Page 1 of 2

ITEM NO. 15

: ’ . . BILL 78 (2015)
SpeakerResgistration/Testimony

Name
Phone
Email
Meeting Date

Council/PH
Commitiee

Agenda Item

Your position
on the matter

Representing
Organization
Do you wish to

speak at the
hearing?

Written
Testimony

B.A. McClintock
8080000000
redahi@hawaii.rr.com
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As a member of The OutdoorCircle I am opposed to Bill 78 because it would increase
sign clutter in parks and on public buildings and equipment throughout the Island of
Oahu.

Throughout its 104 year history, The Qutdoor Circle has been dedicated to eliminating
visual blight and sign clutter in Hawaii.

We advocated for and strongly support Hawaii’s sign law because it prohibits all
outdoor, off-site advertising signs. This means that no one can display visual messages
anywhere outdoors except on their own property. And here on Oahu, advertising on
one’s own property is also strictly regulated by the sign ordinance of the City and
County of Honolulu.

We believe the reasons for these strict laws against visual pollution are obvious.
Hawaii is the most beautiful and special place on earth. The natural beauty of these
islands supports our tourism industry and enhances the quality of life for all of our
residents. We must support and protect our laws against sign clutter in order to
preserve our visual environment for future generations. This is a duty The Outdoor
Circle takes very seriously. And, we know our elected officials take this duty seriously
also.

The currently proposed ‘Bill 78 Relating to Sponsorships’ seriously threatens to
weaken our sign laws because it allows off-site visual displays to be placed outdoors
on City-owned land,buildings and equipment in return for a financial payment from the
sponsor. This clearly violates the intent of Hawaii’s sign law., If it is allowed to pass, it
will begin the erosion of that law.

The Outdoor Circle opposed Bill 78 when it was discussed in 2016 and asked that the
Council amend it to specifically prohibituse of any type of sign as sponsor recognition.
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1 arn disappointed that another version of Bill 78 has been brought fnrward this year
that still dnes nnt probibi signs and proposes to sell advertisiog in parks aod on a wide
range of other Cily assets.

Several years ago, those who wanted to proliferate huge signs pulled by airplanes or
trucks sued the City and County of Honnlulu for violating their First Amendment righs
i free speech, After a lengthy and eostly legal battle, the court upheld our sign laws on
the grounds that all parties who wanted to proliferate signs were treated the same in
Hawai. Bill 78 wnuld change that by making exceptions hased on financial pavments
i the Clty. Once our sign laws are put {n jenpardy, they will be chailenged from many
quariers, and the next court roling may ant go nur way.

I urge you to take & stand inday in support of strong sign laws. Please vote against this
latest version of Bili 78 and any other propesal that seeks jo make exceptions to the
prohibition against off-site outdoor signage. Future geocrations will thank vou for
preserving the scenic beauty of Gahu

Testimbny
Attaehment

Accept Terms
and Agreement
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Opposing Bill 78, CD1
April 5, 2017

As a member of TheOutdoorCircle I am opposed to Bill 78 because it would increase
sign clutter in parks and on public buildings and equipment throughout the Island of
Oahu.

Throughout its 104 year history, The Outdoor Circle has been dedicated to eliminating
visual blight and sign clutter in Hawaii,

We advocated for and strongly support Hawaii’s sign law because it prohibits all
outdoor, off-site advertising signs. This means that no one can display visual messages
anywhere outdoors except on their own property. And here on Oahu, advertising on
one’s own property is also strictly regulated by the sign ordinance of the City and
County of Honolulu.

We believe the reasons for these strict laws against visual pollution are obvious.
Hawaii is the most beautiful and special place on earth. The natural beauty of these
islands supports our tourism industry and enhances the quality of life for all of our
residents. We must support and protect our laws against sign clutter in order to
preserve our visual environment for future generations. This is a duty The Outdoor
Circle takes very seriously. And, we know our elected officials take this duty seriously
also.

The currently proposed *Bill 78 Relating to Sponsorships’ seriously threatens to
weaken our sign laws because it allows off-site visual displays to be placed outdoors
on City-ownedland,buildings and equipment in return for a financial payment from the
sponsor. This clearly violates the intent of Hawaii’s sign law. If it is allowed to pass, it
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will begin the etosion of that law,

The Ouidoor Circle opposed Bill 78 when # was discussed in 2016 and asked that the
Council amend it to specificallyprohibituse of any fype of sign as sponsor recRgnition,
! am disappointed that another version of Biil 78 has been brought forward this vear
ihat still does not prohibit signs and proposes to sel advertising In parks and on a wide
range of other City assets.

Several years ago, those who wanted 1o proliferate hupe sipns pulled by airplanes or
trucks sued the Clty and County of Honohule for violating their First Amendment fght
to free spesch, Afler o lengthy and costly legal hattle, the court upheld our sign laws on
the grounds that sl parties who wanted to proliferate signs were reated the same in
Frawai, Bill Y8 would change that by making exceptions based on financial payments
b the City. Onee our sign laws are put in jeopardy, they will be challenged from many
guarters, angd the next court ruling may not go our way,

Furge you to fake g stand today in support of strong sign laws, Please vote against this
batest version of Bil 78 and any other proposal {hat seeks to make exceptions to the
prehibition against off-site putdoor signage. Future generations will thank you for
preserving the scenle beauty of Ozhu

Sipcerely,
Valerie Yoniz

&77 Auwing Strect
Eatlau, Hi 96734
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Opposing Bill 78, CDI
April 5, 2017

As a member of TheOutdoorCircle I am opposed to Bill 78 because it would increase
sign clutter in parks and on public buildings and equipment throughout the Island of
Oahu.

Throughout its 104 year history, The Outdoor Circle has been dedicated to eliminating
visual blight and sign clutter in Hawaii.

We advocated for and strongly support Hawaii’s sign law because it prohibits all
outdoor, off-site ad vertising signs. This means that no one can display visual messages
anywhere outdoors except on their own property. And here on Oahu, advertising on
one’s own property is also strictly regulated by the sign ordinance of the City and
County of Honolulu.

We believe the reasons for these strict laws against visual pollution are obvious.
Hawail is the most beautiful and special place on earth. The natural beauty of these
islands supports our tourism industry and enhances the quality of life for all of our
residents. We must support and protect our laws against sign clutter in order to
preserve our visual environment for future generations. This is a duty The Outdoor
Circle takes very seriously. And, we know our elected officials take this duty seriously
also.

The currently proposed ‘Bill 78 Relating to Sponsorships’ seriously threatens to
weaken our sign laws because it allows off-site visual displays to be placed outdoors
on City-ownedland,buildings and equipment in return for a financial payment from the
sponsor. This clearly violates the intent of Hawaii’s sign law. If it is allowed to pass, it
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will begin the erosion of that law.

The Outdnor Clrcle opposed Bil] 78 when it was discussed in 2016 and asked that the
Counctl amend # 10 specificallyprobibituse of any type of sign as sponsor recognition.
I am disappointed that annther version of Bill 78 has been brought forward this year
that still does not prohibit signs and proposes (o sell advertising in parks and on a wide
range of other Cily assels.

Several years ago, those who wanted to proliferate huge signs pulled by airplanes or
trucks sued the City and County of Honolulu for violaling their First Amendment night
0 free speech, Affer 2 lengthy and costly legal battle, the court upheld tur sign laws on
the grounds that all parties who wanted o proliferate signs were treated the same in
Hawaii, Bill 78 would change that by making exceptions based on financiai paymenis
to the Cily. Once our sign laws are put in jeopardy, they will he challenged from many
quarters, &nd the next cour! TRlIDE 1RaY 10T ZO DUF Way,

! urge you o take a stand loday in support of strong sigh lews, Please vote against this
iatest version of Bill 78 and any other proposal that seeks to make exceptions fo the
prohibition against of-site outdoor signage. Fulure generations will thank you for
preserving the scénic beauty of Oabu.
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As a partner of a member of TheOutdoorCircle I am opposed to Bill 78 because it

would increase sign clutter in parks and on public buildings and equipment throughout
the Island of Oahu.

Throughout its 104 year history, The Outdoor Circle has been dedicated to eliminating
visual blight and sign clutter in Hawaii.

We advocated for and strongly support Hawaii’s sign law because it prohibits all
outdoor, off-site advertising signs. This means that no one can display visual messages
anywhere outdoors except on their own property. And here on Oahu, advertising on
one’s own property is also strictly regulated by the sign ordinance of the City and
County of Honolulu.

We believe the reasons for these strict laws against visual pollution are obvious.
Hawaii is the most beautiful and special place on earth. The natural beauty of these
islands supports our tourism industry and enhances the quality of life for all of our
residents. We must support and protect our laws against sign clutter in order to
preserve our visual environment for future generations. This is a duty The Outdoor
Circle takes very seriously. And, we know our elected officials take this duty seriously
also.

The currently proposed “Bill 78 Relating to Sponsorships® seriously threatens to
weaken our sign laws because it allows off-site visual displays to be placed outdoors
on City-owned land,buildings and equipment in return for a financial payment from the
sponsor. This clearly violates the intent of Hawaii’s sign law. I{ it is allowed to pass, it
will begin the erosion of that law.

The Outdoor Circle opposed Bill 78 when it was discussed in 2016 and asked that the
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Council amend it to specifically prohibit use of any type of sign as sponsnr
recognition. 1 am disappoeinted that another version of Bill 78 has been brought forward
this year that still does not prohibit signs and proposes to sell ad vertising in parks and
on a wide range of other Clty assets,

Several years age, those who wanted to proliferate huge signs pulled by alrplapes or
trucks sued the Ciy and County of Honolulu for violsling their Firgt Amendment right
to {ree speech. After a lengthy and costly legal battle, the court upheld our sign laws on
the grounds that all parties who wanted o proliferate signs were treated the same in
Flawail BH1 78 would change that hy making exceptions based on finaneial payments
1o the City. Once our sign laws are put in jeopardy, they will be challenged from many
guarters, and the next court niling inay not go our way.

Furge you fo take & stand 0day in support of strong sign laws, Please vote spainst this
latest version of Bill 78 and any other proposal that seeks fo make exceptions to the
profibition against off-sife cutdnor signage. Future generations will thank you for
preserving the scenic beauty of Oshu,
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As a member of The OutdoorCircle I am opposed to Bill 78 because it would increase
sign clutter in parks and on public buildings and equipment throughout the Island of
QOahu.

Throughout its 104 year history, The Outdoor Circle has been dedicated to eliminating
visual blight and sign clutter in Hawaii.

We advocated for and strongly support Hawaii’s sign law because it prohibits all
outdoor, off-site advertising signs. This means that no one can display visual messages
anywhere outdoors except on their own property. And here on Oahu, advertising on
one’s own property is also strictly regulated by the sign ordinance of the City and
County of Honolulu,

We believe the reasons for these strict laws against visual pollution are obvious.
Hawaii is the most beautiful and special place on earth. The natural beauty of these
islands supports our tourism industry and enhances the quality of life for all of our
residents. We must support and protect our laws against sign clutter in order to
preserve our visual environment for future generations. This is a duty The Outdoor
Circle takes very seriously. And, we know our elected officials take this duty seriously
also.

The currently proposed *Bill 78 Relating to Sponsorships’ seriously threatens to
weaken our sign laws because it allows off-site visual displays to be placed outdoors
on City-owned land,buildings and equipment in return for a financial payment from the
sponsor. This clearly violates the intent of Hawaii’s sign law. If it is allowed to pass, it
will begin the erosion of that law.

The Outdoor Circle opposed Bill 78 when it was discussed in 2016 and asked that the
Council amend it to specifically prohibituse of any type of sign as sponsor recognition.
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T arn disappointed that another version of Bill 78 has been brought forward this vear
that still does not prohibit signs and proposcs to sell advertising in parks and on a wide
range of other City assets,

Several years ago, those who wanted 1o proliferate huge signs pulled by airplanes or
frucks sued the City and County of Honolulu {or violating their First Amendment right
10 free speech. Afler a lengthy and costly legal battle, the court upheld our sign laws on
the grounds that all parties who wanied tn proliferate signs were treated the same in
Hawaii. Bill 78 would change that hy making exceptions based on financial payiments
to the City. Once pur sign laws are put in jeopardy, they will be challenged from many
quarters, ard the next cowt raiing may not go our way.

b urge you i fake a stand today in suppoit of sirnng sign laws. Please vole against this
latest version of Bl 78 and any other propnsal that seeks to make exceptions fo the
prohibHion against off-site euldoor signags. Fulure generations will thank you for
preserving the seenie heauty of Oahu,

4427
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Opposing Bill 78, CD1

April 5,2017

As a member of TheOutdoorCircle I am opposed to Bill 78 because it would increase

sign clutter in parks and on public buildings and equipment throughout the i1sland of
Oahu.

Throughout its 104 year history, The Outdoor Circle has been dedicated to eliminating
visual blight and sign clutter in Hawaii.

We advocated for and strongly support Hawaii’s sign law because it prohibits all
outdoor, off-site advertising signs. This means that no one can display visual messages
anywhere outdoors except on their own property. And here on Oahu, advertising on

one’s own property is also strictly regulated by the sign ordinance of the City and
County of Honolulu.

Written
Testimony

We believe the reasons for these strict laws against visual pollution are obvious.
Hawaii is the most beautiful and special place on earth. The natural beauty of these
islands supports our tourism industry and enhances the quality of life for all of our
residents. We must support and protect our laws against sign clutter in order to
preserve our visual environment for future generations, This is a duty The Outdoor

Circle takes very seriously. And, we know our elected officials take this duty seriously
also.

The currently proposed ‘Bill 78 Relating to Sponsorships’ seriously threatens to
weaken our sign laws because it allows off-site visual displays to be placed outdoors
on City-ownedland,buildings and equipment in return for a financial payment from the
sponsor. This clearly violates the intent of Hawaii’s sign law. If it is allowed o pass, it
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will begin the erogion of that jaw,

The Outdoor Circle opposed Bill 78 whoen it was discussed in 2016 and asked that the
Counctl amend i o specificallyprohibituge of any type nf sign as sponsor recognition.
I am disappointed that another version of Bili 78 has been brought forward this vear
that still does not prohibi signs and proposes to sell advertising in parks and on 2 wide
range of other City assets.

Several years ago, those whn wanted in proliferate huge signs pulled by alrplancs or
trucks sted the City and County of Honoluly for vieolating their First Amendment right
to free speech. After 4 lenpthy snd costly legal battle, the court upheld our sign laws on
the grounds that all parlies who wanled to proliferate signs wore ircated the same in
Mawain. Bill 78 would change that by making exceptions based on financial payments
to the City. Once owr sign laws are ;i in jeopardy, they will be challenged from many
guariers, and the next cpurt rebing may not g0 our way.

Furge you to take 8 gtand loday I support of strong sign laws. Pleasse vole against this
latest version of Bill 78 and any olher proposal thet seeks to make exceptions to the
prohibition against off-site ouidoor signage. Future generations will thank you for
prescrving the scenic beauty of Gahu.

{32017



SpenherResistration/Testimony

Name
Phone
Email
Meeting Date

Council/PH
Committee

Agenda Item
Your position
on the matter
Representing
Organization
Do you wish to

speak at the
hearing?

Written
Testimony

Page t of 2

ITEM NO. 15
BILL 78 (2015)

Karin Ingersoll
808-255-2358
naaualii@hotmail.om
04-05-2017

Budget
Biil 78
Oppose
Self

§6:¢ Hd €-Ud¥ 110z

No

Opposing Bill 78, CD1
April 5, 2017

As a member of The OutdoorCircle I am opposed to Bill 78 because it would increase
sign clutter in parks and on public buildings and equipment throughout the Island of
Oahu.

Throughout its 104 year history, The Outdoor Circle has been dedicated to eliminating
visual blight and sign clutter in Hawaii.

We advocated for and strongly support Hawaii’s sign law because it prohibits all
outdoor, off-site advertising signs. This means that no one can display visual messages
anywhere outdoors except on their own property. And here on Oahu, advertising on
one’s own property is also strictly regulated by the sign ordinance of the City and
County of Honolulu.

We believe the reasons for these strict laws against visual pollution are obvious.
Hawaii is the most beautiful and special place on earth. The natural beauty of these
islands supports our tourism industry and enhances the quality of life for all of our
residents. We must support and protect our laws against sign clutter in order to
preserve our visual environment for future generations. This is a duty The Outdoor
Circle takes very seriously. And, we know our elected officials take this duty seriously
also.

The currently proposed ‘Bill 78 Relating to Sponsorships’ seriously threatens to
weaken our sign laws because it allows off-site visual displays to be placed outdoors
on City-owned land,buildings and equipment in return for a financial payment from the
sponsor. This clearly violates the intent of Hawaii’s sign law. If it is allowed to pass, it
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wili begin the erosion of that law,

The Cutdnor Circle npposed Bill 78 when # was discussed in 2016 and asked that the
Councii amend i to speciflcally prohibitise of any type of sign as sponsor recognition.
| am disappointed that another version of Bl 78 has been brought forward this year
that still docs not prohibit signs and propeses tn sell advertising In parks and nn a wide
range of other City assets.

Several years ago, those who wanted {o prodiferate huge signs pulled by airplanes or
trucks sued the City and Crunty of Honolulu for violating their First Amendment right
to free speech. Afler s lengthy snd costly legal battle, the court upheld our sipn Iaws nn
the grounds that all parties whe wanted fo proliferate signs were treated the same in
Hawaii, Bifl T8 would chanpe that by making exceptinns based on financial paymenis
to the City. Once our sigh laws are put in jenpardy, they will be challenged from many
quarters, and the next cour! ruling may not 2o nur way.

Furge you to fake a stand today in suppnrt of strong sign laws. Pleasc votc pgainst thiy
fatest version of Bill 78 and any other proposal that sceks fo make exceptions to the
prohibitinn against off-sitc outdoor signage. Future generations will thank vou for
preserving the scenic beauty of Oalm.

Sincercly,

Karin Ingersoi

432017
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April 5, 2017

As a tax paying citizen [ am opposed to Bill 78 because it would increase sign clutter
in parks and on public buildings and equipment throughout the Island of Oahu.

Throughout its 104 year history, The Outdoor Circle has been dedicated to eliminating
visual blight and sign clutter in Hawaii.

We advocated for and strongly support Hawaii’s sign law because it prohibits all
outdoor, off-site advertising signs. This means that no one can display visual messages
anywhere outdoors except on their own property. And here on QOahu, advertising on

one’s own property is also strictly regulated by the sign ordinance of the City and
County of Honolulu.

We believe the reasons for these strict laws against visual pollution are obvious.
Hawaii is the most beautiful and special place on earth. The natural beauty of these
islands supports our tourism industry and enhances the quality of life for all of our
residents. We must support and protect our laws against sign clutter in order to
preserve our visual environment for future generations. This is a duty The Outdoor

Circle takes very seriously. And, we know our elected officials take this duty seriously
also.

The currently proposed ‘Bill 78 Relating to Sponsorships’ seriously threatens to
weaken our sign laws because it allows off-site visual displays to be placed outdoors
on City-ownedland,buildings and equipment in return for a financial payment from the

sponsor. This clearly violates the intent of Hawaii’s sign law. If it is allowed to pass, it
will begin the erosion of that law.

4/4/201"
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The Ouidoor Circle opposed Bill 78 when it was discussed in 2016 and asked that the
Council amend i to specificallyprohubituge of any type of sign as sponsor recognition.
I arn disappointed that another version of Bill 78 has been brought forward this vear
that still does not prokibit signs and proposes to sell advertising in parks and on a wide
range of other City assets,

Several years ago, those who wanted to proiferate huge signs pulled by airplanes or
trucks sued the City and County of Honnluly for violating their First Amendment vight
to free speech. After a lengthy and costly lega! battle, the court upheld our sign laws on
the grounds that all parties who wanted to proliferaie signs were freated the same in
Hawail, Bill 78 would change that by making exceptions based on {inancial pavments
to the City. Onee our sign laws are pul in jenpardy, they will be challenged from many
guarters, and the next court ruling may BOE g0 our way.

I urge ymet to take a stand today in support of strong sign laws, Please vote against this
tatest version of Bill 78 and any other propnsal that seeks to make cxceptions in the
prohibition against off-site ouldonr signage. Fulure generations will thank you fir
prescrving the scenic beanty of Qahu

4142017
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Opposing Bill 78, CD1
April 5, 2017

As a member of The OutdoorCircle I am opposed to Bill 78 because it would increase
sign clutter in parks and on public buildings and equipment throughout the Island of
Oahu.

Throughout its 104 year history, The Outdoor Circle has been dedicated to eliminating
visual blight and sign clutter in Hawaii.

We advocated for and strongly support Hawaii’s sign law because it prohibits all
outdoor, off-site advertising signs. This means that no one can display visual messages
anywhere outdoors except on their own property. And here on Qahu, advertising on
one’s own property is also strictly regulated by the sign ordinance of the City and
County of Honolulu.

We believe the reasons for these strict laws against visual pollution are obvious.
Hawaii is the most beautiful and special place on earth. The natural beauty of these
islands supports our tourism industry and enhances the quality of life for all of our
residents. We must support and protect our laws against sign clutter in order to preserve
our visual environment for future generations. This is a duty The Outdoor Circle takes
very seriously. And, we know our elected officials take this duty seriously also.

The currently proposed ‘Bill 78 Relating to Sponsorships’ seriously threatens to
weaken our sign laws because it allows off-site visual displays to be placed outdoors on
City-ownedland,buildings and equipment in return for a financial payment from the
sponsor. This clearly violates the intent of Hawaii’s sign law. If it is allowed to pass, it
will begin the erosion of that law.
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The Outdeor Circle opposed Bill 78 when it was discussed in 2016 and asked that the
Counct] mnend i to specificallyprohibiinse of any type of sign 83 sponsor recognition.
am disappointed that another versipn of Bili 78 has been brought forward this year that
stil does not prohibit signs and proposes 1o sel advertising ip parks and on & wide
range of other City assets,

Several years ago, those who wented {o proliferate huge signs pulled by airplanes or
trucks sued the City and County of Honeluly for vielating their First Arnendment right
ko free speech. After 4 lengthy and costly legal battle, the court upheld our dgn laws on
the grouods that ail parties who wanted to proliferate signs were treated the sane in
Hawail. Biil 78 would change that by making exceptions based on financial payments
to the City. Once ouwr sigh laws are pud in jenpardy, they will be challenged from many
quarters, and the next court ruling may not go our way.

I urge you 10 take 8 stand today ip support of strong sign laws. Please vore against this
fatest version of Bill 78 and any other proposal that seeks to make excoptions to the
prohibition against off-site outdoor signage. Puture generations will thank vou for
preserving the scenic beauty of Oshu,
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