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March 14, 2014

The Honorable Cindy Evans, Chair
and Members of the Committee on Water & Land

State House of Representatives
Hawaii State Capitol
415 South Beretania Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Chair Evans and Committee Members:

SUBJECT: Senate Bill No. 2270, SD2
Relating to County Zoning

The Department of Planning and Permitting (DPP) opposes Senate Bill
No. 2270, SD2, which would allow any property owner to file suit directly in Circuit Court
to enforce zoning violations relating to transient vacation rental on a neighboring
property that directly affect the property owner.

State law already allows property owners to sue under county land use laws, but
only after they've exhausted all administrative relief. This means property owners must
wait until the county has had an opportunity to enforce the law before they can go to
court to seek an injunction to enforce the law. However, pursuant to HRS 46-4,
authority over zoning matters is granted to the counties, not to the public. The Bill
would be contrary to HRS 46-4 by allowing any property owner to use the court system
to interpret zoning issues.

This Bill would essentially relinquish City authority and enforcement over the
Land Use Ordinance (LUO) to people who are not familiar with county zoning laws.
This legislation would result in unintended consequences, including frivolous and
expensive lawsuits between property owners which, through subpoena action, could
involve the county in lengthy, time-consuming, and costly legal battles. In short,
allowing private property owners to take enforcement matters into their own hands
would frustrate the legal system and the land use process.
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The LUO is a complex document. interpreting what is permissible or not
permissible within county zoning codes compounds this already complex process. For
example, a complaint received of an alleged illegal transient vacation rental use will
include an inspection on site and a full investigation will include interviews with the
occupants before a determination is made as to whether a land use violation has
occurred. Should this investigative process be bypassed and private property owners
were to make conclusions based on their interpretation of an illegal use, the result will
likely escalate to counter lawsuits between the neighboring parties.

ln summary, the counties already have an administrative process for alleged
violations of the LUO. To allow private property owners the ability to bypass this
process and go directly to the courts to enforce alleged violations will significantly
frustrate the legal system and the land use process. For these reasons, please hold
Senate Bill No. 2270, SD2, in Committee.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify.

Very truly yours,

4,wi&i¢/Zj/ /, W:

George I. Atta, FAICP
Director
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March 14, 2014 
 
The Honorable Cindy Evans, Chair  
House Committee on Water & Land 
State Capitol, Room 325 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
 
RE: S.B. 2270, S.D.2, Relating to County Zoning 
 
HEARING:  Friday, March 14, 2014 at 10:00 a.m. 
 
Aloha Chair Evans, Vice-Chair Lowen, and Members of the Committee: 
 
I am Myoung Oh, Government Affairs Director, here to testify on behalf of the Hawai‘i 
Association of REALTORS® (“HAR”), the voice of real estate in Hawai‘i, and its 8,300 
members. HAR opposes S.B. 2270, S.D.2 that confers upon a property owner a private right 
of action and allows the property owner to file suit directly in circuit court to enforce zoning 
violations relating to a transient vacation rentals on a neighboring property that directly 
affect the property owner. 
 
In Pavsek v. Sanvold, the Intermediate Court of Appeals held that HRS §46-4(a) creates a 
private right of action for alleged Land Use Ordinance (LUO) zoning violations, but the 
action is subject to primary jurisdiction, in which the party is required to seek an 
administrative determination of the claim before proceeding with the suit to obtain judicial 
enforcement of the LUO. 
 
While amendments were made in Senate Draft 2 to target only zoning violation related 
transient short-term rentals, S.B. 2270, S.D.2 still proposes to circumvent administrative 
remedies and processes.  
 
HAR believes that the government should be the first line of remedy and the appropriate 
authority to enforce zoning disputes.  County zoning and enforcement should be left with the 
respective counties, and such disputes should be filed with the appropriate county 
departments first, so that administrative measures and/or sanctions may be taken. 
 
Mahalo for the opportunity to testify.   
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March 14, 2014

The Honorable Cindy Evans, Chair
House Committee on Water & Land
State Capitol, Room 425
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

RE: SB 2270 SD2, RELATING TO COUNTY ZONING.

Aloha Chair Evans, Vice Chair Lowen, and Members of the Committee:

I am Dan Monck, here to testify on behalf of the Hawai‘i Association of Vacation Rental Managers
("HAVRM“).

This letter is written in OPPOSITION I0 SB 2270 SD2.

SB 2270 SD2 seeks to provide neighboring property owners a “right of action" in the case where this
property owner believes that vacation rental activity, taking place in a neighbor’s property, is contrary to
the zoning of that neighbor's property.

When neighbors have concerns in this regard, they should take them to their County zoning department.
This is a core role that these entities play in the administration of island government.

Reviewing the past testimony of this Bill when it was heard in the Senate, the Counties all identify this
core role concern, as well as their additional concern, that this Bill could lead to excessive and
unnecessary “neighbor vs. neighbor" legal conflict.

Vacation rental activity is properly managed and regulated by the Real Estate Chapter, HRS 467 and the
Landlord Tenant Code, HRS-521. Proper enforcement and strengthening of these Statues is the avenue
to addressing issues related to vacation rental activity, not undermining county zoning departments.

HAVRM stands ready to work with this committee, and House leadership, to help address any issues they
may have concerning vacation rental activity, the impact upon the neighborhoods of our islands caused
by operators of these rentals acting contrary to Hawaii law, and how vacation rental activities in Hawaii
communities might be improved.

Sincerely yours,

. 
Dan Monck mi
President
Hawaii Association of Vacation Rental Managers (HAVRM)
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From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 9:48 PM
To: waltestimony
Cc: jeannine@hawaii.rr.com
Subject: *Submitted testimony for SB2270 on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM*

SB2270
Submitted on: 3/12/2014
Testimony for WAL on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM in Conference Room 325

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
Jeannine Johnson Individual Support No

Comments:

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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From: kraz <kraz@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2014 9:16 AM
To: waltestimony
Subject: Testimony in Strong Support of SB2270SD2  WAL 325  Mar 14, 2014 10:00

AM

   Testimony in Strong Support of SB2270SD2 March 14, 2014 Hearing before WAL 10AM

I strongly support SB2270SD2 which provides a last chance opportunity for residents to sue in cases where the county
has failed to enforce zoning in residential neighborhoods.  No citizen should be denied the ability to sue if the county
government will not provide resolution.  I am sure most resident homeowners would not undertake legal action without
first exploring less expensive options.  However, in the event that there is no resolution to violations of the LOU, the
homeowner should not be denied this avenue of last resort.  Please support SB2270SD2 which provides clarification to
the intent of HRS46-4.

Thank you.

Barbara Krasniewski
124 Kuulei Road
Kailua, HI  96734
261-8133
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From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 9:43 PM
To: waltestimony
Cc: mypillbuggy@gmail.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for SB2270 on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM

SB2270
Submitted on: 3/12/2014
Testimony for WAL on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM in Conference Room 325

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
Marisa Nguyen Individual Support No

Comments: Other than a few who were grandfathered in, transient vacation rentals are illegal. They
are illegal because they change neighborhoods from a places with real neighbors whose kids can
play together to places with a frequent turnover of strangers--more like a hotel district. Transient
vacation rentals are against the law in residential areas, but there is no enforcement of the law.
SB2270 is an important recourse for people who want to regain their neighborhoods and fight these
illegal, neighborhood-busting, mercenary enterprises. Please support it.

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2014 8:17 AM
To: waltestimony
Cc: robesonb001@hawaii.rr.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for SB2270 on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM

SB2270
Submitted on: 3/13/2014
Testimony for WAL on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM in Conference Room 325

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
Barbara Robeson Individual Support No

Comments: I strongly SUPPORT SB 2270. Vacation Rentals have huge negative impacts on our
residentially zoned neighborhoods. Out here on the North Shore of Kauai, the population has almost
doubled due to these Vacation Rentals. Will our residential communities now be in more danger when
an emergency situation occurs?

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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House Water and Land Committee - SUPPORT SB2270  
 
TESTIMONY OF of SAVE O’AHU’S NEIGHBORHOODS (SONHawai’i)  
 
The purpose of SB2270 SD2 is to give the Hawaii Courts the clear intention of 
already-existing Hawaii State law 46-4. 
 

HRS 46-4 already gives private right of action It already clearly reads: 
 
“The council of any county shall prescribe rules, regulations, and administrative procedures and 
provide personnel it finds necessary to enforce this section and any ordinance enacted in 
accordance with this section. The ordinances may be enforced by appropriate fines and penalties, 
civil or criminal, or by court order at the suit of the county or the owner or owners of real estate 
directly affected by the ordinances.” 
 
It is no surprise that the County land use enforcement agencies oppose this clarification.  
They are the reason it is necessary – especially the Honolulu DPP’s inability (by their own 
public admission and testimony) or lack of willpower to adequately enforce its Land Use 
Ordinance.   
 
Even the most cursory analysis debunks their opposition.  HRS 46-4 has been on the 
books for decades and only one case by a property owner is known to have arisen out of it.  
SB2270 simply lets the courts know in no uncertain terms that the law is there as a last 
resort when county enforcement agencies do not, or cannot, do their job. 
 
 
Paraphrased from a recent Real Estate Law Journal article: 
 
A lawsuit was filed by a North Shore resident (Pavsek) after the C&C Honolulu failed to 
enforce its LUO.  At issue was whether a state statute, HRS 46-4, creates a so-called 
"private right action" to sue in court to enforce county land use laws. The state court judge 
dismissed the lawsuit, finding that he did not have jurisdiction to issue an injunction.  On 
appeal, the ICA ruled that "directly affected" property owners do have a private right to 
sue under county land use laws. However, that right is subject to the "doctrine of primary 
jurisdiction" - a legal way of saying that property owners must first demand that the 
county enforce the laws. In this case, the plaintiffs must first pursue resolution of their 
claim regarding illegal vacation rentals with the City Department of Planning & 
Permitting and then the Zoning Board of Appeals, before they can go to court. 
 



The ruling creates a dilemma for property owners who are aggrieved by a county's failure 
or refusal to enforce its own land use laws. The property owner must first spend its own 
time and money in an administrative proceeding - and essentially accuse the county of not 
doing its job before it can go to court to get an injunction to enforce the law.  End 
paraphrasing 
 
Review of the original Pavsek complaint reveals that Pavsek had repeatedly requested the 
Honolulu DPP to enforce its LUO – without result. 
 
The original legislative intent of 46-4 was clear – give affected parties the right to sue. The 
ICA has effectively removed that right. SB2270 simply tells the court to follow the intent 
of long-standing legislation. 
 
The infrequent previous use of this clause in 46-4 shows that the private right to sue is 
only be used in very egregious violations of the LUO coupled with the City’s failure to 
enforce.  Pavsek may be the only case filed to date under 46-4.   
 
Passage of SB2270 will not result in a rash of “neighbor vs. neighbor” lawsuits – as is 
claimed by the testimony of the counties and the Hawaii Assn of Realtors.  Remember that 
some licensed realtors have been cited for violations of the LUO.  One would hope that 
such a professional industry organization would better spend its time and resources 
policing its own industry rather than trying to deprive their neighbors of the right to sue. 
 
The opposition’s clichéd “Neighbor vs neighbor” and “nuisance lawsuits” is wrong.  
Lawsuits are expensive to initiate and no neighbor is going to start a lawsuit before 
exhausting the free enforcement available from their county government.  Taking a suit to 
court where the plaintiff has not already exhausted county enforcement would be starting 
with two strikes against – it’s not going to happen. 
 
SB2270 will direct the courts to give affected property owners an avenue of last resort. 
 
The original Pavsek complaint, the law journal, and the ICA opinion1 have already been 
sent as email attachment to each committee member.  Please contact me if you desire 
further copies or supporting information. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Larry Bartley 
SONHawai’I 
sonhawaii@hawaii.rr.com 
261-0598 
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From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 10:49 PM
To: waltestimony
Cc: tinmanmd@gmail.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for SB2270 on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM

SB2270
Submitted on: 3/12/2014
Testimony for WAL on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM in Conference Room 325

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
Thinh Nguyen Individual Support No

Comments: Please support SB2270. The government has not been good at enforcing the law which
prohibits the vast majority of transient vacation rentals in residential neighborhoods. This bill gives a
local homeowner one last chance to protect his property from a never-ending trail of stran gers moving
in and out of the house next door. Support our local residents who make up the fabric of our
communities. Support SB2270.

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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