Dave Watase
1537 Ala Aoloa Loop
Honolulu, HI 96819
Cel. (808) 728-0759
Email: dwatase@hotmail.com

Delivered via email to: blnr.testimony@hawaii.gov
Subject: Testimony RE: PSF 190D-001 - ACOE access Request
To: BLNR Board Members
Re: Testimony Against ACOE Access to State Lands (PSF 19OD-001)
For Due Diligence Purposes for the Ala Wai Flood Control Project, Honolulu, Oʻahu
Dear BLNR Board Members: ACOE Access to State Lands (PSF 19OD-001)
My involvement is in this project is because I am a stakeholder who was left out of the process.
The Army Corp targeted my property in Palolo Valley for a detention basin. In September of
2015, I received a letter from DLNR allowing me only a few weeks advance notice to submit
public comment and was told that the ACOE had engineered and designed a detention basin on
my property years in advance of my knowledge and planned eminent domain condemnation. I
have since been living under the vail of this threat.
The letter from DLNR had a link to the Draft EIS which was over a thousand pages long. I spent
hundreds of hours reading and trying to understand what this project was all about and what was
happening to me.
I immediately objected in writing to Ms. Susan Case, Chairperson of DLNR on September 28,
2015 (attached) and told them that the property was purchased with the intent to CPR it for our
children so that they could each someday build a beautiful home overlooking the tranquil
Waiomao stream. It is our lifetime investment and dream to be able to provide our children with
an incentive to stay in Hawaii, to stay close to family, and to be able to afford a home with a
peaceful country atmosphere in Palolo Valley. I followed up with several letters pointing out
many false and misleading statements, including flaws, errors, inaccuracies in the data collection,
the methodology, modeling, and property damage assessments for the whole project. I ended up
understanding the whole scope of the project in my study and I took it upon myself to personally
tour and inspect all the affected areas. I then came up with several alternatives and submitted
them in writing addressed to DLNR. It should be noted that I never received one single reply,
phone call, letter, or knock on my door from DLNR to any of my several letters. I also signed up
for the ACOE mailing list but never received a single email informing me of any follow-up
meeting or progress updates to the Draft EIS.
The project plan which is included in the Final EIS, Appendix G Public-Agency Involvement,
(page 20), Appendix A Stakeholder groups state “The range of potential stakeholders is large and
includes land owners, community members, environmental and community organizations,
elected officials, and public agencies.” Upon further examination of previous scoped projects
other private landowners were made stakeholders and invited to participate in the process
however this time the ACOE and DLNR clearly did not engage affected private property owners.

Iolani School basically came to the same conclusion as I did and wrote a letter to the UCOE and
DLNR stating that National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the Hawaii Environmental
Policy Act (HEPA) procedures were not met (Iolani Letter is attached). This is a must read
document because it reflects the rights of every affected stakeholder and cites NEPA and HEPA
explains and references case law in support of Iolani’s findings. They also point to flaws and
inaccuracies in the modeling. I also attended the meeting at Ala Wai Elementary School where
the ACOE and DLNR admitted that their modeling of the 100-year storm which is used to justify
the project is unrealistic and flawed. Yet it appears even with these admissions the ACOE
finalized the EIS and submitted it to Congress for funding based on a lie.
Many landowners who face eminent domain condemnation were never notified at all or made
stakeholders in the project. The principal of Hokulani Elementary School was not aware that
Kanewai Park will be converted into a detention basin and the school actively uses the park.
Residents adjacent to Kanewai Park and downstream were never notified as well. In Manoa, the
Woodlawn Detention Basin is located on the Chinese Cemetery property and adjacent
homeowners were not made aware. Paradise Park is adjacent to two detention basins in Manoa
and was not notified. The Public Charter School Halau Ku Mana in Makiki is adjacent to the
Makiki Detention Basin and they have a stream cleaning project in the same area.
I met with the ACOE and a few things stuck into my mind. One was that the ACOE had certain
deadlines for submitting the Final EIS or the project might die and the other was that they had
certain benefit to cost ratio requirements to meet.
It should be noted that the Draft EIS referenced a much smaller project and the property damage
figures were around $318 million which soared to $1.14 billion after September 2015 and the last
chance for the public to give comment. I’ve also read the Final EIS and there are significant
changes that I would call “bait and switch”. Many of the detention basins were expanded in size.
The Pukele Detention Basin expanded from a three private properties to 13 private properties and
the length of natural stream to be destroyed increased almost 300%. The Waiomao Detention
Basin expanded from 3 properties to 6 properties and the destruction of natural stream to be
ripped out increased 200%. The Final EIS discloses construction issues and concerns like the
reinforced concrete wall subject to tipping and the need install anchor rods and that parts of the
embankments are over the sewer force main that serves all of Waikiki and that the contractor will
be held liable for damages. The 100-year flood modeling with Alternative 3A shows only
Waikiki nice and dry but the gravity flow of flood waters in certain areas like McCully to
McKinley HS are flooded, Iolani School to the H-1 freeway are shown as flooded. So, this plan
does not protect a large portion of our residential areas. Yet, the ACOE claims a 99% assurance
that the 0.01 ACE event under both the current and projected (2025 and 2075) conditions and
assuming either low, intermediate, and high sea level rise scenarios. This statement is false and
under further examination of the Final EIS, Waikiki will flood because the interior drainage
system is by gravity only outlets of 18” or larger will be mechanically capped to prevent
backflow from the Ala Wai Canal. But anything smaller will remain uncapped and backflow
will happen for several hours. If the rainfall is high in Waikiki then it’s interior drainage system
will not function.
The ACOE has promoted the 100-year storm modeling and even created a video modeling and
instilled fear in the community by stating “It will absolutely happen. It’s just a matter of when.”
Yes the 100-year storm is based on a chance or probability. A 100-year storm in a desert might
be a drizzle. The modeling as defined should be constantly being adjusted as time and data are
collected. The modeling is only as accurate as the rainfall and flow gauges data collected and
limited to historical data. Data cannot be used from any other part of the country, state, or a

different watershed. Data must be collected from optimum site locations and location of
convenience. Rainfall gauges are owned by 4 different entities, no proof of certification or
calibration, no consistent operating procedures, and located in areas of convenience rather than
optimal location for accurate results. Data has been omitted for decades at some stations.
Year’s worth of data has been thrown out because reading were wrong and not cross checked.
Half of the rainfall stations are read daily. Two stations are outside of the watershed. The
computer modeling program does not take into account the orthographic conditions or in simple
terms the mountains.
So, I have attached a handout that shows the following:
Page 1: Is the Army Corp modeling of the 100-year flood based on historic data and probability.
A storm as shown has never happened in Hawaii’s history. The Ala Wai Canal is 90-years old.
Page 2: Star Advertiser Article – Congress approved funds
Page 3: A map of the watershed showing all elements of the project. This also give you a size
perspective of the elements for comparison and location.
Page 4: A map showing comparison of 5yr (pink) to 500yr (blue) flood. I should have lived
through a dozen of these storms. Unrealistic!
Page 5: Is the 10yr flood model, the flood that suppose to happen every 10 years with $132
million in property damage. I should have lived through 6 of these storms. Unrealistic!
Page 6: Is the 100-year flood model, little difference from the 10yr flood. Unrealistic!
Page 7: Army Corp claims 99% assurance that their plan would work. False claim!
Page 8: Alternative 3A with sea level rise – the Army Corps model shows McCully, Moiliili,
Kapahulu flooded, Iolani is flooded, Kaimuki HS is flooded.
Page 9: Final EIS property damage figures for the 2yr, 5yr, 10yr, 20yr, 50yr, 100yr, 200yr, and
500yr floods. Unrealistic property damage figures.
There are several stakeholders who recently met for the first time this past week to discuss the
issues and are growing in number as these issues become publicized. Anyone, who reads
through the Final EIS will clearly see that this project was done all wrong. I believe the BLNR
has an obligation to serve in the best interest of the public and be able to distinguish right from
wrong, and good from bad. Your vote should be done on a whim and not just be based on a
financial opportunity or solely on public opinion. Each one of you should educate yourself and
dig into the Final EIS and see for yourself if the ACOE and DLNR did their due diligence,
selected the best alternatives, and followed the process of the laws. You have to also ask
yourself why and how the EIS got finalized and how Congress passed funding for this project. It
would be premature and a waste of taxpayer’s money to grant right of entry for exploratory work
to the ACOE because ultimately the public uprising will stop it. I’ve attached a recent letter of
support from Councilmember Ann Kobayashi whose office did properly investigate the issues.
Please give us a chance, we only begun to approach the Neighborhood Boards and began
outreach to the community and public. We are gaining rightful support as you will see.
I humbly ask that you DEFER OR VOTE NO to granting ACOE Access to State Lands
(PSF 19OD-001)
Sincerely,

Dave Watase

