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ENVIRCHNMENTAL IMPACT STATEMERT
FOR
SITE SELECTION REPORT
HILO REHABILITATION COMPLEY
HILO, HAWAII

PROJECT DESCRIPTYON AND HEED

New facilities are proposed for a rehabilitation
complex to serve the mentally, physically and emotion=-
ally handicaspped residing in the Hilo, Puna, and Kau
Districts.

The five-acre area proposed for the new facilities
is located on Waianuenue Avenue across from the Hilo
Hospital (TMK 2~3-32:portion 0l). See Appendix A for
location and vicinity maps. The land is owned by the
State of Hawaii and is under the control of the Depart-
ment of Land and Natural Resources. It is presently
being subleased to Mauna Kea Sugar Company for the
growing of sugar cane, Further discussions on the
sublease are included in Section II of the EIS.

Improvements proposed for this project are as
follows:

1. Sheltered Workshop
2. Training and Day Activity Center

A study will be conducted in the future to determine

the feasibility and merits of including in the center
other nonprofit organizations providing human development
services.

Rehabilitation seryvices for the mentally, physically,
and emotionally handicapped individuzsls are provided by
the Rainbow Crafts and Hilo Training and Day Activity
Centex. ‘These organizations are nonprofit eleemosynary
agencies sponscred by the Big Island Association to Help
Retarded Children, Hilo Division.

The above agencies are presently housed in separate
wooden structures in the annex of the former Hilo Memorial
Hospital., The buildings are old, dilapidated and termite
eaten., Some of the deficiencies of the buildings are



leaky roof, poor lighting and ventilation, no hot water.
inadequate toilet facilities, and poor accessibility
features to accommodate handicapped individuals.

The new facilities are proposed for the implemen-
tation of present and proposed programs that would offer
the handicapped a comprehensive rehabilitation programn,
The type of services to be provided are those offered
under the following programs:

1. Training for the wentally handicapped from
5 to 20 years of age.

2. Training for the profoundly mentally
handicapped.

3. Training for the emotionally handicapped.
4. Dpay activities.
5. Sheltered workshop.

II. IMPACT OF THE PROJECT

A. Social
1. Benefits

Bencfits of this project will be increased
opportunities to the handicapped for a continuum
of care and training so that they may realize
their highest potential, increased assistance
and guidance to families with handicapped child-
ren, and the development of the handicapped in
becoming a contributing member to society.

The sheltered workshop will provide employ-
ment for the handicapped who may not be able to
compete for employment in the open market.

The public will benefit from this project
by having the handicapped become contributing
members to society or by having them trained in
personal care so that the homebound parent mayv
be released and also contribute to society.



Pulzlic Safety

The proposed site for the complex is located
outside of the tsunami inundation zone as estab-
lised by the Hawaii Institute of Geophysics,
University of Hawaii. The site is also located
outside of the flood hazard zones as delineated
by the Department of Land and Natural Resources
and the United States Arny Corps of Engineers.

The site is serviced by Waianuenue Avenue
which is a secondary arterial running up to the
site selection area. No blind curves or sight
obstruction are anticipated that will create a
hazardous access to the site,

Public safety and industrial safety will
be of prime consideration in the design and
construction of the complesx. Accessibility
features for the handicapped such as ramps,
railings, parking spaces, toilet, =nd other
miscellanecus features will be included in the
design of the complex.

Neighborhood Charzcter

The proposed complex site is located within
an area designated for urban use by the State
Land Use Commission. The County of Hawaii
zoning for the site is residential {RS-10Y,
Schools for the handicappad are permitted within
a residential district provided a minimum land
area of one acre is provided.

The site is located on the outskirts of the
residential community. The Hilo Hospital is
across the street from the gite, This site is
compatible with the serenity and quietness
demanded of a good rehabilitation program.

Also, the County of Hawaii is planning a
wilderness park adjacent to the site. This will

assure additional privacy needed in perpetuity,

Religious Institutions

The proposed site is located approximately
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1,500 feet from First United Protestant Church
on Waianuenue Avenue., It is far enough away
from the church so as not to disgturb its activ-—
ities.

State Facilities

The Hilo Hospital Complex is located within
walking distance of the proiject site.

B, Fconomics

1.

Economic Activity

The land is owned by the State of Hawaii and
is under the jurisdiction of the Department of
Land and Hatural Rescources,., The land is pres-
ently being leased to Mauna Kea Sugar Company,
who in turn is subleasing to private sugar cane
growers. The Hilo Coast Procesgsing Company, the
parent company of independent Hilo sugar growers
(including Maunakea Sugar Co.}, has experienced
difficulty in harvesting sugar cane in this area
and has discouraged growers from continuing to
use the land for sugar. {(3ee Appendix C)

Emplovment

The proposed complex will provide employ-
ment initizlly during the construction phase,
It is not expected to generate any additional
long term emplovyment in the area ginece this is
a replacenwent of an existing facllity.

Removing Land from Tax Base

Land will be removed from the tax base.

bDigplacement of Families and Businesses

No families will be displaced by this proj-
ect. The Hilo Coast Processing Company is
encouraging the growers to return any land the
State needs for its use,.




C.

5.

Project Cost

The tentative project construction schedule
and estimated cost are as follows:

The land, as mentioned sarlier, belongs
to the State of Hawaii and is bheing
subleased to private cane growers,
Compensation to the cane growers

for crop loss will be determined by
the Departnent of Land and Natural
Resources.

Phase I of the sheltered workshop con-
struction is scheduled to be completed

in the summer of 1976, 'There is $550,000
in funds available for Phase I.

Subseguent phases of the sheltered work-
shop will be scheduled as funds become
available. Phase 1I, the Training and
Day Activity Center, will cost $600,000.
Phase III, the Jeoint-Use Facilities,
will cogt $252,000. The total estimated
cost of the rehabilitation complex is’
S1L,402,000.

Maintenance and Operating PFeatures

The design ¢f the facility will tazke into
account the high rainfall in the Hilo area,
Material which has proven its durability to the
Hilo weather will be used. Landscaping will be
incorporated in the design to provide minimum
maintenance costs,

The facility will initially be operated and
maintained by the Rainbow Crafts. In the future
the Hilo Training and Day Activity Center will
have a building on this site which will be
operated and maintained by them.

Environmental

1.

Aesthetics

The recognition of aesthetics will be con-



stantly considered during the design of the
center. The complex will be master planned to
fit into the area. Landscaped buffer areas
will be provided as required to minimize dis-—
turbance to its neighbors, and insure privacy
for the facility.

2. Fire Protection

The complex will not disrupt any fire
protecticn facilities for the area. TFire pro-
tection will be considered in the design of the
conmplex,

3, Utilities

Water, sewer, electrical, and telephone
services are readily available to the site.

Temporary disruption of utility service may
be required for ceonnection purposes and will be

held to a minimum.

4., Conservation

As mentioned earlier the site is covered
with sugar cane, which is being phased out. The
development of the site is not expected to affect
any endangered species of flora or fauna. Land-
scaping will be provided to offset the reduction
of existing vegetation.

"in a representative soil profile, the
surface laver is dark brown silty clay loam
about 12 inches thick. The subsoil is about
48 inches thick and consists of reddish, gray-
brown silty c¢lay loam. Inciuded are small areas
of shallow soils over Pahoeheoe lava bedrock.
Permeabilitv is rapid, runcff is slow, and the
erosion hazard is slight." 1L/

1/ Soil Survey of Island of Hawaii, State of Hawali, United
States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation
Service, Decembeyr 1973,



Natural or Historic Landmarks

The historical staff of the Division of
Parks, Departnent of Land and Natural Resources,
has reviewed the site of the proposed complex
and finds no known natural or historical land-
marks. (See Appendix )

Noise, Alr, and Water Polliution

Development of the site, which is level,
will require very little masse grading, excavat—
ing, cutting, and filling. Yowever, some dust,
noise, and silting will be inevitable during the
construction phases, These items will be con—
trolled by implementation of pollution control
measures. See Appendix B for specification on
environmental protection,

The sewage created by the complex will be
handled by a 16" line on Walanuenue Avenue,

Refuse created by the complex will be taken
to disposal sites designated by the County of
Hawaii.

Surface runoff from the site will be
directed to existing drainage ditches, Also,
grass planting will be included during con-
struction to further reduce any immediate or
long term ercsion.

Dust emanating from the carpentry shops
will be controlled by the use of a dust col-
lector. No other type of emissions into the
air is anticipated,

Traffic Condition

The one-way street makal condition during
the morning peak traffic hcur (7:15 a.m. to
8:00 a.m,) ocecurs at the lower portion of
Waianuenue Avenue between Kaumana Drive and
Kamehameha Avenue. During this pericd, mauka
bound traffic use Haili Street., The rehabili-
tation complex site, being far enough above the
one-~way zone, should not experience access prob-
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v,

lems, even if an alternate mauka route is used,
(8ee attached map) The Hawaii County Planning
Department has no objections in this regard.

ADVERSE EFFECTS WHICH CANNCT BE AVOIDIZD

A. The incremental development of the complex will
inevitably cresate noise, air, and water pollution.
Howevey, these undesirable effects will be minimized
by strict enforcement of pollution control measures,

B. The project will result in additional drainage run-
off, which will be diverted to existing ditch,

C. Additional traffic will be generated as a result of
the complex. However, with a drop-off area provided
within the site, no traffic congestion is antici-
pated. Private bus transportation for the clientele
will also help reduce localized vehicular traffic,

ALTERNATIVES

0f the 34 State-owned parcels considered, Sites 7
and 8 were selected by the Department of Accounting and
General Services as the best posesible sitez, These two
alternative sites were evaluated against site evaluation
criteria developed for comparison purposes, Site 7 was
determined to best meet the site evaluation criteria and
the needs of the usger and is therefore recommended for

the rvehabilitation complex. Further discussions on the

analysis of the variocus alternatives and the recommenda-
tion of Site 7 are presented in Appendix D,

RELATIONSHIYL BETWEENW LOCAL SHORT-TIRM USES OF MAN'S
ENVIRCONMENT AND TUF MATHTENANCE AND BEHUANCEMENT OF

LONG~TERY PRODUCT PV Iy

The proposed complex will be in consonance with the
State's goal of promoting a high level of health and
welfare for all citizens. Thisz project will alsc stimu-
late cooperation between the State and social agencies
in providing medical care and training to the mentally,
emoticonally, and physically handicapped.

Depletion of environmental resources on a short or
long term basis will be minimal. The major commitment
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of resources is the sugar cane growing on the land.
flowever, since the private growers are phasing out their
fields, and only a portion of the parcel will be devel-
oped at first, the loss in revenues will be minimal and

gradual.

TRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF RESCURCES

The project would commit labor and material
resources which are irretrievable. However, the proposed
facilities can be used for other purposes besides its
planned use.

SOCIAL COSTS AND BENEFRITS OF PROJECT

A discussion of the costs and benefits of the proj-
ect in narrative form with no attempt to quantify the
costs or benefits will be pursued.

The cost of the project was mentioned in Section II.
The actuval land acqguisition and construction costs can be
identified with reasonable accuracy.

The benefits of the project can be categorized into
tangible and intangible benefits. The tangible benefits
are:

&. New facilities will reduce building maintenance cost,
A comparison of yearly maintenance cocets for differ-
ent alternatives are as follows:

1. Renovation of existing facilities of present
Rainbow Crafts location and addition of new
buildings - $52,340/vr.

2. Construct new buildings on new site - $48,3100/vr.

B. New facilities would eliminate deficiencies existing
in the present facilities such as cramped guarters,
poor lighting, ventilation, run-down, etc.

¢. Centralization of the complex would reduce transpor-
tation costs. Presently, the Sheltered Workshop and
Child Training Center are located in the same facil-
ity. 'This same arrangement on the new site would
eliminate the transporting of geods and clientle
between facilities. Also, the joint-use of certain

E~10



VIII.

areas such as kitchen and dining, and a common
clerical staff, would further reduce costs.

The intangible benefits of the project are as follows:

E. New and modern facilities would encourage the handi-
capped and families of the handicapped to utilize
the services available,

B, The complex will provide better working and training
conditicons and thus provide an environment nocre con-
ducive to rehabilitation.

The major benefits derived from this project can be
applied as intangible benefits which results from provid-
ing a continuum and array of services to the handicapped.

Value judgment of benefits must necesgarily be sub-
jective because of the difficulty in quantifying intang-
ible benefits. For this reason and as stated earlier,
no attempt to guantify the benefits was made. However,
it is felt that the benefits exceed the cost of the
project.

1+t should alsoc be pointed out that the handicapped
are citizens and are entitled to the rights, aid, prive

ileges, and protection provided by our society.
o P P Y Y

COYMMENTS ON DRAFT EIS

Comments were received from various agencies regard-
ing the draft environmental impact statement. Theze com-—
ments and responses by the Department of Accounting and
General Services to the commenting agency can be found in
Appendix E.
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DIVISIOK 1 -- GENLRAL

SECTION 1G ~ ENWIRONWIENTAL FROTECTION

The Contractor shall comply with the following requirements for
pollution control in performing all construction activities:

1. RUBBISH DISPOSAL

Ao No burning of debris and/or waste materials shall be
permitted on the project site.

B Neo burving of debris and/or waste material except for
materials vhich are specifically indiceated elsewhere in
these gpecifications as suitable for backfill shall be
permitted on the project site.

C. All unusable debris and waste materials shall be hauled
away tc an appropriate off-site dump area. During loading
operations, debris and waste materials shall be 'watered
down to allay dust.

D, No dry sweeping shall be permitted in cleaning rubbish and
fines which can become airborne {rom floors or other paved
areas. Vacuuming, wet nopping or wet or damp sweeping
igs acceptable.

E, Enclosed chutes and/or contalners shall be used for
conveying debris from above to ground f£loor level.

3 Cleanup shall include the collection of all waste paper
and wrapping materials, cans, bottles, construction waste
materials and other objectionable matorials, and removal
as required. Frequency of cleanup shall coincicde with
rubbish producing events.

A The State will pay for all dust control sprinkling for a
period of (IHEERRY FICURE) consecutive working days * from
the date of the lotice to Proceed. All cost for dust
control mensuros after this peried shall pecoms the

7

EN
responsinllity of tna Jonoractor.

B. It shall be the Contractor's responsibility to control dust
to an acceptable level at all times, including non-working

% architect: If the project is such that grading must be done
in phases, consult with State for proper phasing
and appropriate wording.

Revised 10/73



.

hours, weekends and holidays by sprinkling water.

C. Before the termination of the perlod stipulated in
Paragraph 23 above, work done by the Contractor in complylng
with this rucuzrbmﬁnt shall be paid for in accordance with
Subsection 9.4 (b) “"Force Account Work" of the General
Reguirements and Covenants. The Contractor shall be
responsible for all cdamaces in accordance with Section 7.7
“"Responsibility of Damage Claims" of the Goneral Reguirenments
anéd Covenants dhe intent of this provisicon is only to
provide an unlbable method of pavuent and it is not intended
to relieve the contractor from demage claims resulting
therefrom,

D. After the termination of the pericd stipulated in Paragraph
2A above, all sprinkling reguirced for dust control,
whether voluntarily done by the Contractor or ordered by
the Engineer, shall be paid for by thu Contractox.

E. Sprinkling or watering work which will not be covered for

payment but shall be the responsibility of the Contractor
and be a part of the lump ~Sum bld

o Areas planted with ground cover and/or grass.

o Areas outside the Contract Zone 11m1ts, such as
adjacent roads and strests.

F. payment for sprinkling done in accordance with the above
shall be made by change order at the end of the grading
period stipuleted in Paragraph 2A.

NOISE

A, All internal combustion engine-powered egquipment shall
have mufflers to minimize noise and shall be properly
maintained to reduce noise to acceptable levels.

B. No blasting and usc of ewxrlosives will be permitted
without prior approval of the Engincer.

C. Pile driving operations shall be confined to the pariod
between £:00 a.m. and 5:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.
Pile driving will not be permitted op weekends and legal

‘State and Federal helidays.

D. Startlng up of non-highway vehicular Loulpmﬁnt shall not
be done prior to 6:45 a.m. without prior approval of the

* Engineer.

Revised 10/73



4, EROSION

During interim grading operations the grade shall be maintained

s0 as to preclude any damages to adjcining property from water

and eroding soil. Temporary berms, cut-off ditches, and other
provisions which may be required because of the Contractor's
method  of oparation shall be installed at no cost to the State.
Drainage outlets and silting basinsg shall be constructed and
maintained as shown on the plans to minimize erosion and pelluticn
of waterways during construction. '

5. OTHERS

Ao Wherever trucks and/or vehicles leave the site and enter
surrounding paved streets, the Contractor shall prevent
any material from being carried onto the pavement. Waste
water shall not be discherged into existing sitreams,
waterways, or drainage systems such as gutters and catch
basing unless treated to comply with Department of Health
water pollution regulations. :

B. Trucks hauling debris shall be covered as reguired by PUC
' Reguiation. Trucks hauling fine materials -shall be covered.

C. .Ho dumping of waste concrete will be permitted at the
' job site unless otherwise permitted in the Epecial
Provisions.

D, Except for rinsing of the hopper and delivery chute, and
for wheel washing where required, concrete trucks shall
not be cleaned on the job site.

E. Except in an emergengy, such as a mechanical breakdown,
all vehicle fueling and maintenance shall be done in a
designated area. A temporary berm shall be constructed
arcund the area when runoff can cause problems.

F, Spray painting will not be alloved unless done by the
"airless spray®™ process.

5

6. SUSPENSION OF WORE

Viclation of anv of the above reguirements or any cther
pollution control requirements which may be specified in the
PTechnical Spccifications herein shall be cause for suspension

of the work creating such vieclation., No additional compensation
shall be due the Contractor for remedial measures to correct

the offense. Also, no extension of time will be granted for
delays caussad by such suspoensions. C

Reviscd 10/73



If no corrective action ig taken by the Contractor within 72
hours after a suspension is ordered by the Fnginecer, the State
reserxrves the richt to talke whatever action is necessary to
correct the situation and to deduct all costs incurred by the
State in taking such action from monies due the Contractor.

The Engineer may also suspend any overations which he feels are
cereating pollution problens altioubh they ray not be in
violation of &he above mentioned recquirements., In this
instarce, the work shall ke done by ?ovca account as described
in Subsection é82(e} "FORCE ACCOUNT VICRE" of the Genszral
Requirements and Covenants and paid tor inm accordance with
Subsection 9.4 (b} "FORCE ACCOUNT WORXKY therein. The count

of elapsed working days to he charged against the contract in
this situation shall be computed in accordance with Subsection
£.8(d) "CONTRACT TIMEY™ of the General Reguirements and
Covenants. :

ROTE TO ARCHITECT: MNotify the Public Works Engineer in writing

at or before the Pre-Final submitital ‘of any
proposed changes to the above reguirements.

Revised 10/73



SECTION 2C - CGRASS PLANTING

GENLERAT, CONDITIONS:

A apecificd in Section 1A,

WORIL_SPECTIYED TN RIS STOTION:

Yhe work to be performed under this section shall include
furnishing all labor, materials, ecuirment and tools for GroEs
plenting in arcas inéi rated on the uv~vmng' and as specified
herein, Grqss ghall 39 ne planted in the following areas:

ged by construcihion

(1}  EBxisting grassed éraas that are dana
' vtility trenches.

operations and arcas dug up for

an

ti

(2}  areess occupled by ewisting structures +hat are to be
demolished, removed and topsoiled.

(3} Areas within “Contract Zone Limétﬂ" that are graded and

) covered with top soll except areas designated for other
plants. R ) .

{4) All other areas within “Contract Zone Limits" that are

indicated on the plans to be graded, such as slopes of

t banks, eto.

(Note to Architect: TFor clarity, indic
all areas to be grassed so that there is no doubt as o
the extent of new gracsine,  If necessa separate
grassing nlan. Do not use the term "Lawn Area®.)

WORK SPECIFIED T OTHIR SECTIONS:

Pop soil for general £i
speclificd under DROTINIOE B

for repaily werk as spacificd her
installed under this section.

nleh grading and its installation are
n H e, screencd top soil
be furnizhed and

Tes : ? R
. . A ¥

COnMﬁhCEﬁRNT REQUIREMENTES .

Grass planting operations shall be started within 36 hours
after top soil has been placed and chall be continuecd through
to completion. There shall be no devintion from this reguire~
ment without the express approval of the Engincer,

E-21
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MATNTENANCE .

(1} General: The Contractor shall be resvonsible for
the proper care of the grassed areas. Maintenance
includes watering, weeding, mowing, repairing,
regrassing and protection, and is regquired until
the entire project is accepted, but in any event
for a period not less than *% days after planting
of grass, ' ) '

1

(2} Watering: After p?antiﬁj of seceds or grass sp jg
. the ground shall be oist til

‘a.hcal thy growth i: ‘
grass shall be thoroucghly watered once = daf
umtzl grassing work is aCGGpuGﬁ¢ Watering shall
be done in a manner that will Prevent erosion due
o the application of excessive guantitics of
water, and the watering cguipment shall be of a
type that will prevent danage to the finished
surface.
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"{3)  VMeeding: weeds sh 11 be upwwo red and removed
complately and in ne case shall they be allowed
to grow and proragate wore sceds. ‘Large holes
caused by weeding shall be £illed with screened
top soll and raked level,

3

{4) Mowing: CGrass shall be mowed with approved mowing
equipment to a helght of 1-1/2Y whencver tho
average height of grass becomes 3¢,

(5}  Repairing and regrassing:  When any portion of the
surface bhecomes gullied or otherwice demage
- grass has failed to grow, such a 5
repaired with screecned top soil and repl
with grass.

i
o
o
o

(6]  Prrotection: The grassed areas shnll bo pro* cted
against traffic so LH o the grass establi
healthy growth. Grassed areas danaged by t aific
_shall bhe rcplanted

E-22



APPENDIX C
Correspondence
Letter from Hilo Coast Processing Company
dated September 5, 1973

Letter from Hilo Asgociation to Help Retarded Children
dated HMarch 12, 1974

Letter from Hawaili County Planning Department
dated Apyril 18, 1974

nettey from Division of Siate Parks, Department of
fend and Natural Resources, dated July 10, 1974



" HILO COAST PROCESSING COMPANY

P. O. BOX 18
PEPEEKEO, HAWAIl 96783

September 5, 1973

Mr. T. Tominaga
Chief, Planning Branch
Division of Public Works
P. O, Box 119
Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Tominaga:
Subject: Rehabilitation Complex, Hilo

I have had our Growers Coordinator check on the parcels referred to in

your recent letter on the subject. The area in question is sub-leased to Mr.
Jihizo Ota, Lot No, G923, 17,43 acres, planted February 11, 1973, to a
new cane variety 59-3775; anticipated harvest date January, 1975, Mr,

Ota's address is listed as 6 Pokole Way, Hilo, Hawaii.

Since Mr. Ota has planted a new variety this year, he would anticipate
harvesting the plant crop in January, 1975, and a minimum of three successive
ratoon crops in years 1977, 1979 and 1981, Some growers will obtain
additional ratoons from their plant fields; however, the general experience

is a plant and three ratoons.

You will note from the enclosed sketch that there is a private parcel within
the proposed area owned by Emily De Cambra and Mary De Cambra Morote,
Tax Key 2-3-32-3,

This is a difficult area for us to harvest due to the urban development and

the hoswnital located in the area, We are hopeful that the State will {ind other
uses for this parcel and the adjoining parcels adjacent to the Hilo Hospital.
These parcels are located along Walanuenue Avenue,

Very truly yours,
%@,[{,m@u&, m«zlm
‘William Kenda

President

WHK:sn
Encl,
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Hilo Association 1o help Retarded Children

.
ﬁ:di;gﬁcy FO. BOX 593
Rehdiiction HILO  HAWAIN 96720
C(ﬁ%e?ﬂ Rainbow  Crofts Special Education Certer of Hilo

phone 9357511

March 12, 1974 phone  925-171

Mr. Ernest Shima, Hecad Enginecer

Department of Accounting & General Services

465 South King Street

Honolulw, Hawaii 986813 '
Dear Mr. Shima:

The Board of Directors of the Hilo Association
to help Retarded Children have investigated site
#8, your latest propesal for a building site for
Rainbow Crafts.

¥e are again requesting site #7 for the Rainbow
Crafts building, ocur observations are:

1. The location of site #8 between University

of Haweil and the proposed Hilo I1 Hiph School
would reguire complete fencing for the
protection and welfare of our clients.

2. The road froptage is a lengthy curve which is
& hazard for our clients and presents a pro-
blem in the placemcot of the building.

3. Kawili Street will present a greater traffic
hazard than site #10 because of future school
developmoent.

4. The shape of the 5 acres will present a
problem in future expansion.

Site #8 was not mentioned in the original draft.



P. 2

Your report shows that site #7 would be less costly
to the State and is available being one of 3 sites
evaluated in your September report. '

May we point out that at this {time we are approxi-
mately 6 months behind schedule according to your
site selection report of Sept. 1973,

Sipcerely yours,

.,W*‘W}Z Kgx//wjgw

Mr. Lawrence Capellas,
President

ce:  KeMNam Kim
3 %M-_.__-, R

rew Chang
Karuo Higaki
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April 18, 1974

Mr. Xenam Kim, Comptroller

Department of Accounting and
General Services

P. 0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Attention: Rikio Nishioka

Thank you for your letter of January 25, 1974, relating to the
proposed site for the Hilo Rehabilitation Complex. We would
like to initially apologize for this delinguent response, but
other equally important tasks precluded an earlier reply. More-
over, we were soliciting the reactions of the Hilo Association
to Help Retarded Citizens (HAHRC) with the hope of incorporating
their concerns in this letter.

After a careful review of your alternatives, we =till maintain
that Site No. 8 is undesirable. The problems of creating an
education/institutional ghetto still prevail: additionally, a
conglomeration of public facilities would tend to exacerbate the
traffic problen.

That site has also been deemed absolutely unacceptable by the
HAHRC. They noted to us at an April 16, 1974 meeting that se-
renity and guietness are prime considerations. A good rehabili-~
tation program demands serenity, as the students reguire a high
level of concentration to be able to effectively perform certain
tasks. A congested and/or active area would only serve to dis-
rupt the students' train of thought.

Using serenity and quictness as the major criteria, the HAHRC

Board of Directors at its April 16 meeting voted to recommend
Site No. 7 as the site for the subject complex.

+

E-28



Mr., Kenam Kim
Page 2
ARpril 18, 1974

After a re-evaluation of the various alternatives and discussions
with the HAHRC, we concur with the HAHRC's recommendation. Cur
initial recommendation for the Mohouli site was weighed agalinst
the operational regquirements of such a complex. After learning
more of the clients' neceds, we are now convinced that the atmo-
sphere afforded by Site No. 7 would be ideal. The soon—to-be
developed County Kaumana Springs Wilderness Park will assure the
right amount of privacy needed in perpetuity.

We also observed that there were other favorable factors. Based
upon your site analysis and cost/benefit table, Site No. 7 has
the lowest site development and building construction costs among
the four sites evaluated. Then, too, the expansion prospects of
Site No. 7 are great. Should the facility requirement and/or
concept of the program change, this site would offer the desired
level of flexibility.

In view of the foregoing, we would recommend that Site No. 7 be
selected for the Hilo Rehabilitation Complex.

Should you have any questions or if we could be of any other service
to you, please do not hesitate to contact us.

: %&%@Wﬁ@- 22‘%;%@% t

Raymond H. Suefuji
Director

SF:mh

¢¢ HAHMRC
Attn: Richard Santos

E-29



iy
EA E; ot
JOHM A BURNS Grdisidls, .
GOVERNOR OF HAWAILL Jm_ !7 f 15 ?H fzq _‘_4%?7\:,:@“2:‘3’5
p 2 FORESTRY
oy LAND MANAG
UBL[C iﬁ”}r\ ﬁs {:fn V STATE Or: HAWA!I BTATE PM:;SEMEN“

L N3
BB%&ARTMENT OF LAND AND MATURAL RESCURCES
DVISION GF STATE PARKS
£, 0. BOX 821
HOMOLULU, HAWALII 96805

WATER AND LAND DEVELOPMENT

July 10, 1974

Mr. Rikio Nishioka

State Public Works Enginecer
State of Hawaiil

Department of Accounting and
General Services

P, O, Box 119

Honoliulu, HI 96810

DPear Mr. Nishioka:

Neither the area you have recommended for the Hilo
Rehabilitation Complex, as noted in vour letter of July 2
1974 (ITMX 2-3-31-1);: or the alternative locations
(MK 2-3~-32-1, 2-3-32~3): contain any known historic or
archaeclogical sites,

[

. Very truly vours,
BOARD OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES

Craetd St

SUNAD KIDO
Chairman and Membery



APPENDIX D

Analysis and Recommendation
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ANALYSIS AND RECOMMEKDATION

Analvsis

Of the 34 State-owned sites larger than five acres within the site
selection area {see attached Figure D=1}, it was possible to
sericusly consider four alternative sites (see attached Figure
D=2 . ‘hese four sites were evaluated against certain criteria
pertinent to a desirable site. The resulis of this evaluation
are summarized in Table 1. It should be emphasized here that the
items in the evaluation table do not carry the same weight. How-
ever, the evaluation table provides an overall reference to the
evaluation process and simplifies the site selection., All four
alternatives {(Sites 4, 7, 8 and 10b) meet the minimum established
criteria.

Alternative Bite 4 has a slight advantage over Site 7 in terms
of criteria. However, Site 4 ig estimated to cost approximately
$100,000 more to develop and for this reason was eliminated from

Further consideration.

Alternative Site £ is egual to Site 10b in terms of criteria and
availability. The Department of Land and Natural Resources has
indicated a preference for Site &, as Site 10b mav interfere with
their plans for future development. Therefore, Site 10b was also
eliminated from further consideration.

An analyvsis of the two remaining alternative sites under consider-
ation, viz. Alternative Sites 7 and 8 reveals the following dif-
ferences:

1. Alternative Site 8§ hag mora desirable and less undesir-
able characteristics than Alternative Site 7.

2. As cbsecrved in the evaluation table, Alternative Site 8
has no poor characteristics.

3. Alternative Site 8 is located in the vicinity where many
eleemosynary, charitable organizations are concentrated.
Some of these are the Waiakesn Settliement Y.M.C.A., the
I.L.w.U,, U.8, Army Reserve, a church, a proposed senior
citizens housing project and a proposed H.G.E.A, facil-
ity.

Should an office for community agencieg be built on the
site, this location will he compatible with the apparent
planning gcal of congregating all of the eleemosynary
organizations in one area.

4, Alternative Site B ig in a Y"drier" area of Hilo than
Alternative Site 7.

5. The lccation of Alternative Site 8 integrates the complex
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Table i

EVALUATION TARLE®

. Alternative Bites
Criteria. 4 7 2 10k
1. Minimum Site Criteria Yes Yeg Yes Yes
A, Bize Yes Yes Yas Yes
B. Shape Yes Yeg Yas Yeg
C. Tsunami Yes Yeg Yes Yes
D, Flood Yeg Yes Yes Yeu
E. Landslide Yes Yes Yes Yes
¥, Location Yes Yes Yes Yes
G. TLand Ownership Yes Yes Yes Yesg
2. General Site Criteria
R. Shapa of Site + + + +
B. Slope of Site - 4 + 0
C. Aesthetics of Site 0 + 0 0
D, Bocessibility + 0 O ¢
E. Offgsite Muisances o+ + + +
¥, Alreraft Noise + + 4+ +
G. Trafiic Noise + o+ G +
H. Rainfall e - 0 s,
I. State Land Use + -+ o+ +
J. Hawaii Zoning Ordinance * + + +
K. Interference with Institu-
tions + o + +
L., bBisplacement + 0 + +
M. Proximity to Residential
Community 0 O + +
N. Proximity to Commercial
Commun ity - - 4+ R
Totals of Generszl Site Criteria
+ 9 g i0 10
G Z 4 4 4
- 3 2 0 G
1. Site Dbevelopment 217.G 150¢.¢ 175,00 223.6
2. Building Construction 1,285.011,252.0] 1,267 .01L,288.0
Totals (Thousands of Dollars) [L.502.011,402.0] L,442.00,511.0C

*Legend:
Yes
Ho Site does
+ Indicates
0 Indicates
- Indicated

Site meets minimum coriteria

not meet minimum criteria
an .excellent characteristic

a good characteristic
a poor characteristic

E-35



UNIVERSITY O LAV/ALL

Envirenmental Conter

Office of the Directer

June 5, 1974
MEMORANDUM

TO: Richard Marland
FROM: Jerry M. Johnson
SUBJECT: Draft EIS for the proposed

Hilo Ro;mbl litation Complex

I have no comnents about this EIS.

1 S
N ,"*//{A, ’14977
B e T ey
L,l‘l) Hns
s ;/

Actifg Dircctor

E-38
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JOHN AL BURNS
GOVERNOR

FREDERICK C, EASKINE
CHOARMAN, BOARD OF AGHICULTURE

WILLIAM E. FERNANDES
DEPUTY YU THE CHAal RMAN
BTATE OF HaAwWAIL

RDEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
1428 B0, KING STREET

HOMOLULL, HAWAH QGa)a

May 30, 1974

MEMGRANDUY

To:

Subject:

Dr. Richard E. Marland, Interim Director
Office of HHV"“onuenbal Gualicy Control

Enviromvental Impact Statement fov
Hilo Rehabilitation Complex, DAGS

Site Sclection lJeport

The Department of Agriculiure has reviewed the draft
EIS and has no adverse recommendations, Loss of the arca in sugar
cane is expected to have no signiiicant eifect con future agriculiural
activitias. This preblem is noted in the letter (appendiz C) from
William Kenda, Hilo Coast Processing Company, Inc., dated September 5,

1973.

954

jed
-

6 vecommends acceptance of the

The Departman

1 A

Vet Loz 2o
Frederick C.
Chairman,

LETsKLnE

Board of Agriculture



i‘?\?",]i‘?if’ﬂ“”‘ - DEPARTMENT OF WATER SURPPLY ¢ COUNTY OF ~AWAL
. e emameene, .4 F. Q. 90X 1820 [ Hikg, HAWALL 9"6’?20 M 25 AUPuN STRELY
May 28, 1974
Or. Richard Mariand
Offlce of Environmental Cuallty Control
550 Ralokawwiia Stroet, Room 301
Honolulu, Hi 96813
Ros Environmental Impact Statomont

Siia Solection Ronort - Hilo Rehabliltetleon Comslox

As rcguosted In your lotior of trensmlticl of va 16, 1974, we rovicwed fho
environrental Tmpact statenont for the subjcet projoeT.

Wator for domostlic use and flre protection purpcscs Is avalizole from our
fo~Inch maln along Walanucnue Avonuc., This progoct will not have any adverse

offects on cur water systom.

p / N
v g v
(:./( £ ,":j&\“«-
/7 !v,}b'u@w
Aklra Fulimoto
Managor

. ?/f/u/c'r z{r:':u/.-s JIrOGres L,

L-40



PLANNING DEPARTMENT

256 AUPUNI STREET « HILO, HAWAIL 84720

COUNTY OF
BEAWAILL

May 22, 1974

Dx. Richard £. Marlan

Cifice of Environment al Quality Control

550 Halekauwila 5t.

Honolulu, Hawaill 86813

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement fo¥
Site Selection Report = Hilc Rehabillitation C
Hilo, Hawalil

Thaak vou for the opportunliy LO rYevicw ana comnc
subject environmental impact statement. We nave
the 1 0 vi it oan ur pre
munication elelal

Services on b
or obljections Lo ©

Director

VGimn

BHUNICHI KIMURA
Mayor

RAYMOND H, SURPFUII
DBirocotor
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DEPARTHENT OF ToZ IR FONCE
HEADQUARTERS 15t AIR LASE WiNG (PACAE, ;Uuq. .
APO SAN FRANCISCO wobbs -

I

¥ L‘C) £

Draft Lnvironmental Impact Statement

SUBJEC T

o, Office of Environmental Quality Control
Office of the Governor
550 Halekauwila Street:
Tani Office Buildine, Third Floor

)
-~

Honotulu, dewaii 96813
1. Reference is made to your letter of 16 ey 1974, subject as above.

2. This office has no comment Lo render relative to the drafs environ-
mental impact statement for the Hilo Rehabilitation Comnlex sroject,

o

// ./ / // V4
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DEPARTVENT OF THI ARWY
HONOLULU DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
BUILDING 96, FORT ARMSTRONG
HONOLULU, HAWAIL 06813

PODED-PV 17 June 1974

Dr. Richard Marland

Interim Director

Office of Ewviroamental Quality Control
550 Halckauwila Street

fonolulu, Hawaii 946813

Dear Dr. Marland:

We have reviewed the draft envirommental impact statement for Site
Selection, Hilo Rehabilitation Complex, Hilo, Hawaiil and the final
environmental impact statement for the development ¢f 2 houselot sube-
division on State land at Kealakehe, Worth Kona, Hawziil, We have no
comments on either document., Thank you for the opportunity to review
these statements,

Sincerely yours,

ELROY K., A. CHIL

A

WX
Acting Chief, Enzineering Division




HCFE-PS . 10 JUKR 1974

Office of Onvironmental Quality Control
Office of the Governor

550 Halekauwila Street, Room 201
Honolulu, Hawaii 66813

Gentlemen:
We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statements for:
v a. Site Selection Report, Hilo Rehabilitation Complex
b. Hailpahu Uka Elementary School
We concur on the Draft IES for both projects.

Atthough we are not directly affected, we feel that both projects should
be of great benefit 1o the comaunity.

Sincerely yours,

CHARLES 5. VARNUM
Colonel, CE
Director of Facilities Enginecering



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

SOl CONSERVATION SERVICE

460 Alexander Young Bldg., Honolulu, HI 96813

June 18, 1974
ny. Richard E. Marland, Interim Director
0ffice of Enviroamental Quality Control
550 Halekauwila St., Room 301
Honolulu, HI 96813

Dear Dr. Mariand:

Re: Draft Envivonmental nact Statement
i

Site Selection Report - Hile Rehab; itacion Complex

We have reviewed the above-mentioned draft as you requested and offer

the following comments for consideration by the developers:

The soils on the site are mapped as Hilo Siley Clay Loam, 0-10 pe;ceut
r t

slope. 1In a typical profiie, the su urface layer is dark brown silty
clay leam apout 12 inches thick. The subsoll which extends o a
depth of over 70 inches to unconforming sedrock s dark brown to
reddish-brown silty elay itoam. The subsoil dehydrate

into pravel sized agzv te ]

mpreg .
snallow soils over pahoen lava rock.

n

Annuas rainfall ranges from 120 to 180 inches ann

Tes suitability as a foundation for low builldings
the following properties lew bearing capaciiy,
iow shear strenzth, and high shrinkage.

The proposed site is located in a heavy rainfall area. This, along
with the irreversible aggregation cheracteristics of the SUDSOLL,
could create sevriocus erosion problems and resuit in sedimentacion
iato Ainako Stream. The stream f{lows reliatively sediment-Iree at

the present time.

Because of some of the previously discussed soil properties, special
consideration may need to be given to certain aspects of construction
waere building foundations are concerncd. In addition, conservation
practices should be developed on the site during construction Lo
minimize erosion probloems.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this draft.
Sincerely,

-

.”;- - .rt.: (/Xf/‘ "“*"‘-/‘

FLESE
Syancis G He Lum

Yied e censevvationiat




* LEYYER Ko,

{(P}1903.4

KENAM KiM
COMPTROLLER

JOKR A, BURNS
GOVERHOR

STATE OF HAWALL

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING
AND GENERAL SERVICES -
. O, BOX 119

HORNOLULU, HAWAII S6810 Juim 2 g %g?ﬁ

Mr. Francis C. #H. Lum
State Conservatiocnist
501l Conservation Service

- . 8. Department of Agriculture
440 Alexander Young Building
Bonoluly, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mr. Lum:

Subject: Draft EIS for Site Selection Report
Hilo Rehabilitation Complex

This is in response to your letter of June 18, 1874 to the
Office of Environmental Quality Control regarding the subject
project. Our respcense is presented immediately after ecach
comment.

1. Comment: Because of pccqlble unsuitable subscil condi-
tions, special consideration may need ¢o be given to
certaln aspects of construction where building founda-
tions are concerned.

Response: Buiia;“g» will be limited to a height of one
story wherever feazsible. A reputable so lb consultant
will be retained by the State to assist the structural

engineer in his design of the foundation for the complex.

2. Comment: Conservation practices should be developed on
the site during construction to minimize erosion prob-
lems, mainly, sedimentation inte Ainako Stream.

e includes as part of all project
ection on environmental pretection.
h covering ercsion {gee item 4. in

tt EISY. The contractor's come

Appendlx B £
fications will be enforced by State

pliance to
inspectors.

Very truly yours,

RIKIO NISHIOHA
State Public Works Engineer

SM:int
cc: Dr. R. Marland BE-46
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DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING
AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

JOHN A, BURNS

Governcr

SHELLEY M. MATIK
Decior

EDWARD J. GREANEY, JR.
Der  ; Dwector

250 South King St/ Honoluiy, Hawad 86813 7 P. O, Box 23588 / Honolulu, Hawan 6604

June 18, 1974

MEMORANDUM

TO: Dr. Richard E. Marland, Interim Director
(Zfoice of Eavirvonmental Guality Contreol

f’ I L 1'7/

FROM: / /(F/‘/“:f/af:if, i

LG ;_-x,a.. ST

SUBJECT: Review of Draft £IS for Site Selectivm Heport,
Hilo Rehabilitasion Complex, Hilo, Mawaili

We have reviewed the above subject draft and would
following comments:

1. As a safety precaution, it may be necessary that
some type of proiective
o

ation be given to the provision o
barrier between the proposed facl

1

the adjeining {proposed) wilderness arca.

could pessibly ¢© a result oi the one-wao
Walanuenue Avenue does nob seen Lo have been &ad

in this draft

3. Becausc of heavy vainfall in this area, possib
covered walkways botween all buildings to fael
wheelchalys wight be considerwad,

These are the only comments we have at this time b
the opportunity to review the dralt.

i

i

Ref. No. 1048

some considey-

dicapped andc

Lens Gdn A
2 T e
TOLILC along
ately covered



(P)1902.4

LETTER NoO.

KENAM KIM

JOHN A, BURNS
COMPYROLLER

GOVERNOR

STATE OF HAWAII

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING
AND GENERAL SERVICES
P, 0. BOX 119
HONOLULY, HAWAIL PS80

JUL 29 1074

Honorable Shelley Mark

Director

Department of Planning and
Economic Development

State of Hawali

Honolulu, Hawailil

Dear Dx. Mark:

Subject: Draft EIS for Site Selection Report
Hilo Rehabilitation Complex

This ig in response to your letter of June 18, 1974 to the
Office of Pnvironmental Quality Control regarding thc subject
project. Qur resgponse 1s presented immediately after each

conment.,

1. Comrent: As a : j t may be necessary
that some congi ati Jen o L.ding a protec-
tive barrier betwse e o and the
gdijoining {propcesad) wilderness area.

Response: A definite protective barrier, in terms of
Chdl?“ll R Fﬁﬂcg, ete., around the complex, will be
included in the project.

2. Comment: The statement regarding resclution of access
problems which could possibly ocour as a result of the
one-way traffic along Walanuenue Avenue does not seem
16 have been adeguately covered in the draft EIS.

Respongse: The one-way strect makai condition during the
morning peak traffic heour (7:15 a.m.-8:00 a.m.} occurs

at the lower portion of Walanuenue Avenue between Kaumana
Drive and Kamchameha Avenue ({sece attached map)., During
this period, mauka-bound traffic use Haili Street. The
rehabilitation complex site, being far enough above the
one-way zone, should not experience access problems even



Honorable Shelley Mark Ltr. No. (P)1902.4
Page 2

if an alternate mauka route is used. The Hawail County
Planning Department has no objections in this regard.
This response will be included in the final EIS.

3. Comment: Because of heavy rainfall in this area, pos-
sible provision of covered walkways between all build-
ings to facilitate access by wheelchalrs should be
considered.

Response: Covered walkwavs will be included in the

project. Also included will be provisions for the
handicapped such as wheelchair ramps,; handrails, etc.

ruly yours,

KENAM KIM
Stgte Comptroll

Very

[

Attachment

E-49
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JOME A BURME
BOVERHGH

g, ALVEY WHIGHY
DIRECYOH
LAWRENCEF O CHUN
DEPUTY DIRFCTNE

MUNNY ¥ A LEF
OEPUTY ThiReCYom

COUGLAS S SAKAMOTO
GEFU ¥ DIRECTOR

STATE OoF HawAl

. DEPARTHMENT OF TRANSFORTATION
86% PURCHBOWL STREET N REFLY REFER TO:

HONOLULU, HAWAIL 96813 TP 8,2591

June 20, 1974

Dr. Richard E, Marland
Interim Director
0ffice of Environmental

Quality Control
550 Halekauwiia St., Room 307
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
Dear Dr. Marland:

Subject: Draft Envirvonmental Impact Statemant
: HiTo Rehabilitation Complex
Hilo, Hawaii
We are returning herewith a copy of the subject document with

our comments noted thereon on the affected pages.

Sincerely,

M
%/Es/;;ugw

Director

Enclosure



LETTER No, }?. 192

KENAM KIM

JOHM AL BURNS
COMPYRCLLER

GOYERNOR

STATE OF HAWAIL

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING
AND GEMNERAL SERVICES
.G BOX 118
HONOLULY, HAWAL 968190

JUL 8 11974

Honorakble E. Alvey Wright
Director

Department of Transportation
State of Hawaii

Honeclulu, Hawaii

Dear Admiral Wright;

Subject: Draft EIS for Site Selection Report
Hile Rehabilitation Complex
This is in response to your comments of June 20, 1974 to
OEQC marked on the draft EIS. Our response is y presented lmne-
diately after each comment.

1. Comment: Consider redesign of the junction of the old

and new Walanuenue Avenucs.

Reswonse: Ralnbow Dri : 4 Waianuenue Avenue)
maeets the new Walsnuenue locations ~ 200

&
feet apart.  The maka to Hile town is
Being modificd ko a ction by the County
of Hawaii, The mauka j”%ctl““ near tihe project site,
already has a T-shaped intersection.

2. ¢ ent: Will cane growar{s) bs compensated for loss

oI revenuoe from future crops?

Responsce: The private growers will be compensated as
determinced by the Department of Land and Natural Resources.

3. Comment: Use of cesspools i1s questioned, since a 16"
gewaer line services Walanuenuo Avenue.
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Response: Sewage from the complex will be handled by
the 16" line. Reference to cesspools will be deleted.
The response is included in the final EIS,

4., Comment: What is the area of the proposed site?

Response: The area of the proposed site is five acres.
The response is included in the final EIS.

5. Commgent: Existing soil condition on site should be
clarified,

Response: In a representative profile, the surface
layer is dark brown silty clay loam about 12 inches
thick., The subscil is about 48 incheg thick and
consists of reddish, grayish brown silty clay loam.
Included are small areas of shallow soils over pahoew-
hoe lava bedrock., Permeability is rapid, runoff is
slow, and the erosion hazard is slight. The response
is included in the final RIS,

6. Comment: Be more specific as to the one-way function
of Waianuenue Avenue,

Response: On school days, during the morning peak
traffic (7:30 a.m. ~ 8:15% z.m.}, ¥alianuenue Avenue
bocomes a4 one-way street (makaill} from the Faumana

Drive junction to Kamehamcha Avenue. A skoetch showing
the one-way traffic will be included in the final TIS.

-

~k
a

orment: What would be the impact of noilse, traffic,

=tce., on the adjacent vrivate residence?

2

Response:  Neodse will not be a major concern during the
operation of the facility, Proper acoustical treatmont
in the design will inhibit any noise produced by machine-
ery, children, etc. Noilze during construction will be
minimized by strict enforcement of pollution control
measures,

Traffic to and from the facility is not expected to be
heavy during and after normal work hours, Private bus
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transportation for the clientele will also help reduce
vehicular traffic.

To further insure the privacy of the facility and its
neighbors, fencing and landscaping will be included in
the design,

The response is included in the final EIS,

Comment: Discuss the alternatives in greater detail,
including location map of alternate sites, analysis
and recommendations.

Response: A location map of all the alternate sites,
along with a detailed analysis and recommendation, is

included in Appendix D of the final EIS.

Very truly yours,

ﬁ{fﬁ A(
il },:IMW;W%*WWM%

KERNAM KIM
State Comptrolle:
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PULE CRES DI
_ Llﬂs}j‘éfgﬁ Div. STATE OF HAWAI

COFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CONTACL
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
540 HALEKALIWILA ST,
ROCM 301
HONOLULU, HAWAL §5813

June 17, 1974

MEMORANDUM

e Niear  wwme e memd W webe M s e

TO: The Honorable KeNam Kim, State Comptroller
Department of Accounting and General Services

FROM: Richard E. Marland, Director ‘ kjﬁ”%' )
lfl f&?g %»;’?%9*{ ng@{i’/

o' Office of Envirommental Quality Control

SUBJECT: Draft Envircnmental Impact Statement for Hilo
Rehabilitation Complex, Hilo, Hawali

This Office has received a total of four responses
to the proposed project named above, as of this date. An
attached sheet lists the responding agencies.

In our evaluation of the draft EIS (dEIS) and comments
provided, this Office finds several arcas in which the f{inzal
BIS should expand discussion. The following comments are offered:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND NEXD

In the second paragraph of the description of the
project site, there is no mention of the land area. 1t is
yecommended that this be included in the final EIS.

TMPACT OF THE PROJECT

A. Social
3. Neighborhood Character {page L[-5)

The draft EIS states that "The County of Hawaii zoning
for the site is residential (RS-10). Schools for the
handicapped are permitted within a residential district
provided a minimum land area of one acre is provided.”
However, since there is no mention of the area of the
preject site, this statement is incomplete.
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B. Economics
5. Project Cost (pages LE-6, E-7)
The discussion needs to be expanded. Phase I is men-
tioned, but what does it involve and include? Also,
what are the other phases and their costs? These should
all be included in the final EIS.

C. Environmental
1. Aesthetics (page E-7)
The last statement says that landscaping will be provided
as required to minimize disturbances to 1ts "neighbors'.
Who are the'neighbors"?

5. Natural or Historical Landmarks (page E-8)
This statement should be documented.

7. Traffic Condition
It is recommended that parPlng be discussed. That is,
would parking be provided? If so, for whom, where and
how many cars will be accomodated?

SOCIAL COSTS AND BENEFITS OF THE PROJIECT (pages E-11, E-12)

The following equation B = (By + Bp) 2 C  is actually
an invalid equation. A discussion would be more effective and
informative. Equating intangible benefits and tangible beneflits
does not explein the reasons for 1t being greater that the cost
of the complex.

Also, the third paragraph says that, "The actual land
acguisition and construction costs can be identified with rea-
sonable accuracy." This Office suggests that the costs be stated
in the EIS.

A. New facilities will reduce buillding maintenance cost.
This statement should be documented.

B. Centralization of the complex would reduce transportation
costs.
The cost would be reduced as compared to what? This
also should be documented.

In the second to the last paragraph on page E-12, the
last sentence seems to contradict the empirical equation given.
Either the sentence should be reworded or be given a more de-
tailed discussion on the opinion.

APPENBIX

2. Dust
A1t is recommended that this section be completed in the

final EIS.
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June 17, 1974

RECOMMENDATIONS

We recommend that: (1) written responses be sent to
all commentors including this Office, indicating how specific
concerns were considered, cvaluated, and disposed; (2} all
comments and your respenses should be incorporated as an appen-
dix to the final EIS:; (3) & copy of the final EIS should be
sent to those individuals that provided substantive comments
to the draft EIS.

We trust that these comments will prove to be helpful

to you in preparing the final EIS. Thank you for the opportunity
to review the draft EIS.

Attachnent
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Leeven No.,

HKENABM KM
COMPTROLLER

JOHN A, BURNS
GUVERNOR

STATE OF HAWAI

DEPARTHMENT OF ACCOUNTING
AND GENERAL SERVICES

HoNOLOLL, oA 26810 AUG 2 1974

Dr. Richard . Marland

Interim Director

Office of Environmental
Quality Control

550 Haleksuwila Street

Honolulu, Hawail

Dear Dr. Marland:

Subject: Draft EIXIS for Site Selection Report
Hilo Rehabilitation Complex

This is in response to vour letter of June 17, 1874 regarding
the subject project. Our response is presented immediately after
each comment.

1. Comment: Land area should be included in description of
project site.

Response: The land area of the gite is five acres. The
response is included in the final EIS.

2. Comment: Since no area of the site is mentioned, the
statement "schools for the handicapped are permitted
within a regidential district provided a minimum land
area of one acre is provided" 1s unsubstantiated.

Rezponse: The area (five acres) is included in the final
EIS.

3. Comment: Discussion on project cost needs to be expanded
it
to include scope and cost for Phase I and any subseguent
phases.

Respconse: The land belongs to the State. There thus

i e i il . ~ - . s -

will not be any capital outlay for land acguisition.
There will however be soms crop loss. The Deparitment of
Land and Natural Resources will make a determinaticon on
compensation in accordance with the terms of the lease.
Phase I, the Sheltered Workshop, will cost $550,000.
Phase II, the Training and Day Activity Center, will cost
$600,000. Phase III, the Joint-Use Facilities, will cost
$252,000. The total estimated cost of the rehabilitation
complex is $1,402,000. The response is included in the
final EIS.

£~58
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Comment: Who are the "neighbors" rveferred to in the
statement "landscaped buffer areas will be provided as
reqgquired to minimize disturbance to its neighbors®.

Response: The neighbors of the proposed complex are:

a. Hilo Hospital in front and across Walanuenue Avenue.
B. Future residential house lots on either side.

¢. Future wilderness park to the rear of the site.

Comment: Statement regarding natural or historical
landmarks should be documented.

Responce: The hisgtorical staff of the Division of State
Paxks,’ﬁépartment of Land and Natural Resources, has
reviewed the gite of the proposed complex and f£inds no
known historical sites on the property. The site is
presently covered with sugar cane. The response 1s
incluvded in the final EIS.

Comment: Parking should be discussed.

Responge: The following parking needs will be included

in the design of the facility:

a. Employee Parking - 34
b, Visitor Parking - 6
¢. Handicapped Parking - 2
d. Panel-Truck Parking - 10
e. 30-Passenger Bus - 1

The parking will be designed to reduce conflict betwsen
vigitors and stafif.

Comment: The equation B = (Bg + Br) Z ¢ is invalid.

Regponge: All this eguation states is that "the benefits
T{both tangible and intangible) derived from the project
should bz egual to or greater than the cost of the
proiect. However, this eguation will be deleted from.
the EIS to prevent any misconception of our intent.

Comment: Land acguisition and construction costs should
be stated in the EIS.

e -
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10.

l}nﬂ

12.

Response: The cost of the project has been expanded
upon as noted in a previcus response. The response
is included in the final EIS.

Comment: The statement, "New facilities will reduce
building maintenance cost", should be documented.

Response: A comparisen of ultimate vearly maintenance
costs Lor different alternatives is as follows:

&. Rerovation of existing facilities at present
Rainbow Crafte location and addition of new
buildings ~ $52,340/year.

b. Construct new buildings on new site - $48,100/vear.
The response is included in the final EIS.

Comment: The statement, "Centralization of the conplex
would reduce transportation costs", should be documented.

Response: Presently, the Sheltered Workshop and Child
Training are located in the same facility. This same
arrangement on the new site would eliminate the trang-
porting of goods and clientele between facilities.
Alsc, the joint-use of certain areas such as kitchen
and dining and a common clerical staff would further
reduce costs. In the future, other guasi-publi¢ agen~
cies may want to be located in +he rehabilitation com-
plex to take advantage of the close proximity to.the
Sheltered Workshop and Child Training. The response
is included in the final EIS. ~

Comment: The sentence, “"However, it ies felt that the
beneiits exceed the cost of the project”, seems to
contradict the empirical eguation given.

Response: The sentence conforms to rather than con-
tradicts the equation as explained in an earlier
response. However, the eguation will be deleted from

the final EIS.

Comment: The section on dust control should be com-
pleted. &

Response: The portion of the dust control section left
blank will be filled in during the final design phase
of the project when such information is known. The
figure inserted varies with each project.

Very truly yours,

E-GAKENAM KIM
Stéte Comptroll
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JOHN A, BURNS
GOVERNOR OF Kawal

MEMORANDUM

Tos

From:

Subject:

Hilo RCh&DlllLutlﬁﬁ Com

“This

.~ another
to the
. plans.

We -have discussed this alternate

R.

RECEIVED

Sep 20

PUBLIC WORKS DIV,
DAGS

boss P TTY

STATE OF HAWAI

DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES

September 17,

E. Marland,

P, O, BOX 621
HAWAIL BEEOD

1974

HOMOLULY,

Interim Director

Office of Environmental Quality Control

Sunao Kido,

+

Chairman

DHVISIONS:

COMYEYAKCES

FIGH AND GAME

FORESTRY

LAND MANKGEMENY

ETATE PARKS

WATEF AND LAND UDEVELOPMENY

Comments on Draft EIS for Site Selection Report,

lox,

Hilo,

Hawaill

Department
we are recomnending

part

site proposed

has

State
in

of the

an alternative

the

<
=3

S
a

v e

S

reviewed the above mentiened EIS, and
site for this facility on
land on Walanuenue Avenue, adijacent
report, and as shown on the attached

S8ite with the Divigion

ervices,
rea.

15, and
shown on

RIESOURCES

of Public Works, Department of Accounting and General
and feel that the facility can be constructed in this
This Department has no further objections to the
the project being constructed on the alternate site a
the attached plans.
Very truly vours,
BOARD OF LAWD AND NATURAL
B q o
-~ i
A LA L
SUNAQ KIDO
L ~ Chairman and Member
attach. ! :
cci DAGS/

S
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Honorabls Sunao xido

Chairman

Bepartment of Land and
Natural Resources

State of Hawaii

Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Mr, Xido:

This is in rzsnenze 4o youwr letisr of Ssptembar 17, 1974 4o
the Oifice of Znvironmental RQuality Control ragarding the subjsct
project,

My staff has reviewed the alternasiva site rzcommendsd
Youxy dapariment for the rahabilitasi w1 s i
c2nt to the gits oroposed tha rep
favorabla charactaristics, cur

e e e SO R
/ KENAM ®IM ~ -
State Comptroller
SMiint
cC¢: Dr. R. Marland
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