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use of a ‘white' concrete appearance. Is that a correct material they will use? Even if so,
the shadows will be significantly more prominent.

Their choice of view locations/angles is carefully done, of course.

The width of the guideway and its vertical thickness are smaller than what the actual
plans call for. Many of the support columns are quite obviously slimmer than they should
be.

They are showing support columns on thin grassy strips of median with virtually no
‘buffer’ between the median curb and the pillar itself That is not legal.

One of the Dillingham shots (DEIS, fig 4-27) shows a pillar resting directly in the right
turn lane. I'm thinking that may be a no-no.

These also do not properly indicate the foliage that will be removed.

The Dillingham shot similar to our rendering talks about trees 'softening’ the visual
impact, but they don't mention the trees that will be removed on the Mauka side of the
street. The angle they use disguises it. The Fort Street Mall shot is a joke. They
positioned the shot to put as many trees as possible in the view line.

The photos and renderings on the following pages illustrate our concern with the impacts of
clevated rail along the waterfront and through the center of Honolulu:
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