
From: 	 Miyamoto, Faith 
To: 	 'elizabeth.zelasko@dot.goV ; Carl.Bausch1111@dot.gov  
CC: 	 'zaref@pbworld.com'; Hogan@pbworld.com ; 'Judy Aranda' 
Sent: 	 6/5/2010 9:49:02 AM 
Subject: 	 FW: Admin FEIS Items 
Attachments: 	Preparers 052510.pdf 

Hi Liz and Carl  — 

I  have responded to your comments in your email. 

Any schedule on when we will receive comments on the FEIS text? 

Also, attached is the List of Preparers that we currently have in the FEIS. Please review and provide me with any updates as 
soon as possible. 

Amy will send you a status report on the letters. 

Thanks. 

Faith 

From: elizabeth.zelasko@dot.gov  [mailto:elizabeth.zelasko@dot.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, June 03, 2010 12:36 PM 
To: Miyamoto, Faith; Zaref@pbworld.com  
Cc: Ca rI.Ba usch1111@dot.gov  
Subject: Admin FEIS Items 

Hello Faith and Amy, 

I wanted pass on some additional comments on the document before I lose track of them. 

(1) We have not received the preface of the administrative FEIS. We had concerns about the language in that 
text and would like to see a revision soon.  You should receive the preface by the time you get into the office 
on Monday. 

(2) FTA has also not yet received the addendums to the technical reports. Could you send those to use today? 
CDs with the technical reports were sent by FedEx yesterday (June 4, 2010). 

(3) Chris is reviewing the Section 4(f) chapter. However, one item that I did not see mentioned in the write up on 
the Veterans Memorial was a discussion of vegetation removal at that site. Ray Sukys recalls being told that 
trees would need to be removed. The 4(f) discussion should mention the tree removal. I sent his comments 
on earlier this afternoon.  Tree removal will be discussed in Section 4(f) chapter. 

(4) We have been reviewing the mitigation table. We anticipate that this table would accompany any future ROD 
for the project. We would like the table to include the mitigation that would be included in the design criteria 
guidelines. For example, there is additional text at the end of the Visual Resources Chapter that is mitigation, 
but it is not in the mitigation table.  Please clarify, "Should the mitigation table in the FEIS include the design 
criteria mitigation?" 

(5) In reviewing the Outdoor Circle Comment letter, I noticed that language in the mitigation table on trees, T-1 
through T-3, is not as specific as included in the PA. The letter also referenced consulting with the HDOT 
landscape architect for the project. It did not seem to be consistence with the mitigation table's related 
mitigation on Page 4.  We will check on this. 

In response to your comments on the letters. 

I went ahead and accepted the changes on the Servco letter. Please see comments that need some more explanation. 

The letters with TCC review were sent prematurely by me. We hope to have additional comments to you on that letter by 
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tomorrow morning. 

We found the Dale Evans, K Kupukaa, K Faulker, the Matson letters are fine. I will take a look the Native Hawaiian Legal over 

the weekend and get other folks to assist with reviewing the letters you sent this morning. 

PA 

Below is a summary of a discussion I had with Pua this afternoon on the PA. These are the concerns she mentioned. 

(1) In reviewing the provisions on Historic Districts, the language in the PA relies on a City zoning "overlay 
districts" to preserve individual groupings of historic and cultural resources through the application of 
architectural and other design guidelines and standards for developments surrounding them. Overlay districts 
already established include Chinatwon, Merchant Street, and the Hawaii Capital civic center areas. This 
language is included in a whereas clause on page 4. However, the TOD zoning ordinance has language that it 
overrides any other zoning ordinance. The SHPO is concerned that the TOD zoning ordinance removes 
protections to the historic districts afforded through the zoning overlays. 

(2) The SHPO also has some concerns about reinternment responsibilities for discoveries of Native Hawaiian 
burials. In the PA there are three options for deciding how to mitigate the disturbance of Native Hawaiian 
burials. First, the burial could remain in place and the column would be relocated. Second the burial could be 
reintered within the project boundaries near where the burial was discovered or lastly, it could be reintered at a 
location offsite. What has happened in the past, that the SHPO is concerned about, is that the responsibility of 
identifying a suitable location for a burial falls on the SHPD. The SHPO wants to make sure that the PA clearly 
identifies the City as having that responsibility with language along the lines that it is the City's responsibility to 
identify a relocation site that is acceptable to the OIBC. This language would need to be added to two 
sections of the PA; Stipulation III.D.2 and Stipulation XI.C. 

(3) As discussed previously, the SHPO would like some assistance from the City with the workload/staffing issues 
associated with the PA. One proposal is establishing a Certified Local Government. Part of this is request is 
related to pressure from the SHPD being under review by the National Park Service 

I will be out of the office tomorrow. Please call my cell at 202-841-4912 if you have any questions. 

Liz 

Elizabeth Zelasko 
Federal Transit Administration 
Office of Planning and Environment 
elizabeth.zelasko@dot.gov  
(202) 366-0244 

AR00104567 


