can also be expected to contribute some exhausts 

to the air, but since much of this equipment is diesel-powered, expected 

emissions of carbon monoxide should be inconsequential compared to that 

genereated by nearby traffic. 
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3. 

All activities are to be conducted subject to compliance with Public 

Health Regulations, Chapter 44A, Vehicular Noise Control for Oahu; and 

Chapter 448, Community Noise Control for Oahu. A noise permit may 

also be required by the Department of Health. 

Air Quality: Impacts on air quality during the construction phase are 

expected to be the release of dust, and exhaust emissions from equipment 

engines. 

As with noise, impacts on air quality which are construction-related are 

expected to be the most apparent during early stages of site clearance 

and pile driving. Air quality impacts during the building stage are not 

expected to be significant. 

It is inevitable that some airborne dust will be created during the 18 

month construction period expected for this project. Breakup and 

removal of the present building and parking lot surface, and debris hauling 

mainly associated with these construction phases of the project will be 

the primary contributors. But after this relatively brief period of site 

preparation particulate emissions from construction of upper levels of the 

building should be minimal. 

An EPA study involving field measurements of particulate emission rates 

for apartment and shopping center construction projects has yielded an 

estimated figure of 1.2 tons of dust per acre of construction per month of 

activity assuming (1) medium-level activity, (2) moderate soil silt content 

(about 30 percent), and (3) a semi-arid climate. Based on this figure the 

planned project could theoretically produce about one ton of particulates 

per month while sitework is in progress. But since the proposed project 

site is nearly level and since site preparation activities will not involve 

much dirt-moving it seems unlikely that this rate will occur at any time 

except during the very early phases of site preparation. Heavy 

construction equipment can also be expected to contribute some exhausts 

to the air, but since much of this equipment is diesel-powered, expected 

emissions of carbon monoxide should be inconsequential compared to that 

genereated by nearby traffic. 
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4. 

Regular wetting of the site during clearance and any earth movement will 

mitigate the release of fugitive dust into the immediately surrounding 

area. Emissions from engines would also be minimized when equipment is 

kept ih good working order, and appropriate emission devices used. 

Emissions from auto tie-ups due to sewer work and the blockage of one 

lane may be mitigated through the suspension of work during rush hour if 

the situation warrants, or the hiring of policemen to expedite the smooth 

flow of traffic. 

Socio-Economic Impacts: The short term socio-economic impacts of the 

project are anticipated to be the positive effects of providing jobs to the 

local industry. 

Based upon prevailing slowdowns in the economy, the availability of work 

for the construction industry would result in an additional enhancement of 

multiplied benefits for the local economy. 

It is estimated that during the 18 month construction period, 21,000 

man-days and an average of 160 construction works would be employed on 

the project. Direct incomes to be derived from worker salaries are 

expected to exceed $4 million. 

Projected construction costs for the project have been estimated at $8 

million, the majority of which can be expected to be spent on local labor, 

materials, equipment and supplies. 

,-" 

B. Long-Term Impacts 

Potential long-term impacts of the Westbury include those which could be 

expected through the generation of traffic, noise, and automobile emissions, 

location, normal use, maintenance and visual appearance of the building. 

1. Traffic: Long-term impacts of traffic will be those resultant from the 

movement of vehicles between Ala Moans Boulevard and the project site. 

A Traffic Impact Analysis was prepared for this EIS and is included as 

Appendix A. The following is a summary of discussions and conclusions of 

the Analysis: 
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All movement on and off the Westbury site will be via right hand turns to 

and from Ala Moans Boulevard. The closest intersection to the site is Ala 

Moana-Hobron Lane and is important due to its direct contribution to 

westbound traffic passing in front of the project site. 

Traffic generation from the Westbury end its potential effect to traffic on 

Ala Moana Boulevard was a primary concern of the analysis. An average 

potential of 694 trips per day were expected to be generated by the 

project. Of this total, the number of vehicles involved during peak hours 

of traffic generation included 68 exiting and 14 entering during the A.M. 

peak, and 28 exiting and 55 entering during the P.M. peak. Peak hours of 

traffic generation by the Westbury were identified es 7:00 - 8:00 A.M. and 

4:30 - 5:30 P.M., and were considered to be the "worst case" contribution. 

Peak hours for Ala Moans traffic were identified as 11:00 - 12:00 A.M. 

end 4:30 - 5:30 P.M. through historic traffic counts. The analysis included 

a special traffic count of the Hobron-Ala Moans intersection at 7:00 -

8:00 A.M. and 4:30 - 5:30 P.M. Differences in the A.M. peak hours 

between this and historic counts were the result of concern for the worst 

case contribution when moat residents were likely to leave the project, 

versus the historic peak hour when residents leaving for work will be less. 

The analysis noted: 

• Both WSDD and current Development Plans will have a slowing 

effect on growth in Waikiki (especially in hotel rooms). A 

consequence should be the reduction of future traffic increases. 

• A "worst case" assumption of continued growth can produce a 

leveling effect in traffic where motorists would seek alternate 

routes of travel to and from Waikiki. 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

Due to the smaller size of units planned for the Westbury, a smaller 

total of traffic generation should be expected as rates used in the 

analysis are based on larger condominium units. The levels of 

traffic generation used are "worst case11 and conservative • 

The maximum worst case contribution of 68 vehicles in the A.M. 

peak would not be expected to ac;tversely affect the volume or flow 

of traffic along Ala Moans • 

A theoretical volume utilizing all worst case levels of 2,174 

vehicles, 725 vehicles per lane when spread evenly through the three 

lanes of Ala Moana produced a level approaching capacity. Similar 

one-way roadways throughout the U.S. have been noted to be at 

capacity when the per lane volume was up to the 950 vehicle range. 

A determination of capacity is more appropriately influenced by the 

actual circumstances affecting the ability of the roadway to 

accommodate traffic. Observations of Ala Moans Boulevard 

between Atkinson and Kalis Road were: 

Peak hours resulted in queueing at all intersections but were 

cleared by a single cycle of the traffic signal. 

- Longest queue was at Atkinson where cars sometimes reached 

beyond the canal bridge. 

Queues at Hebron Lane on the mauka side of Ala Moans 

sometimes required two cycles for motorists to clear the 

intersection. 

- The right lane of Ala Moans was frequently empty beyond the 

intersections es motorists avoided slower and frequently stopping 

municipal buses. 
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2. 

• Anticipated impacts of vehicular movement are further mitigated 

by: 

Absence of cross traffic movement (left turn), facilitating the 

flow of traffic and promoting a safer condition. 

- Queues to which Westbury residents would contribute are those 

at Atkinson, from which the site is sufficiently distant. 

- The right hand lane is often empty despite traffic in other lanes, 

facilitating safe entry and exit. 

- Potential for traffic generation of the 129-stall parking lot and 

the existing commercial building pose a much higher "worst 

case" situation. 

- Two 20-feet wide drives planned for the frontage of the site 

should promote safety an~ facilitate movement with minimum 

impact on Ala Moans Boulevard. 

The analysis concludes that no significantly adverse impacts to the 

existing traffic is anticipated by the construction of the Westbury 

Condominium. 

Noise: Noise emanating from the site on a long-term basis can probably 

be expected from movement of automobiles along the driveways and in 

the parking levels. Specifically, tire squeals and engine noise can be 

expected. 

Entry and exit drives are not sufficiently long for much acceleration, but 

measures to reduce speeding, possibly signs or other forms of enforcement 

will be implemented if this becomes a problem (Chapter 44A, Vehicular 

Noise Control for Oahu). 
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3. 

Surfaces in the parking levels, especially ramps will be designed to ensure 

proper traction and thereby minimize the frequency of tires squealing. 

Well-designed landscaping should further reduce the impact of noise 

emanating from the site. 

Significantly adverse noises emanating from individual units are not 

anticipated, and in any case will be mitigated by enforcement of by-laws 

and provisions of Public Health Regulations, Chapter 44B, Community 

Noise Control for Oahu. 

Air Quality: An Air Quality Study was prepared for this EIS and is 

included as Appendix B. The following is a summary of its analysis: 

"Vehicular traffic generated by the project will produce carbon monoxide, 

hydrocarbons, nitrogen dioxide, and airborne lead. Federal regulations 

mandate future reductions in these emissions, but recent carbon monoxide 

readings from the Waikiki sampling station indicate that carbon monoxide 

levels are still somewhat a problem when the stringent State of Hawaii 

one-hour standard is considered. 

A detailed carbon monoxide modeling study considering worst case 

diffusion conditions for two selected critical receptor sites along the 

sidewalk in front of the present Kaiser Hospital complex indicates that 

present and future concentrations at these sites during morning and 

evening rush hour conditions are likely to be in exceaa of allowable State 

of Hawaii AQS whether the proposed project is constructed or not. At 

moat, however, project-related traffic will raise carbon monoxide 

concentrations at these sites by 0.6 milligrams per cubic meter in 1983 

and by 0.1 milligrams per cubic meter in· 2003. This amount of increase is 

close to the minimum reportable level of change in carbon monoxide 

concentration. The analysis indicates no problem in meeting Federal 

one-hour AQS, but the eight-hour Federal AQS is not expected to be 

achieved at these sites until the late 1980's and the eight-hour State of 

Hawaii AQS are not expected to be met during the 20-year analysis period 

considered. 
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4. 

Mitigative measures which can help to minimize the impact of air 

pollutants from vehicles entering and leaving the project are continuance 

of the current right-turn-only configuration of Ala Moans Boulevard at 

the intersection of the project driveway and rapid establishment of tall, 

dense landscaping along the periphery of the project to screen some of the 

carbon monoxide and particulates from the air." 

Physical and Visual Environment: The Westbury will displace an asphalt 

parking lot and a non-conforming 2-story commercial building. 

Replacement by the Westbury building and planned landscaping is expected 

to be an improvement to the visual environment of the site and the 

immediate environs. 

The building's exterior construction will consist of painted concrete and 

tinted glass. The glass will not be mirror-type and is not expected to 

cause the intense reflective effect objected to by some at other projects. 

The Westbury will be taller than its immediate neighbors. Other buildings 

in the immediate area, however, are already as high as the Westbury. 

Buildings such as the Ilikai and Discovery Bay are also much larger and 

more massive than the Westbury tower. 

The massiveness of buildings from Hobron Lane to the Ala Wai along Ala 

Moans is somewhat mitigated by the siting of the Westbury building at the 

back of the site. In so doing, the project's impact is to break the visual 

mass of buildings along Ala Moans. Most east-west views of both 

neighbors, however limited in its existing state, would also be saved by 

this. No significant existing ocean views from surrounding buildings are 

expected to be affected. 

Two-story buildings to the rear of the project may be affected by the 

presence of a tall building in what was formerly an open parking lot. 
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5. 

6. 

It is also conceivable that localized wind and shade conditions at specific 

points in the immediately adjoining areas may be altered. If at all, side 

effects would be most apparent to the two-story buildings in the rear. 

Socio-Economic Impacts: An impact resultant from the implementation 

of the proposed project is the displacement of the ten (10) businesses 

presently in the wooden building. No provisions for the relocation of 

these businesses in the completed project have been made. They are 

non-conforming uses under current land use controls. It is assumed that 

these businesses can relocate elsewhere with no resultant loss in 

employment. Early notification of possible demolition was made to 

tenants to minimize the impact of relocation. 

Upon completion and subsequent to the short-term employment 

opportunities during the construction period, the Westbury is expected to 

employ a resident manager and maintenance crew. Additional 

employment would also be generated for the many other services normally 

contracted by a condominium. 

The project will add a resident population of 250-300 persons to the site. 

No adverse effects from this addition are anticipated. 

Infrastructure: Long term impacts on existing infrastructure due to the 

Westbury are identified as increased demands on sewer, water, drainage 

and power f acili ti es. 

a. Sewers: An existing 12-inch sewer under Ala Moans Boulevard has 

been deemed inadequate for use by the Westbury. As previously 

noted, plans for an alternate hook-up involving installation of a new 

sewer line from the project site to the Hebron-Ala Moans 

intersection are to be discll88ed and are subject to City Wastewater 

Management Division approval. 
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Based upon an estimate of 150 gallons/day (gpd) of sewage output 

per resident of the Westbury, and assuming a resident population of 2 

persons per unit, an estimated 40,800 gpd will be generated. This 

sewage volume represents a significant added volume compared to 

what currently exists. However, the developer's installation of new 

sewer mains will transport sewage from the site to the point where 

existing sewage capacity is adequate. Ultimate system capacities 

at the Beach Walk Pump Station and Sand Island Treatment Facility 

should be adequate to accommodate the additional discharge. 

b. Water: Water is presently supplied to the site through a 1-1/2 inch 

lateral connected to an existing 12-inch main under Ala Moana 

Boulevard. The existing 1-inch meter will be replaced, probably 

with a 4-inch meter. Future lateral and meter sizes for the project 

will be subject to discussions and approval by the City's Board of 

Water Supply. 

Consumption of water on the site will increase. Estimated 

consumption is 150 gpd for each resident, with a daily consumption 

of 40,800 gpd. A maximum demand of 61,200 gpd is projected by 

the Board of Water Supply. Additional water will also be consumed 

by irrigation of landscaping, maintenance and the swimming pool. 

But this amount is considered minimal on a daily basis. 

c. Drainage: No drainage facilities exist on-site. A catch basin for an 

existing 3 ft. x 5 ft. drain box under Ala Moana, is located 

immediately in front of the project site. As such, all on-site 

drainage will be directed towards Ala Moana Boulevard and the 

existing storm drain system. Landscaped areas of the project 

previously covered with asphalt, will reduce drainage runoff through 

increased on-site percolation. 

Final construction plans when available, will require review and 

approval by the Drainage Section of the City's Department of Public 

Works. 
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d. 

e. 

Energy: Consumption of both gas and electricity are expected to 

increase at the site with the use of the Westbury. Consumption of 

gas would be attributed to water heating. 

Other Services: Municipal services to the area include the bus, 

police, fire and ambulance service. No significant increases in the 

need for these services are anticipated. While it is expected that a 

number of residents will utilize the bus (since it is so convenient to 

the site); and police, fire and ambulance services may be required at 

times of emergency, no increases significant enough to warrant 

additional levels of these services are expected to be caused by the 

Westbury. The need for emergency services would undoubtedly be 

mitigated through safe and prudent activity of Westbury residents as 

well as proper maintenance and management of the building and its 

grounds. 

Refuse collection will be accomplished by a contracted company. 

No signficant school-age population is expected to reside at the 

Westbury. 
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V. UNAVOIDABLE ADV ERSE EFFECTS 

Potentially adverse impacts which would be anticipated with the Westbury 

condominium include all of those listed in the previous sections. There are however, 

reasonable limits to mitigative measures taken, beyond which impacts become 

unavoidable and do occur. Such impacts include: 

Short term construction impacts 

On-site vehicular traffic 

Vehicular emissions 

Added population 

Visual effects on smaller adjacent structures 

Increased ·demand on water, sewer, and energy facilities 

Nothwithstanding the unavoidable impacts cited above, major items in the rationale 

for proceeding with the project include the positive beneficial impacts which are 

expected from the project. 

Economic benefits during construction 

Increased tax revenues 

Increased housing supply 

Enhancement of area aesthetics 
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VI. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION 

One mej<r development alternative was considered in tt-e design of tt-e proposed 

project. This alternative considered the retention of the two-story wooden building 

and its commercial uses. It was eventually decided that this alternative was not the 

most desirable due to the following reasons: 

Tt-e wooden building in front of tt-e site does not provide tt-e best 
aesthetic opportunity. 

The commercial use of tt-e building is non-conforming under tt-e current 
czc. 
Entry to the project was more desirable and safer with wider drives, not 
possible if the wooden building remained. 
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Vil. LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY VS. SHORT-TERM USES 

Development Plans for the City and County of Honolulu indicate a High Density 

Apartment use for the project site. The Waikiki Special Design District indicates 

Apartment use for the site. As such, the long term options for the site are quite 

consistent with the intent of what is proposed. 

In the srort-term, the current commercial uses of the site are non-conforming. 

Further improvements of the property to continue these uses would be difficult, and 

contrary to the long-term goal of the designations assigned by the WSDD and 

Development Plan. 
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V lII. IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITtvENTS OF RESOURCES 

The commitment of labor, fuel and materials to the construction of the project will 

be permanent. They will be irretrievable as will the current status of 

non-conforming uses now on-site. 

The ground space upon which the Westbury will stand can be considered to be a 

retrievable resource as demolition of the structure built could make it once again 

available for aiother use. 
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IX. OFFSETTING GOVERNIVIENT POLICIES 

This section indicates other interest and considerations in government policies 

trought to offset the identified environmental effects of the proposed project. 

The provision of housing and employment have been a fundamental goal in the 

policies of both State and City governments, implicitly and explicitly. The project 

will also contribute to the aesthetic and economic environment of Waikiki, a recent 

and immeidate governmental concern. 
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X. AGENCIES CONT ACTED OR CONSUL TED 

The following agencies, their Divisions and/or staff were contacted or consulted in 

the course of the preparation of this EIS. 

City and County of Honolulu 

Department of Land Utilization 
Department of Transportation Services 
Department of General Planning 
Department of Public Works (Division of Wastewater Management) 
Department of Housing and Community Development 
Board of Water Supply 
Department of Parks and Recreation 
Fire Department 
Police Department 

State of Hawaii 

Department of Transportation 
Department of Planning and Economic Development 
Department of Land and Natural Resources 
Department of Health 
Department of Social Services and Housing 
Office of Representative Kinau Boyd Kamalii 
Office of Environmental Quality Control 

Organizations or Individuals 

Sierra Club 
Waikiki Improvement Association 
American Lung Association 
Life of the Land 
Environmental Center, University of Hawaii at Manos 
The Outdoor Circle 
Waikiki Neighborhood Board No. 9 
Hawaii Hotel Association 
Citizens Against Noise 

Federal Government 

FAA, U.S. Department of Transportation 
Engineering Division, U.S. Army District 

Appendix C contains comments received during the preparation of this EIS, and 

corresponding responses to them. 
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XI. UNRESOLVED ISSUES 

No unresolved issues are apparent at this time. 

XII. LIST OF NECESSARY APPROVALS 

The following reviews and approvals are required before construction of the 

Westbury may proceed. 

1. Development Conformance Certificate M'aikild Special Design District) -
Department of Land Utilization. 

2. Building Permit - Building Department, with appropriate reviews from other 
City Departments including Public Works M'astewater Management) Board of 
Water Supply, and Transportation Services. 

J. Grading Permit - Department of Public Works. 

4. Pacific Resources Inc. (Gas Company) 

5. Hawaiian Electric Co. 

6. Noise Permit - Department of Health 

7. Honolulu Fire Department (Fire Prevention Bureau) 

8. Sewer Adequacy Permit - Department of Public Works ~astewater Management) 
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Description of Project 

The developer of "The Westbury" Condominium proposes to construct a 136 unit, 

39-story high structure at 1700 Ala Moana Boulevard. Identified as Tax Map Key 

2-6-11: B, 9, 19 the project site is located on the· mauka side of Ala Moana Boulevard 

between Hebron Lane and the Ala Wai Canal. 

A two story wooden building presently occupies the Ala Moana frontage of the site, 

housing approximately 6,610 square feet of restaurant, retail and office space. The 

rear of the site is a 129 stall parking lot with daily and month-to-month parking 

arrangements. Both building and parking lot will be removed at the start of the 

project. 

As proposed the building would contain 136 studio units. One hundred and fifty (150) 

parking stalls would be provided in the first four stories of the building. Of these 

136 are to be assigned to residential units, with the remaining 14 reserved for 

guests. A long entryway would be developed for the front portion of the L-shaped 

site and the building would be situated to the back of the site. 

The site is located in what is generally considered to be a fringe area of Waikiki. 

Somewhat removed from the activity along Kalakaue Avenue, this area still reflects 

a tourist orientation with a number of hotels and resort/residential development. 

Among these are the Ilikai Hotel, Discovery Bay Condominium, Travel Lodge, Hilton 

Hawaiian Village and Eaton Square. Directly across Ala Moans Boulevard from the 

project site is the Keiser Foundation Hospital and the Ala Wai Boat Harbor. 

The project is located within the Apartment Precinct of the Waikiki Special Design 

District (Ord, 4573) enacted in 1976. The WSDD incorporates the General Plan and 

City Development Plans (public facilities) for Waikiki and includes all area bounded 

by the Ala Wai Canal on the west and north, Kapahulu Avenue on the east, and the 

shoreline on the south. 

I (Revised l i 82) 
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The WSDD was established to ensure that future public facilities, utilities, and 

services can adequately accommodate future development and demands. Among the 

effects of the WSDD are a net reduction in the amount of development which will be 

allowed to occur through designation of use precincts. The site is within the 

Apartment Precinct designation of the WSDD where development such as being 

proposed is an allowable use. 
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Existing Transportation Facilities 

Ala Moans Boulevard, as it fronts the project site, consists of a six-lane divided 

roadway {three lanes eastbound, three lanes westbound) at grade with a 72-foot 

right-of-way. Access control is provided by a 22-foot island which is presently 

landscaped and fenced, extending from Atkinson to Kalsksua Avenue. All 

movement on and off the project site is accomplished by right hand turns to and 

from Ala Moans. No parking is permitted along this section. 

The closest intersection to the site is where Ala Moans Boulevard meets Hobron 

Lane. The intersection is marked with crosswalks on all sides except on Ala Moans 

closest to the project site where no pedestrian crossing is permitted. A signalized 

intersection, it hes a total of 19 separate traffic movements, 7 of which directly 

contribute to the flow of westbound traffic passing the project site. Approaching 

Hebron Lane, Ala Moans widens in both directions into four lanes with the fourth a 

storage lane for left or LI-turning movements. 

Ala Moans Boulevard is a Federal Aid Highway, and is a pert of the State Highway 

system (F AP 92). City "The Bus" routes are located through this section of Ala 

Moans. 

Westbound on Ala Moans is one of four major routes of exit from Waikiki. It is the 

shortest and most efficient westbound (townbound) route. Eastbound on Ala Moans 

is also one of four major routes of entry to Waikiki from downtown. 
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Description of Traffic Characteristics 

As proposed, the project will have separate entry and exit drives, each planned to be 

20 feet in width at the Ala Moans frontage of the site which measures 66.39 feet. 

All traffic generated by the project will enter and exit through these access drives 

with right hand turns. 

AU units in the project will be residential studios, 400 square feet in size. This size 

coupled with the one space per unit allowance for parking suggest that the building 

will consist primarily of one .and tw~person households. Ownership of one auto per 

unit is anticipated. 

A 129-stall parking lot row occupies the rear of the site. Traffic generated by this 

parking lot operation as well as the existing commercial building in front constitute 

the existing traffic on and off-site. Observations of the site have indicated that this 

traffic is fairly consistent throughout the day with no change during peak hours. 
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Traffic Generation 

The primary concern of this analysis is any potential adverse effects an increase in 

traffic generated by the project could have on Ala Moana Boulevard. This concern 

is particularly important during peak hours when traffic is greatest. 

The number of vehicle trips generated by the proposed development was determined 

by comparing traffic studies of other developments, and rates from studies on trip 

generation published by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)lf. Trip 

generation rates applicable to condominiums were used in this analysis. 

In its published rates, the ITE noted that single family detached units have the 

highest trip generation rate per unit of residential use. A listing of rates in order 

from highest to lowest included; single family detached, general apartment, low rise 

apartment, high rise apartment, condominium, mobile home and retirement 

community. 

Tables 1 and 2 indicate the trip rates which are expected to occur at the project. 

An average of 694 daily trips can be expected to be generated from the project. 

During peak hours when employed residents are most likely to be leaving or entering 

the site an average of 68 vehicles leaving the project in the A.M. peak, and 55 

vehicles returning to the project in the P.M. peak can be expected. Peak hour 

project traffic would also include 14 vehicles entering in the A.M. peak and 28 

vehicles leaving in the P.M. peak. Non-peak hour traffic emanating from the site 

should account for 86% (598) and would be spread throughout the rest of the day. 

!./ Institute of Transportation Engineers Information Report, 
''Trip Generation'', 1979. 
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Table 1. ITE Tri.e, Generation Rates for Residential Condominium 

Total OccuRie d Uni ts 

136 

Peak Hour 
Trips/Occupied Unit 

A.M. Peak (7-9) Enter 
Exit 

P.M. Peak (4-6) Enter 
Exit 

Table 2. Trip Generation, Westbury Condominium 

Total Peak Hour Tri~ 

A.M. Peak (7-8) Enter (136 x .1) = 14 
Exit (136 x .5) = 68 

P.M. Peak (4:30-5:30) Enter (136 x .4) = 55 
Exit {136 X .2) = 28 

6 

= 
= 

= 
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Traffic Impact Analysis 

' 
Two scenarios of future conditions were considered to analyze the potential traffic 

impact posed by the project. 

Scenario II A" - No change to the existing site with a status quo prevailing. 

Scenario "B" - Project built on the site as proposed. 

Scenario "A" 

Typically, a study of traffic considers projection of future volumes. The dynamic 

nature of Waikiki and its premier influence in the political, social and economic 

environment of Hawaii make consideration of such future possibilities increasingly 

important. However, these dynamics of change which have been so influential to 

the evolution of Waikiki as we know it, also create an atmosphere of uncertainty 

which make traffic projection extremely difficult. 

Presently, development levels in Waikiki are controlled by the Waikiki Special Design 

District Ordinance (WSDD, Ord. 4573). A maximum level of growth for Waikiki is 

thus set forth by the ordinance, and if executed fully, should result in a less 

congested and dense Waikiki. Uncertainty, however, in accurately anticipating the 

rate, type and quantity of growth, occurs by the nature the area's major influence on 

the political, social and economic fabric of Honolulu; and the focus of attention and 

controls inherent to this. 

Recent revival of plans to alter the internal pattern of traffic in Waikiki are prime 

examples of this. A rerouting of Kalakaua Avenue traffic on to Kuhio and the Ala 

Wai Boulevard, and the prohibition of through traffic on Kalakaua is again being 

discussed and would affect traffic pattems in the entire Waikiki area. Similarly, the 

reconsideration of a proposal to span the Ale Wai Canal with an extension of 

University Avenue would likewise significantly alter the flow and pattems of traffic 

throughout Waikiki. 
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Development plans now awaiting final adoption by the City Council will further 

limit hotel rooms to 30,000 (Bill No. 73). 'Nhen passed this would have an effect of 

precluding further hotel d~velopments as current inventory at hotel units is 

approximately 30,000 already. 

A recent Traffic Impact Statement completed for another project in Waikiki noted 

that a reduction of 66.9 percent in hotel rooms from existing zoning could be 

expected from the WSDD.'!:./ Consequently, projections of growth in traffic 

projected under the WSDD would have fallen far below historic growth rates. The 

resulting approach taken in the study was then to use the more demanding historic 

rates of traffic growth as a safeguard against projecting a too optimistic level. 

For the purposes of this impact analysis, we will adopt a similar "worst case" 

approach. The issues of growth in Waikiki create for traffic planning purposes a 

"worst case" rate of continued growth a possible condition which should be 

considered. 

Table 3 lists the historical 1967-1979 24-hour volumes for the traffic on Ala Moans 

Boulevard at the Ala Wai Bridge. 

'!:_/ 

Table 3. ADTE Ala Moans Boulevard at Ala Wai Canal Bridge 

Traffic Record - 24-Hour Volume 

DATE DIRECTION TOTAL 
East West 

Feb 1967 20,672 22,096 42,768 
May 1968 22,523 26,728 49,251 
Mar 1969 21,272 22,663 43,935 
Apr 1970 19,247 23,694 42,941 
Mar 1971 22,500 25,813 48,313 
Apr 1972 24,393 27,649 52,042 
Apr 1973 24,319 29,383 53,702 
Oct 1974 20,832 24,676 45,508 
Feb 1975 22,530 25,785 48,315 
Mar 1976 22,883 26,553 49,416 
Jun 1977 25,163 31,106 56,269 
Feb 1978 24,916 29,491 54,269 
Aug 1979 27,444 30,146 57,590 
Aug 1980 26,960 29,919 56,879 

Source: State of Hawaii, Department of Transportation. 

Traffic Impact Statement; Waikiki Triangle Project; Henry Tuck Au; January 
1980. 
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A forecast of traffic was prepared based on the historic trend of Table 3. The 

forecast represents a worst case assumption of continued traffic increases. 

Realistically, these forecasts are conservative and probably higher than what will 

ultimately-be experienced. As traffic levels approach capacity and travel along Ala 

Moana becomes more difficult, motorists will naturally seek ·alternate avenues of 

entry and exit to Waikiki, 

Table 4. ADT Forecast for Ala Moana Boulevard 

Date 

1983* 
199B 
2003 

Total 

59,280 
68,990 
78,700 

* Anticipated completion date of construction. 

A characteristic of traffic in Waikiki has been the absence of distinct peak hours, 

with a peak travel period of several hours instead. In the instance of Ala Moana 

Boulevard, identifiable morning and evening peaks do exist. Such peaks may in part 

be due to location of the project site along the periphery of Waikiki where traffic is 

strongly influenced by other urban activities and patterns. The State Department of 

Transportation's latest published data for Ala Moans Boulevard at the Ala Wai Canal 

Bridge indicates the morning peak to be 11:00 - 12:00 A.M., and the evening peak to 

be 4:30 - 5:30 P.M. This data is presented in Table 5. 

Table 5. Ala Moana at Canal Bridge 

(August 8-9, 1979) 

A.M. Peak (11:00 - 12:00) P.M. Peak (4:30 - 5:30) 

East 

1808 

West 

1705 

Total 

3513 

East 

2161 

~ 

2106 

Total 

4267 

The two nearest intersections to the project site are Ala Moana at Hobron Lane and 

Ala Moana at Atkinson. Cross traffic at Hobron Lane is considered most important 

due to its proximity and immediate contribution of westbound traffic passing in 

front of the project site. Hourly totals for mauka and makai traffic are shown in 

Table 6. 
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Fifteen minute totals of this Traffic Department (City) count indicate that 

maximLm one-rour mauka-makai traffic for the Hebron Lane Intersection generally 

occurs around 11:00 - 12:00 A.M., and 4:30 - 5:30 P.M. Because of the key role it 

plays in traffic passing the site, a peak rour traffic count was conducted on October 

1, 1981 for all movements of the intersection. The results are listed as Table 7. 

A deviation from the 11:00 - 12:00 A.M. peak hour identified by existing counts was 

made in the special count. For purposes of analyzing traffic originating from the 

Westbury site at a worst case contribution, a peak hour of 7:00 - B:00 A.M. where 

project residents are most likely to leave the site was felt to be more appropriate. 

References to the morning peak hour then, are of the 7:00 - 8:00 A.M. period. 

Results of this special count indicate that a total of 1,850 autos passed the project 

site in the A.M. peak hour and 1,798 passed during the P.M. peak. At these levels, 

the three-laned portion of Ala Moans as it passes the site will still adequately 

accommodate additional traffic volumes. The count also indicated a readily 

observed high level of activity in all traffic movements at the intersection. 

Assuming that no changes occurred at the proposed project site, future traffic 

volumes would be expected to increase in the worst case to the forecasted levels 

noted earlier. 
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Table 7. Traffic Count - Ala Moans and Hebron Lane 

(October 1, 1981) 

I "'····: I -L==1J l /e,\--

Al.A :-!DANA BLVD. 

7:00 - 8:00 
Movement A.M. Peak 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E1 
Ez 
F 
G 
H 
I 

16 
320 
530 
396 
102 

29 
105 

63 
8 

58 

G • -....... 

F~ 

' !'-~·~-

ALA :llOANA BLVD. 

7:30 - 8:30 4:30 - 5:30 
P.M. Peak Movement A.M. Peak 

30 
323 
478 
318 
105 

39 
213 
112 

28 
87 

J 
K 
L 
M 
N 
0 
p 
Q 
R 

----· 

32 
82 

413 
23 
90 

339 
396 
252 
163 

Total Westbound traffic included movements B, C, D, F, G, Land M. 

Total Westbound: A.M. Peak = 1850 
P.M. Peak = 1798 

12 

4:30 - 5:30 
P.M. Peak 

31 
84 

329 
25 

251 
435 
586 
338 
137 



Scenario 118 11 

The purpose of this scenario was to consider the potential effects of traffic 

generated by the project after it is built. The forecasting of trip generation, the 

number of trips originating from the project, would make it possible to determine 

the effects on existing traffic. 

Traffic generated at the project site is a direct function of the number of 

automobiles stored at the site and patterns of auto use by residents. The number of 

automobiles stored on-site is governed by the availability of parking stalls, a 

maximum of 150, of which 136 are to be assigned to individual units. 

Traffic generated by the project is linked to the types of units built and the profile 

of households which will occupy them. As noted, 136 units will be built, each a 

studio unit of 400 square feet. A unit of this size is expected to result in occupancy 

of one or two-person households. 

ITE rates and projections of traffic presented in Tables 1 and 2 were based on a 

large sample of condominium units which might be assumed to generally include 

units much larger in size than those to be built at the project. Due to the smaller 

size of the units to be offered in The Westbury then, a higher occurrence of 

one-person households, when compared to projects containing larger units, and a 

smaller total residential population might be expected. Consequently, an even lower 

rate of traffic emanating from the project on a daily and peak hour basis could be 

experienced. 

Nonetheless, Table 2 listed the highest contribution of traffic to Ala Moans as 68 

vehicles during the morning peak hour. With a volume of traffic ranging from the 

1,850 vehicles counted in the October 1, 1981 A.M. peak, to even the 2,106 vehicles 

noted in the DOT August 8-9, 1979 P.M. peak, an additional maximum worst case 

contribution of 68 vehicles would not be expected to adversely affect the volume or 

flow of traffic along Ala Moans. 
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This volume of 2,174 vehicles spread evenly tlTough three lanes is the equivalent to 

725 vehicles per lane. At this level, the roadway would be approaching capacity. 

Similar one-way roadways throughout the U.S. have been noted to be at capacity 

when the per lane vohme was up to the 950 vehicle range. 

The determination . of capacity however is mere appropriately influenced by the 

actual circumstances which affect the ability of the roadway to accommodate the 

level of traffic. The following observations were made of Ala Moans Boulevard 

between Atkinson and the Kalis Road intersection. 

Peak hours result in queueing at all intersections but these were usually 

cleared by a single cycle of the traffic signal. 

Longest queue was at Atkinson where cars sometimes reached the canal 

bridge. 

Queues on Hebron Lane were also observed, especially on the mauka side 

of Ala Moaia where motorists sometimes required two cycles to approach 

and travel through the intersection. 

The right lane of Ala Moans was frequently empty beyond the 

intersections as motorists avoided slower and frequently stopping 

municipal buses. 

The anticipated impacts of vehicular movement on and off the project site aside 

from its small number then, are further mi ti gated by some of these observations. 

Motorists leaving The Westbury will only be able to turn right onto (or off from) Ala 

Moans. The absence of a cross traffic movement Oeft turn) substantially facilitates 

tre flow of traffic, and promotes a much safer condition. 

Queues to which Westbury residents would most likely contribute are those at 

Atkinson. The project site is sufficiently distant from Atkinson and queues do not 

normally extend as far as the project site. 
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The right hand lane, into (or off from) which residents would be turning, is often 

empty due to motorist wishing to avoid being "stuck" behind buses. A reduction of 

traffic in this lane further facilitates traffic flow for The Westbury and promotes 

safety for residents. 

Additionally, the potential number of "new" traffic added to the site is further 

reduced when the fixed amount of 68 vehicles is compared to the potential "worst 

case" of the existing on-site uses. The potential for traffic generation of the 

129-stall parking lot and the commercial building pose possibly a much higher "worst 

case" situation than that with the project proposed. 
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Circulation 

Circulation on and off-site will be accomplished by two twenty-foot wide 

driveways. As one-way entrance a,d exits, these should be adequate for efficient 

vehicular flow to or from Ala Moans Boulevard. Adequate queueing space is 

provided in these long driveways to avoid affecting traffic on Ala Moans. 

Adequate no-traffic intervals where gaps in traffic flow necessary for safe entrance 

onto Ala Moana also occur with sufficient regularity even at peak hours. Largely 

created by phases in signals at the Hebron intersection, these gaps also occur with 

more frequency in the right lane when buses are present. 

Circulation along Ala Moana Boulevard in the area of the site will not be affected 

by any traffic generated by the project. Vehicles leaving the site can only enter 

Ala Moana westbound and face no conflicting conditions or routing decision. 

Vehicles returning to the site may however experience somewhat more complicated 

routing. 

Basically three routes are available to returning residents; through Hobron Lane 

mauka of Ala Moans, westbound on Ala Moans through Kalakaua (or Kalie), and 

eastbound on Ala Moana with a U-turn at Hebron. Residents returning to the 

project will be contributing to traffic along these routes although the distributed net 

increase is rot expected to be significant to a,y one of them. At present, key points 

of these routes show a level of traffic almost as high as the Hebron-Ala Moana 

intersection. Counts for two of these, Ala Moans-Atkinson and Kalakaua-Ala Wai 

are noted in Tables 8 and 9. At these intersections, as well as at Ala Moana-Hobron, 

returning residents may experience some delays. 
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Table B. Ala Moana at Atkinson 

November 22-23, 1977 

Westbound 
(Entering Intersection) 

2,063 

2,203 

2B,542 

Eastbound 
(leaving Intersection) 

1,3B2 

2,703 

26,106 

Source: Planning Branch, DOT, State. of Hawaii. 

24-hour 

Table 9. Kalakaua at Ala Wai 

August, 19B0 

Southeast Bound 
(to Waikiki) 

23,538 

17 

Northwest Bound 
(to Town) 

14,722 



Traffic Safety 

Eight accidents in the vicinity of the Hobron-Ala Moans intersection were reported 

in 1980. 

Intr estruct ure 

No new street improvements are anticipated to be needed for the project. Access 

driveways aid curbside modifications should be made at the developer's expense. 

The State Department of Transportation periodically resurfaces the existing 

pavement. 

Conclusion 

Based upon the evaluation of impacts, it is concluded that no significantly adverse 

impacts to tte existing traffic is anticipated by the construction of The Westbury 

Condominium. Its low level of traffic and the various conditions which exist to 

further mitigate its identifiable traffic generation should result in only a minimal 

effect on Ala Moans Boulevard if the project is built. 
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I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed Westbury Project involves demolition of a smal 1 

two-story COIJlllercial building and construction of a new 34Crfoot, 

136 unit residential condominium with an associated 150 stall parking 

complex (ground level and four elevated decks). The project area is 

38,773 square feet. The project site is located on Ala Hoana Boulevard 

across from the present Kaiser Hospital Complex as shown on Figure 1. 

The site is presently used for commercial purposes including a 129 stall 

ground level parking lot with spaces leased on a daily or monthly basis. 

Existing access is via a single 18-foot driveway connecting to Ala 

Moana Boulevard. The entire site is located within the Waikiki Special 

Design District. The project is expected to be completed and ready 

for occupancy by mid 1983. 
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II. AIR QUALITY STANDARDS 

State of Hawaii and Federal Ambient Air Quality Standards (AQS) 

have been established for seven classes of pollutants as shown in 

Table 1. An AQS is a concentration not to be exceeded over specified 

sampling time periods which vary for each pollutant depending upon 

the type of exposure necessary to cause adverse effects. Each of the 

regulated pollutants has the potential to cause some form of adverse 

health effect or to produce environmental degradation when present in 

sufficiently high concentration. Federal AQS have been divided into 

Primary and Secondary levels. Primary AQS are designed to prevent 

adverse health impacts while Secondary AQS refer to welfare impacts 

such as decreased visibility, diminished comfort levels, damage to 

vegetation, animals or property, or a reduction in the overall 

aesthetk q.ual ity of the atmosphere. State of Hawaii AQS have been 

set at a single level which in most cases is significantly more 

stringent than the lowest comparable Federal limit. 

Federal research regarding the adequacy of current AQS is ongoing. 

At present there is a U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

proposal to tower the one-hour level of carbon monoxide from 40 

milligrams per cubic meter to 25 parts per mil lion (about 29 milligrams 

per cubic meter). 

On the other hand, the State of Hawaii is currently considering 

changes to State Air Quality Regulations which would raise State AQS 

for particulates and sulfur oxides to Federal Primary levels, eliminate 

the hydrocarbon AQS, and drop the 24 hour AQS for nitrogen dioxide. 

It is not anticipated, however, that any of these proposed 

changes in standards will be promulgated before planning for the 
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Westbury project has been completed. 
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I II. PRESENT AIR QUALITY 

A sunmary of air pollutant measurements from State of Hawaii long 

term monitoring stations nearest to the project site is presented in 

Table 2. Data from four · sampling locations are included in the Table. 

Values for 1981 are for the first six months of the year. 

For particulates and sulfur dioxide the sampling station was 

moved from the Ala Hoana Park sewer pumping station to McCoy Pavilion 

on February 28, 1977, and then to Fort DeRussy in Waikiki on December 5, 

1979. The Ala Hoana Park monitoring stations were about¼ mile west 

of the project site while then~ Fort DeRussy station is about¼ mile 

east. Nitrogen dioxide was also monitored at Ala Moana Park until 

April 1976. Carbon Monoxide was nonitored at the Department of Health 

building at Punchbowl and Beretania Streets in urban Honolulu until 

September 1979. The Department of Health building is about 2 miles 

north northwest of the project site. On January 6, 1981 a new carbon 

monoxide nonitor was installed at the Fort DeRussy monJ,toring station. 

Ozone levels were also measured at the Department of Health building 

until December 11, 1980, when the monitor was relocated to Sand 

Island (about 3 miles west northwest of the project site). On 

February 4, 1981, nitrogen dioxide monitoring was begun again at 

the new Sand Island location. 

From the data presented in Table 2 it appears that the State of 

Hawaii 24-hour AQS for particulates is presently being exceeded in 

the Ala Hoana/Waikiki area no more than once per year. No values 

above Federal AQ.S have occurred in this area since 1975, and the 

last high particulate reading in 1980 was recorded during an unusually 
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severe January windstorm which caused greatly increased levels of natural 

pollutants such as blowing dust and sea spray. A once-per-year 

particulate level of this nature is of no major regulatory concern 

and it seems reasonable to conclude that there are no present 

problems with particulate pollution in the project area. Data from 

Table 2 also show that sulfur dioxide and nitrogen dioxide levels 

in the area are running well below allowable AQS. 

Unfortunately there are no long term measurements of hydrocarbons 

anywhere in Hawaii so that little can be said about present or future 

levels of this pollutant. Hydrocarbons are primarily important 

because of the precursor role that they play in the formation of photo­

chemical pollutants such as ozone. Judging from ozone measurements 

presented in Table 2, however, rt appears that photochemical pollutants 

and, by inference, hydrocarbons are not a major problem in Honolulu. 

On the other hand, It is clearly evident from the data in Table 2 

that short term carbon monoxide concentrations have frequently been 

in excess of allowable State of Hawaii AQS during the last several years. 

Since 1975 there has been a steady decrease In peak hour averages of 

this pollutant as measured at the Department of Health building and 

no values above the Federal AQS have been recorded, but monitoring 

data from the new Fort DeRussy location indicates that carbon monoxide 

will be the pollutant of greatest coneem in the Waikiki project area. 
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IV. DIRECT AIR QUALITY IMPACT OF PROJECT CONSTRUCTION 

Denolition and construction activities associated with the 

proposed Westbury Project will inevitably generate a noticeable 

aroount of fugitive dust. An EPA-sponsored study involving field 

measurements of particulate emission rates from apartment and 

shopping center construction has yielded an estimate of 1.2 tons 

of dust per acre per month of construction activity. 

Actual emissions of fugutive dust for this project can be 

expected to vary daily depending on the allllunt of activity and the 

rooisture content of exposed soil in the work area. but using the 

above estimate. about 2.100 pounds per month of airborne dust 

could be produced during the construction phase of this project. 

Once derrolition. site-clearing, excavation, and ground floor 

levels of the project have been completed, however, particulate 

emissions should drop to minimal levels. 

Heavy construction equipment used on site can also be expected 

to contribute some exhausts to the air, but nost such equipment is 

diesel-powered and diesel m:>tors emit very little carbon monoxide, 

which is the pollutant of primary concern in the project area. 

6 



V. INDIRECT AIR QUALITY IMPACT OF INCREASED TRAFFIC 

Once construction is completed the proposed project will not in 

itself constitute a significant direct source of air polJutants other 

than minor air conditioner losses and fugitive cooking aromas. By serving 

as an attraction for increased motor vehicle traffic in the area, however, 

the project can be considered to be an indirect air pollutant emissions 

source. 

Hotor vehicles, especially those with gasoline-powered engines, are 

prodigious emitters of carbon monoxide. They also produce significant 

quantities of hydrocarbons and nitrogen dioxide. Vehicles burning fuel 

which contains lead as an additive also contribute some lead particles 

to the atmosphere. The major control measure designed to limit 

vehicular lead emissions is a Federal law requiring the use of unleaded 

gasoline in most new automobiles. As older cars are gradually removed 

from the vehicle fleet, lead emissions should be steadily falling. 

Federal control regulations also call for increased efficiency in 

rerroving carbon monoxide, hydrocarbons and nitrogen dioxide from 

vehicle exhausts. By 1993 carbon monoxide emissions from the vehicle 

fleet then operating are expected to be about half the amounts now 

emitted. 

In order to evaluate the impact of this mandated decrease in 

carbon monoxide emissions In the project area it is necessary to 

carry out a detailed carbon monoxide modeling study to translate 

forecast emission levels into concentrations that can be con:pared 

to a 11 owab l e a i r qua J i ty s tan da rds • 
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A. Carbon Monoxide Diffusion Modeling 

Two critical receptor sites i·n the project area were selected 

for analysis. The locations are depicted on Figure 1. Expected 

worst case concentrations of carbon ncnoxide at these sites at present 

and in future years was computed as described below. 

Existing peak hour traffic levels on Ala Moana Boulevard and 

Hebron Lane were determined by a traffic count conducted on October 1, 

1981. Forecast future volumes on Ala Moana Boulevard were determined 

using trend line analysis with reported volumes from Hawaii State 

Department of Transportation counts for years from 1967 to 1979 as 

input. Similar forecasts were made for Hobron Lane using 1978 and 

1981 data. 

Existing evening peak hour volume on the driveway leading to the 

project site was found to be 14 vehicles in and 21 out according to 

a traffic count conducted on October 19, 1981. This volume was also 

assumed for ncming peak hour. Current usage of the parking lot on the 

project site is low because of the unusual vehicle mix to which parking 

stalls have been teased. Many of the spaces are occupied by boats on 

trailers, tourist rental campers, or touring limoslnes and vans. 

At present the vehicular mix using the driveway is about 75 

percent automobiles with about 25 percent I ight duty trucks and vans. 

Converting the site to condominium use would alter this mix to about 

97 percent autos and 3 percent light duty trucks and vans. For the 

carbon nDnoxide analysis, future volunes on the driveway with 

condominium usage were asslltled as follows: for l!'Drning peak hour, 

68 vehicles out and 14 in; for evening peak hour, 28 out and 55 in. 
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The configuration of Ala Moana Boulevard at the intersection of the 

project driveway is such that vehicles departing from the project can 

only turn right. A fence running down the median strip on Ala Hoana 

Boulevard makes left turns into the project driveway similarly impossible. 

For the air pollution analysis it is assumed that this fence will 

remain in place for the next 20 years. 

Since the project is expected to be completed during 1983, that 

year was selected to evaluate maximum air quality Impact of project 

related traffic. Two future years, 1993 and 2003, were selected to 

evaluate the magnitude of potential impacts up to 20 years after 

project completion. 

Vehicular carbon monoxide emission rates for the study years were 

detennined using a Federal Highway Administration tabulated version of 

teh EPA's computerized Mobile Source Emissions Hodel (MOBILE 1). The 

emission factors listed in the publication are predicated upon implemen­

tation of stringent emission controls on a timetable set by existing 

Federal laws. Those goals were set several years ago and are not being 

met as quickly as expected. Continued economic problems in the U.S. 

auto industry may cause Congress to approve even greater delays in the 

achievement of those goals. To account for current and future delays in 

meeting published emission goals, the emission factors used in this 

study for 1981 arre based on estimates for 1979, those for 1983 on estimates 

for 1981, 1993 on estimates for 1987, and 2003 on estimates for 1995, 

Traffic counts on Ala Hoana Boulevard during peak hours indicate 

that the vehicle mix is as follows: 83.9 percent automobiles, 11.2 

percent light duty trucks and vans of less than 6,000 pounds gross 
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vehicle weight (GVW), 1.8 percent trucks and vans between 6,000 and 

8,000 pounds GW, 0.1 percent heavy duty gasoline-powered trucks, and 

3 percent diesel-powered trucks and buses. For the air pollution 

analysis it was assumed that these percentages wilt not change 

significantly in the future and that a similar vehicle mix could be 

used for present and future traffic on Hobron Lane. 

Morning rush· hour on Ala Hoana Boulevard occurs between 7:30 and 

8:30 a.m., during which time it is assumed that about 50 percent of 

the vehicles are operating in an inefficient cold start mode in 

ambient temperatures of about 60° F. For afternoon conditions, 

4:45 to 5:45 p.m., an anbient temperature of ao°F is assumed with 

only about 20 percent of the vehicles operating in the cold start 

mode. 
I 

Receptor site 1 was selected to evaluate the impact of project-

related traffic on morning rush hour carbon monoxide levels along 

Ala Moana Boulevard while receptor site 2 was selected to evaluate 

the evening rush hour situation. Both receptor sites are on the 

sidewalk in front of the Kaiser Hospital Complex about one meter 

from the edge of the nearest traffic lane and are meant to represent 

a person with a breathing height of about 1.5 meters. 

There is a traffic signal at the intersection of Ala Hoana 

Boulevard and Hobron Lane. During 111Jrning rush hour this signal is 

green in the Ala Hoana direction about 75 percent of the time. 

Vehicle speeds on Ala Hoana Boulevard are assumed to be 25 mph in 

unimpeded flow, 15 mph downstream from red lights and turns, and 

5 mph upstream from red lights. Vehicle speeds for the project 

10 



driveway are ass~ed to be 5 mph going out and 15 mph entering. 

Computations for receptor site 2 also include special consideration 

of the left turn lane from Ala Hoana Boulevard to Hebron Lane. This 

lane gets a green light about 10 percent of the time during the evening 

rush hour. Because of heavier turn lane usage, traffic on Ala Hoana 

Boulevard has a green 1 ight only about 55 percent of the time during 

the evening rush. On Hebron Lane veh,icle speeds were assumed to be 

15 mph both upstream and downstream from turns and 5 mph upstream 

from red lights. 

The EPA computer nDdel HIWAY was used to calculate estimated 

carbon monoxide concentrations at both receptor sites. Stability 

category D (4) was used for determining diffusion coefficients. 

This stability category represents the most stable (least favorable) 

atrospheric condition that is likely to exist in an urban area such 

as Waikiki. To simulate worst case wind conditions a unifonn wind 

speed of one meter per second is assumed with worst case wind 

direction from the east for both receptor sites. 

Background contributions of carbon monoxide from roadways not 

directly considered in the analysis were assumed to be about 1 

milligram per cubic meter (mg/m3) in 1981, 0.8 in 1983, 0.4 in 1993, 

and 0.3 in 2003. These decreasing background levels reflect expected 

increases in emission control effectiveness in future years. 

Results of the peak hour carbon monoxide anlaysis are presented 

in Table 3. 

At site 1, during morning rush hour, carbon monoxide concentrations 

substantially in excess of the allowable State of Hawaii one hour AQS 
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are predicted under worst case meteorological conditions for all years 

of the analysis. This situation would occur whether the proposed 

project is ~dertaken or not. The maximum peak hour carbon monoxide 

contribution of project-related traffic, however, is only about 0.4 

milligrams per cubic meter in 1983, falling to about 0.1 mg/m3 by 2003. 

A similar situation is predicted to occur during evening rush 

hour at site 2, but in this case the maximum carbon monoxide contri­

bution from project-related traffic is on the order of 0.1 mg/m3. 

This is the minimum reported level using current monitoring equipment 

and is essentially insignificant. 

Worst case eight-hour values of carbon monoxide for receptor sites 

1 and 2 are presented in Table 4. These values are based on those for 

the peak hour anlaysis as modified by the application of two factors. 

The first factor is a correction to account for the fact that the 

average traffic level for an eight hour period is less than the peak 

hour level. For the Ala Hoana Boulevard area this factor is 0.84. 

The second factor is a •meteorological persistence factor• of 0.6 

recommended in EPA guidelines to account for the fact that meteorological 

dispersion conditions are likely to be more variable (and hence more 

favorable) over an eight hour period than they are during a one hour 

period. 

While the peak hour levels computed in Table 3 are all within 

present allowable Federal limits, the eight hour levels in Table 4 

are not. The Federal AQS of 10 mg/m3 for an eight hour average Is 

not expected to be met until the late 1980 1 s and the State of Hawaii 

limit of 5 mg/m3 is not expected to be met within the 20-year analysis 

12 



period. This is predicted to be the case, however, whether the planned 

project is constructed or not. It is also important to note that the 

receptor sites selected are those that are expected to have the highest 

carbon 1T0noxide concentrations in the project area. It would be 

necessary for an individual to spend at least one hour at either of 

these sites for him to experience levels of carbon 1T0noxide as high 

as those reported in Table 3, or a full eight hours to be exposed to 

levels as high as those in Table 4. Such a degree of exposure does 

not seem very likely. 
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Vt. INDIRECT AIR QUALITY IMPACT OF INCREASED ELECTRICAL USAGE 

The conmercial building presently on the project site consists of 

about 6,610 square feet. The proposed project would eliminate this 

building and add 39t840 square feet of residential condominium apartments 

for a net increase of 33,230 square feet. If the new apartments are 

'al 1 electric', annual energy usage for this floor space is estimated 

to be 232,600 KWH, resulting in an increased demand upon the providing 

power system of about 2.38 X 109 BTU per year. 

If this power need were to be satisfied solely by the use of fuel 

oil, the requirement could be met by consumption of 378 barrels of oil 

per year, or about one barrel per day. Assuming that the fuel oil has 

a 0.5 percent sulfur content (as is currently the case on Oahu), then 

total emissions of primary air pollutants such as particulates, sulfur 

dioxide, and nitrogen dioxide would increase by about 0.003 percent 

on an annual basis as a result of this project. 

Because the Oahu power grid serving the project could be fed by 

a number of generating plants it is difficult to predict exactly where 

this miniscule increase in air pollution might occur. Further11Dre, 

the future power generating plans of Hawaiian Electric Company include 

windmills, OTEC plants, and even geothermal power (via undersea cable 

from the island of Hawaii). Most of these potential future sources 

of electricity are free of the air pollution problems caused by burning 

fuel oil in steam generating plants. 
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VI I. POSSIBLE MITIGATIVE MEASURES 

Fugitive dust generated by construction activities is likely to be 

the only major direct emission of air pollution from this project. State 

of Hawaii Department of Helath Rules and Regulations (Chapter 43, Section 

10) stipulate control measures that are to be employed to reduce this 

type of emission. Primary control consists of wetting down loose soil 

areas with water or suitable chemicals. An effective watering program 

can reduce particulate emissions from construction sites by as much as 

50 percent. Other control measures include good housekeeping on the 

job site and possibly, erection of dust-catching barriers if nearby 

residents are being subjected to suspended particulate levels more than 

150 micrograms per cubic meter above existing background concentrations 

(as measured on a 12-hour basis). 

The planners of this project can do very little to mitigate the 

indirect air quality impact thet is likely to be caused by emissions 

from vehicles traveling to and from the parking garage. These vehicular 

emissions can be decreased only if the emission rate of each vehicle is 

decreased; the total number of vehicles is decreased; or the project is 

designed to permit vehicle movement in such a way that excessive delays 

on ingress or egress are avoided. 

Changes in the emission rate of each vehicle have been mandated by 

the Federal Government, but the laws apply only to new vehicles. It 

will take time for the older 11Dre air-polluting vehicles to disappear 

from the vehicle fleet. 

The number of vehicles attracted to the parking garage will be 

determined by the number of sp~es available, which is related to the 
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floor space in the residential portion of the project. In this case 

there are limits to these values as set by the Waikiki Special Design 

District legislation and this project is planned within those limits. 

Excessive delays on ingress or egress are to a large extent avoided 

because of the essentially one way configuration of Ala Hoana Boulevard 

at the intersection of the project driveway. A chain link fence running 

down the medial strip of Ala Hoana Boulevard makes left turns into and 

out of the project impossible. 

It is also worth noting that traffic and emission levels used in 

this study do not take into account future socio-economic factors 

such as gasoline shortages which could lead to decreased private vehicle 

usage and the possible development of non-gasoline-powered vehicles 

which create few or none of the air pollutants that are presently of 

concern. 

One other measure that project planners can employ to improve the 

overall air quality environment in the project area is to provide for 

a tall, hardy, dense vegetative cover along the periphery of the project. 

Such landscaping can serve a mitigative role in removing some particulate 

matter and carbon nDnoxide from the air. 
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VI 11. SUMMARY 

The proposed Westbury project can be expected to produce direct 

air pollution emissions in the form of wind-blown dust from demolition 

and construction activities and indi~ect emissions from vehicles 

traveling to and from the parking garage on the site. 

The fugitive dust emissions will be of a short term nature and 

adequate control measures exist to insure that such emissions do not 

become a problem to nearby residents. Measurements of long-term 

particulate concentrations at nearby monitoring stations indicate that 

State of Hawaii ambient standards are exceeded at the rate of less 

than once per year. Thus particulates do not seem to be a significant 

problem in the Waikiki area. 

Vehicular traffic generated by the project will produce carbon 

monoxide, hydrocarbons, nitrogen dioxide, and airborne lead. Federal 

regulations mandate future reductions in these emissions, but recent 

carbon monoxide readings from the Waikiki sampling station indicate 

that carbon rronoxide levels are still somewhat of a problem when the 

stringent State of Hawaii one-hour standard is considered. 

A detailed carbon ncnoxide modeling study considering worst case 

diffusion conditions for two selected critical receptor sites along 

the sidewalk in front of the present Kaiser Hospital complex indicates 

that present and future concentrations at these sites during morning and 

evening rush hour conditions are likely to be in excess of allowable 

State of Hawaii AQS whether the proposed project Is constructed or not. 

At most, however, project-related traffic will raise carbon nDnoxide 
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concentrations at these sites by 0.6 milligrams per cubic meter in 1983 

and by only 0.1 milligrams per cubic meter in 2003, This anount of 

increase is close to the minimum reportable level of change in carbon 

monoxide concentration. The anlaysis indicates no problem in meeting 

Federal one-hour AQS, but the eight-hour Federal AQS is not expected to 

be achieved at these sites until the late 1980 1s and the eight-hour 

State of Hawaii AQS are not expected to be met during the 20-year 

analysis period considered. 

Mitigative measures which can help to minimize the impact of air 

pollutants from vehicles entering and leaving the project are continuance 

of the current right-tum-only configuration of Ala Hoana Boulevard at 

the intersection of the project driveway and rapid establishment of 

tall, dense landscaping along the periphery of the project to screen 

some of the carbon monoxide and particulates from the air. 
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TABLE 1 

SUMMARY OF 
STATE OF HAWAII AND FEDERAL AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS 

POLLUTANT 

1. Suspended 
particulate matter 

(micrograms per 
cubic meter) 

2. Sulfur Dioxide 

(micrograms per 
cubic meter) 

3. Carbon Monoxide 

(milligrams per 
cubic meter) 

4. Hydrocarbons 
Non-methane 

(m.1crograms per 
cubic meter) 

5. Ozone 

(micrograms per 
cubic meter) 

6. Nitrogen Dioxide 

(micrograms per 
cubic meter) 

7. Airborne Lead 

(micrograms per 
cubic meter) 

SAMPLI!{G PERIOD 

Annual 
Geometric Mean 

Annual 
Arithmetic Mean 

Maximum Average 
in any 24 hours 

Annual 
Arithmetic Mean 

Maximum Average 
in any 24 hours 

Maximum Average 
in any 3 hours 

Maximum Average 
in any 8 hours 

Maximum Average 
in any 1 hour 

Maximum Average 
in any 3 hours 

Maximum Average 
in any 1 hour 

Annual 
Arithmetic Mean 

Maximum Average 
in any 24 hours 

Average Over 3 
Months 

. FEDERAL STANDARDS 
PRIMARY SECONDARY 

75 60 

260 150 

80 

365 

1300 

10 

40 

160 

240 

100 

1.5 

STATE 
STANDARDS 

55 

100 

20 

80 

400 

5 

10 

100 

100 

70 

150 

1.5 

Source: 40 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 50 and State of Hawaii Public Health 
Rule and Regulations. Chapter 42. 
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POLLUTANT 

TABLE 2 

SUMMARY OF AIR POLLUTANT MEASUREMENTS 
AT NEARBY MONITORING STATIONS 

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 

PARTICULATE HATTER 
No. of Samples 
Range of Values 
Average Value 
No. of times 

88 73 53 61 57 57 
41-152 24-130 18-109 21-79 20-102 20-116 

State AQS exceeded 

SULFUR DIOXIDE 
No. of Samples 
Range of Values 
Average Va 1 ue 
No. of times 
State AQS exceeded 

CARBON HONOXI DE 

64 65 40 

4 

88 
.!5-9 

.(.5 

0 

70 
~5-1 

<5 

0 

54 
.(.5-<5 

4.5 

0 

38 39 36 

0 

61 
<5-<5 

<.5 

0 

1 

48 
LS-13 

~5 

0 

1 

52 
<5-<5 

<.5 

0 

169 355 359 365 207 No. of Samples 
Range of Values 
Average Value 
No. of times 

.9-27.4 .5-24.2 0-19.6 0-20.7 0-17.3 

State AQS exceeded 

OXIDANT (OZONE) 
No. of Samples 
Range of Va I ues 
Ave rage Va 1 ue 
No. of times 
State AQS exceeded 

NITROGEN DIOXIDE 
No. of Samples 
Range of Va 1 ues 
Average Va I ue 
No. of times 
State AQS exceeded 

6.6 5,4 3.5 3.1 2.9 

35 

23lt 
6-65 

25 

0 

88 
5-6lt 

38 

0 

41 

322 
2-127 

40 

21 
24-61 

44 

0 

22 

300 
4-61 

25 

0 

19 

284 
10-84 

33 

0 

10 

338 
10-80 

39 

0 

295 
10-84 

48 

0 

1981 

29 
18-78 

38 

0 

25 
<5-<5 

<.S 

0 

121 
1.2-10.4 

5. 1 

7 

147 
10-80 

42 

0 

46 
6-77 

25 

0 

NOTES: See text for locations of mnitoring stations. Carbon mnoxide 
reported in milligrams per cubic meter; other pollutants in 
micrograms per cubic meter. Carbon monoxide and ozone readings 
are daily peak one hour values; readings for other pollutants 
are for a 24 hour sampling period. 

SOURCE: State of Hawaii Department of Health 
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TABLE 3 

RESULTS OF PEAK HOUR CARBON MONOXIDE ANALYSIS 
(mil 1 igrams per cubic meter) 

STATE OF 
CONFIGURATION 1981 1983 1993 2003 HAWAII AQS 

WITH WESTBURY --- 28. 1 17. 2 14.2 10 

WITHOUT WESTBURY 29.2 27. 7 17.0 14. 1 

WITH WESTBURY --- 23.8 13. 4 10.2 

WITHOUT WESTBURY 26.4 23.7 1 3. 3 1 o. 1 

NOTE: Both receptor sites located along the sidewalk in front of the 
present Kaiser Hospital complex as shown in Figure 1. 
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TABLE 4 

RESULTS OF 8-HOUR CARBON MONOXIDE ANALYSIS 
(milligrams per cubic meter) 

STATE OF 
CONFIGURATION 1981 1983 1993 2003 HAWAII AQS 

WITH WESTBURY --- 14.2 8.7 7.2 5 
I 

WITHOUT WESTBURY 14.7 14.0 8.6 7. 1 

WITH WESTBURY --- 12.0 6.8 5. 1 

WITHOUT WESTBURY 13.3 11.9 6.7 5.1 

NOTE: Both receptor sites located along sidewalk in front of the 
present Kaiser Hospital complex as shown in Figure 1. 
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APPENDIX C 



Wil Chee-Planning 

September 24, 1981 

Mr. Willard T. Chow, Director 
Department of General Planning 
City and County of Honolulu 
650 South King St. 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Mr. Chow: 

PLANNING • RESEARCH • ENVIRONMENT ASSESSMENT 

Subject: Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
for the Westbury Condominium 

This is to inform you that Westbury Holdings, N. V. proposes to construct the 
Westbury Condominium on property identified as TMK 2-6-11: 8, 9, 19, located at 
1700 Ala Moana Boulevard. Consistent with the EIS procedures under Chapter 343 
HRS, a Preparation Notice has been prepared by the City's Department of Land 
Utilization concerning the project. We have enclosed a copy herewith for your 
review. 

We request that any comments you wish to make concerning this project be 
forwarded before October 24, 19B1 to: 

Wilbert C. F. Chee 
Suite 620, Hasegawa Komuten Building 
820 Mililani Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

• We appreciate your expeditious review, and look forward to your participation in the 
EIS. Mahala! 

Sincerely, 

Wilbert C. F. Chee 

WCFC:hg 

Sample transmittal letter accompanying EIS Preparation Notices. 



•u.r ,..,. • ... nir•10 .. 

oErARfMENT OF UOUSINf. AHO COMMIUNtT'f DEVELO,.,MEHT 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
1,0 SOUltt lllHI'; llREET 
HONOt.Ut.U, H~•Alr t611J 

~ .. o .. , ••• •••• 

f01f .. H" C:DH&Nr 

CH••t.• .. • 1~•1G('l'I' 

October 6, 1!!81 

Hr. Wilbert C. F. Chee 
Hasegawa Komuten Building 
820 llflllanl Street, Suite 620 
Honolulu, llawaf I %813 

Dear Hr. Chee: 

Subject: Envlnminental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
Westbury Condllllllnl11111 

Thank you for the opportunity to com,ent on this project. 
We note that these units will not be available for the low­
and moderate- lnco,ne groups, the handicapped, the elderly, or 
the "gap" groups. 

We would encourage the developer to set aside SDIIII! units 
for the abovementloned groups. 

( / 
... ~ 

.... 
,,I 

. 

., ............. . 

Wil Chee•Planning •l ••~"Ultf , "' l lll"'lflU N 

Nuvomber ~. 1981 

Mr. Jose11h K. Conant, Direr.tor 
Oepirtmr.nl of ~k111al11g 111111 Corn11n1nlly Oevelup111enl 
650 South King Street 
Honolulu, I h1wall 9601' 

Oear Mr, ConRnl1 

Subjei:l= (15 Pre1111rallon Nollc:11, Westbury Cunchmllnlum 
Your C orreS{loodr.nc:e d,~tcd Octulmr (,1 1981 

t ... - • ... -. t ~l '°lj HH • 1 f 

In reviewing your comment, we nnle that the lnw-m1nk?rnle lnc:mru, nud ulhr.r ",1n11" 
group pop11h1th1n are not e,pec:ted lo parllclp11ln In the project. Howr.v.,r, 
construction to building o:nde• do allow cnrl11ln rll!slgn ronsldr.rnlluns lot the 
hnndlcappect. Adrllllonally, our observations 11nd nnnly•I• lndkatl! thnt th,1 
Immediate project area m11lntalns a high concenlrallon ol retlrr.d 1cmnr d ti11°nR. 
As such, It I■ anllclpnted thnl they mny 111111 cnnslltute a slgnlllcnnl J1Urlion ul lntnl 
project reahiente. 

Mahalo hw your Input I 

Sincerely, 

~"CR~(2_ 
WIibert c. r. Chee 

wcrcihg 

• .,.., ••• ~,.,.,,.,.,.u,,nn•H•t1 ~• .. •u , .... ~ . "''"'•1t•111, 11t1•• . u•••1111•• .... •w11111•.,.1• . th ._., ,._ .. 



DEPARll.lENT OF GENER'I I.. PI..ANNIN<-

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
" ~ 'SOO Ht klt(G S r R£E J 

.,. ... "". 1!!111.liil ....... . , ••••• 

f •l.f' f fl • 4Nnt" ftlON •Ii i. •"O t Ct•o• 
ir•nr ••-•••• et,1,r•• 

DGP9/Bl-lJ02 

OctobPr 16, 1981 

llr. Ullbert C.F. Chee 
Hasegawa Komuten Building 
820 Hllllanl Street, Suite 620 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Hr. Chee: 

Westbury Condomlnlu~ 
Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 

In addition to the areas of concern outlined by the 
Department or Land Utilization, Items of Interest to us are the 
Col lowing: 

J. The adequ~cy of an 18-foot driveway fronting a 111ajor 
thoroughfare !Ala Hoana Boulevard) and Its ability to 
ilCcommodate the various traffic movements that can be 
associated with a scale or develop~ent consisting of 
120 studio apartments, and an exlntlng 6,610-square 
foot retall- restaurant/bar-ofr[ c~ s pace operation. 

2. A plot plan showing location of existing and proposed 
Rtructures, the vehicular/pedestrian circulation 
pattern within the project site, and vehicular access 
and cgrP.ss points of the propnsed development. 

J. Estimates or additional sewage loads and water 
requiremr.nts to be 9P.nP.rated and, if nccennary, the 
on-site and off-site Improvements to be Installed to 
handle thr, new dem;,nds. 

◄. o,-slgn or ,lralnage Improvement,; to handJc stnrm !lt1rrace 
runnfrs and thr. prnpon~d dlr.pnnltlnn or ,lralnage flow!l 
from tllfl sit<!. 

Hr. Wllhl'rt C.F. Chee 
Pi19C 2 

5, E11tl111atr.r. o[ the school population PXpectl!d and lh,.lr 
Impact nn· Ollllr.tlng r.chool n In thl' community. 

6. The quefltion o( timP r.harlng o( the lndlvldnil l unlt n ~n 
an alternative arranq,.n,ent 11ho11ld hr. ,llnc11';n,••I. 
Although all living unltn ar,. cxpPctf'd tn t~ ~"•~ nn 
rr.111,fontlal condominiums, wh.-t silreguarrls wi 11 l•f" m,,,t,• 
to prevent timr. shilrlnq opr.ratlonn with its 11rq,ltiv,. 
flO<"lal impacts rrnm hl'COmlnq part nr thf' rrn jf'rt? 

J\PrROVED: 

tlf.et~ 
WTl,l,ARD T. CHOW 

Sincl'rely, 

' I ' ' I . 
R/11,Plt KAWAMOTO 
Planner 
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Wil Chee·Planning ..... ,1Mh4) I ANflUSI ftM IW...U.tllAIIUl•"' f I 

Noverriler S, 1981 

Mr. Willard T. Chow 
Deportment of General PlalVling 
City and County of Honolulu 
6)0 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 9681) 

Dear Mr. Chow: 

Slbjecl: EIS Preparation Notice, Westbury Condumlnlum 
Your Correspondence dated October 16, 1981 
OGP9/Ell -JJ0Z 

The following correspond lo your listed Items of lnteresh 

I. Plans for lhe project have b11en revlsed slbaequenl lo the preparation notice 
and now Include 1'6 studio apartmr.nts. Two driveway•, each 20 feet In width 
are also plnnned along with elimination of the 6,610 1quare loot commercial 
bulllllng (a noo-confonnlng use). The two 20-fool drives are expected lo 
adequately accommodate movement of traffic 1111-alte, 

Z. A plot plan will be Included In the EIS. 

J. Sewage loads and waler requirement•, and the development of lrnprovernenla lo 
hondle them, will be di■cuaed In the EIS. 

II. Olspoollion of drain llow• tw1,1ite mod from the alte will be dlscuued In the EIS. 

S. Lillie II any resldenll of achool oge ani expected. As such, any hnpacl on 
existing &chunls will he 11egliglble. 

6. Individual unit• In the project 11re not planned lnr sale on lime-sharing basis, 
nnd efforts are being madft to market ~ll'll, of the units to owner-occupants. 
Ry-laws of U-, lfll ,.,cmnenl will prohibit certain tP.ntnl nrrnngcment~. 

Mnhalo 1..- your l111JUtl 

Slnrerely, 

. ,!,;,I.J(,j,- ) 
J\.{lft(--{-fL- -
WI lbi:rl C. f'. Chee 

YCfC:hg 

ua.•,1.,aw••r•111u•,ocl'tlllf"t•••••1 .._.,. • M1ht_•u1a,,1-.uq1 • • '""•~111uu-'~4H1■f"'llt • ~•• 1; n 4~ .. 

CJ c:J c:J c::i CJ CJ L--J Cl C::J 
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Dl;.PARINEtlT OF PAPKS AtlD REC REA tlOtl 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
6~0 5OUltt lr\lNG STf1£1:'..'1' 

UOMOI V l.U ua•au ••Ill 

c::) 

• .... , .. . ... :r., ..... f"I ... ,..,,.,..," .... ""' . 

October 7, 1981 

Hr. Wilbert C. F. Chee 
Hasegawa Komuten Building, Suite 620 
820 Mllllanl Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Hr. Chee: 

SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
PREPARATION NOTICE 
WESTBURY CONDOMINIUM - WAIKIKI 
TMK: 2-6-11: B, 9 & 19 
PROJ. REF. NO. 81 / WSDD-22 

We have reviewed the Environmental Assessment/Determination ror 
the proposed Westbury Condominium and ■ake the following 
comments and recommendations. 

The proposed recreational amenities will be adequate to serve 
the project's needs. The project will be subject to 
requirements of Park Dedication Ordinance No. 4621. 

We recommend that contact with our Department be made to 
discuss the project's need to meet the park dedication 
requirements. Should you have any questions, please call 
Hr. Jason Vuen of our Advance Planning Section at 523 - 4695. 

RKH: vc 

Sincerely yours, 

1/ /' ,..-
~~~..-"-. 

'ROBERT K. MASUDA, Director 

c::J CJ c:J c:J CJ [=:J CJ c:i c:J C:J 

Wil Chee-Planning h ,._.,..¥1,, + ,. _., a~•ll",1 • u·.••"'Jt "'"1•.-.i ., .. ,., • 

November 5, 1981 

Mr, Robert K. M11s11tla, Director 
Dcpm-lmenl of Perks and Rr.creetion 
City end County of Honolulu 
650 South King Street 
Homlulu, Hawaii 9681J 

Dear Mr. Masuda: 

Subject: EIS Pre11nrallon Notice, We,tbnry Condmniniurn 
Your Correspondence dated October 7, 19111 
Proj. Ref. No. 81/WSOD-22 

We1lbury Holdings, the owner, has retained Hell, Collin• nnd Assoclnle• n• lhcn 
landsr.nre architect. As you IU<J(Jc■t, Mr. Vunn hns been contnrll'd r.nnt:eruintt 11ark 
dcdh:etlon requirements. 

Mahalu for yt>Ut Input• 

Sincerely, 

•• .I 'J uJJQ,( c,_;:.► ~"?' 

WIibert c. r. Cl,ee 

V.CF"C:hg 

liMt l 1-+AftAl"~,i+un .... t111"11i1INt-•· . .... ~fl, , .. ,.. ili..,..,...,_ .JJ, 'l"tfl~ • .............. ,___,.,N.,-'lll • •t• .... , ..... ,~ 
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C, 
University of Hawaii at Manoa 

l!awl,.•-■tal CA11laf 
Crawford 317 • ~ C.mp111 Rno,I 

llonnlulu, lln,oll Mall 
To1opl,nno (IIMI 1141"7:IIII 

CJ 

Oflk:e nf 11,,r IJtreclM Ocluher 2J, 191 I 

PN:0011 

Mr, Wllherl C.f. C:he" 
'iulte 1,20, 11.:ue,:awa Ko11M1lrn !\Id,:. 
S20 Milili1ni <;trret 
llonohtltt, llawaii 91.813 

llear Mr. Cher: 

Preparalim Notict' 
Envlronment11I Impact Statr.ment 

Westbury Condominium 
Honolulu, Oahu 

TI,e Envlro111nen1al Center has received the above died EIS Preparation Notice 
for r<'view. A brief in-house rPvlew has been ~epared by Diana Shephard and Jacquelin 
Millrr nf the l;nvironmcntal Center stall. We oller the followin,: comments: 

I) 

21 

Traffic k.!!.2!!!:.! . We, note that the Department ol Transportation is reqoirln,: 
11 lrallic ~y for this project, and we corictK that this b a major concern 
in evalualin,: the adequacy of the esislinR infrastructure. 

C:urnulative ellects - Concern ha• been expreS11?d nver the relallonship ol 
thes prnJocl ai.Ioifier proposed ~njec::ts in thc arc-a to the I011K•lerm effects 
M air 'l'li\lit y, 1racl,,wind-air flow lo adjncent struct,ires, Ira flit: aud parlcin,:, 
noiSI! lc-vc,I~, 11nd h111>acl\ c,n rnrnmunity dc,roands for public: locilities and 
servi<-rs. These arras nerd to be reviewed in detail. 

\VI' apprecinlr tlw- uppurll•uty to provide these brif'f r.omment, and hotie they will 
be of 1,_.1,, in llw- 111er,m1tinn of the F.JS. 

cr.1 01;111,1 'iheph;ird 
larq, .. lin ~hllN 

YollrJ truly, 

I, ;,._,·,:_. 
lm.1k C. Co• 
llir.-r. tor 

/IN li(Jlt/11. lll'l'llll'IIINITY f.Ml'I.IIYl :K 

CJ c::J c:J CJ c:) c=i c:i CJ CJ r--J ,- .., _ ______, 

Wil Chee-Planning ,, .. ~. I Fl111u? + 1,. - ,..,., ,, t M•., .. 

Novnmlu,r ), 190 I 

Mr. OoRlc C. Cox, Direr.lot 
[nvlronmental Centl!r 
Cr11wlord J17, U1l11enity nf Hi.wall 
2S~ Campus RuRd 
HN1olulu, I IAwall 968ZZ 

Doer Mr. Cou 

Swjech EIS Pre111irntlon Notice, Westbury Cunclnmlnlum 
Your C orrespond<!rice dnled Octoher ZJ, l9AI 
Hef. PN:001 l 

R11fenmclr11J your cornt,omt ll•llngt 

I. A Traffic lmpoct A11ely1i1 has been pre11Ared for the rrojer.t nnd will hr 
lncludnd In the EIS. 

Z. The po99lblllty of lmpRCla to ltadewind-alr flow, parking, noise Md dr.noRrnl• lor 
public faciltlle• and eervlces wlll be disconed In the EIS. Air ,,11,.lily IJ<K?~I inns 
wlll be dltcu11Sed In the EIS 111 reeull• of 1111 ~~lily AnRlysls. 

Mehalo for )'Ollf" inJIOll 

Sinc:rrelr, 

;ri})d.t 1~ --
WIibert C. f. Chee 

v.t:f"C:hg 

UY<ff~#lfl'i>• • · • .. n•"4Ailll••···•-U'"" • M 1111 ..... ..... ,u .. ,t i • ... .,,..,. , . .. ,. ... N..,411 1 •tit •. ,.,_,., 
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UoW.I 11111 ••1tn1tu ttt,fi,} GU)-•.r a I uilll• 

Hr. Wlll>ert c. r. Chee 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPART~ENT OF HEA~TH 

Pn 911H Utl 

flll ... 1(1t1U ... IIIIHI .... 

Octoh,-r f., I 'IA I 

Suite 620, HasP.qawa ii:011uten 11111 lctin9 
R20 Hilllanl ~t. 
Hnnnluln, Hawnil "6ffU 

Of?ar Hr. ,Cheei 

.,... • r"•'.,'"' un 

••atat M INC)t,1"""111t. M,I 

llrlVI .. a lf)UUltl 

... ,, ... a .. AOIIIC, r.M&" 111 lb 

.,, ...... ,, ...... ,~ ........ 
,.,.. r.rll!l·S!l 

Snhje<"t, llequP11t rnr c..._nt■ on rropntted Envirf'n..,ntal l•pact State..,nt (EISI 
for Westbury Condntlllnlu■, Waikiki, Honolulu, llawali 

Thank you for allowing us to rrvlew and co-.nt on the auhject proposed EIS. 

W~ 11uhoolt thP rollnvinq co..ent■ for your lnrnr111atlon and considP.ratlon : 

I . Suhjeo::t to the nature or ~rclal uuqe, noise fro• actlvitle11 assoclatf'd 
with such f"ci I It le11, lncludlnq lounge" and nlghtcluh■, ,...y have an adverse 
.. rr .. ct on t.hP. prnpo•ed resldentld unit■ and rxl11tlng nrlqhborlnq residential 
'lrr.1u1.. 

2. NoiRP fr""' fPCtr.atinn11I Cacllitles aay crPatP. diaturhance11 on adjacent 
rf"eidrntR. 

1. r11rklnq ■trurturP.■ nr 11<1ltlMlevPl qaraqe■ ,.,.st be desiqned to control noise, 
Bf'P.clClcallV towards tire squeals 11nd vehicular e~IRslons. 

4. Thrnu'lh facl I lty design, noise fr- any proposad .-qul.,..cnt, such ■11 air 
condltionln')/vrntll.,tlon unit■, e1hauat unltn, hooRter pu•pn and nwl-lng pool 
pu•J>9, au111 he 11ttenu11ted to ..,et the "llowahlr. lnveh of ruhll,; Health 
RrqnlatlonR, Ch11pter 44A, e,-nltv NohP. Control for oahu. 

c;_ ,.ctlvltlr■ 11r,11nclat"'1 with cnnntru,, tir,n pha""' n,u11t coo,ply with thr. ,.,ovialnn• 
nf r11hllr. Ur•Alth llrqulAtlon•, C-haf,tP.r 4◄1', r,-1111ty Nnh<P control for oahu. 

11. Tl•" ront ro111rt.nr ,.. .. .,., nht11ln .t nnha .. ltt?t .. 11 Ir the nolRP 1f'Vf'IR ft"IW th~ 
N>nRtrur.t Inn i,ctivlt.lPA art> PIPf'CtP<I to <'IC"M the al ln.,11Me nnl•r 14'vcln 
nr thP tPqul11tionlll. 

h. n,n!ltrurtinn N{1&l1...,.nt t11nd on-Alt~ vehtc-le-t1 nr df!vJr.e111 n~qulrlnq an extmu!'lt 
nr qafl nr air mu,it hilVC" a enufrlrr .. 

c::J CJ CJ c:J c::J c=i CJ CJ CJ 

Hr. Wllbr.rl r;. r. Chi'!! -.l- ~w•tnbt~t r,,.. IIIA t 

"· Thr r.ont.ractnr llftl,"l rn.11tply with thr n,ndiliorial URI' or th.- , .. -r,..it .t-r.i 

~fw•rtflf'"'fl In thr r-••1111,'ltlonf' ,uul tti,~ ,~nmlttl,•u~ t111!'\.11NI wltl~ 1hr , ..-irfflit . 

fi , Tr.tfflc nol~•• frn111 hP.ilVV vrhic1rR traYPl lnq to ""d frnm thr -rwmcit rurt 11-.. 11: t tr 
11111At hr. .. 1nh11h:,•tl In rr•,:;it1f'!ntla1 arf"'irl!I .1nd m11nt rn1111ply with the p r ov i • tu n fl n f 
r,1hllc Ur.,1th Jlpq11l11tinnfl. C:hilptPr 44A, Vrhirulnr NniflP Cnntf'ol fnr r,,,tm . 

WP rcalizr U111t. tlm ~tiltr..-ntB ,.rr qr.n.-ral In ""h1rr duP to 1•relh1h1-lry p l,1n:. 
hf-in9 thr. t1nl~ MUfCP of tllf'CUt1Rlnn . Wr., t.hrl"rforc•. rr•srrvr thr r-irtht t n '"'',..~,t., 
fut.urfl' envlTnn.-rut..11 rnstrl,rtlon,:; on thr rrnjrrt ill thr ti .. ,. ftn.;111 ,,tilnn .,r, ~ 
AUhmlt.t-.•d to t htK "rrlcn fur rrvlcv. 

fO' 

Sincrrrly , 

!~~~" 't~~o~!t~J 
O,.put y 01 t..ctor for 
F.nvlron.,..n~11l llr.alth 

CJ 
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Wil Chee-Planning .,., .. ,~. + 1u,uu~ I NVllll•fLlt .. ,-. 11.u••r-1 

Novl!mber S, 1981 

Mr. Melvin K. Koizumi 
Ocpuly Director for Envlromnenlal Hrnlth 
Deparltnenl of Heallh 
Slnle of t-lawRII 
f>. o. 80• )}78 
Honolulu, I law11II 96801 

Attention: Mr. BrlBll Choy 

Dear Mr. Kolzumh 

Subject: EIS Preparation Notlcl!, Westbury Condominium 
Your Correspondence dated October 6, 1981 
F lie: Ef>HS-SS 

Your commenh reh1tlng to design comhlerallon• hevo bel!n forwarded to protect 
architects And otltl!r comment• will be Included In the EIS. 

Mahalo for your lnputl 

Sincerely, 

0 lAlltWCiv.: "~ 
WIibert C. F. ChH 

W..:FC1hg 

u1i-.r, .•-.••11t,u• l ttl\l!Mt01tlfi f.l•tt "",i ii- "-""'-44iM~f.jt ... rP11 , • lal~fl .. ut1n H11h\.M1V.• • • 4~• •~•+Ulm 

c::J c=J CJ c=i CJ c:J CJ CJ CJ c:::J 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

P-•Clf'fC .\_.4 •1aeOH 
PO ■Oa IOloti 

tfDNOI.UI.U. ""'"*" Ne90 

October Zl, 1981 

Mr. Wilbert C. F. Chee 
Suite 620, lfaaegawa Knmuten Building 
8Z0 Mililanl SI reel 
Honolulu, llawall ?6Hll 

o .. ,. r Mr. Chee: 

The Envlrnnniontal Jmpacl Statement PrP-parallon Nnllce 
for lhe Westbury Condominlun, has been revlew"cl hy this 
o(lice. We have no 11uhetantial comment• to make nn the 
project, 

Actual construction, however, will requh-e notlrlcation 
under FAR 77 - "Any per■on proposin!l to erect an nhject 
thal may aHecl navi!lable airspace must submit a notice 
to the FAA, on FAA Form 7460-1, Notice or Prnpoeed 
Conetructlnn or l\lleration." 

Sincerely, 

c=l 

~

~/_)~ 
ctor 

Weatero-Paclflc Rf!glnn 

~ c:::J c=J CJ C=:J CJ c::J [_J CJ CJ CJ 

Wil Chee-Planning l'I ••.ftrt.jll I .... ~ .. ~··· • •J.•t •11" .... •t•• 1 -i-. .II.I I 

Novernber ~. I 90 l 

Mr. t-l C. McClure, Director 
Wr.stern-Paclflc Regioo 
Fcileral Avl11tlon Admlni1tr11Uon 
Depnrtmenl of Transportnlton 
P. 0. Bo• 50J09 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96050 

Dew- Mr. McClure: 

Subject: EIS Preparation Notice, Westbury Comlominium 
Your Corrn1f1omfence daterlOctohr.r 2J, 19AI 

Project architects lu,ve been lnlormed of your w.11ulremenl fnr f" AA F11t111 1/i(;ll. I , 
"Notice of l'rlJ!lo•"d Construction nr Alternllon". 

Mehalo for your Input! 

Sincerely, 

~~:i?-
Wilberl C. f. Chee 

v.crc:hg 

011 1 l ••·' ~"• ; oUlllllflM"'lwtl', •..11114 , Ii• • ,.,,, t '""11-.lliJJ1 t U .. ,t l .., ••lffl 11•1111, 41.,_.._ .,.. ... ,, • H• • ••••M' 
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBL IC WORKS 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
6$0 IOUTH IUNO 1TA«•T 
HONOLULU, HAWAII tolltJ 

c:J 

U• t n •E L J 1ht:1.11t - fl 
· ••t111:•··· ••• ,.,,, , ....... 

ENV Al - 388 

October 20, 198 l 

Wilbert C. F. Chee 
920 Hllilani Street, Suite 620 
Honolulu, Hawaii 968ll 

Dear ~tr. Chee: 

Re: EIS Preparation Notice (or WeRtbury Condominium, 
ltaikiki_~ Oahu 

In t'esponse to yout' lettet" dated September 24, 1981, concet"ning 
the suhJect project, we Rnhmlt the following fnformatlon . 

l. The existing 12-inch sanitat"y sewet" on Ala Hoana 
Ronlevat'd la inadP.quate to accommodate the 
proposed developn,ent. 

2. Ala Hoana noulevat"d is under the jurisdiction of 
the State Department of Transportation. 

1. Refuse collection will be done by private collector. 

H~ ke aloha pumehana, 

v,..)·.oa . (J_ ~ 
H ICIII\EI, J. CIIUN 
Director and Ch i ef P.ngincer 

cc: Div. of ltastewatcr Mannqemcnt 

CJ c=:i c=:i CJ c::J c:=i CJ CJ CJ (:=J 

Wil Chee·Planning ~'!l._•.;,-uJl i ♦ ...... 1,1, J • J..•"f' •~• ~tl -41 1 "-t ,-, • 

N1tve1nber ~. 1901 

Mr. Mir.h11cl J. Clam 
Director end Chief En1_1ineer 
Or.pnrtrnenl of Public Work• 
Clly and County ol I hNlllllllU 
650 South King Street 
~lulu, l-lawall 96B1J 

OeM Mr. Chum 

Subject : EIS PrcpnrRllllfl Nnticn, Westbury Condornh,lurn 
Vour Correspu110011ce d11lcd Uclnt.er 20, 19B I 
Rel. ENV 81- JBD 

Relerlng lo your ll1tlng ol Items: 

l. Allorn11le points for sewer hnok-14) are nnw hr.Ing n•r•lurcci wilh ynur Uivi!hm nl 
Wastewnter M11n.,1_1ement by project 11rd1llf'cls. 

2. The project has been discuued with lhe fralllc Sr.clinn of ttu, Staltt l)fJl. 

). Re luse collectlon will be contracted lo a prl v11le comp11ny. 

Mahalo for your lnp.rtl 

Sincerely, ,.. . 
• ,T,__,_ ~ ' 
~} LUW,('\~ 

Wilbr.tl C. F". C.:hce 

11.CFC:hg 

tu. ' Jtia,.-At11 11U1 t UUIHMltttlti r-.-iwtf 4 --., • Jl"Jll 1lliN••tt ~f•1ttl • ..... lf .. lMII U 4.~AU11flll'\ • , ,. ---·• 11,.11,ft 
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l'OU C F. oEr,.nTUFNT 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
14t• IOU·•· ...... I .IIINI" ., .. 1:11! t 

IM,11.NtloL U L!i Ua•au ·••t• • .... A ~OM 1ee1t ·•••••1t 

CJ 

l•ltl:M "• ... ltlJ .. '10 .. fl' " &NCtS lllltf:&LA 
c, ...... .,.••n11t 

EFS-HJP 

Oc:tober 1, 1981 

Mr. Wilbert C. F. Chee 
Hasegawa Komuten Building 
Suite 620 
820 Mllilani Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear- Mr. Chee: 

Subject, Environmental Impact Statement Preparation 
Notic~. Jorih~st.!?!!.!.L Condominlum 

We have reviewed the subject proposal and have no objections 
to the project as outlined. As a general comment, we would 
encourage attention to the principles of environmental 
security in the design of the main building and its environs. 
Anything that can be done to discourage criminals promises 
to make this project 1110re pleasing for everyone. 

Sincerely, 

FRJ\NCJS K~I\LA 
C~iff 1 ,!Police 

By t/.lJ. ~I•/, • .__ 
EARL 'l'HOHPSON 

, Assistant. Chief 
Administrative Bureau 

c=i CJ c:J c::J CJ CJ Cl c::J CJ CJ 

Wil Chee-Planning l'11-.,.JHM 4 1-MttHr, ... 1•,r111o w-.,••1~•• ,. .. ,., II 

Nov11n•mr S, 1981 

Mt. Cnrl Thompaon, AsRl•lnnt Chief 
/\ll1nlnlslrallvo, Bureau, Pollco Dep11rlment 
City 01111 County of l-lonul11lu 
l 4SS Sout h l1P.rnt11nh, Street 
Hnnol11lu, Hnw11II 9£,014 

Door Mr. TIN>111J11nn: 

Suhject: EIS Prepnrallon Not ice, Wc1lbury Condominium 
Your Corresrondence dated OclohP.r I, 1901 
Re l, ErS,MJP 

You nre nssured that design nf tho building anll 11rojr.ct grounds lo mlnimi,r. crirninnl 
nctlvlty I• our concem, Addllionally an enter11hune, c11lry aurvclllnnr.r. by rmm,rn 
nnd security peroonnel ere plnnnell, 

Mnhnlo l or your Input! 

Sincerely, 

( .. . +..lrn-/ 
~L,~.._..-

Wllbert C. F. Chee 

YtCFC:hg 

lfl'.f . ......... ~ . ...... U , ... ·•« • ... II" r,,.,, • It 'NIL-• :tlr-tl r.40U I • , .. "" 11 I II II tl"""""fW'U 1 , ~.4 • 1 M Ul~MI 
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ltOARO OF WATER SUPPl.V rtUfH II AUUffl',OH U.t.,.lf 

r.ttYANUCOUUIVtlf l .. tt1tttt1llt 
Yll!';ltfl U rU.tfNAkA t h.'"'"-" 
Mflr RI A «.flll/A V.. , , • •~•~•ft.m 
U tr .. A(I I I UIJt4 hll'JMllllfU IU tl\tHI\ 
W,t,tUA,. llt'.lttc: JU 

Ur IUOI Ut ti UI\W.i\11 1#".tll i 
nYO•H tfl HICiA!',,1tt(lt,11A 
\JONNA U tKlWATIU 
041t)tK)Hl·A ..... 

October 28, 1981 
IC.AIU ttAYA~ttlllA 
M•f'-r ~,_, t , h,ofot r flC .. llt"t"f 

Hr , Wilbert C. F. Chee 
Will Chee Planning 
suite 620 
Hasegawa Koamten Building 
820 Hililani Street 
llonolulu, llawail 968ll 

Ocar Hr. Chee: 

Subject: Your Letter of September 24, 1981, 
on the £nvlron111Cntal Impact 
Statement Preparation Notice for 
the Westbury Condominillll! _ _ 

We have the following cements on your proposed project: 

1. We are not making advance water commitments to 
proposed developments. The availability or water 
£or projects are determined when the building 
permits are submitted for our review and approval. 

2, All approvals from the City's Department of Land 
Utilization must be obtained before we will initiate 
any action on the proposed development. 

l. If water is made available for the project, the 
developer will be assessed our water development 
charge covering the devolo?11ent of source, reservoir, 
and transmission facilities to provide service to 
the project. 

4. The water system construction plans must be submitted 
to us for our l"eview and approv.-. I. 

If you have any questions, please cont.ict l,awrence Whang 
at 549-5221. 

Very truly yout"s, 

K;~-
KI\ZU IIAYl\filll Pl\ 
Hana•1cr and C.:hicf l·:nqlnecr 

CJ CJ CJ CJ c:J CJ c:i CJ CJ Cl 

Wil Chee-Planning ...,_ .,.,.'""• "' 1 .u■uir• '41 1•• ., ... ·~, .. ~ .... . .. 

November 5, 1981 

Mr. K,uu Haynahidn 
MAnager and Chlr.f Enylnr.er 
flnnrd nf WAier Supply 
City & r.o,nlt y of I lonnlulu 
6JO S. Rerctnnl11 Slrno,t 
Honolulu, 1-11 968.U 

1le11t Mr. l-lay111hlda: 

StA>ject: EIS Prt'!par11tlon Not Ire, Westbury Cnndmnlnlum 
Your Corr~sp~ulence do1ted October 28,_1981 

We have n-celved your cummeuh nncJ will re l11y ll14•m lo lhr 11rn11•cl svl'l1llr1·t . 

M11halo for your Input! 

Slnco,rely, 

:, J.«mt-:x.: \ !.-
Y,\lberl C. f . Chr.e 

V.CfC:hg 

11" • 11 .•W••· ...... ,.,tM~IMt• , ' .ll•PP ..._tr' ♦ .. ••4 "4 it, "lij•t4111t't • •••.IIIIUf.t•tl.Aflta ,-....,.,t • ,.,a •• • · • .. o 



c::J c::J l=:J c:::J c::J CJ c=J c:::::J CJ 

!4~ Nnrlh Knkui Sucrl, llnnol11l11. 11:n•~ii '1111117. "ldcrh,,nc IKnlll ~17-~'IM, 

AMERICAN T LUNG ASSOCIATION .. ,""""'' 

Mr. Wllbert C.F. Olee 
Suite 620-llaaegswa K01111ten bldg 
820 Hll ilanl Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Hr. Chee: 

October 23, J 981 

SUbject: Westbury c.ondominim l'DIK1 2-6-11: 8, 9, 19} 

we have reviewed the EIS PreJ]ilratim Notice for the &llbject project with 
pirticular attentia-1 to the potential for air quality lnp,ct. The following 
coor,8\tB are offered. 

1. 11,e prilllilry alr quality iiapact of a project such as this la related to its 
nature as a traffic generator, i.e. ,residents, service vehicles, vlsltora, 
etc, We noted that the rors required a traffic study whlch should also serve 
as the basis for a microacale carbon 1110110xlde analysis. '11ie EIS Prepm1tlm 
Notice suggested that the lcng-tenn iqact of traffic on air quality is 
expected to be minunal on the basis that net traffic on and o(f the site wlll 
be reduced. We trust that the EIS will include actual traffic D>ltlts 
substantiating the present activity on the alte for ainpriaon with projected 
activity after the condo111lniin la IXlfllltructed and occupied. 

2. CQ\Dideratlm of the bullding'a indirect ~ct m piwer plant emiBBions 
through it& electrical deftend should be included. ~ a mini.mtn, estimates 
of annual emlssima of regulated pollutants arising from conh.llltim of oJl 
to generate the required electricity should be detennJned. 

3. An analysis of the effect of ainstructim on levels of regulated pollutants 
in the ptoject area should also be Included. 

4. Hitigative measures to remce short and 1mg tenn air quality iq,ects should 
be dlsc:ussed, 

Jloft:jm 
C2/I.J9 

Slnct'rcly yours, . ' 
• I I I JI 

~

1,•• · / ///_.,/1 •/. ' 
James ti. Horrow 
Director 
o,virOMl!lltal llealth 

( hu ... un.;a, 'w·.•h I IJ:1•• t n hrluu.1, l .11111ln,. HI.I~ \11 1'011111,nn 

c:::::J t::] CJ c:::J CJ 

WII Chee-Planning 

HnvrM'f.t4~r •7 .. ill!lft l 

Mr .. fnffl•~~ W~ Murrow 
ni rret••r, r.11vi r,,n■{"nf fl I tl•·nl th 
A11111•1 ir•no L1111r. A,znur1nl 111n 
:;~·-t«; North K•1ln1i •i-1 r,•rl 
lhmululu. llawni ; of\f,817 

Urn,- Nr. Nt,rruw :. 

c:::J c:::::, C::J !.=:J 

............ ... '.I;~··.' 

~,,hject : •:1s l•rrrilrnl itHl Nol.it ••• Wt•f'thu,_y . -.,, .. , .... , ,, ,,.., 
Vnur l·nrr••~poud••m•r- ,r:1lrtl nr'41h(•r ·•.\ • • 'ffli l 

Wt~ Acknnwl1•d9?t' .vriur ct•nc{"rn::; nnd wi l I in,· l1ulr tin• .. iu our f.t~ . 

N11hnln for y,,ur inpu1 t 

Sin<"cre1y. 

" l --f/J,j .\'.I . I J (V1 ,1,, ··,r., 
Wilhrrl C.P. rhr~ 

~~••1 .,..._,..,. ••111ru ..... ~_.,. , •••• + .. , , .. , •• ..,,., ,•u, , + 1111;ar• ◄ •••11::,,_,. ,,,,uu •,. hi ,■ t,11111 1 

c=J 



LJ L:J L..1 L:l CJ 

WAllllKI NEIGHIDRMOOO IOARO NO. t 
tloWAtll'•klJKArAltULU LIB .. ARY 

400 KArlUtUlU #l&VFNU( 
HOfrfOt UlU. """"" !lflilll!I 

~l
~:;:-;~l I C ,, -~. 

~· --.:.:;:.• 

lil C-:hr.r. l'lrmnin,• 
.;ui I.,• f 70 lhu:opnwn "om11tr.n 111111•. 
n;•n f.',ilil:ml .a. 
li unu I II I 11 , 111 11(,n 1 l 

1Jo,ar llr. ;1,,,,, 

CJ c:J 

1'1,,u,1: you fur your· 1·ri::N1l l••ttr.r in rr.rnrd 
t.•• lh~ 1.-i;t.L,11ry l'rojr.rt nt J'/00 1\111 l,~o:uHt, l'M'' ?-(,-1 l 1 

·•, ••, 1•1. •1,, nr·•• inlr.r•,nl•"' In lhir. proJr>ct. 

' It• al110 ,,ir.h to hi! a com1ul led pnrty ln rerard 
1,0 rl:111n.in1: nn ./<'f, lbury. 

1'1,:,n~ you for uour conni,turntion or our re1111er.t. 

~~ i n,--: r•rP I y you re 

I . r,·~,,.~ i !~ I ·r so·:~.on 
•:t,:iir'll:m -lnHiU tloilhlont·l,oo,I llnnr<l No. 'I 

i"l , ·;.i 

l'l' ! :icha••l t➔r :1roy, ilin•r.t.nr 
lli t••r.l.or ll••fJ l. of I an•I l! li l i1.:ilinn 

11/1/t'l 

CJ Cd CJ c:::J c=] ~ CJ CJ CJ c::J CJ 

Wil Chee-Planning ~t Ulf,-_jo , ♦ ■ .lrJ, •A 1•• ••• t,t"t'I "'• • ._ ._,I 

N11v1119fw1' 17 .., 1~1'1 

J1r .. t·rrm•· i ~ l'e.·nrt:.on, Ch:, i tfllltUI 

W;1 il4iki N,, ir,hhu•· .... •••J ftn:1.-cl tf••· q 

c / u 11:tikilci tir1r:1hulu l.thrr1t".\• 
-tnn f<np;1hu I u Avt•nnr 
lhmnlulu, Unwn ii 1HiR I~ 

Ur•nt· ,1r-~ l'r:u-..;on: 

5nhJ~rl : f. IS f 1n•r:1rnt i on Nnl u·r I N.-,;t.~u,·.\' n,,icl,,,,uttiunt 
Your Corrt• ,i;(l1n,,fr11ct• ,l:tlC'tl N,n.-rml,r,· 1 . l'lfl l 

Thunk yon r ,.r 1 11u r lct.fr.t· . tft• 1•nl•• fh:.I thr Wa ikiki - ti:1p:1h11l11 •. i b .-:111·, 
.. ,11 l ' f'l""ri v 4• n ('flr,v ur our F.I S rtrnll r,'lln thr t•n· ir11111u:Ul!11 •. ,lt.., l t • -.· 
C•Jfll1'1 :!tN inn. 11,- Junk l"lu"'lnnl Ln vo,u· r, ,,i,·w ul our J11-nt I _ 

Nnhuln rur- ynnr inlr1-rn1.1 

SiW1<'c'rC"l.v, 

_Jll·,,,.,,1 ( ~~t-
w, lh• rt r..f. l'h•·•· 

... ,,.,lt:A .. ~• •1111t1• .......... it- .·~•n1 . .,. '4, -~•.arr, lfi'tl • ~ . .. ~ .. 11111• ~~!oli.frt'-.-J • .;, ~ , I ll.JIii 



Ll CJ c:J c::i c:J [:=J Cl 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U . 9 , ARMY fl:NO•NEE:R bl5TRICT, HONOLULU 

r f '$HA,.' (" HA.,~H W89'\R 

POOED-PV 

Hr. WIibert C.f. Chee 
VII Chee Planning 
Suite 620, H■segawa Komuten Bulldlng 
820 Hllllanl Street 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Hr. Chee: 

c:J CJ 

5 October 1981 

Thank you for the opportunity lo review your Envlrom,ental Impact Statement 
Preparation Nntlce for the Westbury Condominium, sent to us on 2~ September 1981. 
Basrd on our review, we provide the following cam,ents: 

a. A Department of the Army pennlt Is not required for this project . 

b. Current flood haz■rd designation of the prOj>osed C""'1terclal and residen­
tial condominium site, based on the flood Insurance Study for the Island of Oahu, 
Is Zone 8 (lnclosure 11 or an area between the llmlts of the 100-year and the 
500-year floods. The 1D0-year and 500-year events have• 1.D and 0.2 percent 
chance, respectively, of being equalled or e•ceeded In any given year. Based 
on the 1110st updated lnform3tlon, however, the prellffllnary Walklkl-Holllll flood 
Insurance Study designates the proposed condominium site as a shallow flooding 
area of 2 feet average depth (Zone AO deslgnatlonl . 

The Corps wlll be happy to review the draft Envlrom,ental lnipacl Statement when 
It becomes available. 

Slncerely, 

1 Incl KISUK CHEUNG 
As stated Chief, En~lneerlng Division 

a CJ c::J c:::l Cl c:J D c::i c:l c:J 
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CJ c.J c:J CJ c::J c::J 

the S1e1u1a Cius, ha.wan Chapten 
post orr1cE 80,c '2'2897, honolulu, ht 96822 

tElephone: (808) 946-8494 

22 October 1901 

Hr. Milbert C. F. Chee 
Suite 6ZO, Hasegawa K1111111ten Building 
820 Hllllani Street 

c::J 0 C3 

Honolulu, Hawal'I 96813 .?/uu1ttlU 7J,f,, l-y f~ct , 11)1 

Dear Hr. Chee: 

Ne recently received a cOllfflUllttation from you regarding the 

Envtroninental J-.,act Statement Preparation Notice for the ~estbury 

Cond11111tnl1111. Thank you for Including us In the review of this 

doc1111ent. Ne do not have any tOllllll!nts to 1111ke at thts tline but 

wfll endeavor to find a 111eri:ler to review the draft EIS when ft 

becllffll!s avaflable. 

Sincerely, 

jl.4-4 t. 11;.u p.,.--
susan E. Htl 1 er 
Conservatfon Chalnian, Honolulu Group 

c:i ~ CJ CJ c::::J c::J CJ c::J LJ 

F-tAF.. OEPAATMFNt 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
U\! . ._ flfilllt f'-NI• ~••n I lifY.l"'4 " "" 

MOl«H. IIUio. H6 ••n ~~Ill I • 

.:11 rf N ft •tthf".tt•ou 

October 7. 1981 

Hr. Wilbert C. F. Chee 
Suite 620, Hasegawa Komuten Building 
820 Hllllanl Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Hr. Chee: 

RE t Environmental Impact Slatf!llll!nt rreparatlon 
Notice for the Westbury Condominium 

We have no objections or C(IIIITl!nts to rnake at this time. 

lt!N:ct/LS 

Sincerely, .,._, 

~ 4. 4---~ •p 
Helvln H. Nonaka, 
Fire Chier 

{ J 
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G(UflOE R MltYOSUI 

ii) 
IIIANl(UH T 11 $Utet 

, .... ,11 .. 
. .,, .... .. 

SlAtlrOrHAWU 
llf P-RIIM Ml (lf SO, IAI S, ltvr.f ~, ANll ltt•t~;,t~fl 

October 14, 1981 

Hr. Wilbert c. F. Chee 
Ila se4Jawa 1<0111uten Building 
820 Hililani Street, Suite 620 
Uonolulu, Hawaii 9681 l 

Cl<'ntle,.en: 

IIDIAAO PAOI i,rMWAN 
1•,.tttrlftf l nll 

AIFNP• SUM. 
A n1hf .. 1 h w 

Sub1ect: Environmental Impact Statement Preparation 
Notice for the Westbury Condo111inium 

Thu Hawaii llousinq Authority haR reviewed the EIS prepar-ation 
notice for the Westbury Condolainit1111 and ~s no specific 
~omments to offer relative to the proPOsed action. 

•rtiank you for the opportunity to comment on this tnattcr. 

Sincerely, 

.,..:r ✓ ✓: ~//· 7 
~ .;~/_~'"'~ , • 
FRANl<Lltl Y. K. SUNN 
Director 

o Cl CJ CJ c::J c::J CJ C CJ L_..J 

W;iyn" ., . v,,m,,11,,I: i 

Octobt>r 16, l 98J 

Hr. Wilbert C, F. Chee 
llasegawa l<omuten Dultdlng 
Suite 620 
820 Hilllani Street 
Ilona) ul u, llawaii 9681) 

Dear Hr. Chee: 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Preparatl 011 Not ice for 
Westbury Condomlnum 

We have no substantive comments to offer to assist 
you ln preparing an EIS. We, however, may be able to 
offer meaningful connents for your consideration upon 
receipt of the required traffic study. 

STr A.71i'lr. 

Very truly yours, J· 
If~ /.J.«;,_~ 
~~ichi ll;qashC/,;,a 
Director of Transportation 



c::::,, CJ C} q C) CJ C) c) C) 

/1 I I llnbrnn Lane, II 3008 
Honolulu, Hawnll 'lf,81 5 

Wll Chee Planning 
!120 HI l I lnnl Street, Sul te t,20 
llonnlulu, H11w11ll 96Rll 

!)ear Sirs: 

October 19, l981 

As permanent year-round residents of the llobron nren, we are 
strongly prote!'itlni: the proposed construction or the "Westbury" 
project nn 1\ln Hoa11tl,11ulevard. 

As planned this bulldl ng would stlck up 11 ke a sore thumg, 
completely out o[ proportion with the surrounding structures. 

At pre11ent, and In the forseeahle future, It seems very poor 
Jllnnnlng to add to the empty hotel room!! and apartments that 
we already have. 

Wh11t ever happened to the moratorium on high rise constructlon7 
There alw11ys seems to hen way to get around It. The devious 
politicking that now abounds certainly Is nnt responslblto 
govrl:'n111ent. 

We sincere I y hope the 1noject c,f "Westbury" wt 11 be ,;crapped 
or lndertnltely postponed. 

Sincerely, 

• IFH/h 

~ ~'. '. ' ' I : I I · ,, t t /. 1, ~. 

~- ll611fies'7 ~ 
rc :Wnlklkl Neigh. Bd. 

Wnlklkl kes . Ass'n . 

C:::) c::) C:} c:::J CJ C) c:J c:J CJ L--J 
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Olal'GE fl AA,TOSffl -- Ro)· Tnkemoto .,__ 

STATE OF HAWAII 
EHVIIIOHMEHTAl QUALITY COMMISSION 

l40tlAll•AttlllJlt.att 

"""""' ~ ...-u,.._ • ._.,_.,l 

November 24, 1 !l8 I 

ll'cHhury llol&lin11s, N. V. 
c/o ~ii a,cc - Plannin~ 
K2fl ~lilil:mi Street, Suite 620 
llonolulu , lfawai i 96815 

Ile:, r ~Ir . C:hec: 

Suhjcct: llrart r.nvironmental Impact Statement for the 
Proposed Westbury, Waikiki, Oahu 

.Joan Kodani 1,---..--....., 
TlU-l<O 
t ... , ...... 

The l:IS was officially received by the EQC on November 20, l!l8J. 
lie have sent copies or the Statement to the agencies, 
I rhrarics, and organizations on tho attached distribution 
Ii st. 

Nol i i:e or the Statement will be published in the November 23, 1981 
l:CIC: Jlullet in. To allow for a 30-day public review period, 
iT.i? ,lcii.lTTiw date r or comments Is Oecembe r 2 3, 1981 • We have 
rc1111c-s tc1I th:tt al I written con1111ents be directed to the 
llerartment or I.and Utilization, City and County of Honolulu, 
wi th a cnpi• to Westbury lloldings, N,V., in care of your 
off in• . 

l'lt.•:r~•· fcrJ fn•c to contact me i r )1011 have any quest ions 
n·,:iircl111,: thrs l: IS. 

l.nc Jo,;ure 

Sincerely, 

Joan Kodani 
l:xecutive Secretnry 

i:c llcr:irtnwnt of !.:ind Hti lization (with cncJo,;11rt') 
n1.11c (1dth eni:tosure) 

c::) q CJ, 

GCORC",E 11. IIIHYOSIII 
GOVlhNOfl 

c::i 

Dear Revleuer: 

c -7 CJ CJ 

STATE OF IIAWl\11 
ENVIIIONMENTIII. OUAll IV COMMISSION 

IWtu.tl•..,_,.Sf ,.,.,.,,., 
tlONOllA\t♦IMI.WMftJ 

November 23, 198l 

.__') CJ ~ 

Roy Tak11..,tn 
c. .. ..., ..... 

Joan Kodani , ... .-...:...:••·.,., 
lllft•J ,ONE UO. .,a,, .... ., .. 

Attached for your revielf is an Environmental Impact Sto!tement 
(IHS) that was prepared pursuant to Chapter 343, lla\laii Revised 
Statutes and the Rules and Regulations of tl1e l!nvironme11tal 
Quality Com•ission: 

Title: Dw, Hcnbea 

Location: Wai_lcikl.L. Qahu 

Classification: Applicant Action 

Your comments or ackn011lcdgement of 110 comments on the EIS 
are welco111ed. Please sub■it your reply to the accepting 
authority or approving agency: 

. 

Depart..,nt of Land Utilh:athm 

City and Cbunty of" Honolulu 

650 South King Street 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Please send a copy of your reply t~ the proposing party: 

Wo!,tbu[Y Hol d jngs, H, V • 

Wll Chee - Plaunln.!L • 

8211 _Hllilani Stroo t J ulto 621l 

Honolulu, ll11wall 9681] 

Your co111111ents ~ be received or post11arked b_y: Dece,-i,c,r 23, 1981. 

If you have no further use for this l!IS, please return it to 
the Co111Mi!-'iion. 

·r1a:111k you for your 1•ru- lici11atio11 in the !:IS 1•rorcss. 



c::::) c::=) c::::t (_::) c:=::J c::::l ~ c:::::;l c:::i c==> c:::J c:::i c:::i t., :::) c:=) 

>:qc JIISTnIIIUTION J.IST I 

( ) t:.A. ( ~> F.IS ( X) Al'l'LICANT ACTJOII C ) AClnlCY AC'trou tlEI/S HEDIA 

Honolulu Stor Bulletin , ....._ 
Advertiacr ' • 

Tit:10 : "1a Ho:;Hu:trJ 
The Sun Presa - Oahu 
J.:a Leo O lla11al i - Ult 

t.ocntion: Wa lkiki , O.,hy 
llnvaii Tribune - Hovaii 
\lest Hawaii Todav - Kona 

Proposing Agency/Applicant: lf~tbuq Holdinga , N.V. Lnhaina Sun - Maui 
Haui Newa - Maui 

Accepting Au_tbority/Approving .Ageacy: Departlient of Land Utillzcatlon 1 city and ' 
county of Honolulu 

Ka Molokai - Molokai 
The Carden Iala11d Nevspaper - Kauai 

Deadline for Comaaat■ : Daceri>er 23, ·1981 

Date Seat: 
HOY 24 19, 

By: 
{i6.-.. 

STATE A_(:!:HCIE~ 

UY.QC 
·»cpt. of Acriculturc 
)lept. of l,nnd and Natural Jlesourccs I'll 
llcpt. of llcnlth 
Ucnt . of Plnnninr. nnd F.conoaic Dcvelon"ent 
i1cnt. nf Defense 
lieut. of AccountinY. and General Services 
llcpt. of Social Services and Housinr. 
llept. of Transportation CJ) 
Dent. of Education* 
llLNJI State Historic Preservation Officer 
lleot. of Hnvaiian Hooe Lands* 
State Enerav Office 
UNIVlt'RSITY OF HAU.AU 

Envlrona1ental Center (4) 
linter Resources Jtenearch Center 
tlnrinc l'ror.rn•s* 

n:nERAL. 

£nvlrona1entnl Protection lu•encv* 
11 . S. Armv Corns of En2ineero 
·u .s. Fisb and Wildlife Service 
Soil 
·1stb 

Consr.rvntion Service 
AU\l l ll~:r. :~ 

Annv- llAl-'t: 
i1. S. Const Cuorrl 
_u. s . Cr.olor.1col Survev~ 

mal kccr.lvca: 60 
~btul Distrlbul~-;i;-59 
l 'ilc, CoFr•_ l_ . --

; 
,Aao1111t 
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./ 3 / 
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; 1 ✓ 
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, l ✓ . 1 ✓ 
✓ 3 ✓ 
, 1 ✓ 

., l ✓ 
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✓ 4 ✓ 

' 1 ✓ 

.,, 1 / 

..,,.. l .,. 
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.., l ./ 
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Dept. of General Plaunio2 
Deot. of La11d Utilization 
Deut. of rraaaoortation Services 
Deot. of Parka and Recreation 
Dept. of Publ:ic 1lorks• · 

llellia:rks Board of Vater Sunnly 
Dept. of Rousing & Coa1■unity Development 
Maas Transit Division* 
Buildin2 Department 

. . HAWAII - COUNTY AGENCIES .. 
Plannin2 Department 
Dept. of Public fforka 
Deut. of Parka and Recreation 
Dent. of llater Sunolv 
Dei,t. of Research and Develoi,aent . University of Hawaii Hilo Comi,us Library 

HAUi - COUNTY AGENCIES 

Plannins, Deoartaent l2l . Deot. of Public Vorks 
Dei, t. of Parks and Recraation 
Dent. of lfater Suonlv 
Economic Develonment A2ency 
l-laui Coamunit~ Colle2e Library 

l:AUAI - COUNTY AGENCIES 

l'lanning Department 
Deot. of Public Works 
Jlep t. o! linter Sunnlv 
1:.iuni Coamunit~ Coller.e Library 

C-) c.::,j c:=::i c=:J 

' ., Aa1ount 
~ Jteinnrks 

• · l " 
• l ./ . 

; l ,/ 

/ • ·l ✓ 

•/ 1 V 

,..; 1 ,/ 
.. 

I 1 V 
l V 

/ ·1 ✓ 

.. . . . . 
. . 

. . . . .... 

.. - . 



c::) c::) w c:::> CJ C) c~ r:::> c::J c:) c:J C 1 c::::i ..---. · ... ~-) C} c:J 
__...._ r-, :-:7 

.I! !J!.~_ll LIi !i 

St:ii)~!:_l)n:ln llrnnr.h C1.l_ 
E!'_(Ll_!lll ;11 : .. , 
!~!!.i!•!_!•I: i. ltr.uionnl J.U,rnry 
t: m11:ohr. Rt:ciounl J,ibr.iry 
l'enrl C.i~1:ion:,l Libr,ary 
,llilo Jteclonnl J,ibrnry 
}'nilu£u ltecionnl Library 
I,.ihur. Jtcnt·onnl J,ibrnry 
llrn,.ch: 
OAllU 
:,.1_,.n J,.i!trnn 
Aina llni!ln Librnrr 
E";i Dr.:u:h _ Comtmuitv-School Library 
linunj.i Kai Library 
1-ahuku Co~muuity-S_c:!rn_ol J,ibrnrr 
Kni.l ll;i _J,ib rnr..t. 
Y.nlih:l.- l'nln111n l,ibrnrr 
J,:il:ih:t Lib rnrr 
tl:t~Q;i ·1.ibr11_rr 
HcCuliy,-Mo:lliiJi Libr~rr 
Hll;!.lnni J,ibrnr_y_ 
11:lhim,a Librnrl'._ 
lfni:d.11:1 Librnr.r_ 
!~-i n n n "~ r n ry 
~l:dk-J.k i·· Knpnhulu J,ibrnr.t 
~nimnnnlo Community-School Library 
J!!'.irnhu J,iltrnry · • · · · · · · · 

llA\IAl.I 
)i;,--;;?Ttr.111orinl J,ibrnry (Ko)1nln) 
llolttnloa· J,ibrary 
.•!~•oknn J,ibrnry 
.Kfrilu:t-Kona Librnry 
};!!nnu Co1nhlunit7-S chool Lib rnry 
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};!rnn~rin Vieu Co1nnun:lty-School Library 
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State Archives .,, 1 ✓ 
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•merican Lunn Association ✓ l ./ 
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Waikiki Neighborhood Board No. 9 -· ~ -· -·--• ..!---- - ·· -
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nr. 11.C. llcClurc, Director 
Hcstcrn-r.icific Region 
.. cdcr,,l llvl.itinn /ld1d11iatr, 
Dct•t. of Transportntlon 
r.o. l!ox 50109 _,, 
llonnlulu, IIJ !J68!iO 
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DATE: 

c.:) CJ C) c::J 

STATE OF HAWAII 
JNVtllONMENrlll QUALITY COMMISSION 

tNteAll~lA$f ..,.,..,., 
tlOHOUA.ll .,.._Wo\11 .. ., ............. 

November 24, 1981 

TO: I rene eo .... s 

c:J 

FROM:_-""~--------------

SUBJECT: The Wes tbu ry 

___ AS REQUESTED 

--11._ FOR YOUR INFORMATION & FILES 

___ FOR YOUR COMMENTS BY 

_ __ FOR YOUR FURTHER DISTRIBUTION 

_ FOR YOUR DIRECT RESPONSE 

REMARKS: Enclosed are two of the above. 
lie are also sending copies to the followl119t 

Regionals - 6 
Walkiki-J:.ipahulu Library - 1 

CJ c.::> c::J c:, c:;J CJ c.:J C) c:l CJ ---i '~ ---~ 
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DEPARTMENT OF LANO UTILI ZATIO N 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
650 $0 U TH ICING STAEET 

•K U1t9• ULU it•••U ••••.1 • tlMJ ·••· •111.i. 

t.1Lfllt H •HUl'.ttSOh w,C: H&&t. M MCC t.. .. 01 

··••t••· 

81 / WSOO-?''( M~) 

December 22, 1981 

•. , , •. , 1 •111., ., a,11 n .. ,1c;. 1 tL v,. 
:1i I ~~, - Pl uullnn t,,., ,n Ii I llt! ',lr•~t'!l. 5uJ t,:a h'70 
UU!l•tl1J)11

1 
lt:1·..,,,j i 9;";01 \ 

i i • 11 ",lit . • '1 1 " 1: 

PJ1 , 1 t r nv i r •,nin,,nl;i I tmp,.cl Statr m,.nt (DEIS) 
. ______ Tia- Westt.,ury 

1hJ• tnl!h ••• I 1111 llo • ;it,nv•· r1lP•.l res [lrfl ns Foll011<;: 

~::!.:..f.~.:!!.!, ( 11, lllt~ 

,, ... 1111,,1 olM, ronri ti --;rrlptlc,n of lhi! 1Jn1ts tlo not specify 
l•il1h••11 r., · ilil.if'• (i.e., :;inks). T,1e DEI S 1ihnulr. inclurlP. 
• oo,,r,• <"n,111J11•tr• ,1,.,;rriptlon of t.hc Sfl ,ll'lment 11nil-i; an,l a 
I'""' 1ol 111 l11r!ir..,t.lrori lhr location of :il I kitclo'!o fnr.1li-
t . .. . 

~•·••i ·'I'! ,ii,• (l'aq" 7} Firwrc 3 1 Plot Plan 

01• 1~x.i .I h1•• 1ft runt ,11•,::- p •;~ •h·iv1? 1 .,hi,~11 t-."Xt,-.11rJ.s li~ynu1I 
•!Ii•. pr11.\P1:l ',i nr(,~h!•·ty ,,011n:tary, ,;li4itt 1il t, .... , li•j Ctlr.~•?fl •• 1110 
,.··.11 11., ,! 1•, · ~•i•; _t t; l!1•·· 1•1•~•!'1'1•.!Ul in r -n,,p · r, f l 1, ,, ,p11'i~,n t. ·.:· 

~c2!.!.''~!.!:~'. L,•11,1U1 •ti rim,~ for r.nnsl met! llfl 

1r11•r i ! i-. , ·~i~:~ 1·1>-p<1111~y in th·~ 1,1.:J s J C!''l.;,ri~inu u . ... ,.. ,;. tj111at ,1 d 
t i1,u• 101 ,~ll11 ·~ • r11cliiu1. lln P.:11.1~ I, Lt i -; •~--: 1.im:: b"!t; tn !1n lB 
M1111t 1, .. . : ,, . 11 •'Ip / t I 1, tll'Jlllhr;, 

c::) CJ c.:J c::i 

rp /1/$00- •~ (UK) 
Paw•., 

1...---.i i...--.: CJ C_J c....J 

Physl-::al and Vl-;unl F.nvir•in1nc11t (Pag> ?<)) 

llow rhws thi s 11r11j r cl lnok 111 r••t-.Li 111 tn ~ •11 r ,.,,. , t, n ,1 
hulJdi111]~:' Tho• El'i -.h ,1111•1 lnrJ 11<1f• ~ vi , 11 ,11 r p r • ., ,.. ,t -d i 
tn ,;11pnicm .. nt f.hn ,], •~ e l , pllo11 :11 rr, I; ur,,vi •ll'd, 

If thPrt~ :ire :iuy qu•"st.Jnns, J-lh•ar.rt ra: I H •rt11 • Kimm ".I , .. ,. or i , •,1 
~lnrr ~t 521-~011. 

Y~1 rv t-r11lv vtiur"' 1 

~-~7 
,urUAEL , { llrl:L l!IIY 
Di••t,r;t4,I' ,1 L u11I UI i I : ... :, 1 I~,• • 

l-4MMF I 

L:J 
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Wil Chee-Planning ., .,,,,11,. f At,U olf I t,Vil"lll lf1Ut 14 t A4 M.tt·a r I 

.l,111u11ry 5, I Y8 I 

Hr. Michael M. McElroy 
Dircctur, Dcrartmcr.l or I.and Ulili:tation 
City und C11unl.v or llonolulu 
t'Ml South Kwr. Street 
Ur,rmlulu, llnw1111 96813 

Allt.nl1on: Murl!.C! tdramcrcr 

Deur Mr. Met: I rny: 

SubJect: EIS , Westbury Cond011iniuia, Your Correspondence 
dated Dcceaber 22, 1981, 81/WSDD-22(MKI 

llesc r1 p l1011(pn1ic 61 

A rl oor plnn 111d1c11ling unit layout and 11 •ore c oapletc descr iption 
o f nparlmcnt units wlll he included in the Rcv1:sed EIS . 

l'rojcc l Si le ( por.c 71 

Accc,1-!I. r1rhls for the co•e■ent hove been purchased by the developer. 
A" •· •1!urc J inJ1 cales, 11 portion or the new access drive will be located 
upu11 1 l; the remainder of which wi II be land!lcaped. 

Esli a11led lcn_g_th of Time for Construetion 

F.s t,matcd cu11s trucl i on time i s 18 ■onths. The reference on page 7 will 
ht• 1·rv i ~cd ~ 

l'h~·si~ \'11au1I f.11v1r11n11enl 

A ptu,h iJ!r:irhic rqu·e~enlulion of the nrca will be rreparcd to depict 
lhr vi,u,al add i lion nf the Wc$lbury bn lhe projec t site. It wi 11 be 
i11d11dcd i n u~• Revised F.15 . 

l'lcns" c;,II 1f there urc ony further quc• tions. 

~ 
Wi I terl C .t·. rtoce 

,,.a~ t ,-.~""<1tJ•UIPfll1•t•rfflt M•lt ._.,. •• a'fl li"•~ •t,~Mnff r • '"'"•Ol t lltt tl-','1'1:'&JlqfM • ,.. •t4 '\llWOO 

c::) c:J c::J C,:J c::J c:) CJ c::i c:J c.:J 
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GIOAGl"-•"'W,,... -- George Yuen 
lliTector 

STATE OF HAWAII 
CWP1CII 01" ENVI~""- QUAUTY CONTROL 

Ml NUaMM'llA ••• -·· tlOIIIIXaU. ,.,...a, ••1 

December 11, 1981 

Mr. Michael McElroy, Director 
Department of Land Utilization 
City and County of Honolulu 

Dear Mr. f.lcl!lroy: 

SUBJECT: Environmental Impact Statement for The Westbury, 
Waikiki, Oahu 

JlllPNONI NO • 
....... t. 

We have reviewed the subject statement and offer the following 
com•ents: 

Page 18. Mention should be made whether or not the project 
falls within the Special Management Area boundary. If it is, 
then a discussion of how the project relates to the Coastal 
Zone Management Act's objectives and policies should be 
included. 

Page 24. It would be better to state that a slowing of 
growth in Waikiki will reduce future traffic increases in 
Waikiki. 

Page 25. A worst case condition for vehicular emissions would 
occur during the short-term construction of the sewer line 
along Ala Moana Boulevard. Consideration should be given to 
traf fic t i e-ups and air quality since at least one of these 
lane:; "ould be closed. :,. discussion is r ecommended. 

Page 38. The provision of water to this project should be 
included. 

Thank you for allowing us to comment on this statement. 

You rs t r u l y, / 

dlt-
1'1: /1(; h(t~;te~f.L-. 
eorge l'ue ( 
irector for Office of Environmental Quality Control 

cc: Westbury lloldin11s , N.V . 

C) c:J c:J c-.:J C--.J L...J c::J ::::J ·---.; 

Wit Chee·•Planning 4'1~flllf• + , .. ,_,. ,,,..~ lf..r,,•j,11'4,t""lqlil.i ,t~1A1. 

ll<."(""umcr 21 , 1961 

Mr. Gl..'Orge Yuen, Din,clor 
Office of F.nvl ra 110,tal Q.Jali ty Cu 1lrol 
550 llalr.kmMI la Street, Rc,an 301 
llcnolulu, 11,~wali 9601'.l 

Altn : Mr. Melvin Kolz1111i 

Dear Mr. Yuen: 

SUbject : EIS, Weslbury Calduniniun 
Vair l'"-orrc~dence llatcd ll<.-curi>er 11 , I De-I 

ln n,sponse to your cu1111P.J1ts: 

Pilge JB. Mentla1 or UlC 9-11\ buunlary wl 11 he lr-.;,lu.led a-1 p.,gc 19 
or U1e Final EIS. 11,e projecl Is not within ~ huu t.,r lcs. 

Page 24. 1he senler-ce "A cons cqucrce ,,hould be l ess lr11fflc" wi 11 
be d1illl!JE!d to read "A ca-L~n,c should he Ute r<.'<hctl01 
of future traffic increases", to renect your cam,cnt . 

Page 25. A worst case con:i!tion for vehicular en.ission::; could cccur 
during the constnictic:o of the sewer line hhcn C<Yistru;:lion 
also cx;:curs during peak hours of traffi<. , Critical ITI<,scs 
of constnictton could produce conditions w,cn one or rrore 
lanes of traffic would torporarily be blocked . In such in­
stances, free now of traffic l<l.lld be hln:lercd wi lh nn 
acca,"anyl119 increase In vehicular auis!lions lo U,c innic­
dlatc crwin:nnent. A discussion or U1is will I;,(, itrlurlt.'<I 
a, flil()CS 22 ant 23 of UlC rtnal EJS. 

Page JB. Provision of water anJ pniccssing of any aclditiu~,l <.haf"9"S 
for a new n.-,ter will be !tclurlcd at the thre of hull<li11g 
pemlt noted as itmt 12 of page JB. 

11kVlk you for your l111,ut. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
W1ILc-rL C.F. niee 

tn1,,..a·,; •~ ••1tu,11t~"'11141' •1•••4~,· • " , • •. .,., • .ar~• • hl•t• • lt('flllttllUtlil",AH•l(•n ■ ""~ ' ll,..ttl 
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8DAAD OF WATER SUPPLY 

Cl1'T ANO CDUNfY D,.- H0N0l.ULU 

~ ©®CP~ 

TO 

FRON 

Deaamber 11, 1981 

1 MR. MICHABL H. MaBLROlC 
DIRECTOR 
DZPARTHEN'l' 01' LAND UTILIIA'l'ION 

1 XAIU HAYASHIDA 
BOARD or lfATJlll 8UPl'Llr 

SUBJEC'l'a YOOJl LBTTBR or NOVDIUll 2J, lHl OH '1'BZ NBSTBUU 
COHDOHINIUH BNVIJIOIIMDITAL IMPACT 8TATBMBHT 

praject1 
we baYe the follcwin9 -nta on tbe propaHd 

1. Page 5 - lllglaata on Infra■truature 

Tbe av.rage veter d-nd of .n,200 9p4, for 
136 unita, ■bould be correated to co,eoo gp4 
(136 mu.ta a 300 9ellon/unit) to aonfora to our 
Nater Sy■tea 8tanclerd•. 

Tb• IU.Xialll\ water demand •hould be '1,200 9p4 
1•0,100 gp4 a 1.s1. 

2, Page 30 - Water 

Th• daily d-.ad of 100 gpd, for each r••ident, 
■bould be ahanged to 150 gpd. 

Tbe daily con■uaption figure of 27,200 gpd 
■bould be aorncted to H,IOO gpd. 

If you hev-. any que■tion■, pl•••• contact Lawrence 
Whang at 54B-5221. 

~if '-7-£1-
JtAZU HAYASHIDA 

CCI '11 Chee• Plannin9 

Manager and Chief Engineer 

c::) C-) c::J CJ c:J CJ c:J l__...j ~ 

WU Chee-Planning ' r,•~ 1,1,N)USI (PMACltit.UHIM. 1Uf'A,C1 

Dece'lt>er 22, 1981 

Mr, Kazu Hayashida 
Manager and Otter Engineer 
Board of water Stwly 
City a.rd eo..,ty of Hrrolulu 
630 Saith Beretania 
Hcnolulu, Ha>.aii 96843 

Attenticn: Mi:• Larry l'tlang 

Dear Mr, Hayashida: 

Stbject: EIS, Westbury Condanl.niun 
Your Corres,,a den::e dated Oecenber 11 , 1981 

As you 5UggeSt, the Witter demarxl ard c<nsulptiCl'l fig.,re5 will be 
revised to o:nfonn with Water system Standards, in the Final EIS. 

Mahala for ytllll' fr.,utl 

Strr;:erely 

~ 
Wilbert C.F. Olee 

UAS(GAWAlll.()M\Jr(JfOUU>ING SUl1f '10 • L"O&MI.N.AN15IH£U • •OfCJllAU UAWAlfH81l • llh w .... t 
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PODEP.PV 3 Decl!lllber 1981 

Hr. Mfchael Kc:Elroy. Director 
Deparbnent of Land Uttltutton 
Ctty and County of Honolulu 
650 South Ktng Street 
Honolulu. Ht 96813 

Dear Hr. HcElroy1 

Thank you for the opportuntty to revtew the Envtro..ent1l Impact St1tlllleflt 
(EIS) for the Westbury Condollfnfia, sent to us on 23 November 1981. Based 
on our review. we provide the followtng c11111111nt11 

•• Paragraph ••• • of our letter of 5 October 1981 (no US Affll' 
Departlrlent of the A1111Y penitt requtntd) ts tttll valid, 

b. Reference JJS text pages 1D and 11 (E. Flood/Tsun1111t); end Corps 
letter dated 5 October 1981 to 1111 Chee Planntng1 Accordtr19 to the revtston, 
to the City and County of Honolulu's flood Insurance Study for Oahu for the 
Watktkl area, as shown on the updated prelb1tnary Flood Insurance Rate Hap 
(FIRH) (12 Novell1ber), the propostd condoatnh111 11 designated an are■ of 100-
year shallow floodtng 'of 2-foot average depth (Zone A). lnclosure 1 ts the 
updated FIRH for the 1re1. 

Sincerely, 

1 Jncl 
Al stated 

CLARENCE S. FUJII 
Acting Chief, Engineering Dfv1sfon 

v{istbury Holdings, N.V. 
1 Chee - Planntng 

820 Ht111an1 Street, Sutte ~20 
Honolulu, Ht 96813 

c:J c:J c::J CJ C::) ::;--J c::J c:J c~1 ::__) 

Wil Chee-Planning f"ll,......0 tMCJIJSf l~ .. ,AI M'A("I 

DecEIID!r 14, 1981 

Mr. Claren:e S. f\JJU 
ActirYJ One!, Engineering DivisiO'l 
U.S. Anny ~ring District 
F'ort Shafter, Hawaii 96858 

Dear Mr. FUJU: 

Sd>Ject: EIS, Westm;, Caldmdniun 
Your Co11espaden::e dated DecEnber 9, 1981 l'OOED--PV 
to the Department of ta,d utilizatiO'l. 

'!hank ycu for ya.ir infonnatiO'l. 1he new data Cran the nood 
lr.suran::e Map ~tes will be included in our Revised EIS. Mahalol 

'!hank you for ya.ir Ul)Ut. 

~ 
Wilbert C.F'. Oiee 

ltA$(GAW'fAICOUUTEH8UI.DINCl Sl.11£620 • 810'-.IIAN'ISIAEEl • HONOUJLU ttA¥1AN9Ull • •El DJ 1110 
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GBRJER~ 

HID)"2!1 
DEFMTMENTCF R..ANNlNG AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT -~ 
STATE ENERGY OFFICE 335 14erch1nt Street, Room 110 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Mr. WII Chee, Planner 
Westbury Ho ldfngs, NV 
820 Mllflanf Street, Suite 620 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Dear Hr. Chee: 

Ref fib 81 : 1185/650A 

November 27, 1981 

The Division of Energy, Departllent of Planning and Econmlc Developaent, 
has been asked to review the Environmental la,pact Statement prepared by 
yourself for the proposed develop11ent, The Westbury. We would appreciate your 
reply to several questions the EIA has raised: 

I. The study states that •tfnted• windows will be used 
throughout, Does that mean that they wf 11 be of the dark, 
heat•absorblng variety, rather than the sflver•colored 
reflective variety? 

2, We cannot determine frC111 the rendering If the protrusions 
between the floor are lanais or sills. lf they are lanais, 
will each living unit be equipped with an awning or other 
cover which the occupant can lower as a sunscreen? If the 
protrusions are sills only, what provisions have been made 
to protect the occupant from the considerable heat gain 
inevitable on certain faces of the building? (See page 78 
of Article 8, the energy conservation building code for the 
City and County of Honolulu.) 

More specfflc1lly, since each ltvfng unit will have the 
option of installing a package afr conditioner, it Is likely 
that those units occupying certain faces of the building 
will be less ltkely to need air conditioning because of 
mlnl1111l solar gain, while those units exposed to direct sun 
will need 11111ch greater protection (especially ff lanais are 
not planned.) We wonder If provision has been made to 
counteract what would otherwise be an Interior environment 
that would al•ost certainly necessitate air conditioning 
during 11111ch of the day? 

c:J CJ c:::J c:J 

Hr. Wll Chee, Planner 
Novser 27, 1981 
Page 2 

c:) c::) CJ c..:J ,--.:J 

3. We wonder why gas has been chosen as the water heating 
medium when It Is such an energy.Intensive (and hence 
expensive) c011111odtty In Hawaii. Host new centrally.air 
conditioned structures tn Hawaii are designed with waste 
heat recovery units. While we gather that the building will 
be without central air conditioning, we wonder If the · 
possibility of capturi ng other waste heat sources have been 
explored, and likewise If the option of Industrial.sized 
heat pumps has been looked at. 

Your attention to this matter ts greatly appreciated. 

HCW:ck 

'~ 1/ //4,br7 
~ Howard C. WII g 

Energy Analyst 

cc: Environmental Quality C011111lsslon, State of Hawaii 
Department of Land Utilization, C, C of Honolulu 

,__J 
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WUCh~Planning Pl AHfftNCi • LAJGUS( • UMAONUI.HlAI IUl'ACI 

Decerber u, 1961 

Mr. Howard WUg 
State Energy Office 
Department of Plarning and Econcmic Develq:ment 
335 Merchant Street, Roan 110 
Hcnnlulu, Ha.e!i 96813 

Dear Mr. Wiig: 

Slbject: EIS, Westbury C<rdaninl.ua 
Your C'~ dated HaY8lt>er 27, 1981 
Ref. No. 81- 118S/6SOA 

The fcllodng are replies to the (p!StialS }IQ.I raise: 

1. Tinting of windows will not be of the reflective silver-colored 
variety. WinckMs will be brcnze or gray tinted, althaq-, the 
extent to "'1ich it is heat-absorbing has not yet been deter­
mined. 

2. 1he prottusims between floors are sills. They will be fa.ir 
(-4) feet wide and according to the project architect, will pro­
vide shade for the window areas wring roost of the day. As 
su::h, the heat gain to ..tuch }IQ.I reCer is not mcpected to be 
of a magutule sufficient ernqi to warrant further preventive 
measures. 1he building will be in carpliance with the energy 
cal!letvatia, building code m the City and ca.ity. 

As }IQJ note, the 50lar gain will be \SleVef\J.y distributed among 
the directicnal faces of the building. ttule this ts a natural 
ftici:ia,, there prd:iably will be instances to.here interior 
envircnnents could becane mc:anfortably warm. For these in­
stances, wt~ are desigm to be openable, and si:-,e for 
an air ca,dttiaier will be provided in ...its. 

3. 1he gas systen shcNI ts a ndnlmal "first cost" measure and 
according to the project architect, i& for preliminary costing 
p..irposes. The use of solar p;,nelB or heat puips are being 
considered. 

t hope that these replies llde<pately address ytll1r ca,cerns. Feel 
free to call if }IQJ have any further ~ticns and thank }'0U for yoor 
irp.Jt. 

Slrx:erely, 

~ 
HASlGAWAIKOMUl(t,f .. Oll«J StJl(UO • liOUllllAHISfflHT • HON()lUlU ttAWAIIHl1l • 1El muI0 

c.::) c:J c::J CJ c=) CJ r-...J L--.1 i....-J CJ 
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Gl(MIG.III. Mm$11 ......... _._ Cl:DflU L L TUI• 
... c ............ 

STATE OF HAWAII 
01!PARTlmtfl" CW Hl!AL TH 

•.a.-aN 
NDNDtul.U. ..... _, ..... 

December a, 19B1 

.-.. , . CtWMlN.. It.a 
...... ..-e,M ...... .,. 

NIMY ._ 1HDMNOM. .. .._ 

"""'...,. ......... ,. 
tlll.NILIIIIIIIIMt .. ...,,~--.. 

......... ~ ..... M.A., ...... 

MEHORANDUH 

To: Department of Land Utilization 
City and County of Honolulu 

Prom: Deputy Director for Environinental Health 

Subject: Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for The 
Westbury, Waikiki, Oahu 

NNff.,._,__,..., .. 
.. " ............ ,111: 

, .... , -~-

Thank you for allowing us to review and comment on the 
subject EIS. On the basis that the project will comply with 
all applicable Public Health Regulations, please be informed 
that we do not have any objections to this project. 

We realize that the statements are general in nature 
due to preliminary plans being the sole source of discussion. 
We, therefore, reserve the right to impose future environmental 
restrictions on the project at the time final plans are 
submitted to this office for review. 

~ lev MELVIN 

cc: Office of Environmental Quality Control 
/Westbury Holdings, N.V. 

c:J CJ CJ CJ CJ CJ c::J c::J 

DIPAll'Dmff W 'IHI AIKt 
RUDQIJllll'n.S lllttlD Stans ·- su,,on CIHWID, RAMIi I 

,on 91an11. 11&UA11 ""' 

IIP'ZV-El£-€ 

O,,part~t or Land Utlllntlm 
CJty and a.Jnty or H:lmlulu 
6~ SOut1> K111Q Street 
ltlnalulu, HllwaU 96111' 

Centl!!Nn 1 

f ] =.J 

8 DEC 19tf 

1ht! !nvlroment•I J111111ct Stet'ffllllnt for the Westtury r.ondomlnh111 hH loee,, 

n11hnoed and w hav11 no conatr1t.t ta orrar. Alida rn. • ■lnoT 1ncreue In 

v~~lcul1r trarrtc, the projl'Ct will ha'lfl no slynltlr.ant artver111 lft't'~~l on Al""y 

ctlvltlH ■t rw■rby f'art Dtf\lssy. 

?.!ttiury ttlldtngs, N.V. 
t/ ;rl Olea - Plemlng 

ALO Mllll•nl Strret, Suite f.20 
ttr.olulu, Hl.,.U 9681' 

Slncerelr, 

r,.-t•!n, J ~, r,ned bt' 

JVa.Pti A. HICHT 
COL, EN 
Director or Enr;Jll"ll!erlnq 111111 tb.Js11Y1 
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HEADQUARTERS 
HJIVAL BASE PEARL -Oft 

_,. no 

c::) c:) c:::J 

NAIIL HAR•Oft. HAWAII HHO 1• •tH.Y •tfl• H i 

Ol!partllalt of Land utilizatim 
City and Cbunty of tt::>nolulu 
650 South King Street 
ltlnolulu, Uawall 96813 

Genl:lenen I 

l:hvironnalt:41 Iapact 6tatarent 
'l1le loestllury 

002:vjy 
Ser 2372 

9 DEC 19111 

'11le n-iviromental lllpact Stal:em!nt far 'the test:b.iey, foneroed 

by the Dlvi.ramental ()Jality o:.d&lliai, has been n,viewed ard the Navy 

has no caments to offer. 'fl'J oopy of this letter, the EIS is being returned 

to the State n-iviramental ()lality Omaisaion as requested. 

'l1lAl1k you for the opportudty to review the EIS. 

O:lP.f to, 
~stllury !bl.dings, N.V. 

WU Oiee - Planning 
1120 Hilllani Street, &lite 620 
lbnolulu, aa-ii 96813 

State iXl(: (W/EIS) 

Sincerely, 

I, L ElSIIHHD 
Ueutr."""' Commander, CEC, USN 
Drput)' farlli1le1 Foolnoe, 
lly di<Ktion of tt.. Com,nander 

c:) c::J CJ c:J c=) c::J c:J c:J . .__j 1...-..1 

GIDIIIGI fl ... .a .... -- , ... -., , G CUIIII• 
,...-i_, ...... 

STATE Of' HAWAII 
OCPAlt-T Of' ■DUCATIOH 

r-. o. eo• nM 
MONOltAU. MA••• .... 

0OKf•t ......... H .... • e Deceniber 7, 1981 

Depart-nt of Land Utilization 
city and County of Honolulu 
650 s. King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Daar Sir1 

6U8JECT1 £IS, The Westbury Cond0111inium 
THK1 2-6-1118,9,19, 0.889 Acres 

The subject Environinentai Iaipact Stateaient for the Westbury 
Condominium with 136 units located at 1700 Ala Moana Boulevard 
ia expected to h·ave a negligible impact on student enrollment on 
our schools in the area. 

Should there be any questions, plea•• contact Mr, Howard 
Lau at 737-5231. 

CGC:HL1jl 

ccs Honolulu District 
Mr::• Ja~• Edington 

vWe~tbury Holdings 

Sincerely, 

t 
t,t,.. .... f-• ~ I 

CHARLES G q~ 
Superinte~d;~RK 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 
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GIOMH II. AIUID .. JAC!t K. .iU\IA 
CttAlfl,MMI BO•Rt> 0, AGRIC-Ul ruRIE. OOVl:RNOR 

• lfAflotUAWAH 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
14.10. ICINQ STIIIU 

HOHOt.UL U, HA WAH Nlt4 

November 27, 1981 

H&KlRAtiDUN 

To: Doparbnent of Land Utilization 
City and County of Honolulu 

Subject: EIS - The Westbury 
Westbury lloldtngs, H.V, 
TMK: 2-6-11:0,9,19 - 1700 Ala Hoana, Watktki 

The DepartJllent of Agriculture has reviewed this EIS and has 
no canments to offer at this thne. The copy of the EIS Is returned 
to the Envfrunnental Qiality C011111issfpn. 

We appreciate the opportunity to cam111nt. 

,AaJ. < 
C/ JACK K. IIWA 

cc: /Westbury Holdings, N, V. 
c/o wn Chee Plamtng 
820 Mflflant St., Sufte 620 
Honolulu, HI 96013 

Chafnnan, Board of Agriculture 

CJ c:J c:J c:J C} c:J c:::J c:J c:J "---.I 

GEORGE R IJUYOSHI 

'°""""'NIIJI Franklin Y. K. &IJul 
r,qc1M 

■JATf OF HAWAII 
0£PAAli.,£NI OF SOCIAL SEAIIICES NIO HOU$1NG 

Deoeaber 1, l Hl 

Depart.ant of La.ad Utillaetlon 
City and County of IOnolala 
,so south aln9 Street 
Honolulu, B■vaU '6113 

Oentl•-n• 

lul>jeot, 'file weatbury 
Wa.lUU, O.ba 
&nTia:onaent.al Iapaot l tat-nt 

1U fred K, B11i9i1 
IJlhJf,.blll!CltlR 

filCtWID PAOUMWM 
~"Jl'fPNCtOI 

'fbe llawail loulnv Authority ba• reYi•wed tu BIB for the 
aonatruation of a · 136-anit, lt-atory aondoaini- to be 
known•• the •weatbury• and ba" no ca-nt• to -It• on the 
project, 

Thank you for allowing a■ to ~ton thi■ -tter. 

81noer■ly, 

P~"a tK,a._ 
HIK:ck 

oo, k■tbury loldin9•~ • . V. 

FRANltLIN Y. JC. 8UHN 
Director 



q c:-J p c::J c=J CJ c:::J 

r-e:ll. er !im1:;i!:!! ,'Jc r.n:imm11H}' ::,. ·~•'l~mcnt 
f~lt ·, ~ • ••~ ~ 'Ill . lt 111 l•t' " 1 

•
1 

c;•,o ~;011 111 J(IJI(; ::·, ;:•.Lr.~,•, I i.OOR 
1101I01.ULU, HAWt\11 !)hSIJ 

Dlallllber 2, 1981 

HEmRANDllt 

TOa Htchael M. McElroy, Dtnctor 
Depart.ant of Land Utfltzatton 

Rt(II: Joseph K. C11111nt 

51111.JECTa Envtroianhl Impact Sllt .. nt (EIS) 
The Westbury Pro.tact 
llltktkt, Oahu 

C) 

We have revtawed the EIS for the subject project and reccanend 
that ION units be set 11tde for tow/lllldtratt and gap tncOIIII 
f•tlf••· 

Thank YoU for forwarding the E:15 for our c011111nt, 

/ CC: Westbury Holdtnvs, N.Y. 
Wtl Chll--Pl1nntng 
820 Mtltlant StrHt 
Suite 620 
Honolulu. H1watt Hill 

JOSEPH K. CONANT. 
01lglnal Signed 

JOSEPH K, COfWfT 

c::J c:i CJ CJ c:J c:1 CJ c:::J CJ c:J 

OE:PARTMEHT OF PARKS AHO AECRl!:ATf OH 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
IIQ SOUTH KING ITOlllllT 

MONOl.•utka, . NAWhl ..... 

CJ 

■ IL.e■ .... , ... O■IIIIGN •a•••" tt ua.,t.iet• 

MEMORANDUM 

TO 

December 9, l9Bl 

MICHAEL M. McELROY, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND UTILIZATION 

IA .. L C••t.. 

•••• ' " ■t••c••• 

01c•• .- ., . ....... 
CtlUnt•t IIUII- • 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

ROBERT K. MASUDA, DIRECTOR~~~~,~ 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS) 
THE WESTBURY CONDOMINIUM· WAIKIKI 
TMK: 2-6-ll: 81 9, 19 

We have no objection to the proposed Westbury Canda~1nlum ta be 
developed 1n Waikiki. Our comments and recommendation for the 
project have been Included In the EIS report. 

Recreational amen1ttes are be i ng provided and the app1tcant Is 
aware that the project ts subject to compliance with the Park 
Dedication Ordinance No. 46Zl . 

Should you have any questions. please call Mr. Jason Yuen at 
extension 4695 . 

RKH:vc 

cc: Aestbury Holding, N.V. 
(Wll Chee, Planning) 

OEC. 18 \981 
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GE OROE R ARIYOSHI 

DEPARTMENT Of PLANNING 
AND ECONO'v11C DEVEIOPMENT 

tlDEIOKONO , ...... 
fFIAHK SKNYANUC , ... ,......,~ .. --------

~~~ 150SoulfloR'"9SI ftonoflulu tta11r .. l•M.IIMQA44rPt.t PO 8oie'3!at HonoluM ..,__._....,.. 

Mr, Michael IU!ruy 
Dlnctar 
Depan.nt of Land Utllbatian 
City lad Comty of Hanolulu 
650 South llna Street 
Hanolulu, Hlwal1 116113 

Dtar Mr. Mclllroy: 

Dealllhor 15, 1911 

Alf. No. 3995 

aibJeet: atrlrmamital -.,.ct Stei-t foT the llestbury, .. lkW, 
a.tu 

i..r staff bu revined the BIS for the Westbury C.ondmln1m lnl llu 
no specific ~u to offer ntlatln to ti. prapoad acttan. 

1hln1t you for the opporttallty to ~tan this •ttn-. 

Sincerely, 

..fl. I 1/ , . I 
_ ,;,,, .t / - ~!;•:. ,rlt.-..&!.·,t, _.,, , ,. .~.• / 

./. a:i .. ,tbury ltlldlnp, N,Y. 
Wll Oiee - Plamina 
820 Nllllanl Stftet, Suite 6Z0 
HaQOlulu. Hmall 116113 

ru•to Imo 

CJ c::J ::::::J CJ CJ c:J CJ c -7 'i.....-..1 

STP 8. 792t 

Deoaaber 1,. 1,11 

Nr. Jllobael N, NcZlroy 
Du.otor 
DepartMDt of Lan4 Utiliut.ion 
City end county of Bonolula 
150 loath JtiD9 St:rHt: 

' Boaolal111 BaweU Hill 

Dur Nr. McBlra:,1 

llllY~tal Illp&ct Stat:eaent: 
TIie W.atbury, Walltiki, Oaha 

.. ba'H red--4 the aiabjeot clocnaeDt u4 baft c!eumin•d 
tbat .. atbury Bolclin9• baa adeqaatelJ addnaaad oar earlier 
concern■• we do, bow9ftr, wlab to infom :JOU that the 
deYeloper auat apply for conatractioa peralt for -r work 
that 1■ ~ vithb oar ritbt-of-w•r• 

V,uy ~, roura, 

.rrt" •,::/:. J''I/ ';'id t If •,:, , , ,. ,,.._ 'a 
/)• I' JI. · / · 

ayotioll.l a{Jaall.lonna 
Director of Tr-■pon:atioa 

CCI ~estbury Holdings, N.V. 



c:> 

llolff"LI' tu 
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C_j ( 1 c=i c:J c:) 

DEPARTMENT or rtiE AIR FORCE 
ttt 4jJoil,u/\fUI II~ 1~ fH U UA .,l ~'fUU , , ,~l.r,-,, I 

111c..:AM AIU fOUC[ IIJlo'Ot ,.,,,'\iAII 1.r,n~,J 

DEEV (Mr Y~mada, 449-1831) 

Environmental Impact Statement for the 1/estbury 

orfke of Environniental Qual lty Control 
550 llalekaur1ila Street, 1100111 301 
llonolulu, Jtl 96813 

c.::J C) 

OlC 11 ~Bl 

I. This office has reviewed the subject EIS and has no conment to render 
r•1l,1tiv~ 10 the pro11osed project. 

C) 

2. lie greatly appreciate your cooperative efforts in keeping the Air Force 
dllPrised of your project and thank you for the opportunity to review the 
document. 

~~ 
0111,clor oC Clnl En1laev1·h11£ 

Cy to: Dept or Land Utilization 
City and County of llonolulu 
650 South King Street 

_,,11011olulu, 111 96813 
,fHestbury Holdings, 11.V. 

l-lil Chee - Planning 
820 Mililani St, Suite 620 
Honolulu, Ill 96813 

c::J .c:J c:J c:J CJ 

I ,, 

(" 

UllllO 

Departl:lent of Land Utilization 
City and County of Hono 111111 
6S0 South kinR Stre11t 
Uonolulu, lla11aU 96813 

Caatl-n: 

c:J { -1 

,,~, 
~ l'l-l£RAI 
,I 

·'" 

Uta lleatbury 

CJ c=i 

l 4 DEr. 1981 

Tioank you for rrovtding 11■ the opportunity to review your propoaed rroJect, 
"The lleatbury" l!nvirorunental Impact Stat.,.ent. 

Ua have cODpleted our review and hava no c.-ent■ to offer at this tlae. 

cc: 1Af;~tb11ry lloldinR9, UY 
EIC/v/F.IS 

_,;aura truly, 
'J. •. r · •. . ). c::.. -4, ., .•~· · . C , ~ ,_.i, . · ..... o· l ./ 

JERRY 11. IIATSllllA 
capt■tn, 11ANr. 
Contr ~ Eur.r 0 ,ffi«T 

C:J 



c:J C7 c:J c:J c=J c::J c:J C) CJ 

DEC I 5 1~·11 

oe.-.. r~nt of Land Utlli••Uon 
City and Collllt:y of BoAOlulu 
6S0 South Xlng Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 16113 

Gentl-n, 

llubjuct, t:nwironaental llllpaot Statuient for 
'th• IM11t:bury . 

Tl,.ank you for thie opport:Wlity to review and =-nt 
on the Hubjoct project. · 

'the project will not have any adver•e enviroQIDental 
effect on any existing or plenned facil1Ue■ serviced by 
our uovarll.1ent. 

Very truly yours, 

RlKIO NISHIOKA 
State Publ.lc Work■ 1::nvineer 

Hlsjll 

CCI Weatbury Holding■, N.V. 

(P):ZO:ZS.l 

CJ c::J CJ c:J c:::J c::J c::J C=> 

e!l 
University of Hawaii at Manoa 

Watet Rc1ow~n R•n:•u;h Ccater 
llolmn 111II 283 • ~o Dole Slroel 

llonolulu, llaw1II llllll2J 

14 Decellber 1981 

Department of Land Utilisation 
City, Couuty of Honolulu 
650 South Una Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96613 

Centle-nt 

Subject: EIS for the Westbury Cond~lnlua, Vatkikl, D•hu, 
November 1981 

c=1 

Me have reviewed the subject EIS and have no co-nta to offer, Thia 
uterial vaa reviewed by IIRRC personnel, Thank you for the opportunity to 
co-nt. 

c:::J 

Sincerely, 

c~~ J.ffl~ ~j: 
Edwin T. Hurabayaahi 7 
EIS Coordinator 

ETH:J• 

cc: H. Cee 
Y.S. Fok 
Ve8'.ury 

A 

AN EQUAL o r rORTll~ ITY EMl'LOYf.R 

-----



C) c=i CJ c:J C:J 

December 16, 1981 

Department of Land Utlllntlon 
City and County of Honolulu 
6 50 South l\ Ing 5 t re et 
llonolulu, Hewell 96813 

Gentlemen: 

c:J c::J c:) 

The Federal Aviation Admlnl■tratlon ha■ no further comment 

lo make on the EJS for the Weatbury project In Waikiki. 

Sincerely, 

H. C. McClure 
Director, Weetern-PacUlc Region 

cc: 

y"We■Lbury Holding■, N. V. 
W ll Chee - Planning 
tlZO Mllllanl Street, Suite b?O 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

E:nvlronmental Qua Illy Co1r,mle1lon 
550 llalekau,.,Ua Street, Roon· 301 
llonolulu, Ill 961113 
w/ £IS 

/I PC- I F:IIJ Ao.ldwln:en•:X56')6 

cc: ,, W n_ I 

c::i c=J CJ c::i CJ C=:J CJ CJ CJ c=J C:J 

&tLC.C.N .. AND •• I ON ...... " 

HOORANDlM 

OEPARJ .. ENT OF TFIANSPOATAT!ON SERVICE $ 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HONOLULU MUHICtPAL IIUILOt~G 

ISO SOUTH KING ST,_E.T 
HDJ.IOLULU. HA.All e1•t t 

December 11, 1981 

TO: HICHAEL H. HcELROY, DIRECTOR 
~PARTHENT OF LAND UTILIZATION 

FROH: ROY A. PARKER, DIRECTOR 

SllBJECT: THE WESTBURY ENYIRONHEHTAL IHPACT STATEHEHT 

We have reviewed the EIS for the Westbury Condomlnlun project and find 

that the traffic related Issues have been adequately addressed. 

, ... J , .. ~~ .,., " ~ 

wCJ J ~-le----
-F (' ROY A. PARKER 

cc: Westbury Holdings, N.V. 
Wil Chee - Planning 
8ZO Hilllant Street, Suite 6ZO 
Honolulu, Hawaft 96813 

TEll /Bl-398Z 
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GIOfiCf a &allO,,MI 

✓.;-;.• .::_ ... ,. 

(~~/) 
~ 

STATE OF HAWAII 

IJ[PAIUMC.NT or' AND AND NATURAL Rl:.SOURCES 

f' 0 90,t t..J:• 
ttOttOl.llLU HAWAII 116eo• 

December 24, 1981 

llonorable Michael N. HcElroy 
Dept. of Land Utilization 
650 So. King Street 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Dear Hr. HcElroy: 

IUSUYU ONo. C,....fllMIUI 
........ _._.,.....,_NIIIIWMH 

IClG.&R A H,UHW 

NN" IQ IHI UM,-tll 

OIVISK)NS: 
,IQU,IC\,11, tuaf Df¥t10Mo11•• ......... 
"41U411Cat~•· 
t()8IM ••H 0- &-o 

NM>UIIC..lfi lllfcaclMI .. I 
co-fTMIIC.ll 
IONll•T J,,1111) WIIOIIIC 
JAflll u-..u .. , ... 
IUtl .,,.,_, 
•• ,. ................ ,0,. ... , 

We appreciate the opportunity ro review the EIS for 
the proposed Westbury condominium. 

The site of the condominium is in an area occupied 
by early non-native settlers to Hawaii. It may contain 
artifacts of that period as well as bones of natives and 
early non-white settlers. 

We recommend that if during clearing and excavation 
any remians (artifacts, bones, burials, bottles, sub­
surface walls or footings, charcoal deposits) are 
encountered, the work should be stopped immediately and 
our historic sites section contacted at 548-7640. 

cc: Jl'he 1-lestbury 

Sincerely, 

~O~hairman 
Board of Land and Natural Resources and 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

c::) C:J 

~ 

~ 

c::J 

Untied s1a1ea 
Dapar1menl ol 
Agriculluta 

CJ C:J 

So~ 
Conse,vahon 
SeMc• 

CJ CJ 

P. 0 . Box S0004 
llonolulu, llawali 
96850 

CJ CJ 

Dece■ber 18, 1981 

Mr. Tyrone Kusao 
Director of !.and Utili~ation 
Department .f Land Utiliiation 
City an~ roWlty of Honolulu 
6S0 So11\'h King Street 
llonoll)tu, Ill 96813 

Pear Mr. Kusuo: 

Subject: EIS for the lfestbury Condominium, WBlUU, III 

We have reviewed the subject environmental impact state11ent and bave 
no co.-ents to offer. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review thi s EIS. 

Sincerely, 

\ /""""' ....... X-~-­
/ 

' · r."\ "::) J 
/ JACk P. KANALZ 

State Conservotioni 
\ 

cc: 
-Westbury lloldings, N.V. 
'lfii -Cliee - Planning 
820 Mililani St., Suite 620 
Honolulu, Ill 96813 

.... Sew CO"'ll'hahuf• 5.-,.,c, 
,1, ... ,1~,ic , : I,,.. 
O•P••t,....,.1 ~• A1.1•• ""•"t-

CJ 

:SCSrA,- I 

"'·"' 

~ 



·CJ CJ c:J CJ CJ c:J CJ c:J 

DEPARTMENT OF Gl;NERAI. Pl.ANNING 

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU 
HO IOUTH l<INO STIIEET 

HONOLULU~ H4'tAU 1•111 

CJ 

EtL•Ut fl. AMDl: .. ION .... , .. •JLLAIID 1', CHOW ....... •r.-••·· .,, •••• 

December 18, 1981 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Hr. Michael H. HcElroy, Director 
Department of Land Utilization 

ll&L .. H POfl'IMOlla 

..... , ...... , •&.-••·· ·••tc•• 

DGPll/81-4122 

SUBJECT: The Westbury Environmental Impact Statement 

We have no further co11111enta on the ~ubject environmental 
impact statement. Our earlier comments have been 
acknowledged by the applicant and are discussed in the 
EIS. 

AP;;.1.~ 

WILLARD T. CHOW 

/<.J;;l~,j 
RALPH KAWAMOTO 
Planner 

cc: vffestbury Holdings, N. V. 
Wil Chee - Planning 
829 Hililani Street, Suite 620 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

CJ CJ CJ CJ CJ 

r.nvlr~tal OJa?Uy 0:ali•iai 
550 llalekaUlllla St.i•t 
lkn>lulu, 11-.11 Hill 

n..r&lra 

8ub,-:t1 'ft• tfHWUy 

c:::J CJ CJ CJ ,.. 7 

~I 23, 1!1(11 

tie ha• r.vlawd a. envlr-tal .lqiact aut:muit for tlie •ul1Ject rroj~t 
.nd haft no aJA.W,t:. to offer •t this um.. 'lliank you to, 1-rovl,lll1<J thlt "'rt 
for our 1niev. 

.Nbj;:I 
C2/IA1 

aa ,:OOtllury lloW!n<Ja "• V, 

Binc:eroly yairo, 

,/ tv <J)_"' t,1✓ I;_ w. tlorrow 
D11actor 
D1virt11i.:r11bll r.011lth 
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