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RE: CONSISTENCYOF COTJNCILMEMBERS’
PROPOSEDCAPITAL PROJECTSWITH THE DEVELOPMENTPLANS

I. INTRODUCTIONAND SUMMARY OFRESULTS

We havereviewedthenewprojectslistedin CC-59,March 31,2009,the CD1 amendments
submittedto theChair ofthebudgetcommitteethat havebeenproposedby councilmembersfor
inclusionin Bill 16 (2009),for consistencywith thedevelopmentplansasrequiredby thecity
charter.

A. CRITERIA

All developmentplans,with theexceptionoftheplanfor theNorthwesternHawaiian
Islands,havebeenupdatedby theadministrationandadoptedby thecouncilto comply with
Section6-1509oftheCharter. Teststo determinewhetherproposedprojectsareconsistentwith
thedevelopmentplansarebasedon public infrastructuremaps(PIMs). Chapter4, Article 8,
RevisedOrdinancesof Honolulu, 1990,asamended(“ROH”) relatesto theadoptionof PIMs.
Theseprovisionsspecifywhichpublic facilitiesmustbe shownon a PIM prior to the
appropriationof landacquisitionorconstructionfunds.1

Nevertheless,Sec.4-8.1(e),ROH, providesthatthecouncil hasthe authorityto resolve
all questionsof interpretationregardingwhetheraprojectrequiresplacementof a symbolon the
public infrastructuremap.

I The criteriawas amendedin 2007to, amongotherthings,deletea fixed dollaramountof appropriationas a trigger

requiringa PIM.
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B. RESULTS

In ouropinion,all projectsreflectedin thecouncilmembers’proposedamendmentsto the
executivecapitalbudget:1) areproperlydesignatedon aPIM; 2) areexemptor minor projects
that do notneedto be shownon PIMs; or3) neednotbe placedon PIMs sincetheydo not
involve appropriationsfor landacquisitionor construction.

If you havequestions,pleasecall meatExtension3869.
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