
From: Hakoda, Riley K
To: Quinones, Natasha A
Cc: Orodenker, Daniel E; Derrickson, Scott A
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] IAL laws
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 10:33:34 AM

IAL testimony

-----Original Message-----
From: Kathleen Shimizu <kathylshimizu@icloud.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 8:34 AM
To: Hakoda, Riley K <riley.k.hakoda@hawaii.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] IAL laws

I just received a letter from a law firm informing me of the IAL laws and the concerns related to them for owners of 
the parcels affected by these laws.
First off, I want my parcel taken off the list for the following reasons:
1. Farming is an unpredictable venture. We are subject to the whims of Mother Nature, the market and neighbors.
2. We are aging and plan to slow down or stop production and/or harvesting.
3. How do we meet sales requirements when our farm is soooo small and again subject to so many variables.
4. It seems we have zoning laws already, and ag dedication opportunities(which we have).
Perhaps those should be enforced instead of creating more laws that would require many layers of bureaucracy and
cost to the taxpayers.
5. If people are grandfathered and omitted from the IAL laws I’m okay with that, but to make new laws after people
have purchased their properties and have invested in other uses seems unjust. These governmental decisions are
what cause people to have to sell their lands and move.

Some questions:
1. If our land is currently ag dedicated, how does it change?
2.is this only for the part of our property that’s ag or the whole lot?
3. Who sat on the panel to write these laws? Couldn’t be the small farmers, they know better.
4. Will everything be finalized before owners of impacted lands can petition?
5. What are the dates for IALs to be complete and lands put into this category?
6. What happens to lands on the market that fit the criteria for IAL but are being sold for development?
7. How did other people get their land off the list without lawyering up?

I have tried contacting my councilwoman but she has not returned my calls or emails.
Here’s my info.:
Paul and Kathleen Shimizu
59-388 Alapio Rd.
Haleiwa, HI
Oh. (808)497-2995
TMK RP 1-5-9-017-062-0000-000

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Hakoda, Riley K
To: chiappets001@hawaii.rr.com
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Designation of Important Agricultural Lands Waianae
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 11:07:00 AM

Aloha and Mahalo for your email/public testimony.
Please contact the Department of Planning and Permitting City and County of Honolulu Raymond
Young 808 398 6933 to discuss your property exemption request.
 

From: chiappets001@hawaii.rr.com <chiappets001@hawaii.rr.com> 
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 10:59 AM
To: Hakoda, Riley K <riley.k.hakoda@hawaii.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Designation of Important Agricultural Lands Waianae
Importance: High
 
Aloha Riley:
 
I just signed up for the April 28, 2021 meeting for the Designation Of Important Agricultural Lands
 
 
I wanted to leave a written statement, but could not locate the site to do so, is it too late?
 
 
My address is 85-1512 Waianae Valley Road, Waianae, Hawaii. 96792
 
The size of my property is only 1.020 acre, to small to make. a living farming and there is no way to
farm. There is a house and garage on the property, so that makes even more unreasonable to
designate this property for farming.
 
I am writing to say that my property should be exempt.
 
My TMK #850040870000
 
 
Mahalo,
 
Albert J Chiappetta
Sylvia B Chiappetta
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April 26, 2021 
 
To: 
State Land Use Commission 
PO Box 2359 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-2359 
 
Subject: “All agricultural lands are important but some are more important than others.” 
 
To the Members of the Land Use Commission, 
 
I would like to request you to deny the County’s proposal for designation of IAL for the Island of Oahu.  The 
City and County (C&C) of Honolulu IAL designation process has caused more confusion among small parcel 
landowners and the C&C has presented misleading information where they downplayed many of the important 
changes that will affect the most basic property rights of individual land-owners. 
 
The IAL designation is perhaps a complex process, but it shouldn’t be an unfair one. Those with more acreage 
at stake, out of necessity will have more time and resources to analyze the intricacies of its implication, have 
representatives to attend meetings, and better benefit from taking advantage of Landowner Initiated 
designation process (and have the legal & financial resources to voluntarily designate majority (>50%) of the 
land and protect the remainder from further designation by the County) thus determining an optimal path 
forward to strategize activities to take advantage of IAL credits among other benefits such as the “85/15 
incentive”. 
 
I have received a single community meeting notice (Hale’iwa 2017) for the IAL from the C&C, and I attended 
that one meeting.  The panelists provided misleading take-away-message: that no additional restrictions would 
be placed on the county designated IAL and simply it is not a zoning issue.  They emphasized that by having 
the county designate, it would relieve individual small parcel landowners of the legal burden of voluntary 
designation and would open small parcel owners to IAL related tax credit. (which I have found out recently that 
it is set to expire in 2021 unless SB339 SD2 is passed to extend the DOA certification of credit to 2030). 
 
In addition, the City and Count of Honolulu has done a very poor job in justifying how and why they are 
proposing to designate certain parcels as IAL (un-farmable cliffs and gorges) and some were specifically 
excluded. I’m afraid that C&C designated IAL acreage-count will become a blanket “acreage-under-IAL-
designation” card to trade so that prime “lands in blocks of contiguous, intact, and functional land units large 
enough to allow flexibility in agricultural production and management” HRS [§205-43] (e.g. Koa Ridge & 
Ho’opili) are urbanized without the scrutinization that it deserves: “because there are choke acres of farmable 
cliffs and small parcels that can take advantage of the economics of scale.” 
 
We have not received additional meeting notices from the C&C nor additional informational & input sessions, 
until the notice (dated April 12th 2021) for this hearing to testify before the Land Use Commission. 
  
Finally, isn’t all agricultural land important? The practice of designating some AG but not all already zoned as 
AG as “important” is in bad faith and in pretense of the constitutional mandate of promoting agriculture.  I do 
not believe the City & County has done a fair and transparent process for identifying parcels for IAL 
designation.  I would urge the Land Use Commission to further review the C&C’s designation process to 
ensure it is actually an inclusive process and that it fairly involve small parcel land-owners & famers whose 
land are at stake. 
 
Aloha, 
 
 
 
 
Han-Chow Wang & The Wang Family 



Aloha mai kākou,

Aloha, my name is Bronson “Kainoa” Azama and I am a youth advocate and kamaʻāina of
Heʻeia, Koʻolaupoko. I am a former State President of the Hawaiʻi Future Farmers of America
Association, so the preservation of rural lifestyle and revitalization of agricultural and
aquaculture practices are near and dear to my heart. I am writing to the Land Use Commission
(LUC) in a request that the LUC and the City & County of Honolulu consider designating more
lands in the Koʻolaupoko moku [Kualoa-Waimānalo] as Important Agriculture Lands (IAL). I
request that the IAL include a majority of the ahupuaʻa of Heʻeia, lands in Hakipuʻu, Waikāne,
Kāneʻohe [Lūluku in particular], Kailua [Maunawili and Parts of Kawainui], and Waimānalo.

Much has changed in the past few decades and even since the recommendations were made in
2018 by the County. There has been a renewed resurgence amongst our community to return to
rural lifestyle and begin the process of land reclamation and revival of traditional agricultural and
aquacultural practices. Therefore the LUC and the County ought to expand their IAC
recommendations in windward Oʻahu.

In Heʻeia alone there are efforts by Kākoʻo ʻŌiwi to restore over 350 acres of traditional
farmlands to their former usage as Loʻi Kalo (Taro patches) and food forests. In the uplands
there are families still conducting Taro cultivation in ʻIolekaʻa, and excellent agricultural work
being done in Waipao by Papahana Kuaola, with a great deal of agricultural potential on the
Kahuku side of Haʻikū Valley. All of these lands are pertinent for preserving the Ahupuaʻa
concept in Heʻeia, where these organizations provide benefit to their partners in makai regions
which includes Paepae ʻo Heʻeia who is restoring the Heʻeia Fishpond and the Hawaiʻi Institute
for Marine Biology, which is conducting coral research in how the restoration of traditional
agriculture is benefitting our reefs. The holistic practices occurring in Heʻeia make it an
ecological wonder filled with biodiversity from the various practices occurring, therefore the LUC
and County ought to consider getting more community input from this region to create proper
IAC designations. Some organizations to consider working with in Heʻeia include but are not
limited to: Kākoʻo ʻŌiwi, Papahana Kuaola, Koʻolaupoko Hawaiian Civic Club, Koʻolau
Foundation, and the NERRS.

In Hakipuʻu there have been great efforts by the Fukumitsu ʻohana and a handful of families to
hold onto their lands and preserve the agricultural practices of their ʻohana. The Fukumitsu
ʻohana in particular have been cultivating Taro for decades, and their work has been well
respected amongst our community, therefore I would recommend that the Taro lands of
Hakipuʻu be designated as IAC as well.

Waikāne has long been home to multi-generational farmers and is still being cultivated today.
These lands which are well suited to support a number of agricultural endeavors ought to be
designated as IAL, as the County has recommended the neighboring ahupuaʻa of Waiāhole.

In the Kāneʻohe Ahupuaʻa the ʻili ʻāina known as Lūluku located where the Hoʻomaluhia
Botanical Gardens are should also be designated as IAC. These lands like all the lands I have



mentioned previously were traditionally abundant lands for Taro production, Maiʻa (banana), and
so much more. Fortunately there are renewed efforts to restore these farmlands. This region
has a culturally significant history that is preserved through restoration of traditional agricultural
practices. With the ancestral abundance of this place returning it would be wise to designate
these lands as IAC, in recognition of the historic, current, and future use.

The Kailua Ahupuaʻa has found itself reawakening through creating space. As visible at Ulupō
Heiau and in Maunawili many of the traditional practices are being revitalized by various small
farmers and nonprofits. Some organizations to consider reaching out to include: Kaʻuluakalana,
Hoʻokuaʻāina, and the Kailua Hawaiian Civic Club, the LUC & County should also reach out to
the small farmers in Maunawili to create proper IAL recommendations.

I am very pleased that both the County and LUC have created well thought out
recommendations in Waimānalo. I would simply request that another round of outreach be done
for this community as well, as in the past few years they have experienced quite the shift as
well.

I would like to thank the LUC and County for considering updating the Important Agricultural
Land Designations on the island of Oʻahu. As an ʻōpio and former State President of the Hawaiʻi
FFA, I would simply ask that both the LUC and the County accept my recommendations to
include more lands in the Koʻolaupoko Region as IAL in collaboration with various community
organizations and the community at-large, all in an effort to further expand the recommended
designations. Our lands in Koʻolaupoko were known for being suitable for agriculture in the past
and its potential is still great to serve such a purpose in our near future. Therefore, we must
reevaluate which lands should be designated by working with the various groups in our
communities.

Now more than ever when looking at a Post-COVID future, must we set the foundations toward
a sustainable future and diversified economy. So please hear my recommendations and
concerns and designate more lands as IAL with the collaboration of the broader community, in
the Koʻolaupoko Moku.

Aloha nō,
Bronson “Kainoa” Azama







From: Yvonne Watarai
To: DBEDT LUC
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Designation of Important Agricultural Lands (My Updated Testimony) For April 28,April 29 2021
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 3:21:25 PM

AMENDED (WATARAI, YVONNE Y TRUST, TMK: 87018023
PROPERTY ADDRESS:  87-969 PAAKEA RD, WAIANAE, HI 96789

This is my AMENDED  Testimony (as in the prior testimony, I was too upset to properly
gather my thoughts) against the designation  (IAL) , and the improper and inadequate
procedure in notifying we land owners:

First of all, many of us are not educated enough to understand what has been going on even
though you have sent out notices. We read them, but don’t understand them and we just expect
the government to do the right thing, not TAKE CONTROL  of our properties that  may have
been in the family for generations. 

I feel that small land owners have not had proper notification as many of us don’t have the
knowledge, the wherewithal to know the seriousness of this process nor the resources like big
land owners to navigate this process. You, the government, did not contact landowners
adequately to conduct an agricultural economic feasibility analysis on EACH INDIVIDUAL
property proposed on the map. (MY PROPERTY FOR EXAMPLE, DOESN’T HAVE
WATER, I DON’T HAVE THE FUNDS TO INSTALL A WATER SYSTEM)  I would have
appreciated if I had gotten a notice to set up a time for an “official” to actually visit my
property and inform me of the proposal for my property.  We all should have been
individually “educated”.  Not just sent notices saying our properties may be designated as IAL
and not inform us of the EXACT DETAILS of what you are planning to do!  I feel the
government has dealt with this manner underhandedly.

Many of us have not been able to attend meetings.  We should have been sent notices of what
was covered in the meetings so that we were informed that you are taking away our rights, our
inheritances, our estates for our children and grandchildren and the freedom to decide if we
want to farm OUR properties.  And the notices should be in simple terms, not mumbo jumbo
that only an attorney would fully understand.

Also, a property could be listed as a Trust and there could be more than one owner,  I know of
one family in which, not all owners  listed on the trust were notified of what is happening. 
They only found out that their property is in jeopardy because I called them to find out if they
new what the GOVERNMENT may do with their property. And the individual that received
notices, told me “hopefully we will be grandfathered in”.  He’s may be in for a big surprise! 
So as you can see, ALL owners were not adequately notified.

Also, I don’t understand… why do these properties need to be designated as IAL? If we need
so much land set aside for AG, why did they allow the former sugar cane and pineapple fields
be allowed to build homes and shopping centers?  I just don’t get it.  I own only a 5 acre plot
of which approximately one acre has two dwellings and the other 4 is currently not farmed
because I have no water for farming.  I can’t afford it and can’t find someone to lease/rent the
4 acres.  My father purchased the property, informing me to bequeath it to my descendants,
now I may not be able to with all of the possible restrictions. We can’t even sell it because
who will want to purchase it with all of the restrictions. The value of my property will also

mailto:yywatarai@yahoo.com
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probably plummet.

The government is trying to limit occupancy in dwellings to “actively farming tenants only”.
This could affect the cost of leases and land AND will limit kupuna and other retired farmers
from living on their land on which they worked hard.  In my case, the farmer leasing my land
retired and I have not been able to find another farmer( he was using water from his property). 
I have two homes that are being rented.  The tenants have been there for over 40 years.  If my
property becomes IAL…then what?  I have to kick them out?  They’re elderly… where are
they going to find reasonable rent?My father always told me to take care of my tenants… what
will happen to them. What will happen to my property? Will  you  take it away, will I be faced
with huge penalties?  I already pay huge property taxes because I am not able to find a farmer!

Needless to say, I am so unhappy with our City and State Government who are supposed to
have their citizens’ interest at heart.  I now understand why many have expressed distrust with
the Government!  Please reconsider and do not pass this Designation of IAL.

Thank you,

Yvonne Y Watarai   (808) 371-2261



From: James Shipman
To: DBEDT LUC
Cc: rebranco@capitol.hawaii.gov; repmartin@capitol.hawaii.gov; Representative Lauren Matsumoto; Representative

Sean Quinlan; senlee@capitol.hawaii.gov; Senator Gil Riviere
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Statute 205-47 Important Agricultural Lands Designation
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 4:03:44 PM

To The LUC and City and County:

The letter we received from the Land Use Commission dated April 12, 2021 is the first
notification we received regarding this issue.

Such an important designation (proposal) of private land owners property and property rights
should have been sent out directly to private land owners PRIOR to the City &  County
starting such a process, and then AGAIN after the City and County determined such properties
would be proposed for such a designation.

To request comment on the process now, after it has taken place seems disingenuous.  
Moreover, how this designation would specifically affect the land has not been outlined or if it
has, has not been communicated directly to the private land owners, important stake holders.

Additional criteria should have been included.

It seems the LUC, the State of Hawai’i, and the City & Counties should be focused on
legislation that assists the farmers and land owners; income tax exemptions, gross excise tax
exemptions, assistance-delivery of water, subsidized water-power, storage and transport of
good and services for farming, and everything else a farmer needs to be competitive. 

There is ample agricultural land, specifically State land, that is NOT being farmed now,
WHY? That should be the immediate focus of making farming sustainable.

Jim Shipman
JShipman808@gmail.com
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Nodie Namba-Hadar and Sam Hadar 

Haleiwa, HI 

 

 

Testimony of Nodie Namba-Hadar and Sam Hadar 

With regard to the Conformance of C&C of Honolulu Important Agricultural Lands (IAL) 

Recommendation to Applicable Statutory and Procedural Requirements 

 

Commissioners and Board Members of the LUC, 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to address the Commission in this hearing.  Our names are Nodie 

Namba-Hadar and Sam Hadar, and we are the owners of one of the properties that is being 

proposed for designation as IAL by the City and County of Honolulu. 

 

We oppose this because: 

-There was very little stakeholder participation or facilitation of “an inclusive process of public 

involvement”.  We, as landowners and major stakeholders, were basically unaware that this 

was going on. 

-Landowner notification was very last minute.  The letter from the LUC notifying us of this 

hearing was received just one week prior, which did not give us enough time to research what it 

was about and respond appropriately. 

-The C&C of Honolulu has done little to educate the landowners on the matter.  In fact, the 

most helpful information we received was from the law firm of Durrett Lang Morse, LLP and 

even they are unclear on many issues.  For example, the legal definition of IAL has three 

qualifying points, whereas the HRS Section 205-44 sets forth eight standards and criteria. 

-The C&C of Honolulu did not, as required by IAL law, develop its maps of “potential lands to be 

considered for designation as important agricultural lands in consultation and cooperation with 

landowners…” (HRS 205-47b)  

-Much of the land that is being recommended as IAL is utterly unfit for agricultural cultivation, 

indicating that the C&C of Honolulu did not appropriately research or survey the land. 

-The C&C of Honolulu has not made clear the ramifications of an IAL designation to landowners.  

What are the potential benefits?  What are the limitations and restrictions?  

 

Based on these considerations and the fact that the C&C of Honolulu has not complied with 

legal requirements in connection with this designation of IAL, we respectfully ask that you deny 

the C&C of Honolulu’s recommendation for designation. 

 

Thank you for your time and attention. 

 

Nodie Namba-Hadar 

Sam Hadar 



From: Melanie Uyeda
To: DBEDT LUC
Subject: [EXTERNAL] IAL Designation
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 5:16:28 PM

April 27, 2021

Mr.Raymond Young
Staff Planner, Community Planning Branch
Dept of Planning and Permitting
650 S. King St 7th floor
Honolulu, Hi  96813

Dear Sir,

This letter is inform you that our property Tax Map Key: 870040290000  is a residential property of only 6000 sq.
Ft. It is not used for agricultural land and should not be considered for IAL designation!

Very Sincerely,

Lawrence T. Uyeda, Trust
Eunice E. Uyeda
87-304 E St. Johns Rd
Waianae, Hi 96792

Sent from my iPad

mailto:melanieuyeda96792@gmail.com
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From: Tom Witten
To: DBEDT LUC
Cc: Janet Witten
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Thomas S. Witten - Written Testimony - Regarding C&C of Honolulu IAL Recommendations- Process

and Procedural Requirements, 4/28/21 Agenda Item
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 5:54:24 PM

Land Use Commission
Department of Business, Economic Development & Tourism
State of Hawaii
 
Subject: Thomas S. Witten and Janet L. Witten - Written Testimony:  Regarding
Conformance of C&C of Honolulu IAL Recommendations- Process and
Procedure Requirements
Landowner: TMK 5-7-01:007 (Royal Patent 360, LC Award 2836), Koolauloa,
Oahu
 
Aloha LUC Chair and Commissioners:
 
As a new landowner of the subject referenced small agricultural kuleana lot
(0.15 acres/ 6,534 Sq. Ft.) that is recommended to be classified as IAL, I
appreciate the LUC’s efforts to notify us of the pending LUC’s consideration of
the City and County of Honolulu’s (City’s) IAL recommendations.  As highlighted
in the  Aprils 12, 2021 notice to impacted property owners, the LUC hearing
this week will only be focused on the process and procedures used by the
County to formulate the IAL recommendations.
 
With my knowledge and experience of having prepared agricultural land
assessments and/or providing expert witness testimony before the LUC on
eight (8) prior petitions for declaratory rulings regarding IAL voluntary
designations, I offer the following observations and comments on the City’s IAL
process in relationship to Chapter 205 HRS:
 

1.     Identify and map potential lands based on the criteria contained in Ch.
205-44 HRS.  Although the eight (8) standards for IAL should all
contribute to determining the identification of IAL, there is not a
specific criteria related to parcel size.  However, criteria number seven

mailto:twitten@pbrhawaii.com
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does address “lands that contribute to maintaining a critical land mass
to agricultural operating productivity” and this criteria should be
considered when identifying parcel sizes for IAL.  In examining the
Inventory of the City Recommendations for IAL Designation by TMK
Parcel Number, I noted 418 parcels that are less that the State’s
minimum 1 acre lot size for agricultural lands. Many parcels that are
less than 5,000 sq. ft.  And an additional 308 parcels that are less than
2 acres which is the City’s minimum lot size under Ag-2 zoning. Of the
total number of parcels proposed to be IAL, this equates to over 40%
of the proposed parcels being existing non-conforming ag. zoned
parcels. Why include these parcels?
 
Based on my review of the City’s petition information and attendance
at one of the Community Meetings during the IAL community
outreach process in 2017 (almost 4 years ago), I would anticipate that
a brief survey of these 726 small landowners (and the balance of the
1800 parcels) would clearly demonstrate that the landowners  are not
aware of the impacts of their lands being classified by the LUC as IAL. 
These landowners should be better informed of what the IAL
designation would add to the land use regulations affecting their lands
and have an opportunity to provide informed comments, including a
written response from the City during the consultation process.  The
individual landowners know their lands best and should be informed
about IAL before the LUC takes action on the City’s proposed IAL. 

 
2.     IAL standards and criteria.  The City’s methodology resulted in

narrowing the identification of IAL lands to only three (3) of the eight
(8) criteria.  Of those 3 key criteria, any parcel (or portion of parcel)
was included in the IAL recommendation if it met only 1 of the 3
criteria.  The City’s approach and methodology resulted in a flawed
process of mapping lands that should be considered for IAL
designation.  And, the subject landowners, unless they had the
resources to retain legal or professional planning services to formally
object to the City’s conclusions, were not given an adequate
opportunity or information regarding how the proposed IAL



designation may impact their lands.  And, as noted below in comment
5., the City was not accurately representing the legal encumbrances
that being designated IAL would add to the subject lands.
 

3.     Viability of existing agribusinesses.  With over 40% of the parcels
proposed to be included in IAL being existing non-conforming parcels
that allow the construction of a single-family dwelling (on lots existing
before June 4, 1974) or farm dwellings under City zoning, these small
farms would more likely contribute to subsistence agriculture vs. a
viable agribusiness.  Why include these parcels in IAL?

 
4.     Notice to all landowners.  I have confirmed that the prior owner of my

kuleana lot was notified by mail regarding the IAL process.  However,
the information provided under the notification process and
subsequent public outreach did not provide adequate information as
to how the lands proposed to be classified as IAL could impact future
land uses and/or approvals related to the use of the property.  In this
case, the owner provided a response that requested that the subject
parcel not be considered for IAL.  The City never provided a written
response other than a second notification letter stating that the
subject parcel was being recommended for IAL. I do not consider that
reasonable due process for such an important land use designation.

 
5.     Public outreach program.  Out of interest and to better understand

the City’s IAL process, I attended Community Meeting 3 at Aiea
Intermediate School.  At that meeting, questions were asked of the
City regarding what the impact of being classified IAL would be.  The
response, in general terms was something like: “no impact...this is just
an overlay district and there are some incentives offer by the
State...no changes to land use regulations affecting agricultural lands”. 
Another question asked:  As provided for in the IAL law, was the City
going to offer any incentives? The City’s general response was: “No
proposed incentives being offered by the City...we already offer low
property tax rates for ag. lands”.

 



The information presented to the public and the responses to
questions was not accurate and/or complete and could have provided
many concerned landowners with the impression that they should
have no concerns regarding IAL.  If a more complete assessment and
presentation of what IAL designation means to a landowner were
provided, I am certain more landowners would be expressing their
opposition to being classified IAL.

 
Conclusion
 
The LUC should, upon the evidence presented and testimony provided by
impacted landowners, remand the IAL recommendations back to the C&C of
Honolulu.  The City should consider the testimony presented to the LUC and
conduct a much more informed and robust community outreach process and
make subsequent refinements to the IAL methodology and resultant
recommendations for Oahu before requesting the LUC’s formal review and
consideration.
 
Mahalo for the opportunity to provide testimony and your consideration. 
Unfortunately, I will not be available to attend the LUC hearings this week but
will be following the process and, as necessary, providing additional testimony
to the LUC and/or the City in the future.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas S. Witten and Janet L. Witten (TMK: 5-7-01:007)
2277 Halakau Street
Honolulu, Hawaii  96821
 
Email:  twitten@pbrhawaii.com
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From: Kaleo Searle
To: DBEDT LUC
Cc: resyoung@honolulu.gov; Mary Searle; Bob n Bert Searle
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Important Agricultural Lands (IAL) Written Testimony
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 8:05:48 PM

Aloha Land Use Commission,

I am submitting my written testimony and formal objection, in writing, as I am unable to 
view/attend the online meeting slated for April 28th and 29th, 2021. 

I will keep this email brief and concise. 

My family and I reside at 85-485 #D Waianae Valley Road (TMK # 850190016) and I am 
presently on title with my mother, Roberta L. Searle, for the aforementioined property. 

We are against the City & County’s proposed map for IAL designations AND the proposed 
revisions. There are several reasons for my/our disapproval and objection, but as previously 
stated, maintaining the brevity of my testimony, I will list two:
1. Zoning and permitting challenges.
2. Occupancy limits on farm dwellings.

Several days ago I received a letter from the Land Use Commission regarding this movement 
and I call into question the validity of the process, procedures, and criteria utilized for this 
designated proposal. Needless to say, I was surprised as this was the first and only line of 
communication in which I received regarding this endeavor.

I am available for contact if desired:
Email: kaleo.iam@gmail.com
Cell: (408) 724-0640

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter and I pray that you will use wisdom 
and discernment in making your decision.

Respectfully,
Christopher  Kaleo Searle

mailto:k.searle@cccsofhonolulu.org
mailto:dbedt.luc.web@hawaii.gov
mailto:resyoung@honolulu.gov
mailto:mmaliamakana@aol.com
mailto:searle001@hotmail.com
mailto:kaleo.iam@gmail.com


From: cari leiva
To: DBEDT LUC
Subject: [EXTERNAL] IAL DESIGNATION
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 10:08:52 PM

Joshua Ramos
Caridad Leiva 
87-1029 Iliili Road
Waianae, Hawaii 96792
TMK 87019030

RE: Conformance of C&C of Honolulu Important Agricultural Lands (IAL)
Recommendations Land Use Commission Meetings April 28-29, 2021

To The Land Use Commission Members,
We at the above referenced TMK is hereby registering a formal objection to being included in
the IAL designation for the following reasons:

1. The C&C of Honolulu did not fully discuss the details and consequences of how an IAL
designation will impact the property.

2. The narrow criteria the C&C of Honolulu used for recommending IAL should not be
adopted by the Land Use Commission. A more comprehensive process should be utilized. 

3. In accordance with HRS 205-47(d)(5) the C&C of Honolulu did not provide a adequate
format for the landowners that will be affected to articulate it's position on being designated as
an IAL. 
e.g. Kupuna, people not proficient in the use of modern technology (tech savvy), or
new landowners like ourselves that was not made aware of or disclosure of the
possible IAL designation on perchance of property.

At this time a contested IAL Designation Case Hearing is also being requested.

Respectfully,
Joshua Ramos
Caridad Leiva 
(808) 499-5548
Carill808@gmail.com

mailto:carill808@gmail.com
mailto:dbedt.luc.web@hawaii.gov
mailto:Carill808@gmail.com


From: Marcia Peterson
To: DBEDT LUC
Subject: [EXTERNAL] testimony for LUC April 28-29 on Important Ag Lands
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 11:46:46 PM

TO: Land Use Commission
From: Marcia Peterson and family
RE: Pueo Land Trust (Kipapa Farm)
       94-424 Kamehameha Hwy.
       TMK 94005010

Dear LUC Board Members;

THe City & County of Honolulu has fallen grossly short in ensuring that small farmers are
fully informed and understand the implications of an IAL designation of their farm land.  We
were not fully aware and have not received notifications of meetings and forums regarding
IAL.
Our family has been farming on Oahu for over 120 years.

THere has NOT been full transparency from the CIty & County in how this IAL designation
would affect a small farming operation like ourselves.  We question their IAL designation
procedures and how their criteria was applied to certain ag lands.  We don't know who the
consultant was or the committee members.  If these persons had any farming experience, they
would know that the criteria they set would only be detrimental to certain small farmers like
us.  

Why is it that the committee set only 3 criteria for IAL designation when they were supposed
to set 8 criteria according to the law?  Why did the C&C not make sure they consulted with all
landowners as the IAL law mandates? This provision in the law MUST be followed.  Just
sending out meeting notices does not assure that all landowners and farmers have been
contacted and are aware of the ramifications of this designations on their family farm.

If the state and city wants to support Hawaiian agriculture for current and future farmers of our
state, then we need to take several steps back on the implementation of the IAL and review
how this can be better implemented with full transparency and complete communication with
all farmers and landowners.

Mahalo for your time and consideration.
Marcia Peterson

mailto:alohamarcia808@gmail.com
mailto:dbedt.luc.web@hawaii.gov






MICHAEL AND PATRICE WRIGHT 
62-196 KAWAILOA DRIVE HALEIWA HAWAII 96712 
808.497.9265;   MIKE@WRIGHTHAWAII.COM 
 

April 26th 2021 

 

Land Use Commission 

 

RE:   Proposed Designation as Important Agricultural Land by City and County of Honolulu 

 

Gentlemen,  

I am the owner of the fee simple interest in 62-196 Kawailoa Drive, Haleiwa, HI, TMK: (1) 6-1-5-021, a 
4.6 acre parcel zoned Ag-1.  The parcel is improved with a single family farm dwelling and we raise citrus 
and avocado (50+ producing fruit trees).  

I have been notified of the intent of the LUC and the C&C of Honolulu, to place a designation of 
“Important Ag Lands” on our property. 

I am strongly opposed to the placement of said designation on my property, for the following reasons: 

• Places additional, unnecessary regulations and restrictions on me as a landowner, when the Ag-
1 zoning is already highly restrictive.  

•  Imposes illegal limits and restrictions on who can occupy our farm dwelling. 
• Imposes unjust fines and penalties for not adhering to additional restrictions.  
• There are no clear rules or definitions as to what constitutes “actively farming”. 
• The C&C of Honolulu has no current ability to administer and enforce additional restrictions and 

regulations.  
• The placement of the IAL designation is highly arbitrary and inconsistent, as demonstrated by 

the fact that my parcel has been recommended for the IAL, while huge tracts of Ag-1 zoned land 
immediately adjacent to our property is not proposed for IAL. 

• Our soils are poor, and do not meet the test for A or B grade ag soils, needed for the IAL 
designation.  

• Additional layer of bureaucracy and governmental oversight and restrictions will serve to 
devalue our property.  

Additional governmental bureaucracy, overseeing an already highly restrictive and regulated zoning is 
completely unnecessary, and places unfair burdens and restrictions on property owners.    

Sincerely,  

Mike Wright 
Michael G. Wright 



From: Michael Wright
To: Hakoda, Riley K; DBEDT LUC
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Opposition to IAL Designation
Date: Tuesday, April 27, 2021 10:22:36 AM
Attachments: image.png

April 26th 2021

 

Land Use Commission

 

RE:   Proposed Designation as Important Agricultural Land by City and County of Honolulu

 

Gentlemen,

I am the owner of the fee simple interest in 62-196 Kawailoa Drive, Haleiwa, HI, TMK: (1) 6-
1-5-021, a 4.6 acre parcel zoned Ag-1.  The parcel is improved with a single family farm
dwelling and we raise citrus and avocado (50+ producing fruit trees).

I have been notified of the intent of the LUC and the C&C of Honolulu, to place a designation
of “Important Ag Lands” on our property.

I am strongly opposed to the placement of said designation on my property, for the
following reasons:

·         Places additional, unnecessary regulations and restrictions on me as a landowner, when
the Ag-1 zoning is already highly restrictive.

·          Imposes illegal limits and restrictions on who can occupy our farm dwelling.

·         Imposes unjust fines and penalties for not adhering to additional restrictions.

·         There are no clear rules or definitions as to what constitutes “actively farming”.

·         The C&C of Honolulu has no current ability to administer and enforce additional
restrictions and regulations.

·         The placement of the IAL designation is highly arbitrary and inconsistent, as
demonstrated by the fact that my parcel has been recommended for the IAL, while huge tracts
of Ag-1 zoned land immediately adjacent to our property is not proposed for IAL.

         Our soils are poor, and do not meet the test for A or B grade ag soils, needed for the IAL

mailto:mike@wrighthawaii.com
mailto:riley.k.hakoda@hawaii.gov
mailto:dbedt.luc.web@hawaii.gov



·
designation.

·         Additional layer of bureaucracy and governmental oversight and restrictions will serve to
devalue our property.

*       The IAL designation provides NO incentives or benefits to small famers/land owners,
only additional burden. 

*       It is literally impossible to generate steady revenues from a small farm.   Further, there is
no probitability in small farms.   Revenue and/or profit tests associated with the IAL
designation are impossible to meet. 

Additional governmental bureaucracy, overseeing an already highly restrictive and regulated
zoning is completely unnecessary, and places unfair burdens and restrictions on property
owners.  

Sincerely,

Mike Wright

Michael G. Wright

Michael G. Wright
808.497.9265
mike@wrighthawaii.com

mailto:mike@wrighthawaii.com
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