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June 30, 2010

PO Box 385 

Lahaina, HI 96767

PBR Hawaii                             

Attn: Tom Schnell, AICP 

1001 Bishop Street, Suite 650

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

RE: DRAFT EIS for proposed HONUA‘ULA Project

Mahalo for the chance to offer comments on this very large Draft EIS for the Honua’ula/ Wailea 670 project.  Maui Unite represents many kama’aina families who are too busy working to weigh in on things, as much as they would like to. Some of our folks have strong ties to the traditional moku of Honua’ula, including the ahupua’a of Pae’ahu, Palau’ea and Keauhou, where the Wailea 670 project is located. 

 While Maui Unite appreciates the fact that an EIS has finally been prepared for this very complex project, we must point out that it is missing a lot of important information.

We hope that the Planning Commission and Planning Department will take another look, and send the EIS back to get the whole story included. We don’t believe that the missing information can just be added to some final EIS. If that is done, there will be no chance for public comment on the new information. We do not believe that this is what our laws say or intend. Here’s what we find to be missing.

Affordable Housing Project in Kihei

No impacts are discussed for 250 affordable houses being built in Kihei. They are a legally required part of the Wailea 670 project. Where will these units get their water and send their trash and sewage, where will the kids go to school? What’s on the land now? Was it used for ag chemicals, or is it clean? Are there archaeological sites there? What will be the price ranges of the rental apartments and condos? All we saw in the DEIS about this was a few paragraphs about traffic management.

Sewage Disposal Analysis

Members of Maui Unite sat through many long hours of county council hearings. We heard the council told again and again that the complete information about lots of important topics would be presented during Phase II approvals. The council trusted the applicants and supported rezoning, while missing key information. Here we are at Phase II, and the information is still missing.

One of the conditions of rezoning said that Honua'ula Partners, LLC, would provide a Sewage Disposal Analysis that has been reviewed and commented on by the State Department of Health, and other agencies, “prior to Project District Phase H approval.”

The DEIS doesn’t have this analysis or comment letters. In fact, the DEIS has no clear statement about what will happen with the sewage, listing it as “unresolved.” In another section the DEIS says the Makena Resort Wastewater plant will be used. We didn’t see analysis of why one location was chosen over another or what the needs of Makena Resort future homes were. If this information isn’t available, the DEIS should wait until it is.

New Water Wells, Storage Tanks and Pipelines

We see a few maps that show new wells, tanks and pipelines, all on property outside of Wailea 670. There is no discussion of any reports on the natural and cultural features on the land where they will be located. These are private systems on private land. They are an essential part of this development. They need to be analyzed for impacts. We heard professor Dick Mayer say these tanks and pipelines are in the Upcountry Community Plan area, which is not allowed. Is this true? If so it should be explained.

Piilani Road Extension

Will this state right of way become a private road?  Not very much is discussed about arrangements between the state and Wailea 670 to use the corridor. Did the state get paid for the roadway? What can be allowed on the Ulupalakua section? We know more about the landscaping than the hard facts.

Widening of Piilani Hwy past Kilohana

This is going to have its own Environmental Assessment according to the DEIS, but we believe it should be included in the discussion of the whole project as part of this EIS. We don’t know for example if there will be materials stored on the Waliea 670 lands with heavy trucks coming in and out, rock crushing, grubbing or grading? Impacts need to be disclosed as part of the whole Wailea 670 project

Alternative plans for a wider buffer for Maui Meadows

For years we have heard Maui Meadows residents ask for a wide buffer zone of 200 ft between them and Wailea 670. Instead the DEIS shows only a 50 ft landscape area that is supposed to serve as a fire break, drainage, view plane buffer, park, community garden, native planting ‘enhancement” area and noise buffer. The DEIS repeatedly refers to a 100 ft buffer zone, In reality, half of that 100 feet is a road with traffic, and back yard easements. Who are we kidding? A 100 ft buffer is 100 ft with nothing but open space, not a road, not a back yard. This DEIS is incomplete because it doesn’t show an alternative plan map with a real 100 ft buffer. 

Water

It looks like the project may not have enough water. The DEIS talks about the private water company being able to restrict non-potable water use to certain hours or days and require every property owner to conform to a irrigation water budget. 

When a sensible limit on watering during cooler hours was proposed by council member Anderson a few years ago, people from Wailea opposed it loudly. Does the DEIS ever discuss how practical it is going to be to enforce such a water budget? It looks like a volunteer homeowner’s board is supposed to be doing all the enforcement of very complicated design standards, planting standards, etc. This does not sound very practical or likely.

 What will happen to all the existing golf course wells in Wailea and condo irrigation wells in South Kihei if the project over pumps its section of the aquifer that everyone shares? The DEIS says there will be some impacts, but gives no real facts about what will be done to fix the situation. There doesn’t seem to be a back up plan for water needs, except to drill more wells further north. No proof is given that this will work. We need to see discussions of a smaller project that fits the dry area.

Beaches

No mention is made that the thousands of future residents and their guests will want to use nearby beaches. What impact does this have on fishing, camping, and cultural activities? Wailea 670 is just a few minutes from Palauea and Polo beach. The DEIS should include impacts and what the project can do to help keep our beaches available to local families.

Cultural sites

Maui Unite has commented many times on the need for better archaeological work on the Wailea 670 site. We find it very unlikely that the 480 acres in the north of the property has only one cultural site. We continue to regard the project’s AIS as incomplete. Any preservation plan needs to be put on hold until we really know what is there.

We asked to be a consulted party on the Honua’ula cultural plan, sent in comments, and all we got was a form letter.  We do not find that the project has a real interest in making it possible for all interested native Hawaiians to practice traditional and customary gathering and spiritual ceremonies. 

We have members who have knowledge of these places and have documented additional cultural sites on the property, including many more stepping stone trails. There should be a real effort made to connect all the parts of the ancient trails into one map, no matter whose property they are on.  

We also know kupuna who have used the Kanaio-Kalama Park road. It is part of our heritage and should be preserved. We believe that our South Maui Community plan says to protect roads and trails and allow access. The DEIS wants to make new trails and quietly get rid of the old ones that hold our history.

There are ancient stories connected with the moku of Honua’ula, like the genealogy of Kumuhonua. It is confusing and disrespectful to assign a housing development the sacred name of an entire district. Look at what has happened to Ka’anapali. Most folks have no idea that Ka’anapali is a legendary district of Maui, not a resort and real estate brand! Will this be the fate of Honua’ula?

Bottom line- no attempt has been made to locate and listen more lineal descendents of these lands and include them in the Historic Review process. The names of the kuleana holders and maps of their lands are not even included in the pages of these big documents.

Significant Walls

Cultural practitioners are also concerned the integrity of the long East-West wall (site 200 in the 2000 AIS) is being compromised by a proposed “preservation plan.” Original archaeological survey maps of Wailea 670 showed site 200 in its entirety- running from the western to eastern boundary of the property. Those maps are not in the AIS.

The Site 200/ wall was described by Theresa Donham as a possible ahupua’a boundary wall, in the Project Ka’eo book. This wall continues almost all the way to the ocean through Wailea golf course and the Palauea Cultural preserve site. This is a major wall.  Mauka of the Wailea 670 project area, site 200 continues all the way east to Ulupalakua.

The current Archaeological site map in the AIS (Fig 6, P. 20) chops off several hundred feet of the wall’s western end. In the AIS there is a aerial view with cultural sites. (Figure 6) This view shows site 200- (now re-labeled “site 1”), ending where it joins with a north-south wall, not at the western property boundary. 

Our members are concerned about this wall. When the project spokesperson was asked if the wall could be included in the preservation area, he portrayed it as “broken down.” Our cultural practitioners say the wall is in good shape at the western end.  

 No justification is given in the AIS or CRPP for leaving a large portion of this wall out of preservation. It has simply been allowed to disappear from the AIS map. It needs to be preserved and the other walls in Wailea 670 should also be preserved until we know more about the location of kuleana land claims. 

Native Plants and Animals

The DEIS seems to be trying to get around the protections the county council tried to give our kupuna lau—native plants. When you look at the 143-acre “native plant enhancement” area it’s just a lot of landscape planting. Ten years from now, new rules could go into effect for the subdivision and the plants could be replaced. It’s good to use native plants for landscaping the homes, to save water, but this shouldn’t be trade off for destroying the natural ecosystem where these plants already live healthy lives. This destruction is not acceptable. The DEIS really is deficient in showing how the project could be adapted to a 130 acre native plant preserve area. An EIS is supposed to present alternatives. We need that alternative presented. It needs to be a map. We need to see how it can be done.

What’s going to happen if the native plants are given the treated sewage/ desal brine. Will they like it? Are there studies? What about pesticides and fertilizers from golf courses?

In conclusion: send this DEIS back for more work. Many sections are very incomplete and can’t be an honest guide for future decisions. We were promised all the facts in Phase II. It’s time to get them.

Gordon Cockett

Vice President, Maui Unite

