
April 9, 2008

TO: COUNCILMEMBERTODD APO, CHAIR
BUDGET COMMITTEE

FROM: DOUG CHUN, LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
OFFICEOF COUNCIL SERVICES
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RE: CONSISTENCYOF COUNCILMEMBERS’
PROPOSEDCAPITAL PROJECTSWITH THE DEVELOPMENTPLANS

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF RESULTS

We havereviewedthenewprojectslisted in CC-55,March25, 2008,whichhavebeenproposed
by councilmembersfor inclusionin Bill 19, for consistencywith thedevelopmentplansas
requiredby thecharter.

A. CRITERIA

All developmentplans,with theexceptionof theplanfor theNorthwesternHawaiian
Islands,havebeenupdatedby theadministrationandadoptedby thecouncil to complywith
Section6-1509of theCharter. Teststo determinewhetherproposedprojectsareconsistentwith
thedevelopmentplansarebasedon public infrastructuremaps(PIMs). Chapter4, Article 8,
RevisedOrdinancesof Honolulu, 1990,asamended(“ROH”) relatesto theadoptionof PIMs.
Theseprovisionsspecifywhich public facilities mustbe shownon a PIM prior to the
appropriationof landacquisitionorconstructionfimds!

Pleasenote,however,that in accordancewith Section4-8.1(e),ROH, thecouncil hasthe
authority to resolveall questionsof interpretationregardingwhetheraprojectrequiresplacement
ofa symbol on thepublic infrastructuremap. Accordingly,the informationprovidedbelow is
advisory.

I The criteriawas amendedin 2007 to, amongotherthings,deletea fixed dollar amountof appropriationas atrigger

requiringa PIM.
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B. RESULTS

In our opinion, themajority of projectsreflectedin thecouncilmembers’proposed
amendmentsto theexecutivecapitalbudget:1) areproperlydesignatedon a PIM; 2) areexempt
or minor projectsthat do not needto be shownon PIMs; or 3) neednot be placedon PIMs since
theydo not involve appropriationsfor landacquisitionorconstruction.

In SectionII of this memo,we identify two amendmentsto theexecutivecapitalbudget
proposedby thecouncil that mayneedto be shownon thePUC and CentralOahuPIMs
respectively,currentlyarcnot designatedon thosePIMs, andfor which, asof thedateofthis
memorandum,resolutionsrevisingthePIMs havenot beenintroduced.

II. COUNCILMEMBERS’ PROPOSEDAMENDMENTS TO THE EXECUTIVE
CAPITAL BUDGET (BILL 19(2008))

A. PROPOSALSLACKING DESIGNATION ON PIMS

1. A Council DistrictS proposalseeksto add $189,000in constructionfundsto
constructa canoehalauat theeastend oftheAla Wai Canal.

Although this projectwasfundedin FY 2008 andis currently listed asproject
number2008092,2a governmentbuilding symbol hasnot beenplacedon thePUC
PIM to permit theexpenditureof FY 2008constructionfunds. It is our
understandingthat thesefundswill not lapseuntil June30, 2009. Additional
constructionfundsappropriatedfor FY 2009would alsobe subjectto expenditure
prohibitionsprior to theplacementofthePIM symbol. However,thesefunds
would not lapseuntil June30, 2010.

Theproposedcanoehalauis atype ofgovernmentbuilding that will establisha
newfacility and thusmeetsthecriteriaof Sections4-8.3 and4-8.4,ROH, for
amendingthePUC PIM (by addinga “GB” symbol). As of thedateof this
memorandum,no resolutionamendingthePUC PIM for this projecthasbeen
introduced.

2. A Council District 9 proposalseeksto add$260,000in constructionfunds to
constructa rip-rap swaleon thegroundsof Kaoma’aikuNeighborhoodPark. This
is anewprojectwith no projectnumber. Theproposedswale is atypeof
drainagewaythat will establisha newfacility andthusmeetsthecriteriaof
Sections4-8.3 and4-8.4,ROH, for amendingtheCentralOahuPIM (byaddinga
“D” symbol). As of thedateofthis memorandum,no resolutionamendingthe
CentralOahuPIM for this projecthasbeenintroduced.

2The ExecutiveProgramand Budget,FiscalYear2009,Vol. Il, p. 498.
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B. RECOMMENDATIONS

Section4-8.1(c).ROH. states,in part. that: “Symbols for publicly fundedfacilities for a
developmentplanareafor which a public infrastructuremaphasbeenadoptedshall be
shownon theapplicablepublic infrastructuremapprior to theappropriationof land
acquisitionor constructionfunds.”

Section16 of Bill 19 (2008) includesproviso languagethat restrictsexpendituresof land
acquisitionor constructionfunds to exemptorminor projects,or to majorprojectsshown
on aPIM. In orderto ensurethat theprojectslisted abovearein compliancewith charter
andordinancerequirements,we suggestthat thecouncil includethesetwo projectsin the
list in section1 6 of Bill 19 (2008),therebyrestrictingconstructionfunds until the
projectsare determinedto be exempt,minor,or majorprojectsthat havebeenplacedon
theapplicablePIM.

If you havequestions,pleasecall meat Extension4900.
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