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Dear Mr. Glenn: - ©&

The Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) hereby transmits the
Final Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact
(FEA-FONSI) for the Kumu Camp Project situated at TMK (4) 4-8-007:001,
in the Anahola District on the island of Kaua‘'i, for publication in
the next available edition of the Environmental Notice. The Hawaiian
Homes Commission as the Approving Agency approved the declaration of a
FONSI at its regularly scheduled meeting on January 19, 2016 in
Kapolei, O‘ahu. The FEA-FONSI includes copies of comments and
responses received during the 30-day public comment period on the

Draft Environmental Assessment and Anticipated Finding of No
Significant impact (DEA-AFNSI).

Enclosed is a completed OEQC Publication Form, two copies of the
FEA-FONSI, an Adobe Acrobat PDF file of the same, and an electronic
copy of the publication form and summary of the action in MS Word.

Should there be any questions, please contact Nancy McPherson,

Planner, DHHL Planning Office at (808) 620-9519 or via email at
nancy.m.mcpherson@hawaii.gov.

Aloha,

\ﬁﬂobie M .Zd%i , Chairman
H

awaiian Homes Commission

Enclosures:
OEQC Publication Form
FEA-FONSI (2 copies)
CD with an Adobe Acrobat PDF file of the FEA-FONSI
MS Word file of the Publication Form and Project Summary

C: Planning Solutions, Inc.

1

W E oPY.

g3AI303d



July__Zﬂ_:_lQ Revision

APPLICANT ACTION ,
SECTION 343-5(e), HRS

PUBLICATION FORM F“_ 4 ?‘

Project Name Kumu Camp

HRS §343-5 Trigger(s):
Island: Kaua'i
District: Kawaihau

Use of State Land FtB 038 ?mﬁ

TMK: (4) 4-8-007:001
Permits: HRS Chapter 343 FEA/FONSI, Individual Wastewater Management Permit

Approving Agency:

Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

State of Hawai'i

91-5420 Kapolei Parkway

Kapolei, Hawai‘i 96707
Applicant:

Homestead Community Development Corporation

P.O. Box 646
Anahola, Hawai‘i 96703

Contact: Robin P. Danner (808) 652-0140

Consultant:
Planning Solutions, Inc.

JHINOD ALITVAD
JINIHNOHIANS 40 330

65 6¥ G2 N 9L,
G3AI303Y

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96814

Contact: Makena White (808-550-4538)

Status (check one only):

__DEA-AFNSI

XXFEA-FONSI

__FEA-EISPN

__Act 172-12 EISPN

__DEIS

__FEIS

__Section 11-200-23

Determination

__Statutory hammer
Acceptance

__Section 11-200-27

Submit the approving agency notice of determination/transmittal on agency letterhead, a hard copy
of DEA, a completed OEQC publication form, along with an electronic word processing summary
and a PDF copy (you may send both summary and PDF to oeqchawaii@doh.hawaii.gov; a 30-day
comment period ensues upon publication in the periodic bulletin.

Submit the approving agency notice of determination/transmittal on agency letterhead, a hard copy
of the FEA, an OEQC publication form, along with an electronic word processing summary and a
PDF copy (send both summary and PDF to oegchawaii@doh.hawaii.gov; no comment period
ensues upon publication in the periodic bulletin.

Submit the approving agency notice of determination/transmittal on agency letterhead, a hard copy
of the FEA, an OEQC publication form, along with an electronic word processing summary and
PDF copy (you may send both summary and PDF to oeqchawaii@doh.hawaii.gov; a 30-day
consultation period ensues upon publication in the periodic bulletin.

Submit the approving agency notice of determination on agency letterhead, an OEQC publication
form, and an electronic word processing summary {(you may send the summary to
oegchawaii@doh.hawaii.gov. NO environmental assessment is required and a 30-day consultation
period upon publication in the periodic bulletin.

The applicant simultaneously transmits to both the OEQC and the approving agency, a hard copy
of the DEIS, a completed OEQC publication form, a distribution list, along with an electronic word
processing summary and PDF copy of the DEIS (you may send both the summary and PDF to
oeqc@doh.hawaii.gov); a 45-day comment period ensues upon publication in the periodic builetin.
The applicant simultaneously transmits to both the OEQC and the approving agency, a hard copy
of the FEIS, a completed OEQC publication form, a distribution list, along with an electronic word
processing summary and PDF copy of the FEIS (you may send both the summary and PDF to
oeqc@doh.hawaii.gov); no comment period ensues upon publication in the periodic bulletin.

The approving agency simuitaneous transmits its determination of acceptance or nonacceptance
(pursuant to Section 11-200-23, HAR) of the FEIS to both OEQC and the applicant. No comment
period ensues upon publication in the periodic bulletin.

The approving agency simultaneously transmits its notice to both the applicant and the OEQC that
it failed to timely make a determination on the acceptance or nonacceptance of the applicant's FEIS
under Section 343-5(c), HRS, and that the applicant’s FEIS is deemed accepted as a matter of law.



Applicant Action Publication Form — Page 2

The approving agency simultaneously transmits its notice to both the applicant and the OEQC that
it has reviewed (pursuant to Section 11-200-27, HAR) the previously accepted FEIS and
determines that a supplemental EIS is not required. No EA is required and no comment period
ensues upon publication in the periodic bulletin.

Determination

__Withdrawal (explain)
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Summary (Provide proposed action and purpose/need in less than 200 words. Please keep the
summary brief and on this one page):

The proposed action consists of DHHL granting a long-term License or Lease that will allow the Homestead
Community Development Corporation to continue its Kumu Camp operations in Anahola, Kaua'i. If approved,
HCDC will operate campsite facilities, including: metal-framed tent bungalows (tentalows); restrooms
equipped with an Individual Wastewater System; a 24' x 36' raised wooden pavilion with temporary roof; two
“yurt’-style tents used as enclosed meeting areas; and miscellaneous other facilities (storage structures, solar-
powered pathway lighting, outdoor recreation areas, and an imu). It would also use approximately three acres
on the eastern part of the parcel as a low impact park and picnic area (no structures). The purposes of the
proposed action are to: allow HCDC to provide an outdoor camping experience close to DHHL beneficiaries;
utilize DHHL-owned land in the area for its intended purpose as described in Section 207 of the Hawaiian
Homes Commission Act; provide a venue for youth and cultural camps to perpetuate Hawaiian culture and
values; maintain uses that are compatible with adjacent residential and recreational activities in the area; and
ensure that use of the property is consistent with the objectives, policies, and guidelines of the Coastal Zone
Management program (HRS Chapter 205A).
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PROJECT SUMMARY

Project:

Kumu Camp Project

Applicant:

Homestead Community Development Corporation
P.O. Box 646

Anahola, Hawai‘i 96703

Contact: Robin P. Danner (808) 652-0140

Approving Agency:

Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
State of Hawai‘i

91-5420 Kapolei Parkway

Kapolei, Hawai‘i 96707

Location:

4261-4281 Poha Road, Anahola, Kaua‘i, Hawai‘i

Proposed Action:

Chapter 343 Environmental Assessment for the existing
Kumu Camp in Anahola, Hawai‘i.

Associated Actions Requiring
Environmental Assessment:

Commitment of state-owned land.

Tax Map Key: (4) 4-8-007:001
Parcel Area: 11 acres
Project Area: 8.39 acres
Judicial District: Kawaihau
State Land Use District: Urban

County Zoning: Open

Required Permits & Approvals:

HRS Chapter 343 Environmental Assessment
Individual Wastewater Management Permit

Anticipated Determination:

Finding of No Significant Impact

Parties Consulted:

See Chapter 7

Consultant:

Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96814

Contact: Makena White (808-550-4538)
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PURPOSE AND NEED

1. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROJECT

1.1  OVERVIEW OF PURPOSE AND NEED

This Environmental Assessment (EA) evaluates the potential environmental effects of continued
operation by the Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC) of Kumu Youth
Academy (henceforth “Kumu Camp”), located in Anahola, on the island of Kaua‘i. Kumu Camp is
located on approximately 5 acres of an 8-acre Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL)
property located immediately adjacent to Anahola Beach Park on TMK No. (4) 4-8-007:001.

HCDC currently operates Kumu Camp under a month-to-month Revocable Permit that DHHL issued
in 2011. Kumu Camp is seeking to convert this Revocable Permit to a License for the full 8-acre
parcel for a term of 25 years. This expansion would be limited to TMK No. (4) 4-8-007:001 and
would not involve any other adjacent property. The use of DHHL lands makes the project subject to
the environmental review process outlined in Hawai‘i Revised Statutes (HRS) Chapter 343. DHHL’s
Land Management Division and its Planning Office have jointly reviewed the structures, uses, and
activities currently underway at Kumu Camp pursuant to HRS Chapter 343 and its implementing
regulations, Hawai‘i Administrative Rules (HAR) §11-200. The agency has made the determination
that Kumu Camp is not eligible for exemption from, and is therefore subject to, the requirement for an
environmental assessment (EA). This report is intended to satisfy that requirement.

1.2 HOMESTEAD COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION/KUMU CAMP
Kumu Camp is located on the shoreline in the central portion of Anahola Bay (see Figure 1.1 and
Figure 1.2). The camp is operated by HCDC, the tax-exempt development arm of the homestead
associations in the State of Hawai‘i, including the Anahola Hawaiian Homes Association (AHHA).
AHHA is a Hawaiian Homes Commission Act beneficiary-controlled and governed organization.
HCDC’s mission, since its founding in 2009, is to develop community and economic facilities and
projects important to homestead areas and the Native Hawaiian people.

In July, 2011 AHHA received authorization from DHHL to create campsites and other temporary
improvements needed to begin use of the parcel as a camp, formally known as Kumu Youth Academy
(aka “Kumu Camp™) (see Figure 1.3). The camp opened to the public and began full operations in
2012. Kumu Camp is used for group and individual overnight camping, as well as hosting regular
surfing, yoga, and hula classes in the scenic environs of Anahola Bay.
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Figure 1.1 Location Map
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Figure 1.2 Vicinity Map
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Figure 1.3 Existing Conditions on the Project Site

View facing mahlza of efisting aécess road to camp from
Poha Road.

; .», : - Wgpe . .
View of Anahola Beach fronting Kumu Camp. View across Kumu Camp towards the southeast.

Source: All photos by Planning Solutions, Inc. (2014)
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HCDC’s objectives for Kumu Camp are summarized in Table 1.1, below:

Table 1.1  Summary of Project Objectives

Objective Definition

Continue to provide a safe and enjoyable camping experience at Kumu Camp to the

1 region’s youth and families.

2 To provide an outdoor camping experience close to DHHL beneficiaries.

To utilize DHHL-owned land in the area for its intended purpose as described in

3 Section 207 of the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act.

4 To fund, organize, and host youth and cultural camps to perpetuate Hawaiian culture
and values.
To operate the camp in a way which is compatible with adjacent residential and
recreational activities in the area, and to disrupt illegal activity in the immediate area.

5 To ensure that use of the property is consistent with the objectives, policies, and

guidelines of the Coastal Zone Management program (HRS Chapter 205A).

Source: Homestead Community Development Corporation (2015)

1.3 ORGANIZATION OF THE REPORT
The remainder of this report is organized as follows:

Chapter 2 describes the project in detail, and outlines the alternatives considered in the planning
process.

Chapter 3 describes the existing environment and analyzes the ways in which the project could
impact environmental, cultural, and socio-economic resources. It also outlines strategies for
minimizing potential adverse effects and for mitigating unavoidable adverse impacts.

Chapter 4 discusses the project’s consistency with applicable county and state plans, policies, and
controls.

Chapter 5 outlines the bases for the anticipated determination that the project will not have an
adverse effect on the environment (i.e., for issuance of a FONSI).

Chapters 6 and 7 identify the parties consulted and the references cited in the development of this
environmental assessment.
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2. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

This chapter describes the proposed action and the activities that will continue if it is approved. In
doing this, it provides information about the design of the existing camp facilities and the activities
associated with its construction and ongoing maintenance and operation. Finally, it summarizes the
alternatives that were considered but rejected because they do not meet the project’s objectives.

2.1 PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed action consists of DHHL granting a long-term License or Lease that will allow Kumu
Camp to continue its present operations (see Figure 2.1 below for the configuration of the principal
camp features). HCDC has also proposed to expand into the remaining 3 acres of the property, with
the additional area being used passively as a low impact park and picnic area, pending approval by
DHHL. This report documents the environmental effects that are likely to occur if Kumu Camp is
allowed to continue operations at its current, DHHL-owned site, over the long term. The following
sections of the report describe the existing facilities and the way they would be operated if the
requested License or Lease is granted.

2.2 EXISTING/PLANNED FACILITIES
The existing campsite facilities at Kumu Camp include the following:

. Ten (10) metal-framed tent bungalows, known as “tentalows”.

. A restroom with separate facilities for males and females, equipped with an Individual Wastewater
System (IWS) without leach field, is capped and is used as a holding tank. HCDC is seeking
certification by the Department of Health (DOH), pending approval of this EA. Currently, campers
use a portable toilet adjacent to the restroom.

« A 24'x 36' raised wooden pavilion with temporary roof.
. Two “yurt”-style tents used as enclosed meeting areas.

. Miscellaneous facilities including storage structures, solar-powered pathway lighting, a DOH-
certified mobile kitchen, outdoor recreation areas, and an imu.

The configuration of these facilities is shown in Figure 2.1 below. The platform, yurts, and pavilion
are on above-ground concrete post-and-pier foundations. The IWS is recessed in the ground in a
space that was excavated for that purpose. Figure 1.3 contains photographs of these existing
facilities.

! Kumu Camp plans to install two additional tentalows at some point in the future, but no schedule has yet been determined.
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Figure 2.1 Shoreline Survey Map
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2.2.1 TENTALOWS

The primary overnight accommodations at Kumu Camp are ten (10) metal-framed tent bungalows,
colloquially known as “tentalows”. The tentalows, which are large enough to accommodate one
gueen-sized bed, one twin-sized bed, and a small end table, are stationed on raised 12’ x 20’ wooden
platforms. The platforms are on unsecured post-and-pier foundations emplaced on the native sand of
the area (see Figure 2.2). Kumu Camp plans to install two additional tentalows on the northern side
of the parcel. Three pairs of tentalows are installed on a conjoined platform, sharing an adjacent
shower and common /anai.

Figure 2.2 Photographs of Tentalows

X Y

P —— R

View of tentalow from the fron showig the raised | View of the same tentalow from the back. All tentalows are
platform, entrance and adjacent shower facility. identical; however there are minor differences in the
platforms.

View of the interior of a tentalow showing camper | Sample view of the post-and-pier foundations of the tentalow
accommodations. platforms. Note that they rest on top of the native sand.

Source: All photographs by Planning Solutions, Inc. (April 22, 2014)
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2.2.2 PAVILION

A 24" x 36’ raised wooden pavilion, with a
galvanized metal roof and awnings serves as the
activity center of the camp. It is also used to host
group events, including regularly scheduled yoga
and hula classes. As with all other structures
present within the camp, the pavilion foundations
are of post-and-pier construction, with concrete
footings sitting atop the area’s native sand. As can
be seen in the adjacent photograph, the awning can
be raised or lowered as weather conditions allow.
Lighting for nighttime use of the pavilion is
provided by solar-powered electric lamps.

2.2.3 YURTS

In addition to the tentalows and pavilion area,
Kumu Camp also has two larger “yurt”-style tents
which can be used as meeting areas or for larger
camping groups which wish to sleep together.?
These yurts can provide sleeping space for up to 15
youth campers. The photograph at left shows one
of the two yurts; as with other structures present at
& the camp it is constructed on an elevated wooden

_ platform with post-and-pier foundations, with the
concrete footings sitting atop the sand. Unlike the
tentalows, there are no shower facilities associated
- with the two yurts.

2.2.4 RESTROOM & ASSOCIATED INDIVIDUAL WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITY

Kumu Camp is equipped with separate restroom facilities for men and women, each with hot running
water provided by two (2) propane-powered water heaters. The restroom facilities, as with other
features of the camp, are built on a raised wooden platform with post foundations sitting on concrete
piers. Wastewater from the restrooms is piped to an existing Individual Wastewater System (IWS)
which has been recessed in the ground adjacent to the restroom structure. The IWS is capped and has
no leach field. It will act as a holding tank and its contents will be periodically pumped out and
disposed of off-site by a certified waste disposal company. HCDC submitted an application for an
Individual Wastewater Management Permit (IWMP) to the Department of Health, Environmental
Management Division, Wastewater Branch (DOH-Wastewater Branch) early in 2014. In a letter
dated April 4, 2014 DOH-Wastewater Branch indicated that they were unable to process the
application until they received confirmation that Chapter 343 requirements had been met. Once the
Chapter 343 process (of which this document is a part) is completed, HCDC will provide DOH-
Wastewater Branch with the documentation it needs to issue an IWMP for the IWS. Currently, the
restroom facilities and associated IWS at Kumu Camp are not in use, awaiting issuance of an IWMP
by DOH-Wastewater Branch and a License from DHHL, which will allow use of the IWS as a

2 A yurt is a portable, tent dwelling structure originally used by Central Asian nomads. The structure comprises a crown or
compression wheel, supported by roof ribs which are bent down at the end where they meet the lattice wall. The top of the
wall is prevented from spreading by means of a tension band which opposes the force of the roof ribs. The structure is
usually covered by layers of fabric for insulation and weatherproofing.
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permanent facility. No further excavation or construction is required to place the IWS into service.
In the interim, two portable toilets have been stationed on the platform between the men’s and
women’s restrooms and will remain in place until the restroom facilities enter into service. Figure 2.3
below depicts these facilities.

Figure 2.3 Restroom Facilities at Kumu Camp

III 3
Men’s and women’s restroom facilities on raised wooden

platform w/ portable toilet stationed between them. Interior view of women’s restroom facility.

One of two propane water heaters providingHot water for

the restroom facilities. IWS, capped and unused pending issuance of IWMP.

Source: All photos by Planning Solutions, Inc. (April 22, 2014)
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2.2.5 EATING PAVILION

A vehicle, seen in the photo at right, was previously certified as a
mobile unit by the Department of Health. However, it has not been
put into operation, and will not be used as a mobile kitchen. Kumu
Camp does not provide food to the public, with or without charge,
from this vehicle or any other location at the campground. The sole
purpose of the vehicle and pavilion is to provide a convenient
shelter for use by campers to gather near the beachfront. In
addition, Kumu Camp does not sell or serve liquor or other
beverages at the campground.

2.2.6 WATER SERVICE

The Kumu Camp site is served by the County of Kaua‘i, Department of Water municipal potable
water system. On June 18, 2012 DHHL’s Land Management Division authorized HCDC to obtain
water service from the County and to use one DHHL Facilities Reserve Charge (FRC) credits for
installation of a 5/8-inch water meter. Kumu Camp then paid to install the water meter, back-flow
prevention devices, piping, and other necessary equipment. This system serves the campsite’s
showers and restrooms, and to irrigate the youth planting projects in various areas of the camp.

2.3 CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

Per the terms of the Revocable Permit from DHHL, none of the structures or platforms at Kumu
Camp are permanent; all are designed to be removable over a relatively short timeframe. In order to
create the camp, HCDC organized volunteer efforts to clear out rubbish and debris which had
accumulated over time. This material was removed from the project site and deposited at the Kapa‘a
Refuse Transfer Station. Subsequently, volunteers removed some invasive trees and other vegetation
on the site to create open areas for campground structures and activities; all green waste from these
activities was deposited offsite to an approved County disposal site or used for firewood.

Once areas were cleared, no further grading or alteration of the site’s topography was conducted. All
camp structures were brought to the site by volunteers and emplaced on raised wooden platforms
which were purpose-built onsite. All construction waste was deposited at locations approved for the
purpose by the Kaua‘i County Department of Public Works Solid Waste Division. HCDC has
confirmed that it obtained all required permits for construction activities.

24 OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

HCDC’s Kumu Camp facility has been in operation continuously since the first campsites were
created in 2011. While campers are not always present at the site, volunteer workers are continually
conducting grounds-keeping, maintenance, and oversight duties there. Historical usage statistics for
the Camp are summarized in Table 2.1.

Table 2.1  Estimated Activity at Kumu Camp, 2012 and 2013

Item 2012 2013
Days Kumu Camp in Use 50 75
Number of Overnight Visitors 500 750

Source: Compiled by Planning Solutions, Inc. using information from HCDC (2014).

As can be seen in the above table, the number of overnight visitors has increased over the intervening
years, and demand is expected to continue to increase in the future. The upward limit on the total
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number of campers at Kumu Camp is determined by two factors: (i) the number of overnight spaces
available and, (ii) the number of nights the camp is open for overnight stays. Assuming that Kumu
Camp ultimately places the two additional tentalows it already has space for in service, it will be able
to accommodate a maximum of 50 campers per night. In the extremely unlikely event that it were
filled to capacity every night (i.e., 365 nights per year), this would amount to 18,250 camper-nights
annually, and all kitchen, bathroom, solid waste, and other infrastructure at Kumu Camp has been
sized to accommodate that maximum number. In reality, usage thus far has been a small fraction of
the theoretical capacity, and HCDC anticipates that this is highly likely to continue to be the case for
the foreseeable future. Based on experience to date, it anticipates that there will be no more than 20
per night, or 7,300 overnight users per year through at least 2025.

In addition to overnight visitors, Kumu Camp will occasionally host groups that are there just for the
day. For these occasional larger (i.e., up to 200-person) groups of day-visitors, Kumu Camp will
ensure that the bulk are carried to and from the site in buses rather than smaller vehicles and will rent
and place on-site portable toilets sufficient to accommodate the temporary spike in usage. These
larger groups are not likely to occur more than ten times a year.

As a campsite undergoing regular use by individuals and groups, maintenance is ongoing. Structures,
equipment, and other surfaces are periodically washed using onsite potable water. This cleaning
involves washing the exposed surfaces using water containing no cleaners, chemicals, or other
additives and is only conducted as often as circumstances require. Other equipment, such as the
mobile kitchen, are removed from the site for cleaning elsewhere. Vegetation at the campsite is
trimmed and controlled on an ongoing basis. In particular, volunteers at Kumu Camp maintain, and
when necessary remove, ironwood trees which have become dangerous as determined by a certified
arborist. As noted above, all solid waste is collected in receptacles and removed to the Kapa‘a Refuse
Transfer Station by Kumu Camp volunteers.

25 DECOMMISSIONING

Per the terms of Kumu Camp’s Revocable Permit from DHHL, all structures and other installations at
the camp are removable and above ground, with the sole exception of the IWS which is semi-
submerged in the sand native to the area. With the issuance of a long-term License, Kumu Camp
would be allowed to create permanent structures, but would only do so through a DHHL-approved
process. While it has no plans to decommission the campsite, in the event that it became necessary or
desirable to do so, HCDC would remove and/or demolish all structures and either recycle or dispose
of these materials at a county-approved site. HCDC intends that its decommissioning procedures will
return the site to a state similar to, or better than, its original condition and suitable for another
appropriate use. HCDC would obtain all required permits or approvals and comply with all
applicable regulatory requirements during the decommissioning of the campsite.

2.6 IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE
As noted above, HCDC is seeking an after-the-fact approval for existing structures. If its license
request is approved, it will continue operating the Camp for the foreseeable future.

2.7 PROJECT COSTS
HCDC has prepared cost estimates for the facilities described above. These estimates are
summarized in Table 2.2.
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Table 2.2  Estimated Project Costs

Component Cost ($)
Total Cost of Existing Improvements $175,500
Additional Planned Infrastructure (e.g., tentalows) $11,200
Total $186,000
Source: Homestead Community Development Corporation (2015)

2.8 ALTERNATIVES EVALUATED IN THIS EA

Hawai‘i Administrative Rules (HAR) Title 11, Chapter 200 (HAR §11-200), contains the Department
of Health’s environmental impact rules. This section: (i) defines the assessment process for
“applicant actions” such as the one that HCDC is proposing (i.e., granting of a long-term License or
Lease); (ii) requires that the approving State of Hawai‘i agency—in this case the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands—analyze alternatives, in addition to the proposed project, in its environmental
assessment; and (iii) establishes the required contents of environmental assessments. Among the
requirements listed is the identification and summary of the project’s likely impacts and alternatives
considered.

In accordance with these state requirements, and as part of its continuing review of its operational
objectives and needs, HCDC considered a number of alternatives before deciding to request long-
term authorization to continue use of Kumu Camp. The process consisted of formally defining the
objectives for its campsite (see Table 1.1), identifying other ways in which those objectives might be
achieved (i.e., alternatives, including those specifically mandated by HRS Chapter 343 and HAR 811-
200), and evaluating each alternative with respect to the project’s objectives. Possibilities considered
included the “No Action” alternative, alternate locations, reduced scale action, and delayed action.
HCDC concluded that only two of these alternatives would meet its objectives and, therefore, merit
further consideration in the impact analysis portion of this EA. They are “No Action” and the
proposed action of continued operation of Kumu Camp as currently designed and located. The
following section briefly describes the criteria that HCDC used to decide whether to include them in
the impact analysis section presented in Chapter 3.

2.8.1 ALTERNATIVES ADDRESSED IN DETAIL IN THIS REPORT
2.8.1.1 Proposed Action — Continued Operation of Kumu Camp

This alternative consists of the proposed action as described in Section 2.1 above. HCDC believes
that continued operation of Kumu Camep in its existing location and configuration would best achieve
the project objectives outlined in Table 1.1 and thus, represents the preferred course of action. The
facilities are already in place, and with the exception of the two additional tentalows that are now
being considered for the northern side of the parcel, no substantial changes are envisioned.

2.8.1.2 No Action Alternative

The “No Action” Alternative consists of DHHL not granting a License or long-term Lease that would
allow HCDC to continue its operations at Kumu Camp. Because, as discussed in Section 2.8.2,
HCDC has no viable locations at which it could operate the camp, this alternative would not meet the
project objectives as defined in Table 1.1. Hence “No Action” is not a viable alternative, and would
not allow HCDC to provide a safe camping experience to DHHL beneficiaries, island residents, and
visitors. It is included here solely to meet the requirements of HRS Chapter 343 and HAR §11-200.
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2.8.2 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED AND ELIMINATED
2.8.2.1  Alternative Location

The current location of Kumu Camp possesses several characteristics that make it particularly
advantageous to HCDC and the people it serves from an economic, environmental, and operational
viewpoint. These include:

« Its location on DHHL land has enabled HCDC, per the terms of the Hawaiian Homes Commission
Act, to establish and operate Kumu Camp as a nonprofit endeavor to provide healthy, family-based
cultural and educational activities, and to disrupt illegal activity in the immediate area.

« Kumu Camp’s close proximity to the Anahola community, including the Anahola Hawaiian
Homestead and its educational partner Kanuikapono Charter School, and close to existing
transportation lines provides excellent accessibility for the area’s families.

. The current Kumu Camp site is located along the scenic shoreline at Anahola Bay, providing a
beautiful beach environment for camping. Alternative sites would be unlikely to meet or exceed
the current location of Kumu Camp in terms of recreational and aesthetic value.

. The existing infrastructure, including all of the structures and amenities discussed in Section 2.2,
allows HCDC to avoid the need for substantial new infrastructure which would be required to
establish the camp at some alternative location.

Kumu Camp’s present location is ideal from a functional and community service viewpoint, and its
operation causes no known significant adverse environmental effects that might be avoided through
relocation to an alternate site. Because of this, HCDC did not conduct an in-depth search for
alternative locations. If its present request is denied, HCDC will consider whether it is feasible to
base the activities it now conducts at Kumu Camp at an alternate, less desirable location.

2.8.2.2  Altered-Scale Action

The proposed project consists of the continued operation of Kumu Camp at its present location and
configuration. HCDC has considered the possibility of operating the camp with fewer tentalows and
other amenities, but ultimately made the determination that this would reduce its ability to achieve the
objectives listed in Table 1.1. A smaller campsite, with fewer tentalows and other amenities would
place additional limits on the size and number of groups able to enjoy Kumu Camp and increase the
per-person cost of operating there. These considerations have led HCDC to conclude that it is not
practicable to pursue a reduced-scale alternative.

HCDC rejected the possibility of seeking permission to place additional tentalows and/or other
structures on the remaining 3-acre portion of the DHHL parcel that it is seeking permission to use,
which would be kept as passive open space under its proposed plan. It concluded that such an
increase in the scale of its operations was not needed to achieve its objectives and would, in fact,
make it more challenging to maintain the low-impact profile that it is able to achieve with its existing
facilities.

2.8.2.3 Delayed Action

Kumu Camp has been in operation since 2012; this EA has been prepared after the fact at the request
of the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands. Thus, delaying the proposed action is not a viable
alternative.
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3. EXISTING ENVIRONMENT & PROBABLE IMPACTS

This chapter describes the potential environmental effects of continued operation of Kumu Camp at
its present location and existing configuration as described in Chapter 2. The term *“campsite” refers
to the entire parcel where Kumu Camp is located (TMK No. [4]-4-9-007:001), and includes those
areas which are not presently occupied by camp structures or amenities. This chapter is organized by
resource-area (e.g., air quality, noise, geology and soils, water quality, etc.). The discussion under
each topic begins with an overview of existing conditions. The scale of the discussion is dependent
on resource; where appropriate, the large environmental context (e.g., Northwest Kaua‘i) is discussed,
and in other cases the focus is limited to the project parcel.

This report is an after-the-fact environmental assessment for a campsite which has been in continuous
operation since 2012. No new construction is required. Consequently, the discussion of impacts
focuses on the effects that continued operation of Kumu Camp is likely to have on the physical and
socio-economic environment. Where appropriate, the discussion includes the measures that HCDC
is, or will, take to minimize or mitigate potential adverse effects.

3.1 TOPOGRAPHY, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS

3.1.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS: TOPOGRAPHY, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS

Kaua‘i has a land area of slightly more than 550 square miles. Roughly circular in shape, its most
striking physiographic features are a high central plateau topping out at over 5,000 feet at the summits
of Wai‘ale‘ale (5,148 feet) and Kawaikini (5,243 feet), steep cliffs and deeply incised valleys along
the northern Napali coast; the 3,600 foot deep Waimea Canyon; the broad Lihu‘e Basin on the
southeastern quadrant of the island; and extensive coastal plains. It consists of a single great shield
volcano, which is deeply eroded and partly veneered with much later volcanics. Kaua‘i, like the other
Hawaiian Islands, was formed by magma that erupted from a hotspot on the earth’s crust. Over time,
the eruptions formed a typical Hawaiian shield volcano

Figure 3.1 Generalized Geology of Kaua‘i Island

The main mass of Kaua‘i is believed to
be about 3 to 5 million years old,
although there were a few small
eruptions on the island as late as about
400,000 years ago. Figure 3.1
illustrates the major rock units that are
present. The oldest is the Makaweli
member of the Waimea Series lavas and
is shown in green (Clague & Dalrymple,
‘ . 1988). The Olokele Member of the
g 51z Waimea Series (shown in  blue)
¢ o drillhole . .
occupies a large area in the center of the
island. The Waimea Canyon scarp
s probably represents a major collapse at
the beginning of the post-shield (or declining) stage. Post-shield-building volcanic soils of the
Olokele Member of the Waimea Canyon Basalt may have in-filled a major caldera-like collapse
structure to form the present day broad summit area of Mt. Wai‘ale‘ale and the Alaka‘i Swamp. The
Makaweli series volcanics fill a graben-like feature in the southern part of the island. The major
east-west trending Haupu Mountain ridge, between Po‘ipt and Lihu‘e, is composed of the Haupu
Member of the Waimea Canyon Basalt. This is thought to be a structural remnant of the original
shield-building and/or post-shield volcanic stage of the island.
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After a long period (probably about 0.5 to 1.5 million years) of no eruptions and great erosion of the
Waimea Series lavas, eruptions began again. Lavas from this second period of great eruptive activity
formed the Kdloa series volcanics. The surface expression of these lavas, which underlie the Anahola
site, are depicted in red on the map. This post-erosional stage of volcanism on Kaua‘i is particularly
well-developed, especially on the eastern side of the island. Very late stage explosive volcanic vents
and cones of the Kdloa Volcanics such as Kilohana Crater, Kilauea Crater, and 35-40 other smaller
but similar features are present throughout the eastern portion of the island. The very steep eastern
facing scarp of Wai‘ale‘ale was formed in part by the collapse of the Lihu‘e Basin.

Kumu Camp is located adjacent to the certified shoreline at Anahola Bay. The land on which the
campsite has been created ranges between approximately 5 and 15 feet above mean sea level (msl),
with elevations generally lower near the shoreline and increasing as one moves further inland.
Because the campsite is constructed on sand dunes, there is considerable variation across the
campsite; this topographic relief has not been altered by installation of the camp structures and
amenities.

No exceptional slopes are present on the campsite. According to the USDA Web Soil Survey (2014,
available on the web at: www.websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov) and the USDA Soil Survey (1972), all of
the soil present on the site is classified as Mokulg‘ia Fine Sandy Loam (MR) except for those portions
directly adjacent to the shoreline, which are classified as Beach Sand (BS) (see Appendix A for
USDA Web Soil Survey Map), both soil-types are defined as not being highly erodible land and are
not considered appropriate for commercial agriculture (Foote et al., 1972).

The Land Study Bureau's Detailed Land Classification rates the agricultural suitability of soils. A five
(5) class productivity rating is applied using the letters “A”, “B”, “C”, “D” and “E”, with “A”
representing lands of the highest productivity, and “E” the lowest or very poorly suited for
agricultural production. The Land Study Bureau has not rated the project site, but areas adjacent to it
have been rated “E”, not suitable for agricultural production. Because it is with the State Urban land
use district, the State Agricultural Lands of Importance to the State of Hawaii (ALISH) system
designates the property as “Unclassified”.

3.1.2 PROBABLE IMPACTS ON TOPOGRAPHY, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS

Per the terms of HCDC’s Revocable Permit from DHHL, HCDC has agreed to obtain DHHL’s
approval prior to any alternation of the topography at the campsite.®* No grading or other land
disturbance is required for continued operation of Kumu Camp, and the only previous excavation
consisted of the removal of a few cubic meters of sand to recess the IWS (see Figure 2.3). As noted
above, the soil in the area is not appropriate for agricultural use, and no commercially useful minerals
or other deposits are present. The absence of exposure to significant geological hazards is discussed
in Section 3.9.

Ongoing operation and maintenance of Kumu Camp and its associated facilities and amenities (as
described in Chapter 2) does not involve activities that have the potential to significantly affect
topography, soils, or geologic resources. Maintenance of existing ground cover and the use of
appropriate vegetation management procedures prevent and/or limit soil loss over the long term.
This, in turn, maintains the condition of the soils on the campsite so that they can be, if deemed
necessary, be put to some other appropriate use when/if the campsite is decommissioned.

Decommissioning. While Kumu Camp is expected to be operated as a community-based recreational
resource for DHHL beneficiaries and the general public for the indefinite future, HCDC has been

% Grubbing to remove surface vegetation is allowed, and HCDC has done this prior to placement of the existing platforms.
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careful to create only temporary, above-ground structures and amenities which can be disassembled
and removed from the site without any substantial effect on topography or soils, allowing the area to
be returned to much the same condition it was in prior to development as a campsite. The tentalows,
pavilion, restrooms, and their respective platforms could be dismantled and removed by hand with
minimal soil disturbance. Removing the partially-buried WS would involve slightly more
disturbance than the aforementioned facilities but can be accomplished using either hand-tools or a
small backhoe and immediate backfilling would prevent unnecessary erosion or soil loss.

3.2 HYDROLOGY

3.2.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS: HYDROLOGY

This section describes the existing movement, distribution, and quality of surface and groundwater on
Kaua‘i and in and around the project site. It begins by broadly describing the existing conditions on
the island and then narrowing the focus to the project site and the project’s likely impacts to water
resources. The subject is broken into two related parts. The first addresses surface water resources,
such as ponds, rivers, streams, and their floodplains; the second describes the origin and movement of
groundwater through the permeable lavas that underlie the project site.

3.2.1.1 Existing Conditions: Surface Water

Islandwide Overview. Kaua‘i’s surface water hydrology differs somewhat from the other main
Hawaiian Islands. Most of the streams radiate out from the Wai‘ale‘ale-Kawaikini massif in all
directions, cutting through intrusive dikes that retard the groundwater movement toward the ocean
from high rainfall areas in the interior. In the process they tend to receive large influxes of
groundwater throughout their length. Thus, unlike most Hawaiian streams, many of those on Kaua'‘i
actually gain flow as they descend (i.e., they are gaining streams). As a result of this, in some parts of
Kaua‘i more than 65 percent of mean annual rainfall becomes stream runoff. This proportion is far
higher than the 30 percent of mean annual rainfall that the U.S. Geological Survey estimates runs off
as streamflow throughout the State of Hawai‘i.

Even on Kaua‘i, the percentage of rainfall that directly runs off varies spatially among basins and
temporally within a basin. Within a basin, the percentage of rainfall that runs off varies temporally
among individual storms, and may range from less than 5 to greater than 90 percent. The percentage
of rainfall that runs off is generally highest in areas which have relatively high average rainfall,
experience high-intensity rainfall, have low-permeability soils, have steep slopes, possess a water
table at or near the land surface, or where the antecedent soil moisture is high.

There are also substantial differences between different drainages with respect to the seasonality of
streamflow, base flow, total discharge, and other factors. At 19.5 miles, the Waimea River-Po‘omau
Stream is the longest stream on Kaua‘i. Other long rivers on the island include the Makaweli River
(15.1 miles), the Wainiha River (13.8 miles), the Hanapepe River (13.3 miles), and the Wailua River
(11.8 miles). At 140 million gallons per day (MGD), the Hanalei River has the highest average
discharge. Occupying 424 acres, the Waita Reservoir, which is located on the southern side of the
island near Koloa, is the largest surface water body.

Anahola Watershed. The project site is located within the 10.9 square-mile Anahola watershed.
There is only one perennial waterway in the project vicinity, Anahola Stream, which opens out onto
the ocean approximately 450 feet north of the campsite parcel. Other streams within the watershed,
further from the project site, include Ka‘alula, Kaho*opulu, and Kea*o*opu Streams. According to the
Atlas of Hawaiian Watersheds & Their Aquatic Resources (2008), only 2.7 percent of the watershed
is in the State Urban Land Use District. The remainder is in the Conservation District (58.3%) or
Agricultural District (38%).
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Observations during site visits and a review of data from the State of Hawai‘i GIS system, records
from the State of Hawai‘i Commission on Water Resource Management, the U.S. Geological Survey
1:24,000-scale topographic map and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (http://www.fws.gov/
wetlands/data/mapper.html), indicate that there are no lakes or wetlands within the Kumu Camp
parcel. The site has no known history of agriculture and there are no remnant irrigation features on it.

According to the Atlas of Hawaiian Watersheds and Their Aquatic Resources (2008), the affected
reach of Anahola Stream (the only waterway near Kumu Camp listed in the Atlas) does not possess
significant native insect diversity or other fauna. There are some native species of native macrofauna
present, but there are no known federally-listed threatened, endangered, or candidate species in
Anahola Stream.

Based on the latest available (2007) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) for the area, all of the Kumu
Camp parcel lies in Flood Zone X, with the exception of southernmost portion of the parcel, where no
camp facilities or activities are located, which is in the Flood Zone AE. Zone X is defined as the
flood insurance rate zone that corresponds to: (i) areas outside the 500-year floodplain; (ii) areas
within the 500-year floodplain where the water depth resulting from the 100-year flood is less than 1
foot; (iii) areas where the contributing drainage area is less than 1 square mile; and (iv) areas
protected from the 100-year flood by levees. Because of the low probability of flooding in Zone X,
no base flood elevations or depths have been defined within the zone. Zone AE is defined as the
flood insurance rate zone that corresponds to: (i) areas subject to inundation by the 1-percent-annual-
chance flood event determined by detailed methods; (ii) Base Flood Elevations (BFES) are shown.

3.2.1.2  Existing Conditions: Groundwater

The Makaleha Mountains inland of the project site are Figure 3.2 Aquifer Designation
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consistent basis for managing ground water resources. The Source: Mink and Lau (September 1992).
units are primarily determined by subsurface conditions, with each island divided into regions that
reflect broad hydro-geological similarities while maintaining hydrographic, topographic, and
historical boundaries where possible. As shown in Figure 3.2, the project site overlies the Anahola
Aquifer (20104) of the Lihu‘e Hydrologic Unit.*

Mink and Lau (September 1992) classified the aquifer according to its development stage, utility,
salinity, uniqueness, and vulnerability to contamination using a system based on the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) groundwater classification system (see Table 3.1). Because
the upper and lower formations beneath Anahola differ from one another, there are two numbers
applicable for Anahola. The CWRM has determined that the sustainable yield of the aquifer is

4 The southern boundary of the aquifer is the Wailua drainage divide; the northern boundary is the Hanalei-Kawaihau
District line and reaches the sea just north of Moloa‘a Bay; and the interior boundary follows the crest of the Makaleha
Mountains. Total area is 45 square miles.
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approximately 17 MGD. In cases where CWRM has determined that special limits are required in
order to properly manage the resource, it has established Water Management Areas. To date, CWRM
has not established any groundwater management areas on Kaua‘i.

Table 3.1  Anahola Aquifer Classification

Upper Formation

Lower Formation

IRl (20104-111) (20104-122)
Development Stage Currently Used Currently Used
Utility Drinking Water Drinking Water
Salinity (mg/l) CI Fresh (<250) Fresh (<250)
Uniqueness Irreplaceable Irreplaceable
Vulnerability to Contamination High High

Source: Mink and Lau (September 1992)

The Kaua‘i County Department of Water Supply owns and operates three wells (Anahola Wells A, B,
and C) that are located a short distance north of the project site. The U.S. Geological Survey’s
monitoring data from the Anahola C well shows that the groundwater levels fluctuate over time, but
do not appear to have a significant upward or downward trend (see Figure 3.3). As indicated in their
2010 annual report there was no contamination to any of the Anahola wells. The State of Hawai‘i
Department of Health maps indicate that there is no contamination in the Anahola area.’

Figure 3.3 Water Levels in the Anahola C Well: 1992-2011

USGS 220825159185301 2-0818-03 Anahola C, Kauai, HI
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Source: http://nwis.waterdata.usgs.gov/usa/nwis/gwlevels/?site_no=220825159185301

% See http://hawaii.gov/health/about/admin/health/environmental/water/sdwb/conmaps/pdf/conmaps05.pdf.
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3.2.2 PROBABLE IMPACTS: HYDROLOGY
3.2.2.1  Effects on Surface Water

Continued operation of Kumu Camp does not involve any activities that would alter existing stream
channels, wetlands, or other surface water bodies. Kumu Camp does not involve any installation or
construction within the 100-year flood plain (Flood Zone A). Continued operation of the campsite
does not require any “critical action” in the 500-year floodplain, and is consistent with the applicable
regulations and guidance pertaining to floodplain management.® Consequently, it is consistent with
applicable regulations and guidance, including the County of Kaua‘i Storm Water Runoff System
Manual (2001) related to floodplain management.

3.2.2.2  Effects on Groundwater

Continued operation of Kumu Camp will not require an increase in withdrawals from the aquifer
above the minimal level described in Section 3.11.1.2. All of the water which is used at the campsite
is obtained from the Kaua‘i County Department of Water Anahola System. As discussed in Section
3.11.1.1, the DWS Anahola Water System is adequately supplied for this use.

3.2.2.3  Sanitary Wastewater Disposal

As noted in Section 2.2.4, currently the only restrooms available at the camp are supplied by portable
toilets which are removed from the site for cleaning and servicing. Once the Department of Health
issues a permit for the Individual Wastewater Treatment System which has been installed but held out
of service pending completion of the Chapter 343 process, all sanitary wastewater generated at the
campsite will be collected and piped into it. The IWS will in turn be periodically pumped out by an
approved service provider, in accordance with the requirements of the State of Hawai‘i, Department
of Health Administrative Rules 811-62 governing wastewater systems.

3.3 CLIMATE/MICRO-CLIMATE

3.3.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS: CLIMATE/MICRO-CLIMATE

Climate encompasses variable factors including temperature, humidity, wind, precipitation, and other
meteorological measurements in a given region over time. Climate can be contrasted to weather,
which is the present condition of these elements and their variations over shorter periods. A
microclimate is a local atmospheric zone where the climate is distinct from the surrounding climate.

The Hawaiian Island chain is situated south of the large Eastern Pacific semi-permanent high-pressure
cell, the dominant feature affecting air circulation in the region. This high-pressure cell produces
very persistent winds over the islands called the northeast trade winds. During the winter months,
cold fronts sweep across the north central Pacific Ocean, bringing rain to the Hawaiian Islands and
intermittently modifying the trade wind regime. Thunderstorms, which are rare but most frequent in
the mountains, also contribute to annual precipitation. There is great climatic variation across the
island.

Selected temperature and rainfall averages for different towns (arranged according to elevation above
sea level) are shown in Table 3.2. Average monthly temperature as measured at the station in
Anahola is shown in Table 3.3.

624 CFR § 55.2(b)(i) Critical action means any activity for which even a slight chance of flooding would be too great,
because such flooding might result in loss of life, injury to persons, or damage to property.

PAGE 3-6



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT Kumu CAMP PROJECT
EXISTING ENVIRONMENT & PROBABLE IMPACTS

Table 3.2 Temperature and Average Annual Precipitation on Kaua‘i, by Elevation

Ground Average Temperature (°F) Average Annual
Station Elevation (ft. Precipitation
+msl) Coolest Month | Warmest Month (inches)

Kekaha 10 64.8 84.8 21.78

Po‘ipt 52 69.3 82.6 36.08

Lihu‘e Airport 100 69.8 81.1 40.82
Kilauea Town 390 67.1 79.5 67.86
Koke‘e 3,600 51.1 67.3 66.21

Source: Dept. of Business, Economic Development, and Tourism 2012 State of Hawaii Data Book

Figure 3.4 Average Temperature at Anahola, by Month
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Source: http://www.weather.com/weather/ wxclimatology/monthly/graph/USHI0002

3311 Wind

The northeast trade winds are the most important determinant of Kaua‘i’s climate. The trade wind
zone moves north and south seasonally with the sun, so that it reaches its northernmost position in the
summer. Consequently, the trade winds are strongest and most persistent from May through
September, when the trades are prevalent 80 to 95 percent of the time. From October through April,
Hawai‘i is located to the north of the heart of the trade winds, and their frequency decreases to about
50 percent (as a monthly average). Kaua‘i’s topography interacts with the winds to produce large
variations in conditions from one locality to another. Air blowing inland as part of the trade wind
flow is redirected horizontally and vertically by the mountains and valleys. This complex three-
dimensional flow of air results in marked wind speed and directional differences from place to place
in wind speed, cloudiness, and rainfall.

Figure 3.5 shows a wind rose diagram based on wind data recorded at Lthu‘e Airport between 1950
and 1995. It indicates that the winds there come from the east through northeast approximately two-
thirds of the time. No site-specific wind information is available for the project site. However, as its
exposure is similar to that of the airport, the wind rose is believed to be reasonably representative of
conditions there.
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Figure 3.5 Wind Rose: Lihu‘e Airport, 1950-1995
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As part of work aimed at updating building codes throughout the State of Hawai‘i, Chock, et al. have
prepared “Micro-zoned Design Maps of Topographic Wind Effects and Exposure in the State of
Hawaii”. The islandwide wind-exposure map that they prepared for use in amending the building
code show that there are no special topographic or other features that would cause winds on the
project site to be particularly severe (see Figure 3.6). Chock, et al. recommend using the standard
wind design speed (105 miles per hour) in designing structures for the area on which the facilities are
proposed.

3.3.1.2 Rainfall

The nearest rain gauging station to the proposed project site is at Anahola (Station 1114), just a few
hundred feet to the north of the project site. The average annual precipitation at this location between
1930 and 1995 was just under 50 inches. With average monthly rainfall of 5.9 inches and 6.0 inches,
respectively, December and January were the wettest months during that period. With 1.4 inches,
June was, on average, the driest month. Average annual rainfall data is summarized in Table 3.3
below; effective wind speeds are shown in Figure 3.6.

Table 3.3  Average Monthly Rainfall: Anahola Station 1114, 1930-1995.

Jan Feb Mar | Apr May | Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec | Year

6.0 4.8 5.7 4.6 3.4 1.7 2.4 2.5 2.1 4.5 5.2 5.9 | 491

Source: http://www.worldclimate.com/cgi-bin/data.pl?ref=N22W159+2200+510145C; ANAHOLA 1114, KAUAI data
derived from NCDC Cooperative Stations. 50 complete years between 1930 and 1995.
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Figure 3.6 Effective Wind Speed: Island of Kaua“i.
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Source: martinchock.com/_library/documents/papers/hawaiistatebuildingcodewindprovisions.pdf

While the average rainfall amounts at Anahola are modest, storms can produce extremely heavy
rainfall events. As can be seen in the plots reproduced in Figure 3.7, the 24-hour rainfall with a
recurrence interval of 25 years (the lifetime of the project) is about 13 inches. The 100-year/24-hour
rainfall event is approximately 18 inches.

3.3.13 Temperature

Temperatures in the project site are moderate. Data from the Lihu‘e Airport, which is at a slightly
lower elevation but otherwise similar to the Anahola area, is reproduced in Table 3.4. The average
temperature there during the coolest month of the year (February) is 71.8°F; during the warmest
month of the year (August) it is 79.6°F. The average monthly minimum temperature is lowest in
January through March, when it is between 69.6 and 69.9°F. The average monthly maximum
temperature during the warmest month (August) is 80.9°F. The highest temperature ever recorded at
the station is 91°F; the lowest temperature is 46°F, which occurred on January 14, 1930.’

" Interestingly, that extreme high temperature has been recorded six times over the past 90 years, but the most recent
occurrence was in 1936 ( 9/4/1936; 10/4/1930; 10/21/1926; 10/26/1925; 7/4/1918; and 7/2/1918.
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Figure 3.7 Rainfall Depth-Duration Frequency Curves, Anahola, Kaua“i.
PDS-based depth-duration-frequency (DDF) curves
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Source: NOAA Atlas 14, Volume 4, Version 3, Location name: Anahola, Station 1114, Hawai‘i.

Table 3.4  Average Temperatures, Lthu‘e Airport: 2000-2013.

Temlg')(deg Jan | Feb | Mar | Apr [ May | Jun | Jul | Aug | Sep | Oct | Nov | Dec | Year
Average | 255 | 718 | 72.6 | 74.1 | 76.3 | 782 | 79.1 | 79.6 | 795 | 783 | 75.6 | 736 | 75.7
Temperature

AVTgémMp'.n' 69.9 [ 69.7 | 696 | 70.1 | 743 | 77.0 | 77.0 | 786 | 785 | 77.3 | 741 | 71.2 72.1
AVTgén':"pf_*x' 76.1 | 73.4 | 753 | 76.2 | 78.0 | 79.4 | 80.1 | 80.9 | 80.7 | 79.2 | 77.4 | 748 | 76.8
Source: http://www.nws.noaa.gov/climate/xmacis.php?wfo=hnl
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3.3.2 EFFECTS ON CLIMATE/MICRO-CLIMATE

Existing and ongoing operation of Kumu Camp as a community-based, recreational campsite will not
involve any activities that produce substantial heat or moisture emissions which would have the
potential to affect the regional climate, or the microclimate in the immediate area. Neither are there
any tall structures or graded areas which would alter wind flow within the campsite parcel or
surrounding areas to any measurable extent. Consequently, Kumu Camp does not have the potential
to measurably affect the microclimate of the area.

34 AIRQUALITY

3.4.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS: AIR QUALITY

The EPA has set national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) for ozone, nitrogen dioxide, carbon
monoxide, sulfur dioxide, 2.5-micron and 10-micron particulate matter (PM,s and PMy,), and
airborne lead. These ambient air quality standards establish the maximum concentrations of pollution
considered acceptable, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public health and welfare.
The State of Hawai‘i Department of Health (DOH) has also set ambient air quality standards for some
pollutants; in some cases, these are more stringent than the Federal standards. Hawai‘i
Administrative Rules (HAR), Title 11, Chapter 59 Ambient Air Quality Standards and Chapter 60 Air
Pollution Control establish these standards. Table 3.5 presents the state and national ambient air
quality standards for selected pollutants.

Table 3.5 State and National Ambient Air Quality Standards

Pollutant Unit Averaging Period NAAQS SAAQS
1-hour 35° 9
CO m
PP 8-hour o 4.4
Pb pg/m’ Quarterly 1.5" 1.5
NO ppb 1-hour 100 None
2 ppm Annual 0.053° 0.04
H,S ppm 1-hour None 0.025
24-hour 150° 150
PM /m®
10 HY Annual None © 50
24-hour block avg. 35 None
PMys pg/m® g i
Annual 15 None
O3 ppm 8-hour rolling avg. 0.075° 0.08
3-hour 0.5% 0.5
SO, ppm 24-hour 0.14° 0.14
Annual 0.03° 0.03
Notes:
a. Federal Secondary Standard.
b.  Not to be exceeded more than once per year.
¢. Average of all 1-hour values in the year may not exceed the level of the standard.
d. May not be exceeded more than one day per year.
e. EPA revoked the annual PM, standard effective December 17, 2006 due to a lack of evidence linking health problems to
long-term exposure. The State still has an annual standard.
f.  The 3-year average of 24-hour values must not exceed the level of the standard.
g. The 3-year average of the fourth highest daily maximum value must not exceed the level of the standard.
h.  Average of all 24-hour values in any calendar quarter may not exceed the level of the standard.
Source: DOH (2011)
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Both State and national air quality standards consist of two parts: (i) an allowable concentration of a
pollutant and (ii) an averaging time over which the concentration is measured. The allowable
concentrations are based on the results of studies of the effects of the pollutants on human health,
crops, and vegetation, and, in some cases, damage to paint and other materials. The averaging times
are based on whether the damage caused by the pollutant is more likely to occur during exposure to a
high concentration for a short time (one hour, for instance), or to a lower average concentration over a
longer period (e.g., 8 hours, 24 hours, or a year). For some pollutants there is more than one air
quality standard, reflecting both its short-term and long-term effects.

The State DOH maintains monitoring stations in those parts of the state where it believes that there is
a potential for air quality standards to be exceeded. As there are no significant human fixed sources
of air pollutants on Kaua‘i and it is far from the Big Island volcanoes whose eruptions have produced
natural emissions that have affected air quality on other islands during recent years, the State DOH
did not operate any air quality monitoring stations on Kaua“i until recently. In 2010, it established an
air monitoring station at Niumalu, Kaua‘i to monitor ambient cruise ship emissions; no exceedances
of ambient air quality standards were recorded in 2013, the most recent year for which complete
records are available (http://health.hawaii.gov/cab/files/2014/01/exceedances 2013.pdf). Because of
its location far from significant pollutant sources, existing ambient air quality at Anahola is almost
certainly well above the standards.

3.4.2 PROBABLE AIR QUALITY IMPACTS

Kumu Camp has been in continuous operation since 2012, and no further construction activities are
required for it to continue to function as a community-based, recreational resource. Hence, the
proposed action does not have the potential to cause any construction-related effects on air quality.

No significant on-site air pollutant sources, such as generators or other machinery, are used in day-to-
day operations of the facility. Neither does the ongoing operation of the camp involve substantial
numbers of vehicles traveling to and from it. In the absence of significant air pollution sources,
continued operation of Kumu Camp does not have the potential to have a significant adverse effect on
local or regional air quality.

3.5 BIOTA

3.5.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS

Flora. The campsite is situated within a partially-cleared ironwood (Casuarina equisetifolia) grove.
There is little ground cover in the camp proper (see Figure 1.3). There are several planted ornamental
plants including: red ginger (Alpinia purpurata), white ginger (Hedychium coronarium), and coconut
(Cocos nucifera) within Kumu Camp. The facilities are separated from Anahola Beach by a strand of
beach naupaka-kahakai (Scaevola sericea), interspersed with beach heliotrope (Tournefortia argenta)
and a few hala (screw pines or Oandanus tectorius).

Terrestrial Fauna. During the site visit, tracks of cats (Felis catus) and dogs (Canis familiaris) were
observed.® Although no rodents were recorded, it is likely that some or all of the four established
alien muridae found on Kaua‘i—roof rat (Rattus rattus), brown rat (Rattus norvegicus), black rats
(Rattus exulans hawaiiensis), and European house mice (Mus musculus domesticus)—use various
resources found within the general project area on a season basis. Because the camp is clean and

8 The biological survey was conducted on July 10, 2014.
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well-maintained, with no trash or open trash receptacles, the campsite has limited attractiveness to

alien mammals.

Avifauna. While on-site, the biologist recorded the avian species listed in Table 3.6, below.

Table 3.6  Avian Species Observed at Kumu Camp

Common Name

Scientific Name

Gray Francolin

Francolinus pondicerianus

Red Junglefowl

Gallus gallus

Cattle Egret

Bubulicus ibis

Zebra Dove

Geopelia striata

Japanese Bush-Warbler

Cettia diphone

Japanese White-eye

Zosterops japonicus

Chinese Hwamei

Garrulax canorus

Red-crested Cardinal

Paroaria coronata

Northern Cardinal

Cardinalis cardinalis

House Finch

Haemorhus mexicanus

House Sparrow

Passer domesticus

Common Waxbill

Estrilda astrild

Kumu CAMP PROJECT
EXISTING ENVIRONMENT & PROBABLE IMPACTS

Source: Rana Biological Consulting (2014)

All of these avian species are alien to the Hawaiian Islands. The biologist carefully searched the
strand vegetation separating the campsite from the beach for Wedge-tailed Shearwaters (Puffinicus
pacificus), the only potential native avian species likely to use resources on the site. No burrows or
sign of seabird activity was recorded. July is the height of nesting activity for this species, so not
finding them in mid-July indicates that they are not currently nesting using this property.

No migratory shorebirds were detected during the course of the survey. It is possible that at least two
migratory shorebird species commonly encountered in Hawai‘i, Pacific Golden Plover (Pluvialis
fulva) and the Ruddy Turnstone (Areniara interpres), use resources on a seasonal basis within camp
parcel. Both species are indigenous migratory shorebird species which nest in the high Arctic during
the late spring and summer months, returning to Hawai‘i and the tropical Pacific to spend the fall and
winter months each year. They usually leave Hawaii and return to the Arctic in late April or the very
early part of May. As this survey was conducted after most of the wintering shorebirds in Hawaii had
left the islands for their breeding grounds, these species were neither expected nor observed.

3.5.2 PROBABLE IMPACTS ON BIOTA

All of the species observed during the biological survey of the site are common alien species which
are present despite ongoing operations at Kumu Camp. Continued operation of the camp would have
no adverse impact on the area flora and fauna.

3.6 NOISE

3.6.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS

The kinds of recreational and educational; activities that take place at Kumu Camp are inherently
quiet. Moreover, nearly all of them take place during the daytime and early evening hours. As a
result, they have not historically led neighbors to complain of excessive noise.

Waves, wind, occasional birdcalls, and the sounds of people recreating at the nearby Anahola Beach
Park are the most prevalent noise sources under typical conditions. While the site is only 320 feet
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from Pili Kai Road (which serves to access Kumu Camp), traffic volume on this small neighborhood
road is low. Consequently, it is not a significant source of noise compared to the ever-present
ambient sounds of the ocean.

Based on observations made during a site-visit conducted on April 22, 2014, ambient sound levels
during regular trade wind weather range between 55 and 60 dBA. Background ambient sound levels
during periods of calm wind and sea conditions were closer to 45 to 50 dBA.

The State DOH regulates the noise levels from fixed machinery by imposing maximum allowable
sound levels at the property boundaries for various zoning categories as shown in Table 3.7.° The
noise limit for “Class A Districts” is defined in HAR 11-46-3(3) as, ““...all areas equivalent to lands
zoned residential, conservation, preservation, public space, open space, or similar type.”. The Kumu
Camp parcel is zoned “Open” space, and thus the allowable noise levels from fixed machinery at or
beyond the project site boundaries is 55 dBA during the daytime and 45 dBA during nighttime
periods.

Table 3.7 Hawai‘i Administrative Rules §11-46 Noise Limits

Noise Limit (in dBA)

Zoning District Daytime Nighttime
(7:00 a.m. to | (10:00 p.m.
10:00 p.m.) | to 7:00 a.m.)

Class A: Areas equivalent to lands zoned residential, conservation,

. . o 55 45
preservation, public space, open space, or similar type

Class B: All areas equivalent to lands zoned for multi-family
dwellings, apartment, business, commercial, hotel, resort, 60 50
or similar type.

Class C: All areas equivalent to lands zoned agriculture, country,

industrial, or similar type. 70 70

Source: Hawai‘i Administrative Rules §11-46 “Community Noise Control”

3.6.2 PROBABLE IMPACTS

Continued operation of Kumu Camp does not require any further construction activities which would
have the potential to be significant sources of noise. In addition, the camp has been in operation since
2012 without any noise-related complaints or other issues. The main source of noise produced by
regular camp activities will continue to be produced by vehicles entering and leaving the site,
however it is unlikely that even these sources, despite being exempt, would exceed the limits outlined
in Table 3.7.

3.7 ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Hawai‘i Revised Statutes (HRS) 8343 and its implementing regulations contained in Hawai‘i
Administrative Rules (HAR) §11-200-12 mandate that agencies consider whether a project involves
an irrevocable commitment to the loss or destruction of any natural or cultural resource in assessing

® Noise produced by portable or movable equipment (such as trucks, front end loaders, fork lifts, etc.) are not subject to the
DOH noise-limit regulations.
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the significance of a project’s impacts. Here cultural resources are defined both as resources relevant
to ongoing cultural practices as well as historic or pre-historic properties with cultural significance.
State of Hawai‘i law with regard to historic preservation is contained in Chapter 6E, HRS. It is
implemented through a number of state regulations; these include but are not limited to HAR §13-
197, §13-198, and 813-300. The remainder of this section describes: (i) the steps HCDC took to
locate any archaeological or historic resources at Kumu Camp; and (ii) the potential for continued
operation of the camp to adversely affect any such resources.

3.7.1 BACKGROUND RESEARCH

The earliest available record from the Hawai‘i Bureau of Conveyances show the parcel being owned
by the State of Hawai‘i in 1962. Information for this parcel (TMK No. [4]4-8-007:001) does not
appear on earlier land records. The parcel is currently owned by DHHL, a state agency, and thus it
appears that there has not been any change in this status for over 50 years.

Bennett’s (1931) archaeological research on Kaua‘i identified Site 50-30-08-116, which is located
with the bounds of (4)4-8-007:001, as follows:

Site 116. Dune burials, in the dunes around Anahola bay many bones that have been found
as burials have been uncovered by the shifting sands.

Bennett did not determine the exact boundaries of the site and does not provide information on the
number of burials or their spatial distribution within the dunes. Other nearby sites recorded by
Bennett includes site -113, ‘Aikanaka Heiau, which has been destroyed, and site -115, Kuhua Heiau.

Remnants of Kuhua Heiau, site 50-30-04-115, are located approximately 0.3 mi. northwest of Kumu
Camp. Prior to a residential development, the Anahola community was consulted about the heiau
remains. Nancy McMahon, at that time an employee of the County of Kaua‘i Planning Department,
stated that she believed the heiau’s integrity had been destroyed long ago; thus, the proposed home
construction should be allowed. The area has since been developed.

An inventory survey at Anahola Beach Park was done in 1999. Six trenches were excavated by a
backhoe. Only modern material was found. It was noted that the “predicted settlement pattern model
which anticipated the possibility of burials or special activity areas (ahu, fishing camps) was not
shown to be evident in the extant project area.” No further work was recommended for the project
area. However, the possibility that burials might be present was noted.

Shefcheck and Dega (2007) monitored fiber optic installation at a location in Anahola less than 0.1
mile south of the Kumu Camp. A single set of human remains was discovered near the intersection of
Maia Road and Anahola Road (and designated Site 50-30-04-6034). It was determined to be a
traditional-period burial. Site 6034 was assessed as significant under Criteria D and E and was
preserved in place. The report authors recommended full-time monitoring for further work in the
area.

An archaeological inventory survey of a 38 ac. parcel in Anahola, located about 0.25 mi. southwest of
Kumu Camp, was conducted in 2001. No surface features were observed; however, subsurface
features were observed which seemed to represent remains of a former lo‘i system that was severely
disturbed during modern times. It was assigned as site 50-30-04-877 and is significant under
Criterion D. Because of the possibility that this site might extend into areas that might be developed
in the future, the archaeologist recommended that subsurface testing be done before extensive ground
disturbance to that site was undertaken.

Elmore and Kennedy (2003) monitored Kiihio Highway drainage improvements in an area located 0.6
mile northwest of Kumu Camp. The finds expected included agricultural features, ancillary
temporary habitation, stone walls, and enclosures. Excavations were done to a depth of 2 meters
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below surface. Soils were found to consist of fill and disturbed soils, and no sites of historical
significance were identified. Thus, the archaeologist’s report recommended no further investigations.

An archaeological assessment including fieldwork was conducted in 2009 for a project to repair a
portion of ‘Aliomanu Road located 0.6 mi. north of the Kumu Camp. There were no subsurface
excavations. No significant properties were identified during the assessment, and it concluded that
“traditional habitation does not appear to be indicated for the project area or its immediate vicinity as
no LCA claims were made and the location is not conducive to agricultural cultivation.” However,
monitoring was recommended because the area is underlain by sand, which may contain burials.

Bobby Keao and Frank Cummings, gentlemen familiar with the area and its history, acted as heavy
equipment operators for the archaeological investigation. They noted that human remains were
discovered a short distance east of the Kumu Camp, during development of a beachfront home along
Pili Kai Road. The location of this burial, which is outside the Kumu Camp parcel, was not
determined during fieldwork for this project. No record of the burial was found during the review of
records at the State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD).

3.7.2 FIELD RESULTS

Prior to construction of Kumu camp, HCDC worked with T.S. Dye & Colleagues, Archaeologists,
Inc. to carry out an archaeological investigation at Site 50-30-08-116, a sand dune located within the
campsite parcel. Site 50-30-08-116 was described in the early 1930s as a location where traditional
Hawaiian burials were exposed by shifting dune sands. The goal of the investigation was to
determine whether there was stratigraphic information at site 50-30-08-116 that might help to predict
the location and depth below surface of traditional Hawaiian burials that have, from time to time,
eroded out of the sand dunes in the area. Excavation of three test pits, each to a depth of
approximately 1 meter (3.28 ft.), exposed simple stratigraphic profiles of a recently vegetated but
formerly active sand dune. No human remains were encountered and no information was found that
might help determine the locations or depth below surface of human remains that could be present at
Site 50-30-08-116. The resulting report in contained in Appendix B of this EA.

When T.S. Dye & Colleagues, Archaeologists, Inc. conducted its archaeological investigation at Site
50-30-08-116 prior to construction of Kumu Camp, the investigators excavated a sand dune located
within the campsite parcel. Three test pits (labelled 1, 2, and 4 in Figure 3.8, below) were excavated
with hand tools under the direction of Thomas S. Dye, PhD, a fully-qualified archaeologist. The test
pits were each approximately 1.5 m (4.9 ft.) on a side and were planned to extend to a depth of
approximately 1 meter (3.28 ft.). The findings related to each of the three valid pits are summarized
below.

Test Pit No. 1. Test pit 1 was located near the beach and the center of the property (see Figure 3.8);
the pit was situated on a low rise in the topography with sparse vegetation. Excavation to a depth of
1.03 m exposed a simple stratigraphic profile with two natural layers. The surface layer, Context 1,
represents the modern A horizon, which was about 10 cm thick here.'® Beneath this, to the depth of
excavation, was an aeolian deposit of clean calcareous sand, Context 2. No cultural materials or
human bones were found during excavation of Test pit 1. The test pit was backfilled after excavation.

19 In archaeological parlance, a context is a unit of stratification associated with a natural or cultural process or event, and a
horizon is a subdivision of soil. The A horizon is the surface layer in the soil containing humus, an eluvial layer from
which minerals, etc. are leached.
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Figure 3.8 Archaeological Investigation Test Pit Locations
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Source: T.S. Dye & Colleagues, Archaeologists, Inc. (2012)

Test Pit No. 2. Test pit 2 was located farther inland, near the southern boundary of the campsite. It
was situated on a topographic high point in an open space among the ironwood trees. Excavation to a
depth of 1 m (3.28 feet) exposed a simple stratigraphic profile with two natural layers. The surface
layer, Context 3, represents the modern A horizon, which was about 7 cm thick here. Beneath this, to
the depth of excavation, was an aeolian deposit of clean calcareous sand, Context 4. No cultural
materials or human bones were found during excavation of Test pit 2; the test pit was backfilled after
excavation.

Test Pit No. 3. Test pit 3 was located in a topographic low spot immediately makai of Test pit 2.
Shortly after excavation began it became apparent that abundant ironwood roots would make it very
difficult to excavate the test pit. The excavation was abandoned and the small amount of material that
had been removed was returned to the pit, restoring the surface to its original condition.

Test Pit No. 4. Test pit 4 was located at the north end of the property, next to a path from the beach.
It was situated on a level area at an open space among the ironwood trees. Excavation to a depth of
0.97 m exposed a simple stratigraphic profile with two natural layers. The surface layer, Context 5,
represents the modern A horizon, which was about 13 cm thick here. Beneath this, to the depth of
excavation, was an Aeolian deposit of clean calcareous sand, Context 6. No cultural materials or
human bones were found during excavation of Test pit 4. The test pit was backfilled after excavation.

3.7.3 PROBABLE IMPACTS ON ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES

The archaeological investigation found no direct evidence of the presence of human remains in the
vicinity of Kumu Camp. Excavation of three test pits at widely separated areas of the campsite
exposed simple stratigraphic profiles. In each test pit, a recent A horizon had developed on a deposit
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of windblown beach sand. No cultural deposits, either buried or at the surface, were encountered in
the excavations and no human bones were found.

The review of archaeological reports at SHPD that was conducted prior to the start of field work
yielded information on one human burial about 150 m mauka of the Kumu Camp parcel, near the
intersection of Maia Road and Anahola Road. This burial was found in the same Mokuleia fine sandy
loam that is present on the Kumu Camp parcel, and which is characteristic of the flat coastal portion
of Anahola Valley. The discovery of the human burial near the mauka end of this soil deposit appears
to indicate that the boundaries of site 50-30-08-116 are coterminous with the Mokuleia fine sandy
loam. If this is the case, then site 50-30-08-116 extends mauka of the proposed Kumu Youth
Academy for some distance. Also, portions of site 50-30-08-116 are currently developed with
residential structures along Anahola, Maia, Kamane, and Pili Kai Roads.

Other than the secondhand information provided by Bennett (1931), that “many bones” were found in
the shifting sands of the dunes behind Anahola Bay, T.S. Dye & Colleagues, Archaeologists, Inc.
found no information that indicates site 50-30-08-116 might contain a dense concentration of
burials. In fact, the information available led it to conclude that the Kumu Camp site did not contain
a dense concentration of burials. The two burial finds in the area that are known (at Pili Kai Road and
Maia Road) are relatively few, given the extent to which the former sand dunes has been developed
with residential structures. In addition, a previous extensive archaeological excavation with a
backhoe in the sandy soils at Anahola Beach Park did not encounter any human remains.

The authors of the archaeological investigation report concluded that while no burials or human
remains have been identified on the Kumu Camp parcel, it is possible that some may be present at
unknown locations and depths. The movement of sand on the site, over time, can bring some buried
objects closer to the surface while at the same time burying others under more sand. Thus, if there are
traditional Hawaiian burials on the Kumu Camp parcel, they could be immediately below the surface
or buried beneath several meters of sand. Finally, the report recommends that the likelihood of
disturbing human burials can be lessened by limiting the extent and depth of any excavation at the
site, a recommendation which HCDC has followed.

In the absence of any known archaeological or historic properties on the Kumu Camp parcel, and any
ground-disturbing activities, continued operation of Kumu Camp as a community-based recreational
resource is unlikely to have any impact on these resources. While HCDC believes that the likelihood
that continued operation of Kumu Camp will lead to the discovery of undocumented archaeological
or historic resources in the area is low, mitigation to address this possibility includes, but is not
limited to: (i) the immediate cessation of all activities in the immediate area of the find; and (ii)
notification of the State Historic Preservation Division to assess impacts. Where appropriate, the
Kaua‘i Island Burial Council will also be notified.

3.8 CULTURAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

In accordance with the provisions of HRS Chapter 343 and its implementing regulations contained in
HAR §11-200, HCDC has worked with its consultants to perform a detailed analysis of the effects
that continued operation of Kumu Camp could have on cultural practices, resources, and features.
The disclosure of this information is intended to promote transparent and responsible decision-
making in accordance with Articles IX and XII of the Constitution of the State of Hawai‘i, other state
laws, and the courts of the state, all of which mandate government agencies to endeavor to promote
and preserve the cultural practices and resources of Native Hawaiians and other ethnicities.

In addition to the content requirements of Chapter 343 and HAR 8§11-200, on November 19, 1997 the
State of Hawai‘i Environmental Council issued specific Guidelines for Assessing Cultural Impacts.
That guidance provides a methodological and content protocol for projects that may have the
potential to affect cultural resources, stipulating specific matters that should be addressed in cultural
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impact assessments such as this. Table 3.8 below summarizes the guidance and identifies the sections
in this report which address each item. The remainder of this Section summarizes HCDC and its

consultants’ findings with respect to each of the required topics.

Each informational requirement

identified in the above table is discussed in one of the following subsections, with a summary of
findings and conclusions.

Table 3.8  Guide to Discussion of Cultural Impact Topics

Number

Requirement

Discussion
in EA

A discussion of the methods applied and results of consultation with individuals
and organizations identified by the preparer as being familiar with cultural
practices and features associated with the Project Area, including any constraints
or limitations which might have affected the quality of the information obtained.

83.8.2

Descriptions of methods adopted by the preparer to identify, locate, and select the
persons interviewed, including a discussion of the level of effort undertaken.

§3.8.2

Ethnographic and oral history interview procedures, including the circumstances
which the interviews were conducted, and any constraints or limitations which
might have affected the quality of the information obtained.

83.8.2

Biographical information concerning the individuals and organizations consulted,
their particular expertise, and their historical and genealogical relationship to the
Project Area, as well as information concerning the persons submitting
information or interviewed, their particular knowledge and cultural expertise, if
any, and their historical and genealogical relationships to the Project Area.

§3.8.3

A discussion concerning historical and cultural source materials consulted, the
institutions and repositories searched, and the level of effort undertaken. This
discussion should include, if appropriate, the particular perspective of the authors,
any opposing views, and any other relevant constraints, limitations, or biases.

83.8.4

A discussion concerning the cultural resources, practices and beliefs identified,
and, for resources and practices, their location within the broad geographical area
in which the proposed action is located, as well as their direct or indirect
significance or connection to the Project Area.

83.8.6

A discussion concerning the nature of the cultural practices and beliefs, and the
significance of the cultural resources within the Project Area, affected directly or
indirectly by the proposed development.

83.8.6

A discussion of confidential information that has been withheld from public
disclosure in the assessment.

§3.8.5

A discussion concerning any conflicting information in regard to identified
cultural resources, practices, and beliefs.

§3.8.2

10

An analysis of the potential effect of any proposed physical alternation on cultural
resources, practices or beliefs; the potential of the proposed action to isolate
cultural resources, practices or beliefs from their setting; and the potential of the
proposed action to introduce elements which may alter the setting in which
cultural practices take place.

83.8.6

11

A bibliography of references, and attached records of interviews which were
allowed to be disclosed.

Chapter 6
and
Appendix C

Source: State of Hawai‘i Environmental Council, Guidelines for Assessing Cultural Impacts (1997)
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3.8.1 HisToRrRICAL AND CULTURAL RESEARCH
3.8.1.1 Cultural Traditions and Historical Land Use in Anahola

According to Wichman’s Kaua‘i: Ancient Place Names and Their Stories (1998), Anahola is so-
named “after a mo‘o, a lizard kupua that appeared on land as a man and in the sea as a merman”.
Other sources suggest that Anahola is named after the mountain peak that serves as the upland
pinnacle boundary point of the ahupua‘a (and the adjacent Kamalomalo‘o ahupua‘a); here Anahola
may be translated as “Hola Cave”, referring to the technique of hola or ‘auhuhu, a traditional method
of fishing by poisoning or stunning fish with the *auhuhu plant (Tephrosia purpurea syn. T.
piscatoria)."*

Anahola is the southernmost ahupua‘a in the Kawaihau District.*> Handy and Handy (1972:152) say
that it was an area noted for its many ‘ulu (breadfruit) trees:

On Kauai, early voyagers noted extensive plantings of breadfruit along the southern and
leeward coast, from Waimea to Wailua. According to Keahi Luahine, there were many
breadfruit trees in Anahola.

No less notable a visitor than Captain James Cook (1784) noted that *...breadfruit thrive here, not in
such abundance, but produce double the quantity of fruit that they do on the plains of Otaheite.”
Regarding agriculture and the method of agricultural terracing along the banks of the Anahola
Stream, Handy and Handy (Part V, pg. 423) offer the following:

The last ahupua‘a on this, the ko‘olau (east and northeast) coast, is Anahola. Here is the
largest river in the Ko‘olau District. There are old abandoned terraces along its banks far
upstream. There are old loi from two to four miles inland along Anahola River and its
tributary Ka‘alua Stream, and below their point of juncture there are many lo‘i on flats
along the river banks as it meanders through its wide gulch. The delta is three-fourths mile
wide, and this was all terraced.

Consistent with the records of Handy and Handy, claims made in Anahola during the Mahele were
focused around Anahola Stream.™ A large number of claims were made in Anahola during the
Mahele ‘Aina between 1848 and 1850, compared to other adjacent ahupua‘a including
Kamalomalo‘o, which indicates that there was a considerable settlement in Anahola during the mid-
19" century. These records are valuable on several accounts; they provide a documentary record of
those who lived on, and knew the land, in a traditional manner. The Mahele records also describe
land use, residency, and the practices of the families of Anahola and its smaller land divisions. Table
3.9 contains the Land Commission Award claims for the ahupua‘a of Anahola. With this
information, we gain considerable insight into the history and cultural landscape of Anahola.

1 Pukui and Ebert (1986) offer the following definition of hola: “to spread...Same as ‘auhuhu; to drug fish with this
poison.”

12 State of Hawai‘i GIS, available online at: http:/files.hawaii.gov/dbedt/op/gis/maps/ahupuaa_map.pdf

13 Mahele records are available online at: www.waihona.com
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Table 3.9 Land Commission Award Claims for the Ahupua‘a of Anahola 1848 to 1850
Claim . - . . .
Number Claimant Ili/Ahupua‘a Kuleana Designation
Anafola 3 lo‘i, 2 mala of wauke, 1 mala of noni Award 4547, R.0. 7083;
0457 Anahola Puamano, and tr’1e house site ’ Anahola, Koolau; Jan.11,
Papaikiahoaka 1848
2 lo*'i, 2 mala of noni, a kula planted in  |Not awarded
04538 Ehuelua Anahola wauke and the house lot Jan. 12, 1848
.. - G Award 4593; R.P. 6544;
04593 Haili Aai?ﬁla ?hleohlcﬂ;(ej ?Olgula adjoining the lo’i and Haili Anahola, Ko‘olau;
Jan. 12, 1848
2 lo‘i, 1 cultivated kula and the house lot Not awarded
04594 Hiapo Anahola and the trees planted on it, an orange,
. Jan. 11, 1848
some breadfruits and a kou
Anahola Taro land; Award 5391; R.P. 8086;
05391 Hilo Kaakaulua, [Name of the taro land is Papakolea, and |Kaakaulua Anahola,
Papakolea [there is also a house Koolau; Jan. 19, 1848
Anahola 9 lo‘i and 2 mala of noni, an orange tree, | Award 4591; Poanoho,
04591 Hulu Kuakemana, |a mala of wauke. Kali‘ipalala is the Anahola, Ko‘olau; Jan. 13,
Paanoho name, and Koelonai 2 is the house lot 1848
}'2‘::;‘0;: Award 4581; R.P. 6631;
04581 Huluhulu paa, =g lo‘i, 3 mala of noni and the house site |Kanapa‘a, Anahola Koolau;
Kapuonunui,
. Jan. 11, 1848
Papaukai
Inoa’ole Anahola . o Not awarded; Numerical
04879 (No name Kape, i&g?g&;vﬂd fior;?lﬁilifél;?: lo'i and index lists this as Inoa‘ole;
given) Kukuluauki Jan. 13, 1848
13 lo‘i, 2 kula for wauke, 2 kula for
. noni, 7 orange trees, 2 kuakua, two hala
05143 .Kaah'k' Anahola trees, one place in a gobey fish stream. It Not awarded
Hilo, his son . Jan. 13, 1848
was held from Kahanapapa until
Panipani (probably Konohiki names)
05048 Kaehu Anahola 3 lo‘i, 1 mala of wauke and the house lot Not awarded
Jan. 13, 1848
Anahola 9 lo‘i, a cultivated kula adjoining those
Kamalupe lo‘is, also another cultivated kula in Award 4909; R.P. 7487;
04909 Kaeleu Pe,  lanother place, 2 kula for wauke and 3 Kalouulu, Anahola,
Kaloula/Kalouul . . ] )
kula for noni, two house claims, Malupa |Ko‘olau; Mar. 13, 1850
u, Olelokana
and Kumakole, 1 orange tree
05105 Kahaiola Anahola 2 lo‘i and a cultivated kula, and a house |Award 5105; Pikau
Pikau, Kalama |lot Anahola,Ko‘olau; 1847
.. . . Award 5205; Hahalua,
05205 Kaholomoan Anahola Lo‘i and its kula, 1 mala of noni, 2 mala Anahola, Koolau: Jan. 12,
a Hahalua of wauke and one house lot 1848
Anahola 9 lo‘i, 3 mala of noni, 1 mala of wauke Award 5170; Ananakiki,
05170 Kalawaia Ananakini, ' . ! Anahola, Ko‘olau; Jan. 11,
and the house site
Hakaea 1848
Anahola 4 1o%i, a kula, a house lot, a plantation of Award 4971; Kahaina'a,
04971 Kalehua Kanamoa, ’ ' &P Anahola, Ko‘olau; Jan. 12,
wauke and a mala of noni
Kapuakea 1848
04981 Kalimaeleele Anahola 3 lo‘i and the noni standing there and the | Award 4981; Anahola,
wahine house site Ko‘olau; Jan. 12, 1848
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Cltim Claimant | ‘lli/Ahupua‘a Kuleana Designation
Number
Anahola 2 lo‘i, 1 mala of wauke, 1 mala of bitter .
05142 Kaliuwa‘a Hoolakauka, |[gourd, 1 mala of noni, 1 mala of Avv‘ard 5_142' Anahola,
Ko‘olau; Jan. 11, 1848
Kamoku tobacco, and the house lot
Anahola 5lo‘i, 5 mala of noni, 3 orange trees, 1  |Award 5084; R.P. 6760;
05084 Kaniku Palikoa. Puanala place for catching gobey fish. There are |Puapala, Anahola, Ko‘olau;
' P ome poulu, also breadfruit trees Jan. 12, 1848
Anahola Award 4913; R.P. 6325;
04913 Kanuha Olokuiha, 2 lo‘i and a kula and the house lot Kamokuapi, Anahola,
Kamokuapi Ko‘olau; Jan. 13, 1848
Anahola Award 5099; R.P. 5541;
05099 | Kauhaialae Puuomano, |1 lo‘i, 2 mala of noni and the house site |Olelokana, Anahola,
Olelokana Ko‘olau; Jan. 11, 1848
Anahola 14 lo‘i, 2 mala of noni, 1 mala of wauke |Award 5141; R.P. 7872;
05141 Kaukai Kuloa. Koapupu and the house site Kuloi‘i, Anahola, Ko‘olau;
) pup Jan. 11, 1848
Anahola 2 lo‘i and kula which adjoins them. 2
.. mala are in another place, and in another |Award 5078; Anahola,
05078 Kawaaiai Kahalepua, . ; . i
place is a mala of noni and wauke, and [Ko‘olau; Jan. 11, 1848
Pohakumano
also a house lot
Kawaimakan Anahola Award 3030; R.P. 7275;
03030 . . House lot and also taro land Palawai, Anahola, Ko‘olau;
ui Palawai, Pauko
Jan. 12, 1848
. Anahola o . Award 5104; R.P. 7314;
05104 (ésvz\;%hr:;) Olokauha, g Ih?)lljlsg IIE) lilsa of wauke and noni, and the Kaheewale Anahola,
Kaheewale Ko‘olau; Jan. 11, 1848
Anahola . .
Keanuhawai Pauku, 4 10‘i, 2 mala of noni, and the house lot Award 4987" R'P'_6291’
04987 . Anahola, Ko‘olau; Jan. 12,
i Kaupapa, and a kou tree
b 1848
Papaikiapoaka
Kekuaiki Anahola 5 10%i and a kula planted in tobacco. 4 Award 4590; R.P. 7347,
04590 | Ho'opana, Hahalina / mala of noni andF;he house lot ' Kahalina, Anahola,
his wife Kahalina Ko‘olau; Jan. 12, 1848
. 5 lo‘i and the kula planted in wauke and |Not awarded
05190 Kekuaiki Anahola the house site Jan. 11 1848
Anahola 4 mala of noni, 2 mala of wauke, 3 lo‘i Award 5083; R.P. 7122,
05083 Kiei Kanakawale, ' ’ Anahola, Ko‘olau; Jan. 11,
o and the house site
Hikii 1848
Anahola . .
Kole Papooulu, 2 lo‘i, a kula planted in gourd and the Award 49@" R.P. 7597,
04984 . - Kaluaohiki, Anahola,
(Kale) Kealuaahokia/ |house site ] )
Ko‘olau; Jan. 12, 1848
Kalalea
Koleaka
(Kolehaka) - . Award 4935; Hiki‘i;
04935 Keolawa, An_ahola_ B 2 lo‘i, and a cultivated kula and one Anahola, Koolau: Jan. 12,
. Kalahiki, Hikii |house lot
brother in 1848
law
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Cltim Claimant | ‘lli/Ahupua‘a Kuleana Designation
Number
Anahola
Pukoenieni,
05023 Kolia, D A ‘_g y ‘ Kauakahi, Anahola, Ko‘olau
Kuaimanui, |Lo‘i named Kuemond, Jan. 13. 1848
Kahonaula, |2 house lots, 2 mala of noni e
Palikoa,
Kauakahi
Kuhaimoana 2 lo‘i, 6 mala of noni, 1 mala of wauke, Not awarded
05089 | Nahulekoa, Anahola and the planted trees: 2 kou, 1 orange
; . Jan. 12, 1848
wahine and 1 breadfruit
Anahola 1 lo‘i, 1 mala of noni, 2 mala of wauke, |Award 5102; R.P. 5927;
05102 Kuihu Puuoniunu, |and the mala of bitter gourd, and the Anahola, Ko‘olau; Jan., 11,
Papahikiloaka |house lot 1848
Award 4916;
Anahola . . . R.P. 7318;
04916 Kumukou Lanakini, L 1o"i, 1 gulch planted with noni, and 2 Lanakini
. mala of wauke and the house lot ]
Piwaha Anahola, Ko‘olau
Jan. 12,1848
Anahola Award 4984;
04984 Kole Papooulu, 2 lo‘i, a kula planted in gourd and the R.P. 7597; Kaluaohiki
(Kale) Kealuaahokia/K |house site Anahola, Ko‘olau
alalea Jan. 12,1848
. . Award 5199;
Kuoha Anahola 7 I_o i gnd a kula‘_for planting toch_co R.P. 7120; Kalua‘o‘opu
05199 Puamano, adjoining the lo‘is, a mala of noni in ]
(Kueha) Kalua’o’opu |another place, and the house lot Anahola, Ko'olau
P place, Jan. 12, 1848
Anahola Award 4980;
A 1 1o, 1 mala of noni, 1 mala of wauke |R.P. 6018; Olelokana
04980 Kuohu Pu‘uoio, . .
Olelokana and also the house site Anahola, Ko‘olau
Jan. 12, 1848
Kupukupu 5 lo‘i, a place for planting wauke and Not awarded
05112 Mumuku Anahola also a mala of noni, and the house site  [Jan. 13 1848
Anahola Award 4694 to Lono 2;
04694 Lono PUOIO 2 lo‘i, 2 mala of noni, 1 mala of wauke, [R.P. 6449,
Kumuna{na 1 male of bitter gourd and the house lot |Anahola, Ko‘olau
Jan. 11, 1848
Anahola .
. e . Award 4694B; Lonoiki
04694B Lonoiki Anan‘alfml, ) 1 IO‘! in ‘!I! Anana‘kl‘nl Anahola, Ko‘olau
Kalua‘o‘opu; |1 loiin ‘ili Kalua‘o‘opu
. . (No Date)
Puoio, Kapuoni
Anahola Award 4693; .
04693 Luahele Palawai, 2 loi, 4 mala of wauke R.P. 7598 P?lawa'
Koananai Anahola, Ko‘olau
Jan. 12, 1848
2 lo‘i and a kula which adjoins them, Award 4699;
also a mala of wauke in another place, |R.P. 7275;
04699 Lupaieie Anahola also a mala of noni, another mala of noni | Anahola, Ko*olau
at Kamalomalo‘o, and my house lotin  |Jan. 13, 1848

Anahola

4608 not awarded
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Cltim Claimant | ‘lli/Ahupua‘a Kuleana Designation
Number
Anahola Award 4722; R.P. 7511;
04722 | Mahilauawa - 1 lo‘i, and some trees, a kou and a noni  |Palawai Anahola Ko‘olau
Palawai
Jan. 13, 1848
Anahola 6 lo‘i, 3 mala of noni, 1 mala of wauke, |Award 4711; Land Patent
04711 Mailou Hakaea, 2 orange trees, 2 mala of kikope* and 8090
Makaikai the house site Jan. 11, 1848
04712 Makaino Anahola 7 1o‘i, 3 mala of noni, 1 mala of wauke |Award 4712; Hioka
Kikoo Hioka / Kioka [and the house site. Jan. 11, 1848
1 lo‘i, and a cultivated kula and the Not awarded
04721 Makakane Anahola house lot Jan. 13, 1848
04719 Makaole Anahola 12 lo‘i and a cultivated kula adjoining  |Award 4719; R.P. 3887,
(Makaola) Hoopala the lo‘is, and the house lot Ho‘opala; Jan. 12, 1848
Anahola I, the Konohiki on the land of Anahola
Kanana‘a on the island of Kauai, am under Ka‘aha. | Award 4731; R.P. 6342;
04731 | Makuakane Paad, 1 All the benefits of the Po*alima Kanapa‘a, Anahola, Koolau
Pouka, Pauka, . .
- confirmed by law as belonging to the Jan. 11, 1848
Palawai L .
Konohiki are what | claim
Kal'z‘;\:v?/r;ﬁ:aai 6 lo‘i, 5 mala of wauke, 3 mala of noni, |[Award 4730; R.P. 7118;
04730 | Manamana . 11 kula weuweu /grass kula/, 4 orange Anahola, Ko‘olau; Jan. 12
Kamuliwai,
trees, 2 kou trees and two house lots 1848
Kekau
1 lo‘i and a kula for cultivation and a Award 4718; R.P. 6685;
04718 Maumau Anahola Anahola, Koolau; Jan. 12,
house lot
1848
Anahola . .
Mona Kamoku, 4 1o‘i, 4 kula of noni, one kula of wauke, Award 4724; R.P. 711‘9’ .
04724 L Kamoku Anahola, Ko‘olau;
(Mana) Kamuliwai, |2 house lots
Jan. 12, 1848
Kekau
Award 4760;
Anahola . . R.P. 5666
04760-1 Naelele Palawai, Pukalio 1 lo‘i and a kula and 2 mala of noni Anahola, Ko‘olau
Jan. 13, 1848
L Anahola 5 lo‘i, 3 mala of wauke, 6 mala of noni, . .
04780 Na'.W.' Mamania, 3 orange trees, 2 pd‘ulu breadfruit trees, Award 4.7_ 80; R.P. 3917,
(Naiui) . Kaluanui; Jan. 12, 1848
Kaluanui and 1 house lot
Anahola Award 4782; Pouko,
04782 Nakea 2 lo‘i and a kula and 3 mala of noni Anahola, Ko‘olau; Jan. 12,
Pauko
1848
. . . . . Award 4690; R.P. 7596;
04690 Nalavv_ala . Anaholg Lo‘i, named Ke‘alohi, 2 mala of noni, 2 Kealohi. Anahola, Ko‘olau:
Nalawaianui Kealohi mala of wauke and 2 house lots
Jan. 12, 1848
Nanukuwaiki Anahola . .
(Nukuwaiki) Kauapa, 4 lo‘i, 5 mala of noni, 2 mala of wauke, Award 4717, R.P. 395"7’ .
04777 . - Kauapa, Anahola, Ko‘olau;
Kukaena, his| Kumuahane, |1 mala of bitter gourd, and the house lot
. ; Jan. 11, 1848
wife Kapunakuoio
Naololi Anahola 5 10 2 mala of noni. 1 mala of wauke Award 4765; R.P. 7319;
04765 |Kekuaiki, his|  Pukoanini, and Zlhouse lots ' Kaupaka, Anahola, Ko‘olau;
brother Kaupake Jan. 11, 1848

Source: Waihona ‘Aina (2015) & Native Kaua‘i LLC (2012)
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The earliest record of land ownership for the Kumu Camp parcel (TMK No. 4-8-007:001) shows it
being owned by the State of Hawai‘i in 1962; information on this parcel from earlier historical sheets
was absent (Sholin and Dye; 2013). As noted in Chapter 1, the parcel is currently owned by the
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands; thus, it appears that there has not been any change in
ownership of the Project Area since 1962.

3.8.1.2 Mo‘olelo and Wahi Pana of Anahola Ahupua‘a

Lae Kuaehu is the promontory that divides Anahola from ‘Aliomanu, the adjacent ahupua‘a to the
north. Beginning at the northern point of the Anahola ahupua‘a, the boundary line runs toward
Kalalea Mountain from east to west, connecting to Kiko‘o, a named peak on Kalalea. From there, the
boundary line connects through the landmarks of Kawaiimakua, Pu‘u Ehu, Kaho‘opulu, Pu‘u
Keakea, Malamalamaiki, Lele Iwi and Namahana; from Namahana, the boundary turns south to Pu‘u
Eu. From there, the southern boundary with Kamalomalo‘o ahupua‘a turns and continues back east
towards the ocean (Kehau and Alapa‘i; 2012).

Along the shared ahupua‘a boundary with Kamalomalo‘o is the peak called Anahola (see Section
3.8.1.1) which gives the ahupua‘a and village their name. This mountain peak serves as the apex of
the Kamalomalo‘o ahupua‘a. Pu‘u Anahola connects to Pu‘u Awa, and finally terminates with Lae-
lipoa at the shore. Lae-lipoa serves as the southernmost boundary in the ahupua‘a of Anahola.

One mo‘olelo, or traditional story, which is closely tied to the Project Area at Anahola first appeared
in print in the Hawaiian language newspaper Nupepa Kuokoa, in a series of writings from December
30, 1876 to March 3, 1877.' The translation into English provided here was prepared by L.
Kehaulani Kekua and A. ‘Aikane Alapa‘i (2012):

Kalalea was born to Kapa‘opa‘o the father and Kahala, the mother, Anehola [Anahola]
was the birth land. They were ali‘i—of the chiefly class from Ko‘olau. Their residence was
at Kalaewahiwahi, located near the upland trailway to a place where the ali‘i continue to
reside today. While they were living there they were both young.

Kahala was pregnant at this time. When it appeared that the time had come for the child to
be born, thunder boomed, lightning struck, the earth shook, and the rivers raged with red
mud. However, for three nights and three days, there was nothing. No significant signs
appeared that this child was soon to arrive.

A messenger was sent to seek out the kahuna by the name of Kanoeoalaka‘i. Her place of
residence was in the uplands of Wainiha. When the messenger arrived, she was seen sitting
upon the kuina akaka—a unique kapa from Miloli‘i. She had already received a vision of a
person traveling and asked, ““Why have you traveled here to see me?”

“I have been sent by the ali‘i of Anehola, by Kapa‘opa‘o, about the childbirth of his wife,
Kahala,” the messenger replied. “For three nights and three days have already passed, yet
the child has not even emerged. Therefore, | have been sent to fetch you.”

“l will not go with you today,” advised the kahuna. “Instead, when evening arrives
tomorrow, | will go and sleep near Kuaehu in ‘Aliomanu.”

“Here is what you will say when you return to the ali‘i. Fetch pu‘awa hiwa with the leaves
from Maiakini. This place is located upland of Kealia. Secondly, water must be gathered

4 Note that kahaks (macrons) were not in common usage in Hawaiian language publications at this time, and as such, are
not used in the translation provided here. Also, the original article gives the place name as Anehola, instead of the more
common Anahola. This variant spelling has appeared in other records of mo‘olelo and a few documented chants,
however Anahola is a far more common spelling and has become the preferred spelling in modern usage.
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from atop Wai‘ale‘ale; not with a gourd but with a leaf of a mokihana. Bundle it entirely
and bring it here to me. Then | can act upon it.”

The messenger returned to the ali‘i and recited everything that he had heard from the
kahuna. The chief listened then turned and asked all of the other ali‘i who were sitting
there, “Who will be the right one to fetch these things instructed by the kahuna?”

Kahala turned in extreme agony and asked her brother Pohakumalumalu if he could go and
fetch the “awa from Maiakini. When asked who would fetch the water, Keanuo*‘aipo offered
to take on the task.

In no time both of the items were gathered and delivered. By the time evening had arrived,
the kahuna Kanoealaka‘i had traveled to lay in the house of Kuaehu. Hoku was the moon
phase that evening. And when the morning came, Hoku was also that day. Then the
kahuna arrived and stood in front of Kapa‘opa‘o. Everything had been prepared as
instructed. Only the work of the kahuna remained to be done.

All parts of the “awa were prepared, including the roots, stalk, and leaves, until the ‘awa
was soft and mixed with water. The kahuna then rubbed the ali‘i wahine from her head
down to her feet. Immediately thereafter, the thunder began clapping, lightning began
flashing, and the earth trembled. Then the cry of a child was heard. Finally, the birthing
was complete. The child was a boy, dark skinned on the back from head to toe with dark
facial features as well. When ten days had passed the piko was severed and the child was
named Kalalea. All the difficulties were finally over.

In time, Kahala became pregnhant once again. Signs of approaching the end of her
pregnancy appeared with her cravings for the ‘olalimoeone fish of Halaulani. When it was
almost time for the birthing, just as dawn was about to break, the darkness was honored
with the clap of thunder, a flash of lightning and the trembling of the earth. That very
evening, the child was born—this time a girl that they named Nalehuaolulu‘upali. The
rearing of this child was given to Ho‘ohila—a brother of Kahala whose home was in
Lumaha‘i. These were the only children of these ali‘i.

The translators of this mo‘olelo help to elucidate this traditional story, its meaning, and the place
names therein (Kekua and Alapa‘i; 2012):

The main characters in the story are traditional places in Anahola. They remain significant
landmarks to this day. In the process of preparing this study, Native Kaua‘i [the author-
translators] consulted and met with many indigenous Hawaiians of Anahola. While all of
the identified and referred to Anahola’s landmark mountain range as Kalalea, all were not
aware of the individual mountain peaks or their original names and related stories. There
was great interest expressed by those interviewed, to learn more information.

Kalalea is the offspring born to Kahala—a female, and Kapa‘opa‘o—a male. Both Kalalea
and Kahala are names of traditional wahi pana or storied places in Anahola...

Kahala and Kapa‘opa‘o—Kalalea’s makua or parents are also names of native fish species
that are highly prized as a food source as well as for their symbolism in Hawaiian culture.
Both are tropical marine fish in the carangidae family which include the jacks, pompanos,
jack mackerels and scads. Most species are fast-swimming predatory fishes that hunt in the
waters above reefs and in the open sea. Some dig in the sea floor for invertebrates. The
largest fish in the family is the greater amberjack or kahala.

The other characteristic that both the kahala and the kapa ‘opa ‘o fish species share is that
they are strong, fast and aggressive in nature. They are symbols of protective mana or
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energy that is an essential value and characteristic of parents with young offspring. These
are also ‘ano or traits that are essential to a child that is destined to grow into a warrior...

Mo‘olelo...provide insight into the ways, practices and beliefs of the ancient Hawaiians.
We have included this example of a story to share of the kuleana or responsibility that ali‘i
(or in today’s time—government and community leaders) have to the land and the people
that they manage and oversee...

Lae Kuaehu held a prominent place in the lives of the ancient people of this district.
Located on the coast at the northern boundary line of the Anahola ahupua‘a, Kuaehu was
identified by native Hawaiian informant, Kauniahi as a place of sacrifice in the olden days,
and as a place of worship by Pihuiki. The kama‘aina also described it as a resting place
called Ahole just ma uka of Kuaehu...

On a literal level, Kuaehu means, “silent, still or lonely”. It also describes interactive
movements of the environment that are typical to that place. Windward breezes blowing
offshore conjure up waves that carry the ehukai or seaspray to create shrouds of ocean mist
over the promontory.

However, it is through the experiences of our Hawaiian ancestors, preserved in the form of
mo‘olelo or traditional stories that we learn there is much more to the place name, Lau
Kuaehu.

Recordings preserved in the Bishop Museum archives feature oral interviews with native Hawaiian
kiipuna of Anahola in the 1950s and 1960s provide additional insight on the close connection between
geography, native biology, place names, and wahi pana (storied places) in Hawaiian civilization. The
following mo“olelo is based on an interview conducted by Hawaiian scholar, Mary Kawena Pukui and
kupuna Daisy Waihoikahea Valpoon Lovell (Kekua and Alapa‘i; 2012):

Halaulani
Lit. Myriad Breaths of the Heavens

Just outside of Lae Kuaehu is a channel where the kijpuna cite the location of Halaulani—
the home of the shark god and his retinue of resident mand. Kupuna Daisy Waihoikahea
Valpoon Lovell spoke about Halaulani as the home of ‘aumakua sharks just outside of Lae
Kuaehu. She described the relationship and feeding customs that her grandmother and her
‘ohana were still practicing when she was a young girl. Makahia and Malaepapa are the
names of the reef flats in this area where the shark was fed. This shark provided them
protection and was both an ancestor and guardian to them. Neither of the two big tidal
waves in her lifetime damaged Lovell’s seaside home.

The name Halaulani also references a heavenly or chiefly structure; such as a home of a
chief. The ali‘i is not the only native chief who rules over the land. The mané too, is
recognized as a chiefly denizen of the ocean realms—fierce, dominant and ready to protect
and regulate over his domain.

Other elders of Anahola, as well as kupuna in our own family preserved knowledge of these
practices through the telling of stories and experiences that were occasionally shared.
Admittedly, they did not explain all of the intricate details of how and why they interacted
with the mand (sharks) in the way that they did. There was no need to know more beyond
their response that, “We feed them because they are ‘ohana to us.”

From 1938 to 1961, Mary Kawena Pukui worked as an ethnological assistant at the Bishop Museum
where she translated hundreds of documents, including stories, chants and early records of ali‘i and
native Hawaiian historians. Among her notable works during her term at the Bishop Museum are oral
histories that she led in the 1950s and 1960s. Traveling throughout six of the Hawaiian Islands, she
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interviewed residents on various subjects relating to Hawaiian culture, stories, places; many of the
interviews were conducted in the Hawaiian language.

One of the recordings preserved in the Bishop Museum Archive made on August 13, 1959 is an
interview with kupuna David Kahanu, who discusses some of the prominent geographical features of
Anahola. He spoke about the pu‘u named Kalalea and Konanae, citing that the former—Kalalea—is
male and Konanae, the latter, is female. These two peaks are husband and wife, companions as
allegorical figures in nature that are celebrated as characters in the mo‘olelo and traditions of this
region. They are personified and seen as beloved kipua or supernatural forms in the landscape that
guard, watch over, and protect the families who have dwelt in this community for generations.
Kalalea is seen as the upright peak representing the masculine power of the god Kii. Konanae is
representative of the feminine energy of the goddess, Hina. Together, they serve as symbols of
procreative vigor and the balance of these two principles, serving as inspiration for the perpetuation
of the family lineages of Anahola.

3.8.2 INTERVIEW SELECTION AND METHODOLOGY

In addition to the important cultural-historic documentary research carried out in preparation for this
CIA, HCDC’s cultural consultant Theodore Kawahinehelelani Blake also conducted oral history
interviews from April, 2014 through March, 2015. Individuals and organizations with expertise and
insight into the cultural resources, practices, and beliefs of Anahola and, more broadly, the
northeastern region of Kaua‘i were sought and identified as potential cultural informants. Particular
effort was made to identify individuals who:

1. Had been residents of Anahola prior to Statehood in 1959.

2. Had been granted land awards by the State of Hawai‘i.

3. Currently reside in Anahola.

4. Currently operated a business or other organization in Anahola.

Using these criteria, a total of seven individuals were contacted and offered an opportunity to
participate in one-on-one interviews and provide cultural information; ultimately four actually
participated in interviews. Once identified, HCDC’s cultural consultant followed up on referrals,
contacted the individuals or organizations with cultural expertise, secured consent, and conducted the
interviews. In the course of these discussions, informants possessing expertise in Hawaiian language
and/or cultural practices shared information relating to spirituality, history, resource management,
agriculture, and fishing in the Anahola region. The interview transcripts, edited for clarity are
included in Appendix C of this EA.

Interviews were coordinated with each cultural informant and conducted at a location chosen by the
interviewee to accommodate their comfort and convenience. Most cultural informants requested that
their interviews be conducted at their homes or a nearby location; in some cases the cultural
informant asked to be provided with additional information about Kumu Camp or to visit the location
in order better orient the knowledge being shared to the area under consideration. All the
interviewees provided personal experiences on the land and/or in the ocean, and discussed changes to
the environment which they had witnessed in their lifetimes.

The interviewees were asked the following questions to help guide the interview process:
. Interviewees name?

. Interview date?

« Interview location?

. When were you born?
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. Where were you born?

. What types of cultural practices or cultural beliefs are you aware of occurring in the Anahola Bay
area?

. What can you share of the history of Anahola Bay?
. What do you know about Kumu Camp and the kinds of activities that happen there?

. Are there any native plants or other cultural resources located at Kumu Camp that you use, or that
are used by others?

. Do you use the beach and fishermen’s access road provided by Kumu Camp?

. How have the programs delivered to the community by Kumu Camp affected your cultural
practices or cultural beliefs?

. What recommendations would you make to Kumu Camp in order to enhance and strengthen
cultural priorities in Anahola?

Because the experiences conveyed through interviews are personal, the narratives are often richer and
more animated than those found in archival or academic reports. Through the process of conducting
oral history interviews, information is preserved which could be overlooked or lost through other
forms of documentation. The interviews demonstrate how traditional knowledge is passed down
through time, from generation to generation. They also show how, with the passage of time,
knowledge and personal recollections can change; sometimes, information which was once vitally
important becomes forgotten, or is assigned lesser importance. Today, when individuals (particularly
those who come from a culture different than the one which originally assigned cultural values to
places and traditional practices) evaluate such things as cultural sites, resources, practices, and
history, their significance is often misunderstood or diminished. Thus, oral historical narratives
provide present and future generations with an opportunity to understand the cultural attachments or
relationships shared between people and their natural and cultural environment.

Due to the subjective nature of cultural-historic interviews, the level of documentation is incomplete.
In the process of conducting oral history interviews, it is impossible to record all the knowledge or
information that a cultural informant may possess. Thus, the record provides only a glimpse into the
stories being told, and the lives and experiences of the interview participants. The interviewer made
every effort to accurately record and relay the recollections, thoughts, and recommendations
expressed by the people who shared their personal history in the course of preparing this CIA.
However, as one might expect, participants in oral history interviews sometimes have different
recollections of places, people, or events. There are a number of reasons for these types of
discrepancies:

. Recollections result from varying levels of importance assigned to an area or occurrences during an
interviewee’s life, and particularly during their formative years.

. They reflect localized or familial interpretations of the particular history being conveyed.

. With the passage of time, sometimes that which was heard from elders in childhood many years
before may transform into something which the interviewee recalls actually having experienced.

. In some cases, differences can arise as a result of the inadvertent grafting of more recent
information onto traditional concepts and practices.

. Some aspects of an interviewee’s recollections can be shaped by a broader world view. In the face
of continual change to one’s cultural and natural environment, there can emerge a sense of urgency
in caring for what has been.

In general, the discrepancies between the various historical recollections collected in the course of
this CIA are very minor. If anything, these minor differences help to direct new lines of questioning
which might be investigated through additional research. In some cases, they pose questions that may
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never be answered, but which add texture to the record of times past. Diversity in the stories told
should be seen as something that will enhance interpretation, preservation, and long-term
management of the lands of Anahola ahupua‘a in general, and especially to the Kumu Camp area at
Anahola Bay.

3.8.3 BIOGRAPHICAL INFORMATION OF INTERVIEWEES

Four people were interviewed—two individually, and one pair—in the process of preparing this CIA.
Their names, relationship to Anahola ahupua‘a, and areas of expertise are summarized Table 3.10
below.

Table 3.10 Biographical Summary of Oral History Interview Participants

Name Relationship to Anahola

Areas of Expertise

Frank Cummings

HHCA Beneficiary
Anahola Homestead Resident

Land steward, farmer, and
cultural practitioner.

Luella Leimomi

Anahola Resident La*au lapa‘au
Hasegawa
. Anahola Resident, adjacent to Project Farmer, flsher man, waterm_gn,
Billy Lemm Area cultural practitioner, Hawaiian
language, history.
‘Upena ho‘olei (throw nets),
Charlie Pereira Anahola Resident lawai‘a (traditional fishing

practices).

Source: T.K. Blake (2015)

3.8.4 HISTORICAL AND ARCHIVAL RESEARCH AND REFERENCES CITED

Primary research references cited in this CIA include, but are not limited to land use records,
including review of Hawaiian Land Commission Award (LCA) records from the Mahele ‘Aina (Land
Division) of 1848 (available online at: www.waihona.com) and historical texts authored or compiled
by Capt. James Cook (1784), Handy and Handy with Pukui (1972), M.K. Pukui and S.H. Elbert
(1986), and F.B. Wichman (1998), among others. This CIA also draws on the excellent work
compiled and translated from Hawaiian language by L.K. Kekua and A.A. Alapa‘i (2012), and the
archaeological investigation of the project area by archaeologists C.E. Sholin and T.S. Dye (2013).
This CIA also records important oral testimony of elder kama‘aina of Anahola and its nearby
environs, including Kamalomalo‘o and ‘Aliomanu. Historic and archival resources were located in
the collections of the Bishop Museum, the University of Hawai‘i library system, and in the private
collection of Planning Solutions, Inc. A complete list of references cited is included in Chapter 6 of
this report. Interview transcriptions are provided in Appendix C.

3.8.5 CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

None of the cultural informants required cultural or historical information to be kept confidential or
withheld from public disclosure. However, to encourage open dialogue, information shared that was
not directly relevant to the cultural history of the area and the cultural impacts related to continued
operation of Kumu Camp were not attributed to any particular individual. However, no portion of
this CIA or its constituent interviews is to be cited out of context, or used to justify actions which are
detrimental to the land or culture of the Hawaiian people. Further, the oral history accounts are not to
be used to support research or assumptions which are inconsistent with traditional or customary
Hawaiian cultural values.
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3.8.6  ANALYSIS OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION RECOMMENDATIONS

From the documentary evidence and oral history interview participants, certain patterns emerge which
include, but are not limited to, the following categories:

. The cultural-geographic landscape is one and the same; memories of specific activities are tied to
certain individuals and specific locales.

. As elsewhere in coastal parts of the islands, fishing—whether by hand, spear, net, natural ‘auhuhu
toxin, or pole—in the areas fronting Kumu Camp and elsewhere in Anahola Bay was a major
source of sustenance, lore, and community activity.

. The Anahola shoreline was once famous for its groves of fecund ‘ulu (breadfruit), with native
lauhala (pandanus) and naupaka (Scaevola taccada) also being prominent along the shore, and
wauke (paper mulberry), ipu (bottle gourd), and kalo (taro) on the inland slopes and banks of
Anahola Stream. Wild lauhala and koali‘awa (Ipomoea indica) were gathered near the shoreline.
Several interviewees expressed pleasure at the restoration of native plants at Kumu Camp.

. Ongoing cultural practices in the area, aside from activities actively supported by Kumu Camp
such as hula, include fishing, utilizing various methods, and gathering of limu (seaweed),
ha ‘uke‘uke (shingle urchin; Colobocentrotus atratus), wana (long-spined and/or diadem sea urchin;
Diadema paucispinum or Echinothrix diadema), and loli (sea cucumber) among other things.

. Four-wheel drive vehicles being driven on the sand at Anahola Bay are a source of disruption for
the lawful beachgoers, fishermen, and the natural environment.

The interview participants also expressed several areas of common concern and recommendations for
long-term protection and management of the cultural and natural heritage of Anahola Bay, and Kumu
Camp’s environs in particular. A general summary of their recommendations include:

. Continue to structure Kumu Camp’s physical infrastructure in a way that flows with the existing
sand dunes and grounds, and avoiding changing the ‘aina’s natural contours unnecessarily.

. Continue to provide cultural practices, such as hula, and gatherings to provide healthy alternatives
for the area’s youth. Kumu Camp provides an opportunity to continue and/or expand youth
oriented programs for native astronomy, Hawaiian language, and historical education in an
environment where local kizpuna can pass on traditional practices and resource management skills.
Emphasis was placed (by some) on having an established schedule of activities and outreach to the
surrounding community so that they are aware of the campsite, its programs, and its availability.

. In order to maintain an ongoing commitment to the preservation and enhancement of cultural
properties and practices at Kumu Camp, two recommendations are made. First, that an advisory
committee be established to foster and guide cultural programming at Kumu Camp. Second,
signage notifying the public that it is illegal to drive vehicles on state beaches should be posted
near the shoreline, in the vicinity of Kumu Camp.

. Continued operation of Kumu Camp does not have the potential to adversely affect cultural
practices, properties, or resources on the property or its environs.

3.9 NATURAL HAZARDS

3.9.1 SUSCEPTIBILITY TO SEISMIC DAMAGE

Most earthquakes which occur in the state are localized around the island of Hawai‘i, and most are
too small to be detected except by highly sensitive instrument. The most powerful earthquake in
Hawai‘i on record, reported by the U.S. Geological Survey (2001) (http:/pubs.usgs.gov/gip/hazards/
earthquakes.html) was recorded in 1868. This earthquake occurred beneath the Ka‘u district on the
southeast flank of Maunaloa, on the island of Hawai‘i. It had an estimated magnitude of between 7.5
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and 8.1 and caused damage across all of Hawai‘i Island. However, while this powerful earthquake
was felt on Kaua‘i, it did not cause any recorded damage there.

Engineers, seismologists, architects, and planners have devised a system of classifying seismic
hazards based on the expected strength of ground shaking and the probability of the shaking actually
occurring within a specified time. The diagram below depicts this system of classification:
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The results are included in the Uniform Building Code (UBC) seismic provisions. The UBC contains
six seismic zones, ranging from 0 (no chance of severe ground shaking) to 4 (10 percent chance of
severe shaking in a 50-year interval). For the purposes of structural design, the entire island of Kaua‘i
is classified as Zone 1, a very low risk of severe ground shaking (USGS 1997). With the exception of
the pavilion and restrooms, all inhabited structures at the camp are framed tents with little potential to
pose a hazard in event of an earthquake.

3.9.2 VOLCANIC & TSUNAMI HAZARDS

There are no active volcanoes on the island of Kaua‘i and Kumu Camp is not in a region that the U.S.
Geological Survey (2001) has designated as subject to volcanic hazards. Hence, Kumu Camp is not
susceptible to volcanic hazards.

According to the Civil Defense Tsunami Evacuation for this portion of the County of Kaua‘i (see
Figure 3.9), the entire project parcel is within the tsunami evacuation zone and is susceptible, due to
its coastal location, to inundation in the event of a tsunami. Historically, tsunami wave heights on
Kaua‘i have been highly variable depending upon the origin of the wave and the offshore bathymetry.
For example, the 1946 tsunami was recorded at 20 feet near Kilauea and 33 feet on the coastline near
Moloa‘a, both to the north of Anahola, while it was one-half to one-third that height at Lihu‘e and
Hanapépé. See Section 3.2 for a discussion of Kumu Camp’s susceptibility to flooding.

PAGE 3-32



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT Kumu CAMP PROJECT

EXISTING ENVIRONMENT & PROBABLE IMPACTS

Figure 3.9 Tsunami Evacuation Map: Kauapea Beach to Anahola Bay
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Source: Civil Defense Tsunami Evacuation Zone maps for the County of Kauai (http://tsunami.pdc.org/hazards/tsunami/
kauai/Kauai02.gif)

HCDC is well aware of the hazard and has taken measures to ensure that it will be evacuated.
According to the County of Kaua‘i, the nearest civil defense warning siren is No. 201, located at
Anahola Village Park just a short distance away. This civil defense warning siren is audible at Kumu
Camp, giving individual campers warning when a threat is detected. Moreover, in the event of a
tsunami warning, HCDC will coordinate with on-site camp supervisors to help promptly evacuate
campers, and to move the mobile kitchen and the propane tank(s) for the water heater to higher
ground. In addition, emergency evacuation procedures are posted in each tentalow. For a discussion
of emergency services in the area, see Section 3.11.4.

3.9.3  SUSCEPTIBILITY TO HURRICANE DAMAGE

Two different factors must be considered in evaluating a facility’s susceptibility to hurricane damage.
The first is the likely track and magnitude of the storm themselves. The second is the robustness of
the facility. Both are discussed below.

Hurricane season in the Hawaiian Islands begins in June and lasts through November. During the last
50 years, many hurricanes and tropical storms have come close to the Hawaiian Islands, but only
three hurricanes have had direct impact. In all three cases, Kaua‘i was the hardest hit (see Figure 3.10
and Table 3.11. The two most recent hurricanes, ‘lwa which struck the island on November 23, 1982
and ‘Iniki which hit a decade later on September 11, 1992, have been by far the most devastating.
Electrical power was knocked out islandwide, and it was many months before electrical service was
fully restored to North Shore communities.

In August of 1959, Hurricane Dot caused losses totaling approximately $6 million. In November of
1982, Hurricane ‘lwa caused over $250 million in damages. By far the most destructive storm to
strike Hawaii in recorded history was Hurricane Iniki, in September 1992. That storm caused
widespread wind- and water-related destruction, with damages totaling $2.2 billion (Post et al.; 1993).
For both the 1982 and 1992 hurricanes, the majority of the damage in Hawai‘i was suffered on the
island of Kaua“i.
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Figure 3.10 Tracks of Major Hurricanes Affecting the State of Hawai‘i (1950-2012)
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Source: http://www.soest.hawaii.edu/MET/Faculty/businger/ poster/hurricane/Fig2_tracks.gif and
Figd_kauai_track.gif

Table 3.11 Major Hurricanes Affecting the State of Hawai‘i: 1950-2010

Maximum Recorded
Name Date Winds Ashore (mph) | Category Deaths
Sustained | Peak Gusts

Hiki Aug. 15-17, 1950 68 NA 1

Nina Dec. 1-2, 1957 NA 92 1

Dot Aug. 6, 1959 81 103 2 -
‘lwa Nov. 23, 1982 65 117 3 1
“Iniki Sept. 11, 1992 92 143 4

*Note: Category is based on the Saffir-Simpson Hurricane Scale:
Category 1 — Wind speed of 74-95 mph, minimal damage.
Category 2 — Wind speed of 96-110 mph, moderate damage.
Category 3 — Wind speed of 111-130 mph, extensive damage.
Category 4 — Wind speed of 131-155 mph, extreme damage.
Category 5 — Wind speed of >155 mph, catastrophic damage.

Source: State of Hawaii Data Book 2010

In the event of a hurricane warning, Kumu Camp procedure for staff and volunteers calls for the
cancelation of all activities at the camp and assisting campers in evacuating the site. Once all
campers have been moved to safety, camp personnel will remove the tents and frames from their
platforms, and store them in an on-site metal storage container, so that they cannot become damaged
or airborne in high winds. The mobile kitchen will also be driven off site to a safer location. Finally,
camp personnel will leave the camp for the duration of the storm and retreat to safer areas away from
the shoreline.

In view of these findings, it appears likely that while an extremely powerful hurricane (Category 4
and higher on the Saffir-Simpson Hurricane Scale) could damage the campsite, all temporary
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facilities would be broken down and secured in advance of the storm’s arrival with the exception of
the pavilion and the wooden platforms supporting the tentalows and restroom facilities. Because
Kumu Camp is not permitted to install permanent structures, these platforms are built on posts resting
on concrete blocks laid on the surface of the ground, similar to those used on other nearby DHHL
properties. Should DHHL grant a long term License or Lease to Kumu Camp, HCDC will coordinate
an acceptable means of securing the platforms in the event of high winds.

3.10 SCENIC & AESTHETIC RESOURCES

3.10.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS

The northeast portion of Kaua‘i in general, and specifically Anahola Bay, is known for its scenic
beauty. In terms of visual character (see Figure 1.3), the Kumu Camp parcel is characterized by an
overstory of (predominantly ironwood) trees, with native coastal strand understory, including
naupaka kahakai, growing on sand dunes adjacent to the sandy beach of Anahola Bay. Some
portions of the parcel have been irrigated and landscaped by adjacent landowners; other portions of
the site are currently not in use and more overgrown. The site is crossed by unpaved footpaths,
access road, and parking area.

Because of the highly vegetated nature of the site and the undulating sand-dune terrain, only portions
of the 11-acre parcel are visible to adjacent landowners, primarily on the south side of the property.
Only Poha Road, the short lane which accesses the campsite, is visible from the nearest community
thoroughfare, Anahola Road (see Figure 1.2); the rest of the camp is not visible from there. By far,
the greatest number of people viewing the site are those recreants moving up and down the beach at
Anahola Bay, who have relatively unobstructed views of the campsite and structures when looking
mauka. However, even these views are partially obscured by the natural sandy berm which has
formed at the boundary between the beach and inland ironwood groves.

3.10.2 PROBABLE VISUAL IMPACTS

Continued operation of Kumu Camp, in its current location and configuration, would not substantially
alter the character of the area or interfere with views across the site. While the site may be partially
visible to some adjacent properties and uses, it is substantially obscured by surrounding vegetation
and is not visible from the nearest thoroughfare, Pili Kai Road.

3.11 PUBLIC INFRASTRUCTURE

3.11.1 WATER SUPPLY
3.11.1.1 Existing Conditions

As described in Section 2.2.6, water service to Kumu Camp is provided by connection to the County
of Kaua‘i, Department of Water (DOW) municipal potable water system. The water is used for the
showers and restrooms at the campsite. The DOW?® operates the Anahola Water System which
services the campsite just to the north of the project site. The Anahola water system includes three
wells (Anahola Well A [90-A], and Anahola Well B and Anahola Well C). All of the water is
chlorinated and pumped into the distribution system or stored in two tanks, one with a capacity of
500,000 gallons and other with a capacity of 150,000 gallons. As indicated by the results of tests

¥ DOW is a semi-autonomous agency responsible for the management, control, and operation of the island’s municipal
water system.
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conducted in 2011 that are reproduced in Table 3.12, the quality of the water from the three DOW
wells is very good and requires no treatment except for disinfection.

3.11.1.2 Probable Effects

All of the water which is used at the campsite is obtained from the Kaua‘i County DOW Anahola
System. As Kumu Camp is already in operation, its continued use will not require an increase in
withdrawals from the aquifer. As discussed in Section 3.2.2.2, the DWS Anahola Water System is
adequately supplied for this use.

Table 3.12. Potable Water Test Results: Anahola Water System — 2012

Highest Level Highest .
EPA Detection - Source of
Substance Allowed Level Date Violation ;
(MCL) MCLG Detected Range Contaminant
Inorganic Contaminants
Chr(zpmr:g)m 100 100 7 6-7 2011 No Erosion of natural deposits
Runoff from fertilizer use;
leaching from septic tanks,
Nitrate 10 10 04 i 2012 No sewage; erosion of natural
(ppm) deposits
Organic Contaminants
Haloacetic
Acids By-product of drinking water,
(HAA) 60 NA 11 i 2010 No chlorination
(ppb)
Lead and Copper Rule Compliance
. # of Sites
. Highest # of
Substance Action MCLG Level Sites Found Above Source of Contaminant
Level the AL Source
Detected Sampled -
of Contaminart
Lead (ppb) 15 0 1 10 0 Corr05|or_1 of household
plumbing systems
Copper 13 13 0.08 10 0 Corrosmr_w of household
(ppm) plumbing systems
Source: Water Quality Report Covering the period of January 1, 2013 to December 31, 2013. Kaua‘i Department of Water
Anahola Water System (http://www.kauaiwater.org/wqr_anahola.pdf).

6 DOW tests the water for many potential chemical regulated contaminants, each with a maximum contaminant level
(MCL) and a maximum contaminant level goal; and unregulated contaminants, which don’t have maximum contaminant
levels. Included among the contaminants for which it tests are coliform bacteria and heavy metals (lead and copper).
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3.11.2 SANITARY WASTEWATER COLLECTION AND DISPOSAL
3.11.2.1 Existing Conditions

There is no sanitary sewer system in this part of the island. Instead, wastewater is treated by each
owner using individual wastewater treatment systems. At the present time, the County of Kaua‘i
Wastewater Management Division does not envision extending service to Anahola."’

As described in Section 3.2.2.3, only portable toilets are available at Camp Kumu which are
periodically removed from the site for cleaning and servicing. Once the State DOH issues a permit
for the IWS that HCDA has already installed at Kumu Camp pending acceptance of this EA, all
sanitary wastewater generated at the campsite will be collected and piped into the IWS.

3.11.2.2 Probable Impacts.

Kumu Camp will continue to generate sanitary wastewater as part of their normal operations. HCDC
has already installed, but not yet put into operation, an onsite individual wastewater system (IWS) in
order to receive the sanitary wastewater generated by campers (see Section 2.2.4). With the
anticipated use of the IWS, the use of portable toilets will be discontinued and the units removed from
the campsite. The IWS is designed, has been constructed, and will be operated in accordance with the
provisions of Hawai‘i Administrative Rules 811-62. The Department of Health has indicated to
HCDC that they will permit the IWS upon acceptance of the Final EA.

Section 11-62-31.1 establishes general requirements for IWS in the state. It provides that an IWS
may be used as a temporary onsite means of wastewater disposal for non-residential uses in lieu of
wastewater treatment works when: (i) there are 10,000 square feet of usable land area for each
individual wastewater system; (ii) the total wastewater flow is not more than 15,000 gallons per day;
(iii) the lot is at least 10,000 square feet; and (iv) the total wastewater flow into each individual
wastewater system does not exceed one thousand gallons per day. HCDC is able to comply with all
of these provisions.

3.11.3 ELECTRICITY AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS

3.11.3.1 Existing Conditions

There is currently no electrical service at the campsite. Portable generators are occasionally brought
to the site for special occasions, but this is done infrequently.  There is no land-line based

telecommunication service to the campsite; all telecommunications are conducted with wireless
cellular technology.

3.11.3.2 Probable Effects

HCDC has no plans to connect Kumu Camp to Kaua‘i Island Utility Cooperative’s islandwide
electrical grid. It will continue to use a portable generator on the rare occasions when this is needed.
Hence, it will have no effect on electrical power use from the KIUC system. Similarly,
telecommunications services to the site will continue to be provided only by wireless cellular
technology, thereby avoiding any potential effect on the existing telecommunications system.

17 See the Final Wastewater Rate Study and Long-Term Financial Analysis Report prepared for the County by R.W. Beck in
September 2010.
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3.11.4 EMERGENCY SERVICES AND SCHOOLS
3.11.4.1 Existing Conditions

Kumu Camp is served by the Hanalei and new Kealia Fire Stations, and the Hanalei and Lihu‘e
Police Stations, operated by the Kaua‘i County Fire Department and the Kaua‘i County Police
Department, respectively. The nearest fire hydrant is located just a short distance away on the mauka
side of the intersection of Anahola Road and Poha Road. There is no hospital in Anahola; the nearest
medical facilities are the Kaua‘i Medical Clinic in Kilauea and Wilcox Memorial Hospital in Lihu‘e.
See Section 3.9 for a discussion of Kumu Camp’s susceptibility to natural hazards.

The area is served by the Anahola campus of Kamehameha Preschool, the Kanuikapono Public
Charter School of Kaua‘i, Kapa‘a Elementary School, Kapa‘a Middle School, and Kapa‘a High
School. Because it does not house any permanent residents, Kumu Camp does not place any burden
on these or other educational facilities.

3.11.4.2 Probable Impacts to Police, Emergency Services, and Schools

Continued operation of Kumu Camp will not increase the need for police, emergency, or educational
services above the level presently experienced. To the extent that it serves as a community-based
recreational opportunity available to school groups, it will continue to serve as a resource for area
schools. Finally, continued operation of Kumu Camp does not involve any activities that would
permanently alter the need for, availability, or ability to provide, emergency services.

3.11.5 SoLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
3.11.5.1 Existing Conditions

Operation of Kumu Camp generates relatively small quantities of solid waste. This solid waste is
gathered in appropriate receptacles and trucked by volunteers to the Kapa‘a Refuse Transfer Station.
From there, the Kaua‘i County Department of Public Works Solid Waste Division (SWD) transports
it to the Kekaha Phase Il Land Fill, which is the primary solid waste disposal site on the island.

At present, green waste from vegetation control activities is taken by volunteers to Moloa‘a Heart &
Soul Organics, a County of Kaua‘i permitted composting center located in Kilauea, Kaua‘i. Metal
waste is collected by volunteers and taken to Puhi Metals Recycling Center in Lihu‘e.

3.11.5.2 Probable Impacts

Operation of Kumu Camp will continue to generate solid waste at approximately the same level as
now occurs. Unless better collection and disposal methods are identified, HCDC anticipates that it
will be handled in accordance with present practices. As the solid waste volumes are low, do not
involve hazardous or other difficult to handle materials, and are capably handled by the existing
procedures, no significant adverse effects are likely. Because individuals who are generating solid
waste at Kumu Camp are not generating waste at their place of normal residence, there is no
measurable increase in waste volume as a result of the Camp’s operation and, therefore, no increase
in the burden on the Kekaha Phase Il Land Fill.

3.12 TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES

3.12.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS
3.12.1.1 Airports and Harbors

Lihu‘e Airport. Lihu‘e Airport, the only public use airport on the island of Kaua‘i, is located
approximately 12 miles south of the project site. It is owned and operated by the State of Hawai‘i
Department of Transportation. Situated approximately 150 feet above sea level, the airport has two
asphalt-surfaced runways, 3/21 and 17/35; both are 6,500 feet long. In 2005, there were slightly more
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than 100,000 operations and 28 based aircraft at the airport. In 2010, over 2,415,000 passengers and
14,386 tons of air cargo passed through the airport. The proposed project is not in or near a runway
approach or clear zone; neither is it sufficiently close to any designated flight paths for reflections
from it to adversely affect aircraft in flight.

Princeville Airport. Princeville Airport is a private facility located approximately 11 miles west-
northwest of Anahola. Its single runway (5/23) is located at an elevation of 344 feet above mean sea
level, is 3,560 feet long and has an asphalt surface. The airport is owned and operated by the
Princeville Corporation, and permission is required before landing. The proposed project is not in or
near a Princeville Airport runway approach or clear zone; neither is it anywhere near flight paths
associated with that airport.

Nawiliwili Harbor. The State DOT Harbors Division owns and operates Nawiliwili Harbor. It is a
manmade port, which includes three piers providing over 1,800 feet of berthing space and handles all
of the island’s waterborne commerce.

3.12.1.2 Roadways: Kiihio Highway

Road access to Kumu Camp is via Kihio Highway (Hawai‘i Route 56) and several local roads
between the highway and the camp. Kihid Highway is a 28-mile route stretching from Rice Street in
Lihu‘e to Ha‘ena on the north shore of the island. The road itself is a major thoroughfare for travel to
and from the eastern and northern parts of the island and is the principal means of access to
communities in the project vicinity. The portion of the highway near the project site is a two-way,
two lane roadway with a pavement width of 24 feet; 6-foot shoulders are present on both sides.
Sight-distance in both directions is more than 1,000 feet. The posted speed limit is 45 miles per hour.

From Kahio Highway, the typical means of access for vehicles approaching from the south would be
to turn right on Kukuihale Road, then left on Mana | Road which joins with Anahola Road, and then
onto Poha Road which accesses the site. For vehicles approaching from the north, they would turn
off Kihid Highway onto Anahola Road, then access the site by turning left on onto Poha Road. All
of these local roads are owned and maintained by the County of Kaua“i.

The number of vehicles traveling to and from Kumu Camp varies greatly from day-to-day. On
weekdays when occupancy is low, it averages less than ten vehicle-trips per day. On weekends, when
Kumu Camp is used more heavily, there may be 30 to 40 vehicle-trips. On an exceptional day, when
the yurts and tentalows are fully occupied and other activities occur as well, it is possible that as many
as 100 vehicle-trips might be recorded, but this occurs no more than a few times a year. There is no
record of vehicles traveling to and from Kumu Camp having caused congestion or arousing
complaints from neighbors.

3.12.1.3 Probable Impacts

Kumu Camp has been in continuous operation since 2012 without any appreciable effects on the
area’s roadways. Continued operation of the camp would continue to generate vehicle-trips at the
relatively low levels experienced to date and does not, therefore, have the potential to adversely affect
the level of service on area roadways.

3.13 LAND USE & SOCIOECONOMICS

3.13.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS

The project site is located within Anahola Census Tract 9400 (CT9400), which encompasses 55.17
square miles. The 2010 resident population of CT9400 was 3,715, representing about 5.5 percent of
the island’s population of 67,091. According to the 2010 American Community Survey, median
household income in Kauai County was somewhat lower than the State average, at $55,723 compared
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with $63,741."® Unemployment within the civilian labor force was 4 percent, 4 percent lower than
the countywide average of 8.5 percent.*

Table 3.13 summarizes relevant comparative demographic and socio-economic data between Tract
9400 and the County of Kaua‘i for an assessment of environmental justice. As can be seen, Anahola
does not have significantly more poverty than the county-wide average, but has a significantly higher
proportion of native Hawaiians than the average across Kaua‘i County.

The County of Kaua‘i’s Kawaihau Planning District extends from Wailua in the south to Moloa‘a in
the north, and encompasses the communities of Wailua, Kapa‘a, and Anahola, including the entire
Kumu Camp parcel. The Kaua‘i General Plan (2000) 6.2.1, which states policies providing for
growth and the enhancement of communities in the Kawaihau Planning District, specifically calls for:
“Recreational opportunities—beaches, ocean, mountains.” It further states that, under the guidance of
the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands long-range master plan, Anahola will continue to be
developed with additional homes, farm homesteads, and ancillary infrastructure.

Table 3.13 Comparison of Demographics for Anahola vs. Kaua‘i County

Comparative Data for Environmental Justice Analysis
Race Cens(x;;’tr]%(;;;) 2l Kaua‘i County
Percentage Percentage
White 29.9 33.0
Black 0.3 0.4
Native American & Alaskan 0.5 0.4
Asian 9.4 31.3
Native Hawaiian & Pacific Islanders 26.1 9.0
Mixed 33.3 24.9
Other 0.5 0.9
TOTAL MINORITY 70.1 67.0
White 29.9 33.0
TOTAL 100 100
Percentage of Population With Income Below Poverty Level
Anahola Kaua‘i County
13.1 13.2
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2007-2011 American Community Survey

DHHL’s Anahola, Kamalomalo‘o, Moloa‘a Regional Plan (June 2010), which is the most recent of
its many plans for the area, notes that DHHL owns 4,228 acres in Anahola and Kamalomalo‘o
extending from the shoreline mauka to the Kealia. It notes that Anahola is the largest Hawaiian
homestead community on Kaua‘i, but that most of the land remains undeveloped and unused by
homesteaders. It provides the following summary of leases as of 2009: (i) 529 residential leases on
165 acres; (ii) 47 agricultural leases on 241 acres; and (iii) 154 acres of pasture and commercial uses
short term leases. It also defines a system of land use designations for the area which include the
following districts: (i) Residential; (ii) Subsistence Agriculture; (iii) Pastoral; (iv) General
Agriculture; (v) Special District; (vi) Conservation; (vii) Community Use; and (viii) Commercial.

18 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates Hawaii Geographic Area Profiles, Census Tracts Neighbor Islands.
19 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics for 2011, not seasonally adjusted.
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According to that plan’s Kaua“i Island Plan Land Use Designations Map for Anahola, reproduced in
Figure 3.11 below, Kumu Camp is located in the Special District.

The Special District areas in Anahola are described as follows:

Special District areas in Anahola identify land that needs to be protected for cultural and
environmental reasons or pose challenges to development. Portions of the special district
areas could be used for low intensity activities such as farming, ranching, or other outdoor
recreation. Many of these lands are in steeper drainage areas. Some special district lands
are designated as such for special economic or community purposes. This is true for the
makai town center plan area.

Most of the 1,419 acres of land designated Special District is located mauka of Kithio
Highway. This land consists of deep gullies, and steep slopes. The Special District areas
makai of the Highway are designated around the Anahola Stream and flood zone as well as
vacant shoreline areas. Residents of Anahola have an inextricable link to the mountains
and the ocean and their resources. It is essential that these regions remain accessible,
healthy and thriving.

Figure 3.11 DHHL Land Use Designations for Anahola

Anahola
HHLs

Source: Department of Hawaiian Home Lands, Anahola Regional Plan (June, 2010)

3.13.2 PROBABLE IMPACTS

HCDC believes that continued operation of Kumu Camp as a non-profit, community-based
recreational resource is compatible with the existing and planned use of the area. Because nearly all
of the work done at the campsite is conducted by volunteer labor, operations and maintenance of the
camp will not stimulate or otherwise significantly alter population growth or economic activity in the
area. As can be seen in Table 3.13, the total minority population in Census Tract 9400 is not
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meaningfully higher than the County of Kaua‘i as a whole; however, it should be noted that the total
minority population in both the county and in the Anahola Census Tract exceeds 50 percent. As such,
Anahola does not represent a meaningful concentration of poverty nor is the project an unjust burden
on the community, particularly given the close cooperation and support the community provides to
Kumu Camp. No persons will be displaced by the continued operation and maintenance of Kumu
Camp.

Kumu Camp is located in the State “Urban” District and the County of Kauai “Open” District. While
Kumu Camp is located on DHHL land which is not subject to state and county land use regulations,
the camp is an allowable use under these designations, conforming to their purpose and intent. Figure
1.3 shows the existing uses on the site. Figure 3.12 shows the state land use districts in and around
Kumu Camp. Figure 3.13 depicts the Kaua‘i County General Plan land use designations at the
campsite. According to the DHHL system of land classification it is located in the Special District,
which are lands set aside for community purposes, including outdoor recreation. HCDC believes that
the camp provides recreational infrastructure which will accommodate the future growth and
economic activity planned for the area and that continued operation of Kumu Camp is in the interest
of the Anahola, and islandwide community.
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Figure 3.12 State Land Use Districts
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Figure 3.13 Kawaihau Planning District Land Use Map
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3.14 RECREATION & SHORELINE ACCESS

3.14.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS

The County of Kaua‘i operates 15 parks encompassing 211 acres of land in the Kawaihau Planning
District, which includes Anahola. These include athletic fields, playgrounds, beach parks, and
playing courts. There are two parks in the immediate vicinity of Kumu Camp. Anahola Beach Park
just south of the campsite, accommodates typical beach activities including, but not limited to,
picnicking, camping, swimming, surfing, and fishing. Anahola Village Park, on the mauka side of
Anahola Road opposite the intersection with Poha Road, includes a playground, playing field,
basketball court, and comfort station.

3.14.2 PROBABLE IMPACTS

Continued operation of Kumu Camp does not have the potential to affect recreational activities or
facilities in the area and will not obstruct access to area beaches or shoreline. Neither will it produce
noise or air emissions that have the potential to adversely affect other existing recreational resources
in the area. Finally, operations at Kumu Camp will not generate sufficient vehicular traffic or
changes in water quality that could degrade other available recreational experiences. Consequently,
no recreation or shoreline access impacts are anticipated.
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4. CONSISTENCY WITH LAND USE PLANS, POLICIES &
CONTROLS

In accordance with the requirements of Hawai‘i Administrative Rules (HAR) 11-200-17(h), this
chapter discusses the relationship between the continued operation of Kumu Camp and with existing
land use plans, policies, and controls for the area. HCDC has evaluated its operation of Kumu Camp
for consistency with these regulations; it has also identified the extent to which the proposed action
by the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) of issuing a long-term License or Lease would
conform or conflict with objectives and specific terms of approved land use plans, policies, and
controls.

The discussion is organized by jurisdiction and then by specific ordinance, relations, or law. An
important consideration is that Kumu Camp is located in Anahola, Kaua‘i on approximately 11 acres
of land owned by the DHHL. HCDC, the operator of the non-profit Kumu Camp, is seeking to move
from a month-to-month revocable permit to a long-term License or Lease and has prepared this
Environmental Assessment at the request of DHHL. Because of the unique situation on DHHL lands,
not all land use classifications and county regulations, including zoning and special management area
(SMA) authority, are applicable. However, HCDC believes that despite this, Kumu Camp is
consistent with the rules and regulations which would typically apply.

41 COUNTY OF KAUA‘I

41.1 KAUA‘I COUNTY GENERAL PLAN
4111 Relevant General Plan Provisions

The Kaua‘i County General Plan is the primary document covering long-range and comprehensive
development, land use, and allocation of land and water uses within the County of Kaua‘i. It serves
as the enabling legislation establishing the framework, parameters, constraints, and guidelines for the
County’s Development Plans, Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance (CZO), infrastructure master plans,
and capital improvement programs. The Plan also establishes the geographic areas of the county to
be utilized or developed for various purposes, such as agriculture, open space, communities, and
resorts. Other ordinances and regulations (e.g., the CZO) regulate specific uses within these areas.
As discussed below, the proposed project is consistent with the provisions of the Kaua‘i County
General Plan. The purpose of the plan is reproduced below in italics:

1.2 Purpose of the General Plan

The General Plan fulfills the legal mandates of State law and the Charter of the
County of Kauai. More importantly, it provides guidance for land use regulations,
the location and character of new development and facilities and planning for
County and State facilities.

In that plan, the Vision for Kauai 2020 sets several objectives and policies, several of which are cited
below followed by a discussion of Kumu Camp’s consistency with them:
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Policy:
2.1 COMMUNITY VALUES

The Community Values were formulated by the Citizens Advisory Committee, using input
from 25 outreach meetings with a variety of community, business and public interest
groups. The statement was revised based on public review and the initial round of
Planning District meetings in June 1998.

Protection, management, and enjoyment of our open spaces, unique natural beauty, rural
lifestyle, outdoor recreation and parks.

Conservation of fishing grounds and other natural resources, so that individuals and
families can support themselves through traditional gathering and agricultural activities.

Access to and along shorelines, waterways and mountains for all. However, access should
be controlled where necessary to conserve natural resources and to maintain the quality of
public sites for fishing, hunting, recreation and wilderness activities valued by the local
community.

Discussion: Kumu Camp is a non-profit community-based recreational campsite on the shoreline at
Anahola Bay. The intent of Kumu Camp is to provide the youth of Kaua‘i with a way to enjoy a safe,
low-cost outdoor camping experience and to act as a forum for interaction between youth and kipuna
who can pass on their legacy of traditional skills (e.g., hula and surfing), and their knowledge of the
‘aina. Kumu Camp maintains this portion of the shoreline in a relatively undeveloped state, with
only temporary, removable structures providing for the careful management and enjoyment of this
unique natural area. By inviting youth and families to recreate along the shoreline, HCDC intends to
foster a sense of connection and kuleana (responsibility) for the land and sea, and pride in the
accomplishments and traditions of Hawaiian civilization.

Policy:
2.2 VISION FOR KAUA‘I 2020
We envision that in 2020 Kaua“‘i will be...
A “garden island™ of unsurpassed natural beauty;
A rural environment of towns separated by broad open spaces;
A vital modern society formed by the people and traditions of many cultures;

An island of distinctly individual towns and communities, each with its own unique history
and character;

A community which values its historic places and where people practice and draw strength
from ancient languages and cultural traditions;

Discussion: Kumu Camp provides a community-based recreational resource where campers can
come and enjoy outdoor recreational and cultural interpretive activities in an open, natural setting.
The camp achieves this by drawing on the natural beauty of its location at Anahola Bay, and through
the generous volunteer efforts of area kipuna, who use the camp as a forum to teach youth about
native Hawaiian skills, traditions, and lore. Even the name “Kumu Camp” is intended to

PAGE 4-2



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT Kumu CAMP PROJECT

LAND USE PLANS, POLICIES & CONTROLS

communicate this concept of putting the young people of Kaua‘i in touch with their roots.”’ Great
attention has been given in the creation and operation of Kumu Camp to creating a community
resource which maintains the rural character of the area and its unique history and culture. Thus,
Kumu Camp serves the vision of Kaua‘i as a place of rural communities bound together by its
traditions, culture, and natural beauty.

Policy:
6.2 Kawaihau

The Kawaihau district extends from the Wailua River north to Moloa‘a,
including the Kapa‘a-Wailua basin, Kealia and Anahola. The Kapa ‘a-Wailua
basin is home to a large portion of Kaua‘i’s population. An urban corridor
extends along Kiuhio Highway from Haleilio Road in Wailua to Kawaihau Road,
at the northern edge of Kapa‘a Town.

6.2.1 Community Assets

During the 1988-99 General Plan Update process, Kawaihau residents and
business people attending community meetings listed the assets of their
communities. The entire list was long and diverse and is available in the GP
Update Working Papers. Following is a selection of assets related to the
Kawaihau District, particularly the physical environment:

= Rural scenery, open space, and agricultural lands.

= Scenic mountain views.

= Recreational opportunities—beaches, ocean, mountains.
= Walking paths and bridges.

= Plantation town heritage.

= Working Town environment.

Discussion: When these land use policies were mapped out, their intent was to preserve and foster
the area’s scenic beauty, the rural character of the community, and the opportunities which they
afford. It is with that same grassroots desire to preserve and promote Anahola’s natural and cultural
legacy for future generations that Kumu Camp was first created.

Policy:
6.2.4.2 Policy
(a) Regional Growth and Public Facilities

(1) Locate new growth in and around the Waipouli-Kapa’a urban center
and on DHHL lands in Anahola.

(c) Support agricultural, residential, and limited commercial development of
the Hawaiian Home Lands at Anahola, with the recommendation that projects be

20 pykui and Elbert define kumu as, “the bottom, base, foundation, title, main stalk of a tree, trunk, handle, or root...”
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sited to avoid the appearance of strip development along the highway and that
the highway frontage be enhanced with landscaping.

Discussion: Kumu Camp is located near the shoreline at Anahola Bay and has no highway frontage.
It is located in an area which is easily accessible to the people of Anahola and much of the rest of the
island, and supports regional growth on DHHL lands in Anahola. It does not contribute to a “strip
development” appearance to the area, which refers to commercial land developed with direct access
to roadways and parking areas.

4.1.1.2 Conformance with the Kaua‘i County General Plan

Continued operation of Kumu Camp as a community-based recreational resource is in conformance
with the Kaua‘i County General Plan. The Plan sets out regional policies that encourage the orderly
development of resources and infrastructure for all members of the community. It is also consistent
with the stated policy objectives of the Kawaihau Planning District, which specifically calls for
development on DHHL lands in support of measured residential and commercial growth. The camp
has been in operation since 2012 and is allowable under the existing state and county zoning and
development regulations. Kumu Camp does not produce substantial noise or airborne emissions
which could disturb existing uses on adjacent properties.

4.1.2 COUNTY OF KAUA‘I LAND USE ORDINANCE

Pursuant to HRS §205-2, the County of Kaua‘i establishes the permitted uses for zoning districts in
the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinances (CZO). The purpose of the CZO is to regulate land use in a
manner that will encourage orderly development in accordance with adopted land use policies. It
does this by establishing zoning districts and specifying the kinds of development and development
standards that must be adhered to within each zoning district.

Kumu Camp is located in the County Open District. CZO 88-9.1, which defines the function of the
Open District states:

The Open District is established and regulated to create and maintain an adequate and
functional amount of predominantly open land to provide for the recreational and aesthetic
needs of the community or to provide for the effective functioning of land, air, water, plant
and animal systems or communities.

Kumu Camp supports the intended purpose of the Open District, and all camp facilities are consistent
with the requirements of this zoning district (CZO §8-9.2). As noted in Chapter 3, continued
operation of Kumu Camp will not significantly impact surrounding land uses. If Kumu Camp were
not located on DHHL-owned land, it potentially could be required to obtain a Class Il or Il Use
Permit. If such a permit were sought, it appears as though Kumu Camp could satisfy all of the
conditions and restrictions contained in the applicable section of the CZO (e.g., setbacks, height
limits, etc.).

4.2 STATE OF HAWAI‘I

421 HAWAI‘I STATE PLAN
The Hawai‘i State Plan is intended to guide the long-range development of the State by:

. ldentifying goals, objectives, and policies for the State and its residents;

. Establishing a basis for determining priorities and allocating resources; and
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. Providing a unifying vision to enable coordination between the various counties’ plans, programs,
policies, projects and regulatory activities to assist them in developing their county plans,
programs, and projects and the State’s long-range development objectives.

The Hawai‘i State Plan is a policy document. It depends upon implementing laws and regulations to
achieve its goals. The sections of the State Plan that are most relevant to the proposed project are
Sections 226-18(a) and (b), which establish objectives and policies for energy facility systems. These
sections are reproduced in italics below, and the proposed project’s consistency with them is
discussed.

8226-11 Objectives and policies for the physical environment--land-based, shoreline, and
marine resources.

(a) Planning for the State's physical environment with regard to land-based, shoreline, and
marine resources shall be directed towards achievement of the following objectives:

(1) Prudent use of Hawaii's land-based, shoreline, and marine resources.
(2) Effective protection of Hawaii's unique and fragile environmental resources.

(b) To achieve the land-based, shoreline, and marine resources objectives, it shall be the
policy of this State to:

(1) Exercise an overall conservation ethic in the use of Hawaii's natural resources.

(2) Ensure compatibility between land-based and water-based activities and natural
resources and ecological systems.

(4) Manage natural resources and environs to encourage their beneficial and multiple
use without generating costly or irreparable environmental damage.

(5) Consider multiple uses in watershed areas, provided such uses do not detrimentally
affect water quality and recharge functions.

(7) Provide public incentives that encourage private actions to protect significant
natural resources from degradation or unnecessary depletion.

(8) Pursue compatible relationships among activities, facilities, and natural resources.

(9) Promote increased accessibility and prudent use of inland and shoreline areas for
public recreational, educational, and scientific purposes.

Discussion: Continued operation of Kumu Camp as a community-based recreational resource is
consistent with these provisions of the Hawai‘i State Plan. It represents a use of a State-owned
shoreline area, providing increased access to, and prudent use of, inland and shoreline areas for public
recreational and educational purposes.

4.2.2 DEPARTMENT OF HAWAIIAN HOME LANDS

The Hawaiian Homes Commission Act of 1920 forms the legal basis for the DHHL. The purpose of
this act is defined in the following way:

Title 1A: Purpose

8101. Purpose. (a) The Congress of the United States and the State of Hawaii declare that
the policy of this Act is to enable native Hawaiians to return to their lands in order to fully
support self-sufficiency for native Hawaiians and the self-determination of native
Hawaiians in the administration of this Act, and the preservation of the values, traditions,
and culture of native Hawaiians.
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(b) The principle purposes of this Act include but are not limited to:

(5) Providing financial support and technical assistance to native Hawaiian beneficiaries of
this Act so that by pursuing strategies to enhance economic self-sufficiency and promote
community-based development, the traditions, culture and quality of life of native
Hawaiians shall be forever self-sustaining.

In keeping with this purpose, the mission of the DHHL is to effectively manage the Hawaiian Home
Lands Trust and to develop and deliver lands to native Hawaiians. To accomplish this, DHHL works
in partnership with government agencies, private landowners, non-profit organizations, homestead
associations, and other community groups. Regional plans provide the means to solidify visions and
partnerships that are essential to effectively manage Hawaiian Home Lands trust lands for the
betterment of native Hawaiian beneficiaries.

DHHL has formalized its plans for Anahola and surrounding areas in its Anahola Regional Plan
(June, 2010). The plan identifies resources and goals for the area and sets priorities for various
projects supported by the Department. The most relevant positions from the Anahola Regional Plan
are reproduced below, followed by a discussion of Kumu Camp’s consistency with them.

4.2.2.1 Relevant Position

V. Homestead Issues & Priorities

Makai Resource Management Plan. Develop a plan to identify shoreline resources and
access to manage the land between Anahola Beach Park and the edge of DHHL Lands
makai of Kihio Highway. Include designation of a 5 acre parcel along the shoreline to
establish management jurisdiction. Begin implementation.

A “Kumu Academy”. Develop plans for a Kumu Academy (retreat area) for Hawaiian
organizations, cultural practitioners, kumu and homesteaders around the base of the
Anahola River on Aliomanu Road.

4.2.2.2 Conformance with the Policy

DHHL’s Anahola Regional Plan calls for comprehensive, planned management of its lands makai of
Kuhio Highway. One important increment of that plan, which DHHL has identified as a priority, is
the development of Kumu Camp (aka “Kumu Youth Academy”) as an outdoor retreat area for
homesteaders, kiipuna, cultural practitioners, and others interested in Hawaiian culture and traditions.
HCDC believes that continued operation of Kumu Camp is wholly consistent with DHHL’s policies
and priorities for the Anahola region.

4.2.3 CHAPTER 205, HAWAI‘I REVISED STATUTES - LAND USE LAW

Chapter 205, Hawai‘i Revised Statutes (HRS), establishes the State Land Use Commission (SLUC)
and gives this body the authority to designate all lands in the state as Urban, Rural, Agricultural, or
Conservation District Lands. The counties make all land use decisions within the Urban District in
accordance with their respective county general plans, development plans, and zoning ordinances.
The counties also regulate land use in the state Rural and Agricultural Districts, but within the limits
imposed by Chapter 205.

Kumu Camp is located in the State’s Urban District. Hawai‘i Revised Statutes §205-2 defines
allowable activities within the Urban District as follows:

(b) Urban districts shall include activities or uses as provided by ordinances or regulations
of the county within which the urban district is situated.

The County of Kaua‘i has designated the Kumu Camp parcel as being within the Open Zone, and as
discussed in Section 4.1.3, outdoor recreation facilities are an allowable use of the Open Zone.
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However, because this project involves use of lands owned entirely by the DHHL, and because
DHHL lands are not subject to the State’s land use classifications and county zoning designations,
these regulations do not apply.**

4.2.4 COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT (CZM) PROGRAM

The objectives of the Hawai‘i Coastal Zone Management (CZM) Program are set forth in the Hawai‘i
Revised Statutes, Chapter 205A. The program is intended to promote the protection and maintenance
of valuable coastal resources. All lands in Hawai‘i are classified as valuable coastal resources. The
State Office of Planning administers Hawai‘i’s CZM program. A general discussion of the project’s
consistency with the objectives and policies of Hawai‘i’s CZM Program follows.

4241 Recreational Resources

Objective: Provide coastal recreational opportunities accessible to the public.
Policies:
1. Improve coordination and funding of coastal recreational planning and management; and

2. Provide adequate, accessible, and diverse recreational opportunities in the coastal zone
management area by:

a. Protecting coastal resources uniquely suited for recreational activities that cannot be
provided in other areas;

b. Requiring replacement of coastal resources having significant recreational value
including, but not limited to, surfing sites, fishponds, and sand beaches, when such
resources will be unavoidably damaged by development; or requiring reasonable
monetary compensation to the State for recreation when replacement is not feasible
or desirable;

c. Providing and managing adequate public access, consistent with conservation of
natural resources, to and along shorelines with recreational value;

d. Providing an adequate supply of shoreline parks and other recreational facilities
suitable for public recreation;

e. Ensuring public recreational uses of county, state, and federally owned or controlled
shoreline lands and waters having recreational value consistent with public safety
standards and conservation of natural resources;

f. Adopting water quality standards and regulating point and nonpoint sources of
pollution to protect, and where feasible, restore the recreational value of coastal
waters;

g. Developing new shoreline recreational opportunities, where appropriate, such as
artificial lagoons, artificial beaches, and artificial reefs for surfing and fishing; and

h. Encouraging reasonable dedication of shoreline areas with recreational value for
public use as part of discretionary approvals or permits by the land use commission,

2L Hawaii Attorney General Opinion No. 72-21: “Under this bill certain specific lands are withdrawn from [the public land
commissioner’s] jurisdiction and from the jurisdiction of every commission except the special one to have charge of these
specific lands described in the bill, and those lands are exclusively by the terms of this bill under the control of this
commission.” The commission which is referred to is the Hawaiian Homes Commission.
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board of land and natural resources, and county authorities; and crediting such
dedication against the requirements of section 46-6.

Discussion: Kumu Camp is intended to provide coastal recreational opportunities and is open to the
public. The campsite is not visible from the nearest public recreational area, Anahola Beach Park,
and continued operation of Kumu Camp will not have any adverse impact on other nearby coastal
recreational resources.

4.2.4.2 Historic Resources

Obijective: Protect, preserve, and, where desirable, restore those natural and manmade historic
and prehistoric resources in the coastal zone management area that are significant in
Hawaiian and American history and culture.

Policies:
1. Identify and analyze significant archaeological resources;

2. Maximize information retention through preservation of remains and artifacts or salvage
operations; and

3. Support state goals for protection, restoration, interpretation, and display of historic
resources.

Discussion: With the exception of the recessed IWS, all facilities at Kumu Camp are temporary,
above ground structures which do not have the potential to disturb subsurface archaeological or
historic resources. The Kumu Camp parcel has been the subject of archaeological investigation and
no artifacts or remains have been recovered from the site to date. Section 3.7 summarizes the results
of research which has been conducted in the area and discusses the steps that HCDC and/or Kumu
Camp volunteers would take to preserve any resources inadvertently discovered during operation of
the camp. SHPD will be provided with a copy of this EA for review and comment.

4.2.4.3  Scenic and Open Space Resources

Objective: Protect, preserve, and, where desirable, restore or improve the quality of coastal
scenic and open space resources.

Policies:
1. ldentify valued scenic resources in the coastal zone management area;

2. Ensure that new developments are compatible with their visual environment by designing and
locating such developments to minimize the alteration of natural landforms and existing
public views to and along the shoreline;

3. Preserve, maintain, and, where desirable, improve and restore shoreline open space and
scenic resources; and

4. Encourage those developments that are not coastal dependent to locate in inland areas.

Discussion:  All Kumu Camp facilities are temporary, above ground structures which can be
disassembled and removed from the site with the sole exception of the IWS which is partially
recessed into the area’s native sand. Installation of the facilities at Kumu Camp did not require any
alteration of natural landforms and most of the structures are situated well away from any public view
of the shoreline. While Kumu Camp is a visual presence in the area, all of the structures are relatively
low-lying and screened by vegetation, consistent with construction elsewhere along this stretch of the
coastline.
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4244  Coastal Ecosystems

Obijective: Protect valuable coastal ecosystems, including reefs, from disruption and minimize
adverse impacts on all coastal ecosystems.

Policies:

1. Exercise an overall conservation ethic, and practice stewardship in the protection, use, and
development of marine and coastal resources;

2. Improve the technical basis for natural resource management;

3. Preserve valuable coastal ecosystems, including reefs, of significant biological or economic
importance;

4. Minimize disruption or degradation of coastal water ecosystems by effective regulation of
stream diversions, channelization, and similar land and water uses, recognizing competing
water needs; and

5. Promote water quantity and quality planning and management practices that reflect the
tolerance of fresh water and marine ecosystems and maintain and enhance water quality
through the development and implementation of point and nonpoint source water pollution
control measures.

Discussion:  The proposed project will not affect coastal ecosystems or any other water body, as
described in Section 3.5.

4245 Economic Uses

Obijective: Provide public or private facilities and improvements important to the State’s
economy in suitable locations.

Policies:
1. Concentrate coastal dependent development in appropriate areas;

2. Ensure that coastal dependent development such as harbors and ports, and coastal related
development such as visitor industry facilities and energy generating facilities, are located,
designed, and constructed to minimize adverse social, visual, and environmental impacts in
the coastal zone management area; and

3. Direct the location and expansion of coastal dependent developments to areas presently
designated and used for such developments and permit reasonable long-term growth at such
areas, and permit coastal dependent development outside of presently designated areas
when:

a. Use of presently designated locations is not feasible;
b. Adverse environmental effects are minimized; and
c. The development is important to the State’s economy.

Discussion: The continued operation of Kumu Camp as a community-based, outdoor recreational
resource will not lead to any changes in the concentration or location of coastal developments. The
camp has been in operation since 2012 and has not changed the character or normal use of
surrounding areas.

42.4.6 Coastal Hazards

Obijective: Reduce hazard to life and property from tsunami, storm waves, stream flooding,
erosion, subsidence, and pollution.
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Policies:

1. Develop and communicate adequate information about storm wave, tsunami, flood, erosion,
subsidence, and point and nonpoint source pollution hazards;

2. Control development in areas subject to storm wave, tsunami, flood, erosion, hurricane,
wind, subsidence, and point and nonpoint source pollution hazards;

3. Ensure that developments comply with requirements of the Federal Flood Insurance
Program; and

4. Prevent coastal flooding from inland projects.

Discussion: Section 3.9 confirms that all camp facilities are in Flood Zone X, and within the county
Tsunami Evacuation Zone. In the event of a tsunami warning, HCDC and Kumu Camp staff will
ensure that campers are notified and assisted in evacuating the camp promptly. The School of Ocean
and Earth Science and Technology (SOEST) at the University of Hawai‘i at Manoa has a prepared a
Shoreline Erosion Rate Map for Anahola, Kaua‘i, reproduced in Figure 4.1 below. As shown in this
map, the shoreline in front of the camp has experienced accretion (rather than erosion) at a rate of 0.3
feet per year. Thus, the Kumu Camp site is not located in an area subject to significant rates of
shoreline erosion or subsidence.

4.2.4.7 Managing Development

Obijective: Improve the development review process, communication, and public participation in
the management of coastal resources and hazards.

Policies:

1. Use, implement, and enforce existing law effectively to the maximum extent possible in
managing present and future coastal zone development;

2. Facilitate timely processing of applications for development permits and resolve overlapping
or conflicting permit requirements; and

3. Communicate the potential short and long-term impacts of proposed significant coastal
developments early in their life cycle and in terms understandable to the public to facilitate
public participation in the planning and review process.

Discussion: In order to facilitate efficient informed decision making by responsible parties, HCDC
will distribute a copy of this EA to all state and county agencies tasked with oversight of coastal
resources and hazards for review and comment.

4.2.4.8 Public Participation
Obijective: Stimulate public awareness, education, and participation in coastal management.

Policies:
1. Promote public involvement in coastal zone management processes;

2. Disseminate information on coastal management issues by means of educational materials,
published reports, staff contact, and public workshops for persons and organizations
concerned with coastal issues, developments, and government activities; and

3. Organize workshops, policy dialogues, and site-specific mediations to respond to coastal
issues and conflicts.
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Figure 4.1 SOEST Shoreline Erosion Rate Map for Anahola, Kaua“i
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Discussion: HCDC is a DHHL-beneficiary organization dedicated to fulfilling the promise of the
Hawaiian Homes Commission Act. Towards this end, it supports the involvement of beneficiaries
and the community through its informational, planning, and consultation activities. During the
planning of the Kumu Camp project, and in addition to regular briefings on the project at its own
monthly board and community meetings throughout 2011, HCDC conducted several consultation
meetings which were open to all DHHL beneficiaries and the general public:

. On May 28, 2012 HCDC held its annual meeting at the Anahola Resource Center, provided a
briefing on the project, and announced two additional upcoming community outreach meetings.

« On June 25, 2012 a community consultation meeting was held from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at the
Anahola Marketplace Office, located at 4523 loane Road, Anahola, Kaua‘i.

« On July 2, 2012 a community consultation meeting was held from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at the
Anahola Marketplace Office.

. In addition, for those who could not or did not attend these outreach meetings, HCDC prepared a
Beneficiary Consultation Briefing & Survey on the Anahola Beach Retreat and Kumu & Youth
Academy document which outlined the project and solicited input from the public.

Beneficiaries and the public will also have an opportunity to review and comment on this EA,
pursuant to the requirements of Hawai‘i Administrative Rules §11-200.

4.2.4.9 Beach Protection
Objective: Protect beaches for public use and recreation.

Policies:

1. Locate new structures inland from the shoreline setback to conserve open space, minimize
interference with natural shoreline processes, and minimize loss of improvements due to
erosion;

2. Prohibit construction of private erosion-protection structures seaward of the shoreline,
except when they result in improved aesthetic and engineering solutions to erosion at the
sites and do not interfere with existing recreational and waterline activities; and

3. Minimize the construction of public erosion-protection structures seaward of the shoreline.

Discussion:  Continued operation of Kumu Camp poses no risks to beaches. No structures are
planned seaward of the shoreline, and no interactions with littoral processes would be involved.

4.2.4.10 Marine Resources

Obijective: Promote the protection, use, and development of marine and coastal resources to
assure their sustainability.

Policies:

1. Ensure that the use and development of marine and coastal resources are ecologically and
environmentally sound and economically beneficial;

2. Coordinate the management of marine and coastal resources and activities to improve
effectiveness and efficiency;

3. Assert and articulate the interests of the State as a partner with federal agencies in the sound
management of ocean resources within the United States exclusive economic zone;
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4. Promote research, study, and understanding of ocean processes, marine life, and other ocean
resources in order to acquire and inventory information necessary to understand how ocean
development activities relate to and impact upon ocean and coastal resources; and

5. Encourage research and development of new, innovative technologies for exploring, using, or
protecting marine and coastal resources.

Discussion: The proposed project does not have the potential to adversely affect marine resources.

4.2.5 REQUIRED PERMITS AND APPROVALS

Kumu Camp has been in continuous operation since 2012. Following a review of existing month-to-
month revocable permits, DHHL has asked Kumu Camp’s operator, HCDC to prepare an EA prior to
issuing a long-term License or Lease. This EA is intended to satisfy that requirement. In addition,
the Department of Health has indicated that it will issue a permit for the camp’s IWS pending
acceptance of this EA. No other permits or approvals are required.
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5. DETERMINATION

5.1 SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

Hawai‘i Administrative Rules (HAR) 811-200-12.2 establishes procedures for determining if an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) should be prepared for a project, or if a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) is warranted. HAR 8§11-200-11.2(1) provides that applicants should
issues an Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice (EISPN) for actions that it determines
may have a significant effect on the natural or human environment. HAR 8§11-200-12 lists the
following criteria to be used in making that determination.

In most instances, an action shall be determined to have a significant effect on the environment if it:

1. Involves an irrevocable commitment to loss or destruction of any natural or cultural
resource;

2. Curtails the range of beneficial uses of the environment;

3. Conflicts with the State’s long-term environmental policies or goals as expressed in Chapter
344, HRS, and any revisions thereof and amendments thereto, court decisions, or executive
orders;

4. Substantially affects the economic or social welfare of the community or State;
Substantially affects public health;

6. Involves substantial secondary impacts, such as population changes or effects on public
facilities;

7. Involves a substantial degradation of environmental quality;

8. Is individually limited but cumulatively has considerable effect on the environment or
involves a commitment for larger actions;

9. Substantially affects a rare, threatened, or endangered species, or its habitat;
10. Detrimentally affects air or water quality or ambient noise levels;

11. Affects or is likely to suffer damage by being located in an environmentally sensitive area
such as a flood plain, tsunami zone, beach, erosion-prone area, geologically hazardous land,
estuary, fresh water, or coastal waters;

12. Substantially affects scenic vistas and view planes identified in county or state plans or
studies; or,

13. Requires substantial energy consumption.

5.2 FINDINGS
The likely effects of continued operation of Kumu Camp, as described in Chapter 3 of this document,
have been evaluated against these significant criteria. The finding with respect to each criterion is
summarized below.

5.2.1 IRREVOCABLE L0SS OR DESTRUCTION OF VALUABLE RESOURCE

Operation of Kumu Camp as a community-based outdoor recreational resource, in its current location
and configuration, will not involve the loss of any significant cultural or natural resources.
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5.2.2 CURTAILS BENEFICIAL USES

Operation of Kumu Camp will not curtail any other beneficial use of the site at some point in the
future. With the exception of the IWS (see Section 2.2.4), all structures and facilities at Kumu Camp
are removable and above ground.

5.2.3 CONFLICTS WITH LONG-TERM ENVIRONMENTAL POLICIES OR GOALS

Continued operation of Kumu Camp is consistent with the Kaua‘i General Plan (see Section 4.1.1)
and with the State’s long-term environmental policies and goals as expressed in Chapter 344, Hawai'‘i
Revised Statutes and elsewhere in state law.

5.2.4 SUBSTANTIALLY AFFECTS ECONOMIC OR SOCIAL WELFARE

Kumu Camp’s continued operation as a community-based outdoor recreational resource will not have
any substantial effects on economic or social welfare.

5.25 PuUBLIC HEALTH EFFECTS

Kumu Camp’s operations will not adversely affect air quality or any water sources used for drinking
or recreation. Neither will it generate large amounts of solid waste or produce other emissions that
will have a significant adverse effect on public health.

5.2.6 PRODUCE SUBSTANTIAL SECONDARY IMPACTS

Kumu Camp’s operations will not produce substantial secondary impacts. The camp is not intended
to foster population growth or to promote economic development. Instead, it is intended to provide a
community-based outdoor recreational resource for the people of Anahola and the general public.

5.2.7 SUBSTANTIALLY DEGRADE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Kumu Camp’s operations will not have any substantial long-term environmental effects.

5.2.8 CUMULATIVE EFFECTS OR COMMITMENT TO A LARGER ACTION

Continued operation of Kumu Camp does not represent a commitment to a larger action and is not
intended to facilitate substantial population growth. It is intended to serve as a community-based
outdoor recreational resource.

5.2.9 EFFECTS ON RARE, THREATENED, OR ENDANGERED SPECIES

No rare, threatened, or endangered species are known to utilize the Kumu Camp parcel. Continued
operation of the camp will not use or affect resources needed for the protection of rare, threatened, or
endangered species.

5.2.10 AFFECTS AIR OR WATER QUALITY OR AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS

Operations at Kumu Camp do not have a measurable effect on water or air quality (see Sections 3.2
and 3.4). The camp has been in operation since 2012 and the minor noise and airborne emissions
resulting from camper activities has not, and is not anticipated to, affect any adjacent noise-sensitive
uses, as discussed in Section 3.6.

5.2.11 ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE AREAS

As discussed in Section 2.2, all of the physical infrastructure at Kumu Camp, with the exception of
the semi-recessed IWS holding tank, is constructed on above-ground concrete post-and-pier
foundations. Should DHHL approve HCDC’s license request, Kumu Camp will continue to structure
its physical infrastructure in a way that flows with the existing dunes and grounds, and avoid
disturbing or altering the ‘@ina’s natural contours unnecessarily.
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With the exception of the southwestern corner of the site, where no structures are located or planned,
the entire camp is outside a defined flood zone. The entire campsite is in a tsunami evacuation zone
(see Section 3.9.2); evacuation plans are posted in all overnight accommodations and the camp will
be promptly evacuated in the event of a tsunami warning. All facilities at the camp are removable
and above-ground structures.

5.2.12 AFFECTS SCENIC VISTAS AND VIEW PLANES

Kumu Camp is not within a formally designated scenic area. While the camp facilities do alter the
visual character of the parcel to some extent, they do not impact scenic vistas or important views
across it. See Section 3.10 for a discussion of impacts to scenic and aesthetic resources.

5.2.13 REQUIRES SUBSTANTIAL ENERGY CONSUMPTION

Kumu Camp facilities have already been constructed and installed, and do not require any additional
energy consumption. The lighting at the camp is by photovoltaic solar-powered lamps; there is no
electrical service at the camp. The camp facilities themselves require only infrequent maintenance
with hand tools.

53 DETERMINATION

In view of the forgoing discussion, HCDC and DHHL have concluded that continued operation of
Kumu Camp will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment. Consequently, DHHL is
issuing a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the proposed action. However, it is
important to note that a FONSI would not constitute approval of HCDC’s License request or its
proposal to expand into the remaining 3 acres of the 8-acre parcel.
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7. CONSULTATION & DISTRIBUTION

7.1

CONSULTATION & DISTRIBUTION OF THE DRAFT EA

The Homestead Community Development Corporation distributed copies of the Draft Environmental

Assessment to the parties listed in Table 7.1.
Table 7.1. Draft EA Distribution List

State Agencies

City and County of Kaua‘i

Department of Agriculture

Department of Parks & Recreation

[Department of Accounting and General Services

Department of Planning

Tourism (DBEDT)

Department of Public Works

||Department of Business, Economic Development, and

[DBEDT - Energy Division

Department of Transportation

[DBEDT - Office of Planning

Department of Water

[Department of Defense

Kaua‘i County Fire Department

[Department of Education

Kaua‘i County Police Department

[Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

[Environmental Planning Office, Department of Health

[Clean Air Branch, Department of Health

Clean Water Branch, Department of Health

\Wastewater Branch, Department of Health

Elected Officials

Department of Human Services

US Senator Brian Schatz

[Department of Labor and Industrial Relations

US Senator Mazie Hirono

[Department of Land and Natural Resources

US Representative Mark Takai

[DLNR Historic Preservation Division

US Representative Tulsi Gabbard

[Department of Transportation

State Senator Ronald D. Kouchi (Dist. 8)

[Hawaii Housing Finance and Development Corp.

State Representative Derek S.K. Kawakami (Dist. 14)

[Office of Hawaiian Affairs

Mayor Bernard P. Carvalho, Jr.

UH Environmental Center

Federal Agencies

Libraries and Depositories

US Department of the Army, Regulatory Branch

[US Department of Agriculture

Hawai‘i State Library Hawai‘i Documents Center
(L1HC)

[US Fish and Wildlife Service

Kapa‘a Public Library

[US Department of the Interior, Geological Survey

Lihu‘e Regional Library

[Utility Companies

[Hawaiian Telcom

[Hawai‘i Gas

Oceanic Time Warner Cable

News Media

Kaua‘i Island Utility Cooperative

Honolulu Star Advertiser

Other

Garden Island

Anahola Homestead Association

Source: Compiled by Planning Solutions, Inc. (2014)
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7.2 COMMENTS AND RESPONSE ON THE DRAFT EA

The 30-day Chapter 343 review period for the Draft EA ended on August 7, 2015. Table 7.2 below
lists the parties that have submitted written comments on the project. Their comments and HCDC’s
responses to them are reproduced at the end of this section. HCDC is providing a copy of the Final
Environmental Assessment (FEA) to each of the organizations and individuals listed.

Table 7.2 Comments Received on the Draft EA

No. Name Agency
1 Keith K. Yamamoto, Manager Hawai‘i Gas
2 Scott Nakasone, Administrator Department of Human Services
3 Laura Leialoha Phillips Mcintyre, Department of Health (DOH), Environmental Planning
Program Manager Office
4 Gerald N. Takamura, Chief DOH-Kaua‘i District Health Office
5 Sina Pruder, Chief DOH-Wastewater Branch
6 General Arthur J. Logan State Department of Defense
7 James K. Kurata, Public Works Department of Accounting and General Services
Administrator
8 Leonard A. Rapozo, Jr., Director Kaua‘i County Department of Parks and Recreation
9 Mary Jane Naone, Kaua‘i Lead State Historic Preservation Division
Archaeologist
10 | Alec Wong, Chief DOH-Clean Water Branch
11 | Heu‘ionalani Wyeth
12 | Leo R. Asuncion, Acting Director State Office of Planning
13 | Russell Y. Tsuji, Land Administrator DLNR-Land Division
14 | Edward Underwood, Administrator DLNR-Division of Boating and Ocean Recreation
15 | Carty S. Change, Chief Engineer DLNR-Engineering Division
16 | David Smith, Acting Administrator DLNR-Division of Forestry and Wildlife
17 | Carol Lovell
18 | Aaron Nadig, Island Team Manager U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

19 | Michael A. Dahilig, Planning Director Kaua‘i County Planning Department

20 Pat Hunter-Williams

21 | Marianne George

22 | Michelle R. Lynch, Chief U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

23 | Kamana‘opono Crabbe, CEO Office of Hawaiian Affairs

24 | Michael Moule, Chief Kaua‘i County Department of Public Works
25 | Edward Doi, Chief Kaua‘i County Department of Water

26 | Ford N. Fuchigami, Director State Department of Transportation

Source: Planning Solutions, Inc. (2015)
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Comment No. 1

Makena,
We have determined that the project area is currently clear of any utility gas facilities.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the plans for the proposed project. Should there be any
questions or if additional information is desired, please contact me.

Keith K. Y - , Engineering
Phone: 808-594-5574 | Mobile: 808-351-9746
515 Kamake‘e Street | Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96814
http://www.hawaiigas.com

6 IAWAI'l GAS

October 12, 2015

Mr. Keith K. Yamamoto, Manager
Hawai‘i Gas

515 Kamake'e Street

Honolulu, Hawai'i 96814

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Envir tal A

Dear Mr. Yamamoto:

Thank you for your July 10, 2015 email concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu
Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent reviewing the DEA and preparing
your response.

We are grateful for your confirmation that the proposed project will not impact any Hawai‘i Gas
facilities. If you have any questions in the future concerning this environmental assessment, please
call me at (808) 550-4538.

Makena White

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suita 330 + 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 + Fax: 608 550-4549 + www.psi-hi.com




Comment No. 2

DAVID Y. IGE RACHAEL WONG, DiIPFH
GOVERNCR DIRECTOR
PANKAJ BHANOT
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES
Benefit, Empl & Support Serv Divislon

B20 Millani Streel, Sulle 606
Honeluly, Hawail 86813

July 13, 2015

Makena White, Planner
Planning Solutions, Inc.
210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814

Dear Mr. White:
Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kauai, Hawaii
This is in response to your letter dated July 7, 2015 requesting the Department of
Human Services (DHS) review and comment on the Draft Environmental Assessment
(DEA) for Kumu Camp in Anahola, Kauai.
The DHS has reviewed the CD on the proposal to expand the remaining three
(3) acres of the property pending the granting of a long term lease and has no
comment on the DEA at this time.

If you have any questions or need further information, please contact Ms. Jill
Arizumi, Child Care Program Specialist, at (808) 586-5240.

Sincerely,

s, Vebnp—

Scott Nakasone
Assistant Division Administrator

¢: Rachael Wong, DrPH, Director
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Planning Office

P L AN N1 NG

S O L U TI OMNS

October 12, 2015

Mr. Scott Nakasone, Assistant Division Manag
Benefit, Employment & Support Services Division
Department of Human Services

State of Hawai‘i

820 Mililani Street, Suite 606

Honelulu, Hawai‘i 96813

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Nakasone:

Thank you for your July 13, 2015 letter concerning the Draft Enviy I A t for Kumu
Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent reviewing the DEA and preparing
YOur response.

We understand that your Department has no comment at this time. If you have any questions in the
future regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

“~
Makena White

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 * 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 + Fax: BOB 550-4549 » www.psi-hi.com




Comment No. 3

DAVID Y. IGE VIRGINIA PRESSLER, MLD.
GONTROGA OF MUY DRECTOR OF KEALTH
STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH Bimpkt phetaripn b
P. 0. BOX 3378
HONOLULL, HI 86801-3378 EPO 15-165
July 10, 2015
Mr. Bab Freitas
Depariment of Hawallan Home Lands
State of Hawali

91-5420 Kapolei Parkway
Kapolei, Hawaii 96707

Dear Mr. Freitas:

SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) for Kumu Camp
TMK: (4) 4-8-007:001, Kawaihau, Kauai

The Depariment of Heallh (DOH}), Environmental Planning Office (EPQ), acknowledges receipt of your DEA to our office on
July 8, 2015. Thank you for allowing us lo review and comment on the proposed Kumu Camp project available on the
OEQC website at:

{p:/foeqe.doh hawail. gowShared% 20Documents/EA_and EIS Online_Library/Kauaif2010s/2015-07-08-KA-5E-DEA-
Kumu-Camp.pdf

The DEA was routed to various branches. The various branches will provide specific comments to you if necessary, EPO
recommends that you review the standard comments and available strategies to support sustainable and healthy design
provided at: hitp:/health hawaii goviepoome/landuse-planning-review-program/. Projects are required o adhere to all
applicable standard comments.

We encourage you fo examine and ulilize the Hawaii Environmental Health Portal. The portal provides links to our
e-Permitling Portal, Environmental Health Warehouse, Groundwater Contamination Viewer, Hawaii Emergency Response
Exchange, Hawail State and Local Emission Inventory System, Water Pollution Control Viewer, Water Quality Data,
Warnings, Advisories and Postings. The Portal is continually updated, Please visit it regularly at: hiips:/eha-
cloud.doh.hawalil.gov

You may also wish to review the revised Waler Quality Standards Maps that have been updated for all islands. The Water
Quality Standards Maps can be found at:
hitp:/fhealth. hawail.govicwb/site-maplclean-water-branch-home-page/waler-quality-standards/,

We request that you utilize all of this information on your proposed project to increase sustainable, innovative, inspirational,
transparent and healthy design.

Mahalo nui loa,
Laura Leialoha Phillips Mcintyre, AICP
Program Manager, Environmental Planning Office

¢ Applicant: Robin P. Danner, i s Devel Corp
Makena White, Flanning Solutions, Inc.
DHO Kauai {via email only}

P L A N NI N G

S O L UT I OMNS

October 12, 2015

Ms. Laura Leiahola Phillips Mclntyre, Program Manager
Environmental Planning Office

Department of Health

State of Hawai'i

P.O. Box 3378

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96801-3378

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Ms. Mclntyre:

Thank you for your July 10, 2015 letter (your reference: EPO 15-165) concerning the Draft
Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent
reviewing the DEA and preparing your response.

We are grateful for the information you have provided regarding sustainable design. The Homestead
Community Development Corporation, which operates Kunu Camp, attempts to employ sustainable
design strategies at Kumu Camp, including those described in the sources you provide.

A copy of the Final EA for Kumu Camp will be provided to you when it becomes available. In the
meantime, if you have any further questions, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

Makena White

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P, Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Ir., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

‘Ward Plaza, Suite 330 = 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii 36814-4012
Phone: BOB 550-4483 » Fax: 808 550-4548 « www.psi-hi.com
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DAVID Y. IGE

GOVERHNOA OF HAERY VIRGINIA PRESSLER, 1.0,

CORICTOROF MLALTH

STATE OF HAWAII

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH DILEEP G, BAL, M.D., M5, MPH.
KALIAI DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICE s s
3040 UM| STREET
LIHUE, HAWAIl 96786

July 10, 2015

Mr. Makena White
Planning Solutions, Inc.
210 Ward Ave, Suite 330
Honolulu, HI 96814

Dear Mr. White,

SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Assessment
Project: Kumu Camp ( EPO-165)
Applicant: Anahola Hawaiian Homes Association

Based on our review, we offer the following environmental health concerns for your
consideration, which should be addressed:

1. As stated in Section 2.2.4, the applicant shall obtain the approval of Department
of Health, Wastewater Branch for the wastewater tank.

2 The applicant shall address the water from showers provided at the "tentalows”
and the sinks located around the camp grounds. If showers at “tentalows” are
being used for bathing purposes and not only for rinsing off salt water and sand,
it shall be made clear to the Wastewater Branch and they shall determine
appropriate disposal of the water.

3. Section 2.2.5 Mobile Kitchen states: under “HAR 11-12-70", the proposed mobile
unit is exempt from the State Department of Health (DOH) permitting
requirements. The referenced HAR 11-12-70 has since been repealed, Title 11,
Hawaii Administrative Rules, Chapter 11-50 "Food Safety Code” (Chapter 11-50)
is now enacted. Chapter 11-50 defines a food establishment in pertinent part as:
“any operation that is conducted in or in conjunction with a mobile, stationary,
temporary, or permanent facility or location where food is served or provided to
the public, with or without charge, regardless of whether the food is consumed on
or off the premises. Thus, the proposed food establishment shall comply with the
applicable requirements of Chapter 11-50.

4. The proposed food establishment shall be provided with minimum sanitary
facilities for the employees or for the patrons as well if liquor is intended to be

served in accordance with the applicable provisions of Title 11, HAR, Chapter 11-
11, “Sanitation”.

5. Noise will be generated during the construction phase of this project. The
applicable maximum permissible sound levels as stated in Title 11, HAR,
Chapter 11-46, "Community Noise Control", shall not be exceeded unless a noise
permit is obtained from the DOH.

8. The property may harbor rodents which will disperse to the surrounding areas
when!/ if the site is cleared. In accordance with Title 11, HAR, Chapter 11-26,
“Vector Control”, the applicant shall ascertain the presence or absence of rodents
on the property. Should the presence of rodents be determined, the applicant
shall eradicate the rodents prior to clearing the site.

i: In accordance with Title 11, HAR, Chapter 26, “Vector Control”, if the proposed
residences and associated structures’ flooring is not constructed of concrete or
other material impervious to rodents, an unobstructed crawl space of at least
twenty inches between the bottom of the joists of the lower floor of the building
and the highest point of the ground will be required.

Should you have any questions, please call me at 241-3323.

Sincerely,

. ﬁﬂaé"r{ e LM,_,,‘,.«.-«-\_,

Gerald N. Takamura, Chief
District Environmental Health Program Kaua'i

GNT: DTT

C: EPO
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October 12, 2015

Mr. Gerald N. Takamura, Chief

Distriet Environmental Health Program Kaua'‘i
Department of Health

State of Hawai'i

3040 Umi Street

Lihu‘e, Hawai‘i 96766

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr, Takamura:

Thank you for )rour July 10, 2015 letter (your reference: EPO 15-165) conceming the Draff
Envir t for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent
reviewing the l)l..A and preparing your response. To assist you in your review, we have reproduced
your comments below in italics followed by our response.

Comment No. 1:

As stated in Section 2.2.4, the applicant shall obtain the approval of Depariment of Health,
Wastewater Branch for a wastewater tank.

Response:

The Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC) understands that its Individual
Wastewater System (IWS) must comply with the requirements of the Department of Health (DOH),
Wastewater Branch as defined in Hawai*i Administrative Rules (HAR) 11-62. HCDC has received
confirmation from DOH-Wastewater Branch that its plans have been filed (pending Permit No.
51042) and that evaluation of its application is subject to the outcome of the EA for Kumu Camp. It
has informed us that it intends to complete the application process immediately after the Chapter 343
process is completed.

Comment No. 2:

The applicant shall address the water from showers provided at the “tentalows” and the
sinks located around the camp grounds. If showers at "tentalows" are being used for
bathing purposes and not only for rinsing off salt water and sand, it shall be made clear to
the Wastewater Branch and they shall determine appropriate disposal of the water.

Response:

The showers which are included in the description of tentalows (i.e., Section 2.2.1 of the DEA) are
for the convenience of campers who wish to rinse off sand and salt accumulated during outdoor and
beach activities; for this reason these showers are supplied with cold water only. Although not
specifically mentioned in the DEA, showers specifically for bathing are part of the comfort station
described in Section 2.2.4 Restroom and Associated Individual Wastewater Treatment Facility and
can be seen in the photographs included in Figure 2.3, These showers are supplied with hot water
from propane heaters (also depicted in Figure 2.3) and are intended for bathing purposes. As noted
in this section, all wastewater from the restrooms is piped to the existing IWS which has been

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 « 210 Ward Avenue *» Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 » Fax: B0B 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com
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recessed in the ground adjacent to the restroom structure. Finally, DOH-Wastewater Branch has
been provided with a copy of the DEA with a request for review and comment.

Comment No. 3:

Section 2,2.5 Mobile Kitchen states: under "HAR 11-12-70", the proposed mobile unit is
exempt from the State Department of Health (DOH) permitting requirements. The
referenced HAR 11-12-70 has since been repealed, Title 11, Hawaii Administrative Rules,
Chapter 11-50 “Food Safety Code" (Chapter 11-50) is now enacted. Chapter 11-50
defines a food establish in a pertinent part as: “any operation that is conducted in or
in conjunction with a mobile, stationary, temporary, or permanent facility or location
where food is served or provided to the public, with or without charge, regardless of
whether the food is consumed on or off the premises. Thus, the proposed food
establishment shall comply with the applicable requirements of Chapter 11-50.

Response:

The vehicle located at Kumu Camp was previously certified as a mobile unit through the Department
of Health when it was first acquired, however, it has not been put into operation, and will not be put
into operation. Kumu Camp will not ever proyide food to the public with or without charge from this
vehicle or any other location at the campground. Its sole purpose at the campground is to provide a
convenient shelter for use by campers to gather near the pavilion and near the frontage to the beach
area. Any ambiguity in the draft EA will be clarified to reflect this reality.

Comment No. 4:

The proposed food establish shall be provided with minimum sanitary facilities for
employees or for the patrons as well if liguor is intended to be served in accordance with
the applicable provisions of Title 11, HAR, Chapter 11-11, "Sanitation".

Response:

Kumu Camp does not and will not operate a food establishment whether permanent or temporary, nor
will Kumu Camp serve liquor at the campground.

Comment No. 5:

Noise will be generated during the construction phase of this project. The applicable
maximum permissible sound levels as stated in Title 11, HAR, Chapterl1-46, “Community
Noise Control”, shall not be exceeded unless a noise permit is obtained from the DOH.

Response:

As noted in the DEA (see Scction 2.6 and Section 3.0), HCDC is seeking after-the-fact approval for
existing structures, With the possible exception of a few additional tentalows, the facilities described
in the DEA have all been constructed, and no significant new construction is currently planned.
HCDC understands that it must comply with the provisions of HAR Chapter 11-46 goveming

" community noise control. It presently plans on doing this by keeping project-related sound within

the permissible limits.
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]

Comment No, 6:
The praperty may harbor rodents which will disperse to the swrrounding areas when/if the
site is cleared. In accordance with Title 11, HAR, Chapter 11-26, “Vector Control”, the
applicant shall ascerfain the present or absence of rodents on the property. Should the
presence of rodents be determined, the applicant shall eradicate the rodents prior to
clearing the site.

Response: .

At the present time, rodents have not been observed at Kumu Camp, and no site clearance is being
contemplated, However, HCDC will comply with the requirements of HAR Chapter 11-26
governing veetor control. '

‘Comment No. 7:

In accordance with Title 11, HAR, Chapter 26, "Vector Control”, if the proposed
resid and ted structures’ flooring is not constructed of concrete or other
material impervious to rodents, an unobstructed crawl space of at least twenty inches
between the bottom of the joists of the lower floor of the building and highest point of the

ground will be required.

Response:

HCDC believes it does, and will continue to, comply with the applicable provisions of HAR Chapter
11-26.

A copy of the Final EA for Kumu Camp will be provided to you when it becomes available. In the
meantime, if you havé any questions regarding this project, please call met at (808) 550-4538.

cc: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp, (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Depariment of Hawaiian Homelands (via electronic mail only)
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_DAVIDY.IGE VIRGINIA PRESSLER, M.
e R October 12, 2015
STATE OF HAWAII
I ey, pleasa e .
DA O IEALTH B Ms. Sina Pruder, P.E., Chief
HONOLULU, HI 96801-3378 LUD - 4 4 8007 001 DEA Wastewater Branch
Y CarmpiDza08 Department of Health
July 15, 2015 State of Hawai‘i
P.O. Box 3378
Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96801-3378
Mr. Robin P. Danner Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment
Homestead Community Development Corporation
P.O. Box 646 Dear Ms. Pruder:
Anahola, Kauai, Hawail 96703 Thank you for your July 15, 2015 letter (your reference: LUD — 4-4-8-007:001, Kumu Camp-
ID2336) concerning the Drafi Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the
Dear Mr. Danner: time you and your staff spent reviewing the DEA and preparing your response.
HCDC appreciates your confirmation that Wastewater Branch has an application for an Individual
Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) Kumu Camp ) Wastewater System (TWS) for Kumu Camp dated January 6, 2014 on file (Permit ID No. 51042) and
Adjacent to Anahola Beach Park, Anahola, Kawaiahau, Kauai, 96746 that evaluation of this application is pending the final outcome of the Environmental Assessment
TMK (4) 4-8-007: 001 8.39 acres process, HCDC understands that its IWS must comply with the requirements of Hawai‘i
Administrative Rules, Chapter 11-26.
Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to provide comments on the above subject project. T . . : .
We have the following information to offer. The subject project is located in the critical wastewater A cm;y e t.';." F’";' e Ef}';':rcamﬂ vill be p:do_v 'dct: mdyo“ “'h?“ ’; bcmm;“ ""a'ltal(’éza I"S;Ee
disposal area as determined by the Kauai County Wastewater Advisory Committee. We have one :];;; e B b SURSIONS ToEsIeiiE e QOGN Picate el 8 A0

(1) individual wastewater system (IWS) plan pending on file, Permit ID 51042 for Kumu Camp
restrooms, received/reviewed as of January 6, 2014. The evaluation of this pending IWS is subject
to the final outcome of this DEA. There is no County sewer service system available for the site.

Please be informed that the wastewater system plans shall meet the requirements of our Hawaii
Administrative Rules, Chapter 11-62, "Wastewater Systems.” In addition, the proposed wastewater
systems for the project site may have to include design considerations to address any effects
associated with the construction of and/or discharges from the wastewater systems to any public
trust, Native Hawaiian resources or the exercise of traditional cultural practices.

Makena White

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)

Should you have any questions, please contact Mr. Mark Tomomitsu of our office at (808) 586-4294. Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Sincerely,
LT
7/ SINA PRUDER, P.E., CHIEF
Wastewater Branch

LMMSTImj

« Ms. Laura Mcintyre, DOH-Envirenmental Planning Office (15-165), via email
Ms. Lori Vielter, DOH-WWE's Kaual Staff, via email
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
Afr. Makena White, Planning Solutions, Inc.

‘Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenve * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 « Fax: B08 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com




Comment No. 6

ARTHUR J. LOGAN
MAJOR GENERAL

DAVID Y. IGE
ADJUTANT GENERAL

GOVERNOR

KENNETH S. HARA
COLOMEL
DEFUTY ADJUTANT GENERAL

STATE OF HAWAII

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
OFFICE OF THE ADJUTANT GENERAL
3949 DIAMOND HEAD ROAD
HONOLULU, HAWAII 98816-4495

July 21, 2015

Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96814

Atln.: Mr. Makena White, Planner

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kauai, Hawaii,
TMK: 4-8-007:001 (immediately adjacent to Anahola Beach Park.

Dear Mr. White,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above project. The State of Hawaii
Department of Defense has no comments to offer relative to the project,

If you have any questions or concerns, please have your staff contact Mr. Lloyd Maki, Assistant
Chief Engineering Officer at (808) 733-4250.

Sincerely,

ﬁ}( Hawaii National Guard
Adjutant General

et Ms. Havinne Okamura, Hawaii Emergency Management Agency
Mr. Bob Freitas, Jr., Planning Office, Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

P L A N N I N G

S O L UTI OMRNS

October 12, 2015

Major General Arthur Logan, Adjutant General
Office of the Adjutant General

Department of Defense

State of Hawai'i

3949 Diamond Head Road

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96816-4495

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear General Logan:

Thank you for your July 21, 2015 letter concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu
Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent reviewing the DEA and preparing
your response.

We understand that your Office has no comment on the DEA at this time. If you have any questions
in the future regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

Makena White

cc: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii $6814-4012
Phone: B08 550-4483 » Fax: 808 550-4549 » www psi-hi.com




Comment No. 7

DAVID Y. IGE DOUGLAS MURDOCK
GOVERNOR Comptroter
AUDREY HIDANO
Duply Carptater
STATE OF HAWAII 1935

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
PO, BOX 118, HONOLLLL, HAWAIL 968100119

JUL 2 92015

Mr, Makena White, Planner
Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814

Dear Mr. White:
Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for Kumu Camp
Anahola, Kauai
TMK: (4) 4-08-007: 001
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the subject project. The proposed project does not
impact any of the Department of Accounting and General Services’ projects or existing facilities,

and we have no comments to offer at this time.

If you have any questions, your staff may call Ms, Gayle Takasaki of the Planning Branch at
586-0584.

Sincerely,

C?ﬁ ) il

Public Works Administrator

GT:mo
c Mr. Bob Freitas, Jr., DHHL Planning Office

P L AN NI N G

S O L UTI OMNS

October 12, 2015

Mr. James Kurata, Public Works Administrator
Department of Accounting and General Services
State of Hawai'i

P.O.Box 119

Honoluly, Hawai‘i 96816-4495

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Envir tal A t

Dear Mr. Kurata:

Thank you for your July 22, 2015 letter [your reference (P)1193.5] conceming the Draft
Enviy I A for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent
reviewing the DEA and preparing your response.

Thank you for confirming that continued operation of Kumu Camp will not affect your Department’s
facilities or activities. We understand that your Department has no further comments on the DEA at
this time.

If you have any questions in the future regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Makena White

cc: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 » Fax: BOB 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com




Comment No. 8

Bernard P. Carvalho, Jr. Leonard A. Rapozo, Jr.
Mayor Director
Nadine K. Nakamura Ian K. Costa
Managing Director Deputy Director

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS & RECREATION
County of Kaua‘i, State of Hawai‘i
4444 Rice Street, Suite 105, LThu'e, Hawai'i 96766

TEL (808) 241-4460 FAX (808) 241-5126
July 27, 2015

Makena White
makena(@psi-hi.com

and

Bob C. Frietas, Jr,
Bob.C.Frietaslr@hawaii.gov
RE:  Draft Envir tal A t (DEA) Review for Kumu Camp

Anahola, Kawaihau, Kauai
TMK: (4) 4-8-007:001

Thank you for inviting us to review your Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) Review for Kumu
Camp on 8 of 11 acres of Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) which is next to Anahola Beach
Park. Kumu Camp was created in 2011 and in operation since 2012,

The County of Kauai Department of Parks and Recreation (DOPR) agree that expanding the Camp an
additional 3 acres will be beneficial use of the area. DOPR see no significant adverse effect to our
County’s Anahola Beach Park. DOPR believe Kumu Camp adds to the recreational uses of Kauai's
coastal area with its low impact facilities (removable and above-ground structures).

In general, DOPR concur with the Finding of No Significant Impact.

Should you have any further questions, please contact Nancy McMahon, (808) 241-4459,

nmemahon(@kauai.gov.

Very truly yours,

(Jeoed A o

Director

ce. Naney McMahon, DOPR

An Equal Opportunity Employer

P L A N N I N G

S O L UTI OMN S

October 12, 2015

Mr. Leonard A. Rapozo, Jr., Director
Department of Parks and Recreation
County of Kaua‘i

4444 Rice Street, Suite 105

Lihu‘e, Hawai‘i 96766

Subject:  Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr, Rapozo:

Thank you for your July 27, 2015 letter concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu
Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent reviewing the DEA and preparing
your respornse.

The Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC) has asked me to express its
appreciation for your concurrence that the proposed expansion of Kumu Camp from 8 to 11 acres at
its present location would be a beneficial use of the area, and that it would not adversely affect the
adjacent Anahola Beach Park run by the County. We appreciate your recognition of Kumu Camp’s
contribution to community-based recreational use of the area.

If you have any questions in the future regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

Makena“White

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Ir., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenun * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Pheng: 808 550-4483 « Fax: BOE 550-4549 « weww.psi-hi.com




Comment No. 9a Comment No. 9b

SUZANNE D. CASE
CHAIRPERSON

DAVID Y. IGE
GOVERNOR OF HAWAII

BOARD OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES.
COMMISSION ON WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

From: MaryJane.Naone@hawaii.gov

To: Makena White; Bob.C.FrietasJr@hawaii.gov

Cc: Susan.A.Lebo@hawaii.gov; Alan.S.Downer@hawaii.gov; Regina.Hilo@hawaii.gov
Subject: Anahola Kumu Camp EA

Date: Friday, July 31, 2015 3:40:41 PM

Aloha Makena,

We received the draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Department of Hawaiian
Homeland's Kumu Camp Project on July 8, 2015, with a request for review comments by
August 7, 2015. As this is an after-the-fact EA for Kumu Camp, SHPD respectfully

requests the 90 day review period afforded for government projects under HAR 13-275-3.

We have received correspondence from the community regarding the project, which
included ground disturbance within the vicinity of a known burial site (Anahola Burial
Dunes 50-30-08-116) including grubbing, footings for post and pier buildings, and
installation of a septic tank.

In addition, please provide any information you may have indicating correspondence with
SHPD regarding this project. A precursory review of our records indicates that SHPD did
not have opportunity to comment on this project.

Mahalo,

Mary Jane Naone

Kaua'i Lead Archaeologist

Hawaii State Historic Preservation Division
PO Box 1729

Lihue, HI 96766

cell: 808-271-4940
maryjane.naone@hawaii.gov

KEKOA KALUHIWA
FIRST DEPUTY

W. ROY HARDY
ACTING DEPUTY DIRECTOR - WATER

AQUATIC RESOURCES.
BOATING AND OCEAN RECREATION
BUREAU OF CONVEYANCES
COMMISSION ON WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
‘CONSERVATION AND COASTAL LANDS
CONSERVATION AND RESOURCES ENFORCEMENT

STATE OF HAWAII

ENGINEERING
FORESTRY AND WILDLIFE.

DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES HISTORIC PRESERVATION
KAHOOLAWE ISLAND RESERVE COMMISSION
LAND
STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION STATE PARKS
KAKUHIHEWA BUILDING

601 KAMOKILA BLVD, STE 555
KAPOLEIL, HAWAII 96707

August 24, 2015

Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Planning Office LOG NO: 2015.02632
Department of Hawaiian Homelands DOC NO: 1508MN10
91-5420 Kapolei Parkway Archaeology

Kapolei, HI 96707 History and Culture

Bob.C FreitasJr.@hawaii.gov

Aloha Mr. Freitas:

SUBJECT: Chapter 6E-8 Historic Preservation Review -
Draft Environmental Assessment — Kumu Camp Project
Anahola Ahupua‘a, Puna District, Island of Kaua‘i
TMK: (4) 4-8-007:001

Thank you for requesting our review of the after-the-fact Environmental Assessment (EA) for Kumu Camp Project. The
landowner is the Department of Hawaiian Homelands (DHHL) and the EA is prepared by Planning Solutions for the
Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC). HCDC is the tax-exempt development arm of the
homestead associations in the State of Hawai‘i. The use of DHHL land subjects the project to the environmental review
process in Hawai‘i Revised Statutes (HRS) Chapter 343. While Kumu Camp has been in operation, a re-assessment of
the applicability of Chapter 343 and considerable concern from the community prompted the preparation of an EA.
According to the management summary, the total acreage of the project area is 8.39 acres within the 11 acre parcel area.
However, the introduction states that Kumu Camp is located on 5 acres of an 8 acre property.

The EA serves to evaluate the potential environmental effects of continued operation by HCDC of Kumu Youth
Academy (Kumu Camp). Kumu Camp is a culture-based youth camp located in coastal Anahola, on the parcel of land
south of Anahola Stream. The camp is open to the public and began full operations in 2012. The camp is used for group
and individual overnight camping, as well as hosting regular surfing, yoga, and hula classes at Anahola Bay. The camp
features: ten (10) metal framed tent bungalows, known as “tentalows”, a restroom with an Individual Wastewater
System (IWS), a 24’ x 36’ raised wooden pavilion with a temporary roof, two “yurt” style tents used as enclosed
meeting areas, and “miscellaneous” facilities including storage structures, solar-powered pathway lighting, a DOH
certified mobile kitchen, outdoor recreation areas, and an imu.

Our records indicate that we do not have an Archaeological Inventory Survey (AIS) on file for the subject property.
Archaeological studies have been conducted in the surrounding vicinity (McGerty and Spear 1999, Rechtman and
Dougherty 2001, Shefcheck and Dega 2007). The Environmental Assessment (EA) includes an archaeological report
prepared by T.S. Dye & Colleagues, Archaeologist, Inc. (2012) which included excavations at State Inventory of
Historic Places (SIHP) Site 50-30-08-116, the “Anahola Burial Dunes” first described in Bennett’s Archaeology of
Kaua‘i (1931). The archaeological report indicated negative findings at the site. During subsequent correspondence with
Dr. Tom Dye, he clarified that the report was intended to provide a preliminary assessment of whether historic
properties were present in the area that he tested, and was not submitted as an Archaeological Inventory Survey (AIS) to
SHPD. In addition, the area that he tested is not conclusive regarding Site 116, which he believes is still a distance from
where he dug test pits.




Mr. Frietas
Page 2
August 24, 2015

Our records indicate we did not receive notification of the proposed project at Kumu Camp Project and did not have
opportunity to comment. In addition, a search of our records reveals we did not review the archaeological report
presented within the EA and therefore, did not have the opportunity to make recommendations. Ground disturbance,
however minimal, near a burial site requires consultation with the State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD). In
addition, the predictive model within Hawai‘i for human remains and subsurface cultural layers (coastal sites)
demonstrates that areas underlaid with Jaucas sand (Js), Beach sand (Bs) and Mokuleia fine sandy loam (Mr) are likely
to contain these sites. This includes most of the project area.

The EA indicates that long range goals at Kumu Camp include the continued operation of the camp for youth, as well
as recreation-based retreats for visitors and installation of permanent restrooms. In order to determine the potential for
effects to historic properties, we request additional information. The following information will assist us in
determining the need for an addendum AIS. SHPD requests the following:

1) The Kaua‘i Lead Archaeologist will conduct a field visit of the subject property, with the landowner or
representative from Kumu Camp familiar with the future plans for the project, and the work that has been done.

2) A detailed scope of work (SOW) for the future plans at Kumu Camp, including proposed construction and any
plans for expansion

3) Please provide accurate acreage of the project area.

Please include SHPD in preliminary project planning, in accordance with HAR§13-275. We have received numerous
inquiries from the community regarding this project and are committed to working with DHHL to address community
concerns regarding potential impacts of the camp on cultural and historic properties. However, early planning, using the
historic preservation review process, is far more effective in ensuring protection and preservation of historic and cultural
properties.

For questions related to archaeology, and to schedule a field visit, please contact Kaua‘i Lead Archaeologist Mary Jane
Naone at (808) 271-4940 or Maryjane.Naone@hawaii.gov. For questions regarding burial sites, please contact the
Burial Sites Specialist Regina Hilo at Regina.Hilo@hawaii.gov or (808) 692-8026. We look forward to receipt of the
requested information prior to determining the need for additional archaeological work on the property.

Aloha,
/Uuﬂw;r J ot Mawxi

Mary Jane Naone
Kaua‘i Lead Archaeologist

cc. Alan Downer

Administrator, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
State Historic Preservation Division
Alan.S.Downer@hawaii.gov

Makena White
Planning Solutions, etc.

Makena@psi-hi.com

Kaipo Duncan
Department of Hawaiian Homelands - Kaua“i
Kaipo.Duncan@hawaii.

DAVID Y. IGE
GOVERNOR OF HAWAII

Comment No. 9¢c

SUZANNE D. CASE
CHAIRPERSON
AND NATURAL RESOURCES
COMMISSION ON WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

KEKOA KALUHIWA
FIRST DEPUTY

JEFFREY T. PEARSON
DEPUTY DIRECTOR - WATER

AQUATIC RESOURCES
BOATING AND OCEAN RECREATION
BUREAU OF CONVEYANCES
COMMISSION ON WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
CONSERVATION AND COASTAL LANDS

STATE OF HAWAII CONSERVATION AND RESOURCES ENFORCEMENT
ENGINEERING

DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES *"!‘LS"‘;'AN;_’“‘LDL‘*L
HISTORIC PRESERVATION
KAHOOLAWE ISLAND RESERVE COMMISSION
STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION P
KAKUHIHEWA BUILDING

601 KAMOKILA BLVD, STE 555
KAPOLEIL, HAWAII 96707

October 1, 2015

Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Planning Office LOG NO: 2015.03499
Department of Hawaiian Homelands DOC NO: 1509MN22
91-5420 Kapolei Parkway Archaeology

Kapolei, HI 96707 History and Culture

Bob.C FreitasJr.@hawaii.gov

Aloha Mr. Freitas:

SUBIJECT: Chapter 6E-8 Historic Preservation Review -
Draft Environmental Assessment — Kumu Camp Project
Anahola Ahupua‘a, Puna District, Island of Kaua‘i
TMK: (4) 4-8-007:001

Thank you for requesting our review of the after-the-fact Environmental Assessment (EA) for Kumu Camp Project. The
landowner is the Department of Hawaiian Homelands (DHHL) and the EA is prepared by Planning Solutions for the
Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC). HCDC is the tax-exempt development arm of the
homestead associations in the State of Hawai‘i. The use of DHHL land subjects the project to the environmental review
process in Hawai‘i Revised Statutes (HRS) Chapter 343. While Kumu Camp has been in operation, a re-assessment of
the applicability of Chapter 343 and considerable concern from the community prompted the preparation of an EA.
According to the management summary, the total acreage of the project area is 8.39 acres within the 11 acre parcel area.
The camp wishes to expand non-construction activities into the remainder of the property.

The EA serves to evaluate the potential environmental effects of continued operation by HCDC of Kumu Youth
Academy (Kumu Camp). Kumu Camp is a culture-based youth camp located in coastal Anahola, on the parcel of land
south of Anahola Stream. The camp is open to the public and began full operations in 2012. The camp is used for group
and individual overnight camping, as well as hosting regular surfing, yoga, and hula classes at Anahola Bay. The camp
features: ten (10) metal framed tent bungalows, known as “tentalows”, a restroom with an Individual Wastewater
System (IWS), a 24° x 36 raised wooden pavilion with a temporary roof, two “yurt” style tents used as enclosed
meeting areas, and “miscellaneous” facilities including storage structures, solar-powered pathway lighting, a DOH
certified mobile kitchen, outdoor recreation areas, and an imu.

We reviewed the draft EA in a letter dated August 24, 2015 and requested additional information as well as a site visit
of the subject property (Log No. 2015.02632, Doc No. 1508MN10). We requested a detailed scope of work for
improvements on the property, as well as the acreage of the project area. The Kaua‘i Lead Archaeologist conducted a
site visit of the subject property on September 17, 2015, with DHHL representatives Bob Frietas and Kaipo Duncan.
Kumu Camp representatives Robin Danner and Sheri Cummings were on site, as well as archaeologist Tom Dye, who
conducted the subsurface testing at the site. The EA contained an archaeological report, prepared by by T.S. Dye &
Colleagues, Archacologist, Inc. (2012) which included excavations at State Inventory of Historic Places (SIHP) Site 50-
30-08-116, the “Anahola Burial Dunes” first described in Bennett’s Archaeology of Kaua‘i (1931). The archaeological
report indicated negative findings at the site.




Mr. Freitas
October 1, 2015

Our understanding based on the site visit is the Kumu Camp project was not required to go through historic preservation
review processes prior to this year, based on the type of permit DHHL was providing. However, due to concerns over
potential impacts from the limited ground disturbance, the project proponents secured an archaeologist to test the dunes
for subsurface sites or deposits. We look forward to continued cooperation with the DHHL to ensure projects of this
nature are reviewed for potential impacts to historic properties.

Based on the negative findings of the test trenches, and the limited subsurface work on the camp site, there is no
indication that subsurface sites, including human remains, have been impacted by the structures on site. However, we
r d that archaeological itoring by a qualified archaeologist be ducted for the installation of the
septic tank. The monitoring should meet the provisions of an approved archaeological monitoring plan (AMP), which
meets the guidelines outlined in Hawaii Administrative Rules (HAR) §13-279.

As the matter of ground disturbance at the site has been of concern to the Kaua‘i Niihau Island Burial Council (KNIBC)
we respectfully recommend that Ms. Danner and Ms. Cummings provide the KNIBC with an overview of Kumu Camp,
in order to provide clarification on both the planning processes (and public meetings) held prior to the camp’s
organization, and the nature of the construction on the site. Please contact Burial Sites Specialist Regina Hilo to
facilitate this.

For questions related to archaeology, please contact Kaua‘i Lead Archaeologist Mary Jane Naone at (808) 271-4940 or
Maryjane.Naone@hawaii.gov. For questions regarding burial sites, and to add this project to the agenda of the KINBC,
please contact the Burial Sites Specialist Regina Hilo at Regina.Hilo@hawaii.gov or (808) 436-4801.

Aloha, )
Amf (m Moo

Mary Jane Naone
Kaua‘i Lead Archaeologist

cc. Alan Downer

Administrator, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
State Historic Preservation Division
Alan.S.Downer@hawaii.gov

Makena White
Planning Solutions, etc.

Makena@psi-hi.com

Kaipo Duncan
Department of Hawaiian Homelands - Kaua‘i

Kaipo.Duncan@hawaii.gov

Ms. Mary Jane Naone, Kaua‘i Lead Archaeologist
State Historic Preservation Division

State of Hawai‘i

601 Kamokila Boulevard, Suite 555

Kapolei, Hawai‘i 96707

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Envir tal A

Dear Ms. Naone:

October 12, 2015

Thank you for your letters concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp (DEA).
We very much appreciate the time you and others in the State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD)
spent reviewing the DEA, conducting a site visit with project stakeholders, and preparing your
comments. We look forward to continuing cooperation with your Division in the future.

We and the Homestead Community Development Corporation (HHCDC) are grateful for your
confirmation that there is no indication that subsurface cultural or historic properties, including
human remains, were impacted by construction of its existing structures on the site. In keeping with
the recommendations you provided in your October 1, 2015 letter (doc. no. 1509MN22), HCDC will

do the following:

«  Ensure that a qualified archaeologist conduct site monitoring during any future ground-disturbing

activities; and

«  Provide the Kauna‘i Ni‘ihau Island Burial Council with an overview briefing of Kumu Camp in
order to provide clarification regarding its purpose, facilities, and activities, as well as the

planning and outreach that prefaced it.

1 have enjoyed the opportunity to work with you to address SHPD's concemns. If you have any

further questions regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 210 Ward Avenue = Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012

Phene: 808 550-4483 « Fax: BOB 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com
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VIRGINIA PRESSLER, M.D.
DRECTOROF HEALTH

DAVID Y. IGE
GOVERNOR OF MUY

Mr. Makena White 07041PJF.15
July 28, 2015
Page 2

STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH e ol
P. 0. BOX 3378

HONOLULU, HI 96801-3378
07041PJF.15

July 28, 2015

Mr. Makena White

Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814

Dear Mr. White:

SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) for
Kumu Camp
Anahola, Island of Kauai, Hawaii

The Department of Health (DOH), Clean Water Branch (CWB), acknowledges receipt

of your letter, dated July 7, 2015, requesling comments on your project. The
DOH-CWB has reviewed the subject document and offers these comments. Please
note that our review is based solely on the information provided in the subject document
and its compliance with the Hawaii Administrative Rules (HAR), Chapters 11-54 and
11-55, You may be responsible for fulfiling additional requirements related to our
program. We recommend that you also read our standard comments on our website at:
httg:Hhealth_hawaii,gov!egofﬁies.fzm3!05!Clean-Water-Branch—Std-Comments,pdr.

1. Any project and its potential impacts to State waters must meet the following criteria:

a. Antidegradation policy (HAR, Section 11-54-1.1), which requires that the existing
uses and the level of water quality necessary to protect the existing uses of the
receiving State water be maintained and protected.

b. Designated uses (HAR, Section 11-54-3), as determined by the classification of
the receiving State waters.

c. Water quality criteria (HAR, Sections 11-54-4 through 11-54-8).
2. You may be required to obtain National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

(NPDES) permit coverage for discharges of wastewater, including storm water
runoff, into State surface waters (HAR, Chapter 11-55).

For NPDES general permit coverage, a Notice of Intent (NOI) form must be submitted
at least 30 calendar days before the commencement of the discharge. An application
for an NPDES individual permit must be submitted at least 180 calendar days before
the commencement of the discharge. To request NPDES permit coverage, you must
submit the applicable form (“CWB Individual NPDES Form” or "CWB NOI Form®)
through the e-Permitting Portal and the hard copy certification statement with the
respective filing fee ($1,000 for an individual NPDES permit or $500 for a Notice of
General Permit Coverage). Please open the e-Permitting Portal website located at:
hitps://eha-cloud.doh.hawaii.gov/epermit/. You will be asked to do a one-time
registration to obtain your login and password. After you register, click on the
Application Finder tool and locate the appropriate form. Follow the instructions

to complete and submit the form.

. If your project involves work in, over, or under waters of the United States, it is highly

recommended that you contact the Army Corp of Engineers, Regulatory Branch
(Tel: 835-4303) regarding their permitting requirements.

Pursuant to Federal Water Pollution Control Act [commonly known as the “Clean
Water Act’ (CWA)], Paragraph 401(a)(1), a Section 401 Water Quality Certification
(WQC) is required for “[a]ny applicant for Federal license or permit to conduct any
activity including, but not limited to, the construction or operation of facilities, which
may result in any discharge into the navigable waters...” (emphasis added).

The term “discharge” is defined in CWA, Subsections 502(16), 502(12), and 502(6);
Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Section 122.2; and HAR, Chapter 11-54.

. Please note that all discharges related to the project construction or operation

activities, whether or not NPDES permit coverage and/or Section 401 WQC are
required, must comply with the State’s Water Quality Standards. Noncompliance
with water quality requirements contained in HAR, Chapter 11-54, and/or permitting
requirements, specified in HAR, Chapter 11-55, may be subject to penalties of
$25,000 per day per viclation.

. ltis the State’s position that all projects must reduce, reuse, and recycle to protect,

restore, and sustain water quality and beneficial uses of State waters. Project
planning should:

a. Treat storm water as a resource to be protected by integrating it into project
planning and permitting. Storm water has long been recognized as a source of
irrigation that will not deplete potable water resources. What is often overlooked
is that storm water recharges ground water supplies and feeds streams and
estuaries; to ensure that these water cycles are not disrupted, storm water
cannot be relegated as a waste product of impervious surfaces. Any project
planning must recognize storm water as an asset that sustains and protects
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natural ecosystems and traditional beneficial uses of State waters, like
community beautification, beach going, swimming, and fishing. The approaches
necessary to do so, including low impact development methods or ecological
bio-engineering of drainage ways must be identified in the planning stages to
allow designers opportunity to include those approaches up front, prior to seeking
zoning, construction, or building permits.

b. Clearly articulate the State's position on water quality and the beneficial uses of
State waters. The plan should include statements regarding the implementation
of methods to conserve natural resources (e.g., minimizing potable water for
irrigation, gray water re-use options, energy conservation through smart design)
and improve water quality.

c. Consider storm water Best Management Practice (BMP) approaches that
minimize the use of potable water for irrigation through storm water storage
and reuse, percolate storm water to recharge groundwater to revitalize natural
hydrology, and treat storm water which is to be discharged.

d. Consider the use of green building practices, such as pervious pavement and
landscaping with native vegetation, to improve water quality by reducing
excessive runoff and the need for excessive fertilization, respectively.

e. ldentify opportunities for retrofitting or bio-engineering existing storm water
infrastructure to restore ecological function while maintaining, or even enhancing,
hydraulic capacity. Particular consideration should be given to areas prone to
flooding, or where the infrastructure is aged and will need to be rehabilitated.

If you have any questions, please visit our website at: http://health.hawaii.gov/iewb!/,
or contact the Engineering Section, CWB, at (808) 586-4309.

Sincerely,

ALEC WONG, P.E., CHIEF
Clean Water Branch

JF:ay

c: Mr. Bob C. Freitas, Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

October 12, 2015

Mr. Alec Wong, P.E., Chief
Clean Water Branch
Department of Health

State of Hawai‘i

P.O. Box 3379

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96801-3378

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Wong:

Thank you for your July 28, 2015 letter (reference (7041PJF.15) concermning the Draft
Environmental Assessment for Kuwmu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent
reviewing the DEA and preparing your response,

The information you provided regarding water quality criteria that must be met was quite valuable.
While it does not anticipate seeking National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit
coverage, HCDC understands that it must comply with the provisions of Hawai‘i Administrative
Rules §11-54. HCDC believes that the nature of Kumu Camp's facilities and operations will not
adversely affect the quality of State waters.

If you have any questions in the future regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

cc: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phona: BOE 550-4483 « Fax: 808 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com




Comment No. 11

POB 189

Anahola, 96703 RPELh

29 July, 2015

Aloh a, 11\-)1;1][;:; li’.:-;;slam Wyeth

Anahola, Hawai‘i 96703
For more than 30 years | have lived in the neighborhood

adjoining Camp Faith (lately called Kumu Camp). | strongly

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

oppose the application of the Homestead Community Dear Ms. Wyeth:

Deve":‘pmen! Corporatlon (HCDC) to continue its gperatlorlls. Thank you for your July 29, 2015 letter concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu
The Summary posted on the oeqc.doh.hawaii. gov site, Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you spent reviewing the DEA and preparing your response.

says that the purpose of Kumu Camp is to "perpetuate Hawaiian For reasons summarized below, the Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC),

culture and values.” ACCOI‘diI"I.g to all that | have learned, "aloha which operates Kumu Camp, believes your opposition to its continued operations is based on a

“aina" and "malama ka "aina" are two of those values. The misunderstanding:

enclosed phOtOS, which | took this mornlng on properly that is « The rubb_ish, abandoned vehicles, and other waste you photographed are located on tI_Ic former

part of the area claimed by the operators, should tell you why | do )

not think the HCDC is either practicing those values or +  Kumu Camp is located at Anahola Bay, on TMK No. 4-8-007:001. Kumu Camp is not asking to

maintaining "uses that are compatible with adjacent residential expand into the form§r Camp Faith property; Kumu Camp will continue to be limited to TMK 4-
8-007:001, as shown in the attached map.

and recreational activities."”
The attached map illustrates the boundaries of these two areas. Hence, while HCDC shares your

The photos Sh.OW accumulations of rubbish, one of at least frustration with this situation, it cannot legally access the former Camp Faith site or address its
two abandoned vehicles, and a place that people have been using present condition.
_as an outdoor toilet. You can seen that these_ messes have been We will provide you with a copy of the Final Environmental Assessment when it becomes available.
in place long enough for someone who genuinely cared about the If you have any further questions regarding the document, please call met at (808) 550-4538.
area to clean them up. | certainly do not consider this, especially
the presence of human waste, "compatible with adjacent Sincerely,

residential and recreational activities."”

If the builders/operators/managers of Kumu Camp are
sincere in their stated intent to "perpetuate Hawaiian values", let Makena White
them clean up their ‘aina. Until or unless they do so, they should
not be granted a long-term License or Lease. Attsshinent:

(1) Map of TMK Nos. 4-8-007:001 and 4-8-007:020.

Me ke Aloha
L ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
4\ . s W Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)

Bob C, Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Homelands (via electronic mail only)
Heu'ionalani Wyéth

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 = 210 Ward Avenue « Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Plione: B08 550-4483 » Fax: 808 550-4548 » www.psi-hi.com
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Comment No. 12

DAVID Y. IGE

OFFICE OF PLANNING -
STATE OF HAWAII OTEEGE P
235 South Beretania Street, 6th Floor, Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 Talaphone: (BOE) 587-2846
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 2359, Honolulu, Hawall 96804 Fax (B0B) 587-2824

wur.v hitg:fiptanning, hawail gow

Ref. No. P-14839

July 31, 2015

Mr. Makena White

Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814

Dear Mr, White:

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kauai, Hawaii;
Tax Map Key (4) 4-8-007:001

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Draft Environmental
Assessment (Draft EA) for the Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kauai, which was transmitted to our
office by letter dated July 7, 2015. This Draft EA was suhrmllcd on behalf of the Homestead
Lummumty Development Corporation (HCDC).

It is our understanding that the HCDC tax-exempt development arm of the homestead
associations, which includes the Anahola Hawaiian Homes Association, is seeking to convert the
revocable permit for Kumu Camp to a long-term license for the entire eight-acre camp property
to a term of 25 years. If approved, the long-term lease would be issued by the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL). HCDC currently operates Kumu Camp under a month-to-
month revocable permit that DHHL originally issued in 2011. The use of DHHL lands makes
the project subject to the environmental review process outlined in Hawaii Revised Statutes
(HRS), Chapter 343. DHHL’s Land Management Division and its Planning Office have jointly
reviewed the structures, uses, and activities currently underway at Kumu Camp, and its
implementing regulations pursuant to Hawaii Administrative Rules §11-200. The Draft EA is
intended to satisfy these regulatory requirements.

The Office of Planning has reviewed the transmitted material and has the following
comments to offer:

1. The Draft EA addresses HRS Chapter 226, the Hawaii State Plan’s policies,
objectives, and priority guidelines (by including an examination of the camp’s
compatibility with HRS § 226-11, environment — land based, shoreline, and marine

- resources) in Section 4.2.1, pages 4-4 to 4-5; examines its consistency to HRS §
205A-2, the Hawaii Coastal Zone Management program’s objectives and enforceable
policies in Section 4.2.4, pages 4-7 to 4-13; includes a discussion on erosion and

Mr., Makena White
July 31, 2015
Page 2

sediment impacts from camp operations on coastal resources near Anahola, in Section
3.1.2, page 3-2; and examines the resulting hydrology impacts, stormwater runoff,
and flooding concerns in the Anahola area from the camp in Section 3.2.2, pages 3-3
to 3-6.

2. Itappears that the entire subject parcel lies within the Special Management Area
(SMA). However, the Draft EA, Section 4, page 4-1, states that because of the
unique situation on DHHL lands, the subject property is exempt from land use
classifications and county regulations including SMA authority. Please consult with
the County of Kauai, Department of Planning to obtain verification that this parcel is
not subject to land use regulations, including County of Kauai SMA regulations.

3. Kumu Camp is located within the Tsunami Evacuation Zone and in a Flood Hazard
Zone X. The campsite structures, although outside of the shoreline setback, are
approximately 0.7 miles from the shoreline and may be susceptible to the damaging
effects of sea-level rise. However, due to the temporary nature of the campsite
structures, and their ability to be easily removed when needed, the priority guidelines
on climate change adaptation, listed in HRS § 226-109, may not be applicable to this
project, thus no additional analysis is required.

We have no further comments at this time. If you have any questions regarding this
comment letter, please contact Josh Hekekia of our office at (808) 587-2845,

Sincerely,

Leo R. Asunci
Acting Director

c: Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Planning Office, Department of Hawaiian Home Lands




P L A N N I N G

S O L U T I ON S

October 12, 2015

Mr, Leo R. Asuncion, Acting Director
State Office of Planning

State of Hawai*i

P.O. Box 2359

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96804

Subject:  Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Asuncion:

Thank you for your July 31, 2015 letter (reference P-14839) concerning the Draft Environmental
Assessment for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent reviewing the
DEA and preparing your response. To simplify your review, we have reproduced your comments in
italics, followed by our response,

Comment No, 1:

The Draft EA addresses HRS Chapter 226, the Hawaii State Plan'’s policies, objectives,
and priority guidelines (by including an examination of the camp's compatibility with HRS
$226-11, environment — land based, shoreline, and marine resources) in Section 4.2.1,
pages 4-4 to 4-5; examines its consistency to HRS §2054-2, the Hawaii Coastal Zone
Management program'’s objectives and enforceable policies in Section 4.2.4, pages 4-7 to
4-13; includes a discussion on erosion and sediment impacts from camp operations on
coastal resources near Anahola, in Section 3.1.2, page 3-2; and examines the resulting
hydrology impacts, stormwater runaff, and flooding concerns in the Anahola area from the
camp in Section 3.2.2, pages 3-3 to 3-6.

nse:

Thank you for confirming that the DEA for Kumu Camp has adequately addressed the requirements
of the Coastal Zone Management Program.

Camment No. 2:

It appears that the entire subject parcel lies within the Special Management Area (SMA).
However, the Draft EA, Section 4, page 4-1, states that because of the unique situation on
DHHL lands, the subject property is exempt from land use classifications and county
regulations including SMA authority.  Please consult with the County of Kauai,
Department of Planning to obtain verification that this parcel is not subject to land use
regulations, including the County of Kauai SMA regulations.

Response:

The Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC) has received confirmation from the
County of Kaua*i’s Planning Department in a letter dated August 7, 2015 (see Attachment 1) that
lands owned by the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands are not subject to State or County land use
regulations, including Hawai‘i Revised Statutes Chapter 205A, which pertains to the SMA.

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue » Honolulu, Hawaii 96614-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 » Fax: BB 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com

Page 2
Mr. Leo R. Asuncion
Qctober 12, 2015

Comment No, 3:

Kumu Camp is located within the Tsunami Evacuation Zone and in a Flood Hazard Zone
X, The campsite structures, although outside of the shoreline setback, are approximately
0.7 miles from the shoreline and may be ptible to the damaging effects of sea-level
rise. However, due to the temporary nature of the campsite structuves, and their ability to
be easily removed when needed, the priority guidelines on climate change adaption, listed
in HRS §226-109, may not be applicable to this project, thus no additional analysis is
required.

Response:

HCDC understands that, due to the temporary nature of the campsite structures and their ability to be
easily removed when needed, HRS §226-190 is not applicable, and that no additional analysis is
required. Thank you for this information.

If you have any questions in the future regarding this project, please call met at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

Hhnsf 2t

Makena White

Attachment:
(1) Kaua‘i’s Planning Department letter dated August 7, 2015

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands




Bernard P. Carvalho, Jr. Michsel A. Dahilig
Mayor Director of Planning
Nadine K. Nakamura : o Ka‘flina S. Hull
Managing Director Deputy Director of Planning

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
County of Kaua‘i, State of Hawai*i

4444 Rice Street, Suite A-473, Lihu‘e, Hawal*i 96766
L (MR 2ALANS Pl OGO,

AUG 07 2015
Makena Msw, Planner
Planning Solutions, Ine.

2010 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, Hawai'i 96814

RE: Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola
Homestead Community Development Corporation

Dear Ms. White:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft Environmental Assessment
(DEA) for “Kumu Camp” (Homestead Community Development Corporation) which is an
existing facility located on a portion of TMEK (4) 4-8-007:001 in Anahols, in the East Kaua'
{or Kawaihau) Planning District. The parcel is owned by the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands.

According to the DEA, Kumu Camp is seeking to convert its existing revocable permit to a
long-term license. The existing facility includes ten (10) tentalows, portable toilets, a
pavilion, two (2) yurts, and storage structures, An IWS and bathrooms have been
constructed but are not in operation. The current and proposed uses include group and
individual overnight camping, as well as hosting of surfing, yoga, and hula classes. The
DEA states that Kumu Camp intends to expand its existing facilities.

Based on the DEA, the Planning Department offers the following comments:

The General Plan (K.C.C, Chapter 7)

By County Charter, the General Plan guides the future physical development of the County
and is adopted by ordinance. The existing General Plan (2000) locates the project site in
the Open Designation. The policy for the Open Designation is found in Section 5.3.1.

Specific to coastal areas designated “Open”, the General Plan states the intent is to
preserve coastal bluffs, sandy beaches and other natural features (Page 5-15). The General

An Equal Opportunity Employer

Plan includes broad policies related to growth and development of the Kawaihau Distriet,
where Anahola is located (Section 6.2.4.2).

Section 4.1.1.2 of the DEA, “Conformance with the Kaua'i County General Plan”, states
that Kumu Camp meets all applicable county standards. This is an incorrect statoment,

Please see the discussion regarding the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance below.
I'he Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance or “CZ0" (K.C.C. Chapter 8)

Per county zoning, Kumu Camp is located in the “Open District”. In the Open District, a

‘Usé Permit is required for a "Devélopéd Campground” (Sec. 8:2.4(E)(3)). Kumu Camp does

not hold a Use Permit pursuant to the CZO. It should be noted that a Use Permit requires
a public hearing and is granted at the discretion of the Planning Commission (Section 8-
3.2). 2

Article 27 of the CZ0 describes the standards for Shoreline Setback and Coastal Protection.
One of the purposes of the Article is to ensure new structures and activities do not
adversely affect beach processes. The standards apply to all land abutting the shoreline,
and describes the permit processes for both major and minor structures, including variance
procedures. Generally speaking, the Article requires that a Shoreline Setback
Determination be made prior to the commencement of any construction activities. All
structures and activities located within the shoreline setback area must conform to the
rules established in Article 27, Presently, Kumu Camp has not obtained a Shoreline
Sethack Determination,

The Department understands that lands owned by the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands are not subject to County land use controls, However, it is incorrect to assume that
Kumu Camp would otherwise satisfy all conditions and restrictions contained in the CZO,
especially since a Shoreling Setback Determination was not made and a Use Permit was
not granted.

Special Management Aveas (H.R.S. Chapter 205A)

Kumu Camp is located in the State of Hawai'i's Special Management Avea (SMA). The
Special Management Area Rules and Regulations of the Kaua'i County Planning
Commission guide all development in the SMA, and require that such development be
subject to the review of Planning Direction and Planning Commission. Kumu Camp has
not applied for or received a permit pursuant to the SMA Rules.

However, the Department understands that lands owned Iiy the Depariment of Hawaiian
Home Lands are not subject to State or County land use controls,

Other Comments

* Pago 8-42 — Incorrectly describes Figure 3.13 as depicting the county zoning
designations. Figure 3.13 depicts the General Plan designations.

We hope these comments are useful in the finalization of the Environmental Assessment
for Kumu Camp. Should you have any questions, please contact the Planning Department
at (808) 241-4050. ; )

Ce on Draft Envi tal A for Kumu Camp

Page 2 of 3




Mahalo,

Dﬁ Michael A. Dahilig
Planning Director

_CC: _ Jodi Higuchi, Office of the County Attorney o
Bob C. Freitas, Fr, Planning Office, Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

C on Draft Envi tal A

t for Kumu Camp

Page 3 of 3




Comment No. 13

DAVID Y. 168 SUZANNE D, CASE CovERNOR oRTUOwA “CIARIERSON
GOVERNGR OF RAWAII CHAIRPERSON BOARD OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
BOARD OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION ON WATER RESOURCE
COMMISSION ON WATER RESOLURCE MANAGEMENT
MANAGEMENT
STATE OF HAWAIL
STATE OF HAWAIIL
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DEFARTMELITOF. L&ﬁ,‘;ﬁﬁsfég VRALRASOURCES
LAND DIVISION
. POST OFFICE BOX 621
m';?ﬂ ﬁf}’]}({i \Ef\ﬁ 6;:@ HONOLULIL HAWAIT 96809
July 13, 2015 =
[
August 4, 2015 E DU -
Makena White, Planner TO: g{gﬁ A}::Wi'w} = F
Planning Solutions, Inc. V-0l Aquatic Kegources D= :
EIOWafdA : I‘ls,S Ct 330 _X Div. of Boating & Ocean Recreation L ? o
hellliay T _X Engineering Division ’
Honolulu, HI 96814 X Div. of Forestry & Wildlife _ &=
_Div, of State Parks *=
Dear Ms. White, X Commission on Water Resource Management
_X Office of Conservation & Coastal Lands
. = Land Division — Kauai District
SUBJECT:  Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawai'i %ﬁ:wﬁc“;:;;vmxm o
Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the subject matter. The FROM: [£0L€ ssell/¥ Tsuji, Land Administrator
Department of Land and Natural Resources' (DLNR) Land Division distributed or made available a Egg’ﬁﬁgN %mﬁne“"i’“m“?h‘qmﬁsmﬁ“ for 1&'“;" ?aln-_rrmmﬁﬂ)\?ah:l?,rl(auar‘j, ]'{:‘;“i; 001) immediatel
copy of your report pertaining to the subject 1 L - - A t “On Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (D and (TMK. No. 4-8-007:001) immediately
& o]rjn);nent: P P g ject matter 1o DLNR. Divisions for their review and adjacent to Anahola Beach Park™; 4261-4281 Poha Road, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawai'i
’ APPLICANT: H i C ity Development Corporation by its ltant Planning Solutions, Inc.
At this time, enclosed are comments from (1) Land Division — Kauai District; (2) Division Transmitted for your review and on the ab fi d d We would appreciate your

of Boating & Ocean Recreation; (3) Engineering Division; and (4) Division of Forestry & Wildlife.
No other comments were received as of our suspense date. Should you have any questions, please
feel free to call Supervising Land Agent Steve Molmen at 587-0439. Thank you.

Sincerely;

-

Russell Y. Tsuji
Land Administrator

Enclosure(s)

comments on this document which can be found here:

Go to: https://sp01.1d.dInr. hawaii.gov/LD

Login: Username: LDVisitor Password: Opa$$word0 (first and last characters are zeros)

Click on: Requests for Comments

Click on the subject file “Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawai'i",
then click on “Files” and “Download a copy”, (Any issues ing the de t should be directed to
Linda Kawakami at (808) 587-0371 or Linda. Kawakami@hawaii.gov)

Please submit any comments by August 4, 2015. If no response is received by this date, we will assume your
agency has no comments, If you have any questions about this request, please contact Supervising Land Agent Steve
Molmen at (808) 587-0439. Thank you.

bt ol L o

( ) Wehave no objections,
(#X) We have no comments.
)

Comments are attached,
Signed: k}ph:-. G)"\ﬁ"‘)

Print Name: _MAgyw) walA-
Date: Juuu{ 24 _2ol€

Attachments
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S O L UTI1 OMNS

October 12, 2015

Mr. Russell Y. Tsuji, Land Administrator
Land Division

Department of Land and Natural Resources
State of Hawai*i

P.O. Box 621 .

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96809

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Tsuji:

Thank you for your August 4, 2015 letter concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu
Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent reviewing the DEA and preparing
your response.

We understand that your Division has no comment on the DEA at this time. If you have any
questions in the future regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

Makena White

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Ir., Department of Hawaiian Homelands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330« 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 » Fax: 808 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com




Comment No. 14

DAVID Y, IGE SUZANNI D. CASE
GOVERKOR OF HAWALT CHAIRPERSON
BOARD OF LAND AND NA® L RESOURCES
COMMISSION 0N WATER RESOURCE
MANAGEMENT

STATE OF HAWAII

DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
LAND DIVISION

POST OFFICE BOX 621
HONOLITIL HAWAIT 98800

July 13,2015
MEMORANDUM

TO: DLNR Agencies:
" X Div. of Aquatic Resources
_X Div. of Boating & Ocean R
_X Engineering Division p 't =1
_X Div. of Forestry & Wildlife -
__Div. of State Parks i
p.Ae ission on Water Resource Manag t L)
_X Office of Conservation & Coastal Lands m
_X Land Division — Kauai District il

_X Historic Preservation s
FROM: ssell)¥Tsuji, Land Admimistrator ; =
SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kava'i, Hawai'i
LOCATION: “On Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) land (TME No. 4-8-007:001) immediately
adjacent to Anahola Beach Park™; 4261-4281 Poha Road, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawai'i
APPLICANT: H 1C ity Development Corporation by its consultant Planning Solutions, Inc.
Transmitted for your review and on the ab eferenced d We would appreciate your

comments on this document which can be found here:

Go to: https://sp01.1d.dinr hawaii.gov/L.D

Login: Username: LD\Visitor Password: Opa$$word0 (first and last characters are zeros)

Click on: Requests for Comments

Click on the subject file “Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawai'i”,
then click on “Files” and “Download a copy”. (Any issues ing the d t should be di ito
Linda Kawakami at (808) 587-0371 or Linda. Kawakami(@hawaii.gov)

Please submit any comments by August 4, 2015. If no response is received by this date, we will assume your
agency has no comments. If you have any questions about this request, please contact Supervising Land Agent Steve
Molmen at (808) 587-0439. Thank you.

Colt o ol

() We have no objections.
%;-g) We have no comments,
)

Comments a%
Signed: //-;d / ; )

Print Name: ot in-ot B (_tnolinoo/
Date: '7/‘40{/‘/-,' =

Attachments

JUL45'45PH 1:03B0R ADH

P L A N N I N G

S O L U TI OMNS

Mr. Edward Underwood, Administrator
Division of Boating and Ocean Recreation
Department of Land and Natural Resources
State of Hawai'i

P.O. Box 621

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96809

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Underwood:

October 12, 2015

Thank you for your July 20, 2015 memorandum concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for
Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent reviewing the DEA and

preparing your response.

We understand that your Division has no comment on the DEA at this time.

questions in the future regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

%akma W

If you have any

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C, Freitas, Jr., Depariment of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 » Fax: BOB 550-4549 + www.psi-hi.com
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SUZANNE D. CASE

COMMISSION ON WATER
LANAGEMENT

STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
LAND DIVISION

POST OFFICE BOX 621
HONOLIITIL HAWATT 96809

July 13, 2015

MEMORANDUM

('6: ﬂ‘, DLNR Agencies:

_X Div. of Aquatic Resources : =
_X Div. of Boating & Ocean Recreation —ii =
_X Engineering Division : i —
X Div. of Forestry & Wildlife =2 ok
__Div, of State Parks : r_'.;.
X Ci ission on Water Resol M :
_X Office of Conservation & Coastal Lands _—
X Land Division — Kauai District =
_X Historic Preservation =M i

e
l;léM:Tv ' ssell/¥ Tsuji, Land Administrator
SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawai'i
LOCATION: “On Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) land (TMEK No. 4-8-007:001) immediately
adjacent to Anahola Beach Park" 4261-4281 Poha Road, Anahola, Kava'i, Hawal i
APPLICANT: H d C D Corporation by its Itant Planning Solutions, Ine.

'H

Transmitted for your review and comment on the above-referenced document. We would appreciate your
comments on this document which can be found here:

Go to: https://sp01.1d.dInr hawaii.gov/L]

Login: Username: LD\Visitor Password: Opa$$word0 (first and last characters are zeros)

Click on: Requests for Comments

Click on the subject file “Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawai'i",
then click on “Files” and “Download a copy”. (Any issues accessing the document should be directed to
Linda Kawakami at (808) 587-0371 or Linda.Kawakami@hawaii.gov)

o ol o

Please submit any comments by August 4, 2015. If no response is received by this date, we will assume your
agency has no comments. If you have any questions about this request, please contact Supervising Land Agent Steve
Molmen at (808) 587-0439. Thank you.

Attachments ( ) We have no objections.
We have no comments.

/?ommc ts gre attached.

Ei‘:.%;%f

ERSON
BOARD OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
HESOURCE N

SHLENINE IO THE P T- T G

DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
ENGINEERING DIVISION

LD/ Russell Y. Tsuji
REF: DEA for Kumu Camp, Anahola
Kauai.013

COMMENTS

9]

0

We confirm that the project site, according to the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), is located in
Flood Zone

Please take note that the project site, according to the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), is
located in Flood Zones AE and X. The National Flood Insurance Program regulates
developments within Zone AE as indicated in bold letters below, but not Zone X.

Please note that the correct Flood Zone Designation for the project site according to the Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) is

Please note that the project site must comply with the rules and regulations of the National
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) presented in Title 44 of the Code of Federal Regulations
(44CFR), whenever development within a Special Flood Hazard Area is undertaken. If
there are any questions, please contact the State NFIP Coordinator, Ms. Carol Tyau-Beam,
of the Department of Land and Natural Resources, Engineering Division at (808) 587-0267.

Please be advised that 44CFR indicates the mini ds set forth by the NFIP. Your

Community’s local flood ordinance may prove to be more restrictive and thus take

preced over the mini NFIP dards. If there are questions regarding the local

flood ordi , please contact the licable County NFIP Coordinators below:

() Mr. Mario Siu Li at (808) 768-8098 of the City and County of Honolulu, Department of
Planning and Permitting.

() Mr. Carter Romero (Acting) at (808) 961-8943 of the County of Hawaii, Department of
Public Works,

() Mr. Carolyn Cortez at (808) 270-7253 of the County of Maui, Department of Planning.

(X) Mr. Stanford Iwamoto at (808) 241-4896 of the County of Kauai, Department of
Public Works.

The applicant should include project water d ds and infi quired to meet water

demands. Pleasc note that the impl ion of any Stat 1 projects requiring water

service from the Honolulu Board of Water Supply system must first obtain water allocation credits

from the Engineering Division before it can receive a building permit and/or water meter.

The applicant should pm;c'idc the water demands and calculations to the Engineering Division so it
can be included in the State Water Projects Plan Update.

Additional C

Other:

Should you have any questions, please call Mr. Dennis Imada of the Planning Branch at 587-0257.

Date:




I zone A: Mo BFE determined,

I zone AE: BFE determined.

I zone AH: Flood depths of 10 3 et {usually areas of ponding); BFE datermined.

[T] Zone AD: Fiood depths of 1 1o 3 feet (usually sheet flow on sloping temain);
average depihs delermined.

I zone v: Coastal flood zone with velocity hazard (wave action); no BFE determined.

I Zone VE: Coastal fiood zone wilh velocity hazard {wave action); BFE determined.

- Zone AEF: Floodway areas in Zone AE. The floodway is the channel of stream
plus any adjacent floodplain areas that must be kept free of encroachment so that
the 1% annual chance flood can be carred without increasing the BFE.

NON-SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREA - An area in a low-to-moderate risk flood zone.

No mandatory flood insurance purchase requirements apply, but coverage is available in

participating communilies.

[ Zone XS (X shaded): Areas of 0.2% annual chance flood; areas of 1% annual
charnce flood with average depths of less than 1 fool or with drainage areas less
fhan 1 square mile; and areas protecied by levees from 1% annual chance flood.

[] Zone x: Areas determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain.

OTHER FLOOD AREAS

. Zone D: Unstudied areas where flood hazards are undetermined, but flooding is

ible, M datory flood insurance purch; qui apply, bul coverage
is available in participating communities,

OOD HAZARD A REFOR
(
NE
4/
ZON
(EL
N {
ZONz X
PILIK, \
Z0
- - e T L T\ F T = -
i_,. i i NA ;Té._.'..' F JORANE . A ]
FLOOD ZONE DEFINITIONS PROPERTY INFORMATION
SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREAS SUBJECT TO INUNDATIOM BY THE 1% ANNUAL | COUNTY; KAUAL
CHANCE FLOOD = The 1% annual chance flood {100-year flood), also known as the base. | TMK NO: (#) 4-8-007-001
flood, ks the flood that has a 1% chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year. | pARCEL ADDRESS: POHA RD
The Special Flood Hazard is the area subject to floading by the 1% annual chance flood, ANAHOLA, HI 86703
Areas of Special Flood Hazard include Zone A, AE, AH, AD, V, and VE. The Base Flood EIRM INDEX DATE: NOVEMBER 26, 2010
Elevation (BFE} is the water-surtace elevation of the 1% annual chance flood. Mandatory LETTER OF MAP CHANGE(S]: NONE
flood insurance purchase applies in these zones: (85
FEMA FIRM PANEL(S): 1500020095F

PANEL EFFECTIVE DATE: INOVEMEER 26, 2010

PARCEL DATA FROM: JANUARY 2012
IMAGERY DATA FROM: MAY 2005
IMPORTANT PHONE NUMBERS
County of Kauai

Stanfoed lwamolo, P.E. (808) 241-4896

State NFIP Coordingtor
Carol Tyau-Beam, PE. CFM  (808) 587-0267

Disclaimor: The Hawadl Department of Land and Nalural Resources
(DLNR) assumes no responsibilty arising from Ihe use, sccuracy,
completeness, and limeiiness of any information conlained in this report.
Vivwers/Usors ove rosponsible for verifying the accuracy of the
information and agree to indemnify the DLNR, its officers, and
employees from any Babiity which may arise from #s use of Is data or
information.

i this map has been identified as PRELIMINARY', ploase nole that it is
being provided for informational purposes and shall nof be used for
flood insurance rafing. Confad! your county foodplain manager for flood
zom0 fans lo be used for with local floodplain

| management reguiations.

P L AN NI N G

S O L UTI OMN S

Mr. Carty S. Chang, Chief Engineer
Engineering Division

Department of Land and Natural Resources
State of Hawai‘i

P.O. Box 621

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96809

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Envir tal A

Dear Mr. Chang:

October 12, 2015

Thank you for your July 31, 2015 memorandum concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for
Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent reviewing the DEA and

preparing your response.

We are grateful for your confirmation that the project site, according to the Flood Insurance Rate
Maps, is located in Zones AE and X. The Homestead Community Development Corporation, which
operates Kumu Camp, understands that it must comply with the terms of the National Flood

Insurance Program as presented in Title 44 of the Code of Federal Regulations.

We will provide a copy of the Final Environmental Assessment to your Division when it becomes
available. If you have any questions in the future regarding this document, please call me at (808)

550-4538.

Sincerely,

%na While

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue * Henolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 » Fax: 808 550-4549 » www.psi-hi.com
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Comment No. 16a
SUZANNF (1, CASF
DAVID Y. IGE SUZANNE D. CASE DAVID Y. IGE PRI A AT ATI B RIS
GOVERNOR OF HAWAIL CHAIRFERSON LAV NI EH PLAW AT AR I TV R B T AT A3
oM MISSION ON WATER RESOURCE. RENOA KaLUIIA
- o AT wna
ATR e A
AT DY AR AT
R ey
STATE OF HAWAII STATE OF HAWAII BT s
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES Ky AT
DEEARIENEOn LM"‘NN?,%NNEST:J VAL RESOURCES DIVISION OF FORESTRY AND WILDLIFE i ol
3060 Eiwa Street, Room 306 ST
POST OFFICE BOX 621 Lilwe, Kaual, HI 96766
HONOLITIL HAWATI 96809
July 31, 2015
Tuly 13,2015
a TO: Russell Y. Tsuji, Land Administrator
MEMORANDUM
TO: DLNR Agencies: FR: Galen K. Kawakami, Kavai Branch Manager
X Div. of Aquatic Resources
_X Div. of Boating & Ocean Recreation RE: Draft Environmental Assessment — Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kauai, Hawai'i
_X Engineering Division )
KDiv. °fr ;;:‘;’yk‘:‘ Wildlife We received your letter dated July 13, 2015 requesting for our comments on the Draft
—DC“"‘ o oo :: Water Resourcs Management ] Environmental Assessment for the Anahola Kumu Camp. Our comments are below:
_X Office of Conservation & Coastal Lands . .
X Land Division — Kauai District Hawaiian seabirds
_X Historic Preservation
Species of concern are the threatened 2 ter (P 1li), the end; red
FRONC =ul Kand Adodnestoatoy Hszc;?ian etrel (Pterodroma sm:dwic}r::;:]";l:h ::nn:ii:i::e(s:gt“;;:é‘-’ju:r)lpcdes::n::ngzlrel
SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Assessment for Kurnu Camp, Anahola, Kava'i, Hawai'i p b ithi { R F
LOCATION: “On Department of Hawailan Home Lands (DHHL) land (TMK No. 4-8-007:001) immediately (0c€ﬂnodmma cas."roj. The_sc species are .kncwr! to nest within l.he m!enpr mountain ranges of
adjacent to Anahola Beach Pa.rk" 4261-4281 Poha Road, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawai'i the island and seabird fledgings depart their nesting grounds at night during the fall and winter
APPLICANT: Hi 1C Develoy Corporation by its consultant Planning Solutions, Inc, months of September to December each year. These species are known to use the river valleys
ed . R o . including Anahola to guide them to the sea. They are highly attracted to bright man-made lights
comm?::mm;o doe S e s ::dfou o on the We wald agyp your such as street lights and stadium lights. As a result, birds strike tall structure such as utility poles
& and buildings and fall to the ground. Each year, hundreds of young seabirds are rescued,
1. Go to: hitps:/sp01.1d.dInr.hawaii.gov/LD rehabilitated and released back into the wild. Therefore, it is imperative that the use of flood and
2. Login: Username: LD\Visitor Password: Opa$$word0 (first and last characters are zeros) spot lights for night time construction work and evening celebration events not be used during
3. Clickon: Requests for Comments the seabird fledging season of September 15 and December 15.
4. Click on the subject file “Draft Environmental Assessment fori(umu Camp, Anahola, Kava'i, Hawai'i",
cli 4 i % i it d to § . o .
mz: Il(c:\:;:ajﬁ:gt Fﬁn&)‘g;ﬁso‘#:rgnﬂg K(‘:::l::msuf@h waii.gov’ th)e e We‘a]so_ recommend thaE pern_mnenl I_lghtmg f]xtum§ ff” the ex:st‘lng Kt}mu camp and expansion
project incorporate seabird friendly lights. Please visit the Kauai Seabird Habitat Conservation
Please submit any comments by August 4, 2015. If no response is received by this date, we will assume your Program website at www.kauai-seabirdhcp.info/minimization/lights for more information on
agency has no comments. If you have any questions about this request, please contact Supervising Land Agent Steve lighting.
Molmen at (808) 587-0439. Thank you.
Attach () Webaveno abjections. Hawaiian waterbirds and Hawaiian goose
( We have no comments. 2
Comments are attacher. Hawaiian waterbirds that are known to use the Anahola stream which is near the current Kumu
) Camp. The expansion of the camp should take into consideration of the state and federally
Signed: | .. e endangered Hawaiian duck (Anas wyvilliana), Hawaiian moorhen (Gallinula chloropus),
Print Name: _~ T oWl 7 : s : 4 : : i
Date: = /% Hawaiian coot (Fulica alai), Hawaiian stilt (Himantopus mexicanus knudseni) and Hawaiian
i O@., = goose (Branta sandvicensis). We have no records of nesting of Hawaiian waterbirds and
Hawaiian goose within or near the project area. It is unlikely that listed waterbirds and Hawaiian
goose are nesting within the project area due to the presence of residential homes and
recreational use of the area. However, it is recommended that a survey be conducted by a
knowledgeable wildlife biologist to determine their presence or not.




f

Hawaiian hoary bat

The Hawaiian hoary bat (Lasiurus cinerus semotus) is known to roost throughout the island of
Kauai in mixed native and non-native forest habitats. From June to September 15 is the birthing
and pup rearing season. They will use trees that are greater than 15 feet or 4.6 meters tall in
height to raise their young.

If the cutting or removal of these trees greater than 15 feet tall is needed, it is recommended that
it be accomplished between September 16 and May 31. If trees must be cut or removed within
the birthing and pupping season, it is recommended that a survey be conducted by a
knowledgeable wildlife biologist prior to work.

For information on the federally endangered Hawaiian monk seal (Neomonachus schauinslandr)
and Green sea turtle (Chelonia mydas), please consult with the DLNR - Division of Aquatic
Resources and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration.

If you have questions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Thomas Ka’iakapu at
808-274-3433.

Sincerely

Galen K. Kawakami
Kauai Branch Manager

Comment No. 16b

DAVID ¥, IGE
COVERNOR OF IEAWAT

SUZANNE . CASE
CHAIRPERSDN
BOAID OF LAND AND NATUIAL RESOURCES
COMMISSION ON WATER RESOURCE
MANAGEMENT

STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
LAND DIVISION

POST OFFICE BOX 621
HONOQLULLL HAWATL 968069

August 10, 2015

Makena White, Planner
Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, HI 96814

Dear Ms. White,

SUBJECT:  Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawai'i

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the subject matter. In addition to the
comments sent to you dated August 4, 2015, enclosed are updated comments from the Division of

Forestry & Wildlife on the subject matter. Should you have any questions, please feel free to call
Supervising Land Agent Steve Molmen at (808) 587-0439. Thank you,

Sincerely,

Russell Y. Tsuji
Land Administrator

Enclosure(s)




DAVID ¥,
COVERNOR OF Hnuall

Trom -Fo—

To:

DAVID Y. IGE SUZANNE D. CASE
GOVERNOR OF HAWAN CHAIRPERSON
NOARD OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCRS
COMMISSION ON WATER RESOURCE.
MANAGEMENT

STATE OF HAWALL
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
LAND DIVISION

POST OFFICE BOX 621
HONOTILIL HAWAT 96809

July 13, 2015 an

MEMORANDUM =
DLNR Agencies: en
X Div, of Aquatic Resources .
_X Div. of Boating & Ocean Recreation
_X Engineering Division
X Div. of Forestry & Wildlife
__Div. of State Parks
X Commission on Water Resource Management
_X Office of Conservation & Coastal Lands
_X Land Division — Kauai District
_X Historic Preservation

FREv— ssell/¥ Tsuji, Land Administrator

SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawai'i

LOCATION: “On Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) land (TMK No, 4-8-007:001) immediately
ad)accnt to Anahola Beach Park”; 4261-4281 Poha Road, Anahola, Kaua'i, Hawal i

APPLICANT: d C y Develop Corporation by its consultant Planning Selutions, Inc.

Transmitted for your review and comment on the above-referenced document. We would appreciate your
comments on this document which can be found here:

Go to: hitps:/sp01.1d.dlnr. hawaii.gov/LD

Login: Username: LD\Visitor Password: Opa$$word0 (first and last characters are zeros)

Click on: Requests for Comments

Click on the subject file “Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kauva'i, Hawai'i",
then click on “Files” and "Download a copy”. (Any issues 1g the d should be di ito
Linda Kawakami at (808) 587-0371 or Linda. Kawakami(@hawaii. gov)

P

Please submit any comments by August 4, 2015, If no response is received by this date, we will assume your
agency has no comments. If you have any questions about this request, please contact Supervising Land Agent Steve
Molmen at (808) 587-0439. Thank you.

Attachments ( )  Wehave no objections.

SUZANNE I, CASE

KEKOA KALUNIWA
TBST DERITY
W.ROY HARDY
ACVING INTUTY EECTOR - WATIR

AIATC EISURCYS
BOATERG 40 CCTAN WERSATION

STATE OF HAWAII

FORSSIRY A WRDLI

DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES MRTGH PERTAVATION
DIVISION OF FORESTRY AND WILDLIFE v~
3060 Eiwa Street, Room 306 FTATR BRI

Lilwe, Kauai, HI 96766

July 31,2015

TO: Russell Y. Tsuji, Land Administrator

FROM: David G. Smith, Acting Administrator

RE: Draft Environmental Assessment — Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kauai, Hawai'i

We received your letter dated July 13, 2015 requesting for our comments on the Draft
Environmental Assessment for the Anahola Kumu Camp. Our comments are below:

Hawaiian seabirds

Species of concern are the threatened Newell’s shearwater (Puffinus newelli), the endangered
Hawaiian petrel (Pterodroma sandwichensis) and candidate specie Band-rumped storm petrel
(Oceanodroma castro). These species are known to nest within the interior mountain ranges of
the island and seabird fledgings depart their nesting grounds at night during the fall and winter
months of September to December each year. These species are known to use the river valleys
including Anahola to guide them to the sea. They are highly attracted to bright man-made lights
such as street lights and stadium lights. As a result, birds strike tall structure such as utility poles
and buildings and fall to the ground. Each year, hundreds of young seabirds are rescued,
rehabilitated and released back into the wild. Therefore, it is imperative that the use of flood and
spot lights for night time construction work and evening celebration events not be used during
the seabird fledging season of September 15 and December 15.

We also recommend that permanent lighting fixtures for the existing Kumu camp and expansion
project incorporate seabird friendly lights. Please visit the Kauai Seabird Habitat Conservation
Program website at www.kauai-seabirdhcp.info/minimization/lights for more information on

lighting.

Hawaiian waterbirds and Hawaiian goose

Hawaiian waterbirds that are known to use the Anahola stream which is near the current Kumu
Camp. The expansion of the camp should take into consideration of the state and federally
endangered Hawaiian duck (Anas wyvilliana), Hawaiian moorhen (Gallinula chloropus),
Hawaiian coot (Fulica alai), Hawaiian stilt (Himantopus mexicanus knudseni) and Hawaiian
goose (Branta sandvicensis). We have no records of nesting of Hawaiian waterbirds and
Hawaiian goose within or near the project area. It is unlikely that listed waterbirds and Hawaiian
goose are nesting within the project area due to the presence of residential homes and
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recreational use of the area. However, it is recommended that a survey be conducted by a
knowledgeable wildlife biologist to determine their presence or not.

Hawaiian hoary bat

The Hawaiian hoary bat (Lasiurus cinerus semotus) is known to roost throughout the island of
Kauai in mixed native and non-native forest habitats. From June to September 15 is the birthing
and pup rearing season. They will use trees that are greater than 15 feet or 4.6 meters tall in
height to raise their young.

If the cutting or removal of these trees greater than 15 feet tall is needed, it is recommended that
it be accomplished between September 16 and May 31. If trees must be cut or removed within
the birthing and pupping season, it is recommended that a survey be conducted by a
knowledgeable wildlife biologist prior to work.

For information on the federally endangered Hawaiian monk seal (Neomonachus schauinslandi)
and Green sca turtle (Chelonia mydas), please consult with the DLNR - Division of Aquatic
Resources and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,

If you have questions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Thomas Ka’iakapu at
808-274-3433.

Sincarely,

David G. Smith,
Acting Administrator

P L AN NI N G

S O L UT I OMN S

October 12, 2015

Mr. Galen K. Kawakami

Division of Forestry and Wildlife
Department of Land and Natural Resources
State of Hawai*i

P.O. Box 621

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96809

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Kawakami:

Thank you for your August 3, 2015 and August 10 memorandums concering the Draft
Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent
reviewing the DEA and preparing your response.

The Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC), which operates Kumu Camp, is
grateful for the information you have provided regarding threatened and endangered native speci
Although none of the species you mention in your letter were observed during the biological survey
of Kumu Camp conducted on July 10, 2014, HCDC is committed to being a good steward of the
natural resources with which it has been entrusted. With this goal in mind, Kumu Camp will:

+ Avoid the use of spot and flood lighting for nighttime construction and events during the seabird
fledging season of September 15 through December 15.

Continue to use fully-shiclded solar-powered lighting for all exterior lighting at the campsite.

Avoid cutting or removing woody vegetation greater than 15-feet in height during the Hawaiian
hoary bat pupping season of June 1 through September 15. If any trimming or removal becomes
necessary to safeguard human safety, a thorough survey of the tree will be conducted prior to
work.

We will provide a copy of the Final Environmental Assessment to your Division when it becomes
available. If you have any further questions regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-
4538,

ce: Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)
Thomas Ka*iakapu, Division of Forestry and Wildlife (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 « 210 Ward Avenue » Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 » Fax: 808 550-4549 » www.psi-hi.com




Comment No. 17

From: Carol Lovell

To: Makena White

Cc: Bob.C.FreitasJr@hawaii.gov

Subject: KUMU CAMP DRAFT EA-TMK No. 4-8-007:001
Date: Friday, August 07, 2015 9:24:50 AM

Aloha Makena,

Carol Lovell here, resident of Anahola, Kaua'i.

| have read the Draft Kumu Camp EA and | am disappointed that proper protocol was
not followed. The Hawaiian Race on a daily basis keeps losing more and more of its
past due to incidents of this nature. Were it not for our Kupuna, we would not be here
today. | would like to recommend that now and in the future, all Culturally Sensitive
Sites be routed through the individual island Burial Counsels for review and comment
before any permitting is allowed.

What is extremely disturbing to me is that there are recorded burial sites in the area that
have been recorded and not acknowledged by the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands and the Permittee. Site #30-04-116, Register #06-03-81 is on the Kahala Point
side of the Sand Dunes. There are other recorded sites on the Anahola Stream side of
the Sand Dunes.

We really must start doing a better job.

Na'u me ke aloha, na Carol Lovell

Sent from Windows Mail

1 O N S

QOctober 12, 2015

Ms. Carol Lovell
anahola.lovell@hotmail.com

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Ms. Lovell:

Thank you for your August 7, 2015 email concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu
Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you spent reviewing the DEA and preparing your comments.

The Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC), which operates Kumu Camp, shares
your concern over the integrity of native Hawaiian fwi and is committed to being a good steward of
the land it has been entrusted with. However, it is not aware of any native grave sites in the area
occupied by Kumu Camp, and no such remains were detected during the May 31, 2012
archacological investigation of the site conducted by T.S. Dye & Colleagues, Archacologists, Inc.
The record of this investigation, Archaeological Investigations for the Proposed Kumu Youth
Academy at Site 50-30-08-116 was included in the DEA as Appendix B.

The only carthwork which has been conducted at Kumu Camp was related to a partially-recessed
holding tank for the camp’s Individual Wastewater System; this tank is already in place, no human
remains were observed by those monitoring its installation, and no other ground-disturbing is
planned. Thus, there is very little chance that continued operation of Kumu Camp would disturb
native iwi in any way. In the event that a natural or human process does reveal any culturally
sensitive properties in the area, HCDC will halt activities in the immediate area and notify the State
Historic Preservation Division, in accordance with applicable regulations (HAR §13-300, Rules of
Practice and Procedure Relating to Burial Sites and Human Remains).

We will provide a copy of the Final Environmental Assessment to you when it becomes available. If
you have any further questions regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

Makena

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Rabin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 « 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 » Fax: BOB 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com




Comment No. 18

sy

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Pacific Islands Fish and Wildlife Office
300 Ala Moana Boulevard, Room 3-122

Honolulu, Hawaii 96850

In Reply Refer To: AUE ﬂ H] st

2015-TA-0347

Mr. Makena White

Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, Hawaii 968 14

Subject: Technical Assistance for the Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment,
Kauai
Dear Mr. White:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received your letter, dated July 7, 2015, requesting
our comments on the Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) on the island of Kauai,
The Kumu Camp is located adjacent to Anahola Beach Park on approximately 5 acres of an 8-
acre Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) parcel (TMK (4) 4-8-007:001). The camp is
operated by the Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC) and used for
overnight camping as well as hosting regular surfing, yoga, and hula classes. Camp facilities
include tent bungalows and yurts, restrooms, a wooden pavilion, storage structures, a mobile
kitchen, and outdoor recreation areas. HCDC is seeking to convert their current DHHL month-
to-month Revocable Permit to a License for use of the entire 8-acre parcel for a term of 25 years.
The draft EA has been prepared pursuant to Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343. We offer the
following comments to assist you in preparing the EA. Our comments are provided under the
authorities of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA), as amended (16 U.S.C 1531 e seq.).

We reviewed the draft EA and pertinent information in our files, including data compiled by the
Hawaii Biodiversity and Mapping Program, as it pertains to federally listed species and
designated critical habitat. The following species are known to occur or transit through the
proposed project area: the threatened green sea turtle (Chelonia mydas); the endangered
Hawaiian hoary bat (Lasinrus cinereus seniotus); and the endangered Hawaiian petrel
(Prerodroma sandwichensis), the threatened Newell's shearwater (Puffinus anricularis newelli),
and a candidate for listing the band-rumped storm-petrel (Oceanodroma castro) (hereafter
collectively referred to as seabirds). There is no designated critical habitat within the vicinity of
the project area.

The endangered Hawaiian monk seal (Monachus schaninslandi) may use beach habitat at
Anahola Bay. The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) is the Federal agency that
consults on potential impacts to monk seals, both in their on-shore and ocean habitats,
Therefore, we did not review the proposed project for potential project impacts to monk seals.

Mr. Makena White 2

We recommend that you contact NMFES regarding the presence of monk seals in the area and
potential impacts to the species from the project. We provide the following recommendations to
avoid and minimize project impacts to listed species and candidate species.

Hawaiian Hoary Bat

The Hawaiian hoary bat roosts in both exotic and native woody vegetation and, while foraging,
will leave young unattended in "nursery" trees and shrubs when they forage. If trees or shrubs
suitable for bat roosting are cleared during the breeding season, there is a risk that young bats
could inadvertently be harmed or killed. The trimming of tree limbs is a common campsite
maintenance practice necessary for public safety. To minimize impacts to the Hawaiian hoary
bat, woody plants greater than 15 feet (4.6 meters) tall should not be disturbed, removed, or
trimmed during the bat birthing and pup rearing season (June | through September 15).

Seabirds

Seabirds, including the Newell’s shearwater, Hawaiian petrel, and band-rumped storm petrel fly
at night and are attracted to artificially-lighted areas resulting in disorientation and subsequent
fallout due to exhaustion. Seabirds are also susceptible to collision with objects that protrude
above the vegetation layer, such as utility lines, guy-wires, and communication towers.
Additionally, once grounded, they are vulnerable to predators and are often struck by vehicles
along roadways. The draft EA states that lighting for nighttime use of the camp is provided by
solar-powered electric lamps. To further minimize potential impacts to seabirds, we recommend
HCDC implement a rule that no head-lights shine out toward the sea for cars stopping or parking
at the camp at night during the peak fallout period (September 15 through December 15).

Sea Turtles

Artificial lighting can disorient adult sea turtles and hatchlings by affecting their ability to find
the ocean. According to the draft EA, the camp area is separated from the beach habitat by
vegetation, including beach naupaka (Scaevola sericea). To minimize potential impacts to sea
turtles that may utilize beaches in the project vicinity, we recommend vegetation is managed
such that no light from the camp be visible from the beach.

The EA should address all potential impacts to federally listed species and candidate species, and
should outline conservation measures to avoid and minimize these impacts. We appreciate your
efforts to conserve endangered species. Please contact Adam Griesemer, Endangered Species
Biologist (phone: 808-285-8261, email: adam_griesemer@fws.gov) should you have any

questions pertaining to this response.
Aaron Nadig

Island Team Manager
Oahu, Kauai, Northwestern Hawaiian
Islands and American Samoa

Sincerely,

Cc: Bob C. Freitas, Ir., DHHL




P L AN N I N G

S O L UTI OMN S

October 12, 2015

Mr. Aaron Nadig, Island Team Manager

Oahu, Kauai, Northwestern Hawaiian Islands and Samoa
Pacific Islands Fish and Wildlife Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Department of the Interior

300 Ala Moana Boulevard, Room 3-122

Honoluly, Hawaii 96850

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Nadig:

Thank you for your August 5, 2015 letter (reference 2015-TA-0347) conceming the Draft
Envir tal A for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent
reviewing the DEA and preparing your response,

Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC), which operates Kumu Camp, is grateful
for the information you have provided regarding thr 1 and endangered native species. Although
none of the species you mention in your letter were observed during the biological overview of
Kumu Camp conducted on July 10, 2014, HCDC is committed to being a good steward of the natural
resources with which it has been entrusted. With this goal in mind, Kumu Camp will:

Avoid cutting or removing woody vegetation greater than 15-feet in height during the Hawaiian
hoary bat pupping season of June 1 through September 15. If any trimming or removal becomes
necessary to safeguard human safety, a thorough survey of the tree will be conducted prior to
work.

Implement a rule that no head-lights shine out toward the sea for cars stopping or parking at Kumu
Camp at night during the peak seabird fallout season of September 15 through December 1
annually.

.

« Manage vegetation at the campsite such that campsite lighting is kept to a minimum when viewed
from the beach,

We will provide a copy of the Final Environmental Assessment to your Division when it becomes
available. If you have any further questions regarding this document, please call me at (808)
550-4538.

Sincerely,

Makena W

te

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii $6814-4012
Phone: BO8 550-4483 » Fax: 308 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com
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Michael A. Dahilig Plan includes broad policies related to growth and development of the Kawaihau District,

Bernard P. Carvalho, Jr.

Nadine K. Nakamura

Mayor Director of Planning

Ka‘dina S. Hull
Deputy Director of Planning

Managing Director s
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
County of Kaua‘i, State of Hawaii

4444 Rice Street, Suite A-473, Lthu‘e, Hawai'i 96766
TEL (808) 2414050 FAX (808) 241-6699

AUG 07 2015

Makena White, Planner
Planning Solutions, Ine.

2010 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, Hawai'i 96814

RE: Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp, Anahola
Homestead Community Development Corporation

Dear Ms. White:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft Environmental Assessment
(DEA) for “Kumu Camp” (Homestead Community Development Corporation) which is an
existing facility located on a portion of TMK (4) 4-8-007:001 in Anahola, in the East Kaua'i
(or Kawaihau) Planning District. The parcel is owned by the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands.

According to the DEA, Kumu Camp is seeking to convert its existing revocable permit to a
long-term license. The existing facility includes ten (10) tentalows, portable toilets, a
pavilion, two (2) yurts, and storage structures. An IWS and bathrooms have been
constructed but are not in operation. The current and proposed uses include group and
individual overnight camping, as well as hosting of surfing, yoga, and hula classes. The
DEA states that Kumu Camp intends to expand its existing facilities.

Based on the DEA, the Planning Department offers the following comments:

SNl &

T

By County Charter, the General Plan guides the future physical development of the County
and is adopted by ordinance. The existing General Plan (2000) locates the project site in
the Open Designation. The policy for the Open Designation is found in Section 5.3.1.
Specific to coastal areas designated “Open”, the General Plan states the intent is to
preserve coastal bluffs, sandy beaches and other natural features (Page 5-15). The General

An Equal Opportunity Employer

where Anahola is located (Section 6.2.4.2).

Section 4.1.1.2 of the DEA, “Conformance with the Kaua'i County General Plan”, states
that Kumu Camp meets all applicable county standards. This is an incorrect statement.
Please see the discussion regarding the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance below.

The C i i inance or “CZ0O" (K.C.C. Chapter 8)

Per county zoning, Kumu Camp is located in the “Open District”. In the Open District, a
Use Permit is required for a “Developed Campground” (Sec. 8-2.4(t)(3)). Kumu Camp does
not hold a Use Permit pursuant to the CZO. It should be noted that a Use Permit requires
a public hearing and is granted at the discretion of the Planning Commission (Section 8-
3.2).

Article 27 of the CZ0 describes the standards for Shoreline Setback and Coastal Protection.
One of the purposes of the Article is to ensure new structures and activities do not
adversely affect beach processes. The standards apply to all land abutting the shoreline,
and describes the permit processes for both major and minor structures, including variance
procedures, Generally speaking, the Article requires that a Shoreline Setback
Determination be made prior to the commencement of any construction activities. All
structures and activities located within the shoreline setback area must conform to the
rules established in Article 27. Presently, Kumu Camp has not obtained a Shoreline
Setback Determination.

The Department understands that lands owned by the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands are not subject to County land use controls. However, it is incorrect to assume that
Kumu Camp would otherwise satisfy all conditions and restrictions contained in the CZO,
especially since a Shoreline Setback Determination was not made and a Use Permit was
not granted.

Special Management Aveas (H.R.S. Chapter 206A)

Kumu Camp is located in the State of Hawai'i's Special Management Area (SMA). The
Special Management Area Rules and Regulations of the Kaua'i County Planning
Commission guide all development in the SMA, and require that such development be
subject to the review of Planning Direction and Planning Commission. Kumu Camp has
not applied for or received a permit pursuant to the SMA Rules.

However, the Department understands that lands owned by the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands are not subject to State or County land use controls.

Other Comments

* Page 3-42 — Incorrectly describes Figure 3.13 as depicting the county zoning
designations. Figure 3.13 depicts the General Plan designations.

We hope these comments are useful in the finalization of the Environmental Assessment
for Kumu Camp. Should you have any questions, please contact the Planning Department
at (808) 241-4060.

C on Draft Envi 1A for Kumu Camp

Page 2 of 3




Mahalo,

@Hichael A. Dahilig
Planning Director

CC:  Jodi Higuchi, Office of the County Attorney
Bob C. Freitas, Fr, Planning Office, Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

Comments on Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp

Page 3 of 3

October 12, 2015

Mr. Michael A. Dahilig, Planning Director
Planning Department

County of Kaua‘i

4444 Rice Street, Suite A-473

Lihu‘e, Hawai‘i 96766

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Dahilig:

Thank you for your July 31, 2015 letter concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu
Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent reviewing the DEA and preparing
your comments. To simplify your review, we have reproduced them below in italics, followed by
our response.

Comment:

By County Charter, the General Plan guides the fiture physical development of the County
and is adopted by ordinance. The existing General Plan (2000) locates the project in the
Open Designation. The policy for the Open Designation is found in Section 5.3.1, Specific
to coastal areas designated “Open”, the General Plan states the intent is to preserve
coastal biuffs, sandy beaches and other natural features (Page 5-15). The General Plan
includes broad policies related to growth and develoy of the Kawaihau District, where
Anahola is located (Section 6.2.4.2).

Section 4.1.1.2 of the DEA, “Conformance with the Kaua'i County General Plan", states
that Kumu Camp meets all applicable county dards. This is an incorrect statement.
Please see the discussion regarding the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance.

The Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance or "CZ0" (K.C.C. Chapter 8)

Per county zoning, Kumu Camp is located in the “Open District”™, In the Open District, a
Use Permit is required for a “Developed Campground” (Sec. 8-2.4(1)(3)). Kumu Camp
does not hold a Use Permit pursuant to the CZ0, It should be noted that a Use Permit
requires a public heaving and is granted at the discretion of the Planning Commission

(Section 8-3.2).

Article 27 of the CZO describes the standards for Shorveline Setback and Coastal
Protection. One of the purposes aof the Article is to ensure new structures and activities do
not adversely affect beach processes. The standards apply to all land abutting the
shoreline, and describes the permil processes for both major and minor structures,
including variance procedures. Generally speaking, the Article requires that a Shoreline
Setback Determination be made prior to the commencement of any construction activities.
All structures and activities located within the shoreline setback area must conform to the
rules established in Article 27,  Presently, Kumu Camp has not obtained a Shoreline
Setback Determination.

The Department understands that lands owned by the Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands are not subject to County land use controls, However, it is incorrect to assure that
Kumu Camp would otherwise satisfy all conditions and restrictions contained in the CZ0,

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue » Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-1483 « Fax: 808 550-4549 + www.psi-hi.com
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Mr. Michael A, Dahilig
October 12, 2015

especially since a Shoreline Setback Determination was not made and a Use Permit was
nat granted,

Response:

Thank you for the clarification and for confirming that, because Kumu Camp is situated on land
owned by the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL), the County’s land use controls are not
applicable. We had thought that the wording made it clear that it was the DHHL ownership that
exempted the Kumu Camp project from these provisions. Nonetheless, to avoid confusion, we have
removed the statement, “Kumu Camp meets all applicable county standards” from Section 4.1.1.2 of
the Final Environmental Assessment.

Cominent:

Special Management Area (H.R.S. Chapter 2054)

Kumu Camp is located in the State of Hawaii's Special Management Arvea (SMA). The
Special Management Area Rules and Regulations of the Kauai County Planning
Commission guide all development in the SMA, and require that such development be
subject to the review of Planning Direction and Planning Commission. Kumu Camp has
not applied for or received a permit pursuant to the SMA Rules.

However, the Department understands that lands owned by the Department of Hawaiian
Home Lands are not subject to State or County land use controls,

Response:

We appreciate your confirmation that Kumu Camp, located on land owned by DHHL, is not subject
to the requirement for an SMA permit, as noted in Section 4.0 of the DEA.

Comment:

Page 3-42 — Incorrectly describes Figure 3.13 as depicting the county zoning designations.
Figure 3.13 depicts the General Plan designations.

&8.\'2 oHse:

Thank you for calling our attention to the error in the cross-reference. We have changed the sentence
to read:

Figure 3.13 depicts the Kaua'i County General Plan land use designations at the
campsite.”

If you have any further questions regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538,

Sincerely,

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Ir., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands




Comment No. 20

From: phunterwilliams@gmail.com

To: Makena White

Cc: Bob.C.FreitasJr@hawaii.gov

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft EA Comments

Date: Friday, August 07, 2015 11:58:14 PM
Aloha,

The July 7, 2015 letter I received from Planning Solutions, with a copy of the Draft EA, does not state
that comments must be received by a specific time but, instead, states "The OEQC's deadline for your
comments is Friday, August 7, 2015." It seems reasonable to expect that my comments will be
accepted regardless of time received today, August 7, 2015, since no time deadline was given along
with today's date deadline.

The area currently called Kumu Camp has always been known to me as the Anahola Burial Dunes. I
have lived in Anahola since I was 17 and I am now of the age where I have mo'opuna. The Burial
Council site number is 4-06-03-81. The area also has an archaeology site number of

30-04-116. These were not noted in the Draft EA and consultation with the Burial Council was not done
as part of producing the Draft EA Report.

When there is a known Burial Council site number and/or a known State Historic Preservation Office site
number, and/or an archaeology site number, the consultation and input of those entities, State Agencies,
or State Offices involved with those things should be INCLUDED in the making of a Draft EA Report,
rather than being designated to 'just' providing comments after the Draft EA is produced and published.
Even if this is not required by law, DHHL should require it to be included as part of the elements of a
Draft EA Report for the leasing of DHHL property as it demonstrates an awareness of - and respect for -
Hawaiian culture. It further demonstrates a desire to do things in a pono manner, even if not required -
by law- to do so as it embraces an understanding of and sensitivity for cultural sites and old burial
grounds.

According to the State Historic Preservation Office, there is a site number of

50-30-08-116, which IS noted in the Draft EA, in the work done by Archaeologist Thomas Dye. However,
according to Mary Jane Naone, the Kaua'i representative of the State Historic Preservation Office, Dr. Dye
"did not dig deep and archaeologist monitoring is needed." Dr. Dye noted that while "...no cultural
deposits, either buried or at the surface were encountered in the excavations and no human bones were
found", "...it is possible that some may be present at unknown locations and depths...". It was stated
that his report recommended that "the likelihood of disturbing human burials can be lessened by limiting
the extent and depth of any excavation at the site" and it was noted in the Draft EA that HCDC has
followed this recommendation and their sensitivity is appreciated. Can there be assurance from DHHL
that this will be the continued practice and that there will be DHHL monitoring?

The EA Report states that HCDC provided copies of the EA Report to various entities, yet the OHA office
on Kaua'i had not received a copy. It may be that the copy was sent to O'ahu, but one would think
that since the project is on Kaua'i, the Kaua'i OHA office would have been sent a copy. Is there
documentation of the EA Report copies being sent by HCDC as listed in the EA Report to allow for these
entities to provide comments, if they so desired?

My understanding is that it's anticipated there will be a finding of no significant impact, however, there
were several aspects of the EA Report which I think required clarity, which I hope will be reviewed by
DHHL and which will factor into decision-making.

First, the summary given on page 3 states in part that "The purpose of the proposed action are to allow
HCDC to provide an outdoor camping experience close to DHHL beneficiaries; ...maintain uses that are
compatible with adjacent residential and recreational activities in the area..." Anahola is very rural.
Kumu Camp may have been considered somewhat compatible with the adjacent residential area IF IT
HAD FOLLOWED what was in its application of December 1, 2010 and its Land Use Plan and a letter
from DHHL dated March 11, 2011 at the very beginning of the application process, which stated "2.
PERMITTEE shall be able to use the land for community based recreational uses and for no other
purposes whatsoever... 6. PERMITTEE shall comply with all federal, state, and county statutes,

regulations, codes and ordinances applicable to PERMITTEE'S use of the premises; 8. PERMITTEE
shall obtain PERMITTOR'S prior approval for any alteration of the topography except surface
grubbing to remove vegetation...; 9. All substantial improvements, alterations, or additions installed
or constructed on the land must be approved by DHHL; 13. No permanent structure may be erected
or placed on the land .... which must be approved by DHHL."

Instead, in a letter dated August 29, 2013 to Mayor Carvalho from DHHL, "Subject: Compliance with
County Building Code, Kumu Camp, Anahola, Kaua'i" it was reiterated that "HCDC was required to
comply with all federal, state, and county statutes, regulations, codes, and ordinances applicable to
the use of the lands proposed for the Kumu Camp project." The letter referenced DHHL notifying
HCDC in two separate letters (January 18, 2013 and May 10, 2013) to obtain county building permits
for the construction of the tentalows. The letter further stated DHHL informed HCDC to cease and
desist ... due to violations... and that because HCDC remained in violation, no revocable permit to
HCDC was issued.

On October 10, 2013 the DOH sent an Informal Notice for Unauthorized Construction of a
Wastewater System because they did a site visit and "observed a comfort station was under
construction and a septic tank installed. The septic tank outlet pipe was capped and not connected
to a disposal leach field. A review of our records noted no individual wastewater system (IWS) or
holding tank was approved for construction by the DOH. A single portable toilet was also noted on
the campgrounds." The letter went on to explain the violations, the penalties, and what was
needed to correct the violations. DHHL was copied on the letter.

It was only in "early 2014" that HCDC submitted an application for the IWS, according to the EA Draft
Report, and then received notification from DOH in April, 2014 that the application couldn't be
processed because of Chapter 343 requirements, which included an EA Report being done. Further,
the EA Report continually made note that Kumu Camp was operational since 2012. The IWS was
attempted to be installed without DHHL approval and without getting the necessary State permit.

On November 29, 2013 DHHL issued a "Non-Compliance of Conditions for Kumu Camp to HCDC and
directed HCDC to "IMMEDIATELY cease and desist all construction, tree trimming, and rental of the
tentalows..." DHHL acknowledged receipt of a HCDC response letter of May 15, 2013, but stated the
response letter did not preclude HCDC from addressing and correcting the issues identified by
DHHL. DHHL referred to complaints received and the need for Kumu Camp to obtain a Shoreline
Management Area (SMA) permit

In this letter, DHHL noted that HCDC was awarded a grant to purchase a boat to conduct tours and
excursions of Anahola River and that HCDC would need permission from DLNR to park the boat in
Anahola River. Boat tours and excursions were NOT listed in any HCDC permit application to DHHL or
in any HCDC Land Use Plan to DHHL. I don't think many in the community would support this plan
of

boat tours and it is not consistent with our rural community.

Although it is true that in December 30, 2013 DHHL issued a TEMPORARY Stay of the above-
referenced Cease and Desist letter, because of the need for HCDC to stay on track with grants, such
as from the Ford Foundation, and meet timelines related to grants, it was required that at least seven
calendar days prior to use of Kumu Camp that proof of insurance must be provided.

Recently, the Anahola Hawaiian Homes Association and/ or HCDC sent an email, which can be
provided, asking for an entrepreneurial partner to set up a Surf Shack for kayaks and SUPs. I don't
think many in the community would support a plan of kayak and SUP rentals and it is not consistent
with our rural community.

There is also a website for Kumu Camp (www.anaholaretreat.org) which makes many in the
community feel this is a vacation rental opportunity as much as it is to benefit youth groups. This,
too, is not consistent with the rural character of our community.

This is also to request a copy of the 'Beneficiary Consultation Briefing & Survey on the Anahola Beach
Retreat and Kumu & Youth Academy'.

Sincerely,

Pat Hunter-Williams
PO Box 127
Anahola, HI 96703

Sent from my iPad
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October 12, 2015

Ms. Pat Hunter-Williams
P.O. Box 127
Anahola, Hawai‘i 96703

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Ms. Hunter-Williams:

Thank you for your August 7, 2015 email concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu
Camp (DEA). We appreciate your taking the time to review the DEA and provide comments.

The fact that the area that Kumu Camp is seeking to lease occupies a portion of the area that has been
designated as the Anahola Burial Dunes is documented in Section 3.7.1 of the DEA, and the potential
for the proposed action to adversely affect those features is discussed there and in the archaeological
report that is included as Appendix B. Hence, your assertion that these were not noted in the DEA is
incorrect. We did not consult with the Burial Council during preparation of the Draft EA because the
document was prepared in support of an after-the-fact permit request and did not entail new land
disturbance.

We have discussed your concerns with staff of the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL)
and they have indicated that all DHHL lessees are required to comply with all applicable county,
state, and federal laws. While the Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC)
believes that the likelihood that continued operation of Kumu Camp will lead to any impacts on
archaeological or historic resources in the area is low, mitigation to address this possibility will
include the immediate cessation of all activities in the immediate area of the find, and notification of
the State Historic Preservation Division. Where appropriate, the Kaua‘i Island Burial Council will
also be notified. The remainder of your comments did not relate directly to the DEA and we are not,
therefore, responding to them here.

In conclusion, HCDC has asked me to assure you that it understands your concerns regarding the
pono development and operation of Kumu Camp. Your complete comments will be included in the
Final Environmental Assessment (FEA), and we will provide a copy of that document to your when it
becomes available,

If you have any further questions regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538.

Makena White

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P, Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C, Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenua * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 » Fax: 808 550-4543 » www.psi-hi.com




Comment No. 21

TO:

Approving Agency
DHHL, State of Hawaii
91-5420 Kapolei Parkway
Kapolei, HI 96707

Applicant

R.P. Danner

POB 646

Anahola, HI 96703

Consultant

Planning Solutions, [nc
210 Ward Avenue,
Suite 330

Honolulu, HI 96814

FROM:

Marianne George
POB 189

Anahola, HI 96703

August 6,2015
Dear All,
This “Kumu Camp” operation is a bane to the surrounding community, for these reasons:

1) This enterprise is advertised on the internet and the tourists who frequent the arca
have nothing to do with providing a venue for youth and cultural camps to
perpetuate Hawaiian culture and values”

2) Trucks and other vehicles are allowed to enter freely via the front gate of “Kumu
Camp” They proceed to drive on the beach, where people have been run over and
severely injured by vehicles in the past,

3) The old church camp has become very dangerous, with the structures falling
down and heaps of rubbish everywhere you turn. It used to be kept up and
monitored

4) Young couples use these buildings to have sex. Druggies use these buildings to
do drugs

5) There are no toilet facilities, so the people in their trucks shit in the ironwoods and
their toilet paper blows around.

6) There are no rubbish bins so the campers and visitors leave their cig. Butts, used
diapers, plastic and other rubbish all over the place.

7) The public access path off of Kamane Rd has a gate that has been left
open/unlocked for a month at a time

8) The p_ublic access path off of Kamane Rd is quickly being blocked by the weeds
growing up everywhere.

9) There are now over a hundred young ironwoods growing up everywhere on the

camp side of the property. This area is now choked with invasive plants of many
types, including ekoa, guava, and grasses, and littered with broken bottles and
other rubbish. It is not the regular users who are doing this. Over the last few
decades it has never been so bad. If “Kumu Camp” cared about the aina and the
people they would have improved it rather than completely ignored this area and
allowed their clients to further litter and ruin the area.

10) If “Kumu Camp” cared for the aina and the community they would make sure

that the path and the area is safe, clean, and properly used. The “Kumu Camp”
Ieasehp]dcrs and wastewater applicants have proven themselves to be poor
guardians of this very valuable property.

Sincerley,
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October 12, 2015

Ms. Marianne George
P.O. Box 189
Anahola, Hawai‘i 96703

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Ms. George:

Thank you for your August 6, 2015 letter concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu
Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you spent reviewing the DEA and preparing your response.

The Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC), which operates Kumu Camp,
believes your opposition to its continued operations may be based in part on a misunderstanding.
Kumu Camp is located at Anahola Bay, on TMK No. 4-8-007:001. The former Camp Faith site,
where the conditions you deseribe are, is located at TMK No. 4-8-007:020. 1t is the former Camp
Faith site which is accessed from Kamane Road, not Kumu Camp, which is accessed via Poha Road.
While HCDC shares your frustration with this situation, it does not have legal authority to access the
former Camp Faith site or address its present condition.

We will provide you with a copy of the Final Environmental Assessment when it becomes available.
If you have any questions in the future regarding this project, please call met at (808) 550-4538.

Sincerely,

%kena White
Attachment:

(1) Map of TMK Nos. 4-8-007:001 and 4-8-007:020.

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Raobin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Homelands (via electronic mail only)

‘Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone; 808 550-4483 » Fax: 808 550-4549 *+ www psi-hi.com
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
HONOLULU DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FORT SHAFTER, HAWAII 96858-5440

August 18, 2015

Regulatory Office by accessing our web-based customer survey form at
http://corpsmapu.usace.army.mil/cm_apex/f?p=136:4:0.

SUBJECT: No Permit Required for Proposed Improvements to Kumu Camp, located at Sincerely,

4261-4281 Poha Road, Anahola, Kauai County, Hawaii; File No. POH-2015-00138 \wa @/M

Makena White, Planner Mighelle R. Lynch _
Planning Solutions, Inc Chief, Regulatory Office
210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, HI 96814 Enclosure(s)
Dear Ms. White: cc:
State of Hawaii DBEDT Office of Planning (John Nakagawa)
We have received your letter July 7, 2015 requesting a determination of permitting State of Hawaii DOH-CWB (Darryl Lum)

requirements for the proposed Improvements to Kumu Camp, located at 4261-4281
Poha Road, Anahola, Kauai County, Hawaii. We have assigned your project
Department of the Army (DA) file number POH-2015-00138. Please reference this
number in all future correspondence concerning this project.

We have reviewed your submittal pursuant to Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors
Act of 1899 (Section 10) and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (Section 404). Section
10 requires that a DA permit be obtained for certain structures or work in or affecting
navigable waters of the United States, prior to conducting the work (33 U.S.C. 403).
Section 404 requires that a DA permit be obtained for the discharge of dredged and/or
fill material into waters of the U.S., including wetlands and navigable waters of the U.S,
prior to conducting the work (33 U.S.C. 1344).

Based on our review of the information you furnished, and assuming your project is
conducted only as set forth in the information provided, this office has determined the
proposed activity does not affect the course, capacity, condition, or location of a
Navigable Water of the U.S. as defined by Section 10 and would not result in the
discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. as defined by Section 404.
Therefore, a DA permit will not be required.

Although a permit is not required from this office, we recommend use of Best
Management Practices to avoid and minimize adverse impacts to the aquatic resource.
It is your responsibility to ensure that your project complies with all other Federal, State,
or local statutes, ordinances and regulations.

Thank you for your cooperation with the Honolulu District Regulatory Program.
Should you have any questions related to this determination, please contact Becca
Frager of my staff at 808-835-4307 or via e-mail at Rebecca.M.Frager@usace.army.mil.
You are encouraged to provide comments on your experience with the Honolulu District
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October 12, 2015

Ms. Michelle R. Lynch, Chief
Regulatory Office

Honolulu District

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Fort Shafter, Hawai‘i 96858-5440

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Ms. Lynch:

Thank you for your August 18, 2015 letter (file no. POH-2015-00138) concerning the Draft
Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp (DEA). We are grateful for the time you and your staff
spent reviewing the DEA and preparing your letter.

We appreciate your confirmation that continued operation of Kumu Camp, as described in the DEA,
will not affect the course, capacity, condition, or location of any navigable waters of the United
States, as defined by Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1889 and that a Department of the
Army permit will not be required.

We will provide a copy of the Final Environmental Assessment to your Office when it becomes
available. If you have any further questions regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-

4538,
Sincerely,
%k&:nzlﬁw
cc: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Communit_y Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)

Robin P. Danner, H 1C y Develop Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Svite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue » Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: B0B 550-4483 « Fax: 808 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com
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PHONE (808) 594-1888 FAX (808) 584-1938

Sy

STATE OF HAWAI'l
OFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS
560 N. NIMITZ HWY., SUITE 200
HONOLULU, HAWAL'l 96817

HRD15-7535

August 10, 2015

Makena White, Planner
Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, HI 96814

Re:  Comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment for the Existing Kumu Camp
Anahola Ahupua‘a, Ko‘olau Moku, Kaua'i Mokupuni

Aloha e Makena White:

The Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) is in receipt of your July 7, 2015 letter for a draft
environmental assessment (DEA), requesting after-the-fact comments for the camp site, Kumu
Camp (project), which has been in operation since 2012. The project is on 5 acres of Department
of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) property located on the coastline of Anahola Bay. According
to the DEA, the campsite was constructed on sand dunes and the existing project includes:

« Ten, framed-metal tent bungalows or “tentalows™;

« A restroom with separate facilities for women and men, equipped with an
individual wastewater system without leach fields;

+ A 24 x 36 raised wooden pavilion;

» Two yurt-style tents used for meetings; and

o Miscellaneous facilities including storage structures, solar-powered pathway
lighting, a Department of Health centified mobile kitchen, outdoor recreation
areas, and an imu.

The project is operated by Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC), a
tax-exempt development arm of the homestead associations in the State of Hawai'i. Since 2011,
the project has been under a month-to-month revocable permit. As the project moves forward,
HCDC will be seeking to convert this revocable permit to a long-term license or lease, which

Makena White, Planning Solutions Inc.
August 10, 2015
Page 2

will include an additional 3 acres, for a term of 25 years. The proposed 3-acre expansion will be
for a low impact park and picnic area. No additional construction is proposed for the existing
project area, As the DEA notes, DHHL anticipates issuing a finding of no significant impact for
the proposed action.

OHA has reviewed the project and offers the following comments:

Because this is an after-the-fact DEA for an existing project, OHA finds it difficult to
provide comment. The process, as it was intended, was to gather information prior to initiating
construction on this project. In addition, it would have been appropriate to seek consultation
from the State Historic Preservation Division, the Kaua‘i/Ni‘ithau Burial Council, and hold
community meetings. This process provides protections to burials and other cultural sites.

The DEA identifies a number of burial discoveries nearby the project area. It includes
reference to a 1931 report of Bennett’s archacological research and identified site 50-30-08-116,
which is located in the project’s tax map key. According to Bennett's description of Site 116,
“[dJune burials, in the dunes around Anahola bay many bones that have been found as burials
have been uncovered by the shifting sands.”’ Not too far from the project area, two heavy-duty
machinery operators conducting an archaeological investigation noted that human remains were
discovered a short distance east from the project; however, no record of the burial was found
during the review with the State Historic Preservation Division. In 2007, Shefcheck and Dega
monitored a fiber optic installation and a single set of human remains was discovered and site
50-30-04-6034 was designated. This site was determined to be a traditional burial and preserved
in place.

According to the DEA, prior to the construction of the project area, an archaeological
investigation was conducted with four test pits on site 50-30-08-116 and found no direct
evidence of human remains or cultural deposits. Although these findings are encouraging, given
the past inadvertent discoveries of iwi kiipuna in the area, we urge strong caution be exercised
should any future work be planned that involves ground disturbing activities. OHA notes that
kiipuna were traditionally buried with no surface markers and frequently in and around sand
dunes. Because burials in sand deposits that extended inland from the coast were a traditional
Hawaiian burial practice, the possibility of encountering traditional Hawaiian burials and cultural
deposits is high.

OHA recommends consultation for the proposed expansion be initiated with the
following community members:

+  Carol Lovell and ‘ohana — Beneficiaries

+  Ted Williams — Beneficiary

+ Island Burial Council Members — Kaua‘i/Ni‘ihau
+ Randy Wichman — Historian

''T.S. Dye & Colleagues, Archaeologists, Inc., Archacological Investigations for the Proposed Kumu Youth
Academy at Site 50-30-08-116, in 2.3 Archaeological Background, (2012).




Mal White, Planning Solutions Inc.
August 10, 2015
Page 3

Finally, OHA does requests assurances that should iwi kiipuna or Native Hawaiian
cultural deposits be identified during any ground altering activities, all work will immediately
cease and the appropriate agencies, including OHA, will be contacted pursuant to applicable law.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the DEA for the Kumu Camp
project. Should you have any questions, please contact Kathryn Keala at (808) 594-0272 or
kathyk@oha.org.

‘0 wau iho nd me ka ‘oia ‘i‘o,

‘K&—@MCMMQ

Kamana‘opono M. Crabbe, Ph.D.
Ka Pouhana, Chief Executive Officer

KC:kk

C: Dan Ahuna, OHA Kauva'i & Ni‘ihau Trustee
Kaliko Santos, OHA Kaua‘i Community Outreach Coordinator (via email)

#Please address replies and similar, future correspondence to our agency:
Dr. Kamana‘opono Crabbe
Attn: OHA Compliance Enforcement
560 N. Nimitz Hwy, Ste. 200
Honolulu, HI 96817

October 12, 2015

Dr. Kamana‘opono Crabbe, Chief Executive Officer
Attn: OHA Compliance Enforcement

Office of Hawaiian Affairs

560 North Nimitz Highway, Suite 200

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96817

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Dr. Crabbe:

Thank you for your August 10, 2015 letter (reference no. HRD15-7535) concerning the Draft
Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent
reviewing the DEA and preparing your comments. To simplify your review, we have reproduced
them below in italics, followed by our response.

Comment:

Because this is an after-the-fact DEA for an existing project, OHA finds it difficult to
provide comment. The process, as it was intended, was to gather information prior to
initiating construction of this project. In addition, it would have been appropriate to seek
consultation from the State Historic Preservation Division, the Kaua‘i/Ni‘thau Burial
Council, and hold community meetings. This process provides protections te burials and
other cultural sites.

Response:
A

The Homestead Community Development Corporation (HCDC) appr that et ing an
environmental review process after construction and operation of the project has already taken place
is not ideal, but it commenced work on the DEA as soon as the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
(DHHL) asked it to do so, and is grateful for your review and comments. As noted in Section 4.2.4.8
of the DEA, during the planning of Camp Kumu, and in addition to regular briefings on the project at
its monthly board and community meetings, HCDC conducted several community consultation
meetings which were open to all DHHL beneficiaries and the general public. These included:

e On May 28, 2012 HCDC held its annual meeting at the Anahola Resource Center, provided a
briefing on the project, and announced two additional community outreach meetings.

e On June 25, 2012 a second community consultation meeting was held at the Anahola
Resource Center devoted to the Kumu Camp project.

e On July 2, 2012 a third community consultation meeting was held at the Anahola
Marketplace Office.

Beneficiaries and the public also have an opportunity to review and comment on the DEA, pursuant
to the requirements of Hawai‘i Administrative Rules §11-200.

Comment:

The DEA identifies a munber of burial discoveries nearby the project area. It includes
reference to a 1931 report of Bennett's archaeological research and identified site 50-30-

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 « 210 Ward Avenue » Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: BOB 550-4483 « Fax: B08 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com
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Dr. Kamana‘opono Crabbe
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08-116, which is located in the project’s tax map key. According to Bennett's description
of Site 116, “[dJune burials, in the dunes around Anahola bay many bones that have been
JSound as burials have been unearthed by the shifiing sands.” Not too far from the profect
area, two heavy-duty machinery operators ducting an archacological investigati
noted that human remains were discovered a short distance east from the profect; however,
no record of the burial was found during the review with the State Historic Preservation
Division. In 2007, Shefcheck and Dega monitored fiber optic installation and a single set
of human remains was discovered and site 50-40-04-6034 was designated. This site was
determined to be a traditional burial and preserved in place.

According to the DEA, prior to the construction of the project area, an archaeological
investigation was conducted with four test pits on site 50-30-08-116 and found no direct
evidence of human r ins or cultural deposits. Although these findings are encouraging,
given the past inadvertent discoveries of iwi kiipuna in the area, we urge strong caution be
exercised should any future work be planned that involves ground disturbing activities.
OHA notes that kipuma were traditionally buried with no surface markers and frequently in
and around sand dunes. Because burials in sand deposits that extend inland from the coast
were a traditional Hawaiian burial practice, the possibility of encountering traditional
Hawaiian burials and eulivral deposits is high.

OHA rec ol ltation for the proposed expansion be initiated with the following
community members.

. Carol Lovell and ‘ohana — Beneficiaries

. Ted Williams - Beneficiary

. Island Burial Council Members - Kaua 'i/Ni ‘ihau
. Randy Wichman — Historian

" Response:

HCDC has consulted with several kipuma in the area during the development of the Final
Environmental Assessment and associated Cultural Impact A This includes Ms. Lovell,
who commented on the DEA. [t has indicated to me that it will reach out to Mr. Williams and Mr.
Wichman as well, and it is our understanding that the State Historic Preservation Division staff has
discussed the projeet with members of the Kaua‘i/Ni‘ihau Island Burial Council. In considering this
topic, it is important to remember that as stated in the DEA: (/) the only ground disturbance which
has occurred to date was related to the partially-recessed holding tank associated with the Individual
Wastewater System and (i) no further ground-disturbing activities would be conducted at Kumu
Camp, should DHHL choose to issue a long-term lease for the full 8-acre parcel,

Comuent:

Finally, OHA does request assurances that should iwi kiipuna or Native Hawaiian cultural
deposits be identified during any ground altering activities, all work will immediately cease
and the appropriate agencies, including OHA, will be contacted pursuant to applicable
law,

Page 3
Dr. Kamana‘opono Crabbe
October 12, 2015

Response:

HCDC shares OHA’s concern over the integrity of native Hawatian burials and is committed to being
a good steward of the land it is allowed to use, HCDC believes that in the absence of any identified
native Hawailan burials or other cultural deposits, or any further ground-disturbing activities,
continued operation of Kumu Camp as a community-Based recreational resource is unlikely to have
any adverse effect on these resources. However, while it believes that the likelihood that continued
operation of Kumu Camp will lead to the discovery of undocumented burials or other cultural
deposits is very low, in the event that such as discovery is made HCDC will: (i) immediately cease
all activity in the immediate area of the find, and (ii) notify the State Historic Preservation Division.
Where appropriate (i.e., in the event of iwi being identified), the Kaua‘i Island Burial Council will
also be notified.

If you have any further questions regarding this document, please call me at (808) 550-4538,

Sincerely,

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P, Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via clectronic mail only)
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Larry Dill, P.E.

Bernard P. Carvalho, Jr.
County Engineer

Mayor

Lyle Tabata

Nadine K. Nakamura
Deputy County Engineer

Managing Director

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

County of Kaua‘i, State of Hawai‘i

4444 Rice Street, Suite 275, Lihu'e, Hawai'i 96766
TEL (808) 241-4992  FAX (808) 241-6604

August 7, 2015

Makena White, Planner
Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, Hawai'i 96814

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF HAWAIIAN HOME LANDS — STATE OF HAWAI'l
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT — KUMU CAMP, ANAHOLA,
KAUA'L, HAWAT' ~ TMK: 4-8-007: 001 PW 07.15.040

Dear Mr. White,

We reviewed the subject Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) for the Kumu Camp Project.
We offer the following comment:

¢ Section 3.2.1.1 Existing Conditions Surface Water. 1.4, Based on panel 095E of the
Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) dated November 26, 2010, a narrow portion of
subject parcel along the shoreline is located within a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA)
and is susceptible to flooding. The flood zone designation is Zone AE, also known as the
“flood fringe” limits of the floodplain. The corresponding base flood elevation (BFE) is
11 feet above mean sea level (MSL). Any structures located within the SFHA must be in
conformance with the County’s Flood Plain Management Ordinance No., 831

Thank you for the opportunity to review and provided our comments on the Draft
Environmental Assessment. We wish to remain on your mailing list in receiving a copy of the
Final Environmental Assessment. If you have any questions, or need additional information,
please feel free to contact Stanford Iwamoto, Engineering Division at (808) 241-4896 or by

email at siwamoto(@kauai.gov .
Sincerely;”
//
P/ 7 y

MICHAEL MOULE, P.E.
Chief, Engineering Division

SI/MM
Copies to: Design and Permitting
DHHL (Bob C. Freitas 91-5420 Kapolei Parkway)

An Equal Opportunity Employer

P L AN NI N G
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October 12, 2015

Mr. Michael Moule, Chief
Department of Public Works
County of Kaua‘i

4444 Rice Street, Suite 275
Lihu‘e, Hawai‘i 96766

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Moule:

Thank you for your August 7, 2015 (reference no. PW 07.15.040) letter concerning the Draff
Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent
reviewing the DEA and preparing your response.

We are grateful for your confirmation that the project parcel, according to the Flood Insurance Rate
Maps, is located in Zones X and AE. The portion of the property in Zone AE is not currently part of
the permitted area of Kumu Camp, and should the Homestead Community Development Corporation
(HCDC) obtain a lease for the full 8-acre parcel, no structures will be placed in the AE Zone; it will
be used only as a passive, open picnic and recreational area. HCDC understands that it must comply
with all applicable county, state, and federal laws.

We will provide a copy of the Final Envirc tal A 1ent to your Division when it becomes
available. If you have any questions in the future regarding this document, please call me at (808)
550-4538.

Sincerely,

%Makena 2Eitc

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Ir., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Suite 330 » 210 Ward Avenue * Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: 808 550-4483 + Fax: 808 550-4549 « www.psi-hi.com
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Water has no substitute.......Conserve it

August 25, 2015 UID #6019

Makena White

Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, HI 96814

Dear Makena White:

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for Kumu Camp Project, TMK: 4-8-07:001, Anahola,
Kauai

This is in regard to your letter dated July 7, 2015. We have no objections to the proposed Draft
Environmental Assessment. The following are our comments to the subject Draft Environmental
Assessment for Kumu Camp.

The Department of Water's (DOW) understanding of the Kumu Camp Project is as follows:
s TMK: 4-8-07:001 (Kumu Camp) is currently serviced by a 5/8-inch water meter.

o The 5/8-inch water meter was approved specifically for dust control only at the subject parcel in a
February 14, 2002 letter from the DOW.

¢ DOW conditions stated that upon future development on the property, i.e. construction of Kumu
Camp and Youth Academy, the DOW would reanalyze the adequacy of the water system facilities
for the proposed use.

If this is not the case, please notify the DOW as soon as possible. DOW conditions may change
depending on the additional information provided.

Prior to the DOW approving water service for the Kumu Camp Project, the applicant must:

1. Submit detailed water demand (both domestic and irrigation) calculations along with the
proposed water meter size, Water demand calculations submitted by your engineer or architect
should also include fixture count and water meter sizing worksheets. The Department’s
comments may change depending on the approved water demand calculations.

2, Obtain from DHHL their written approval for water meter service allocation from the DHHL
capacity allocation as identified in the “Water Credits Agreement for the Anahola Water System,”
if applicable. The amount of allocation necessary will be dependent on the approved water
demand calculations.

3. Prepare and receive DOW'’s approval of construction drawings for the necessary water system
facilities and construct said facilities. These facilities shall include but not be limited to:
a) The domestic service connection, if applicable.
b) The fire service connection, if applicable.

¢) The interior plumbing with the appropriate backflow prevention device for the existing water
meter.

4398 Pua Loke 5t, P.O. Box 1706, Lihue, HI 96766 Phone; B08-245-5400
Engineering and Fiscal Fax: B0B-245-58 13, Operations Fax: B08-245-5402, Administration Fax: 808-246-8628

Makena White

Planning Solutions, Inc.

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for Kumu Camp Project, TMK: 4-8-07:001, Anahola, Kauai
August 25, 2015

Page 2

4. Pay the applicable charges in effect at the time of payment to the Department. At the present
time, these charges shall inelude:

a) The Facilities Reserve Charge (FRC), which is dependent on the approved water meter size. If
DHHL issues their written approval for water meter service from the DHHL Anahola water
meter allocation then, the DOW FRC charges for the approved water meter shall be credited
and will not be collected from the applicant.

5. Receive a “Certification of Completion” for the construction of the necessary water system
facilities from the DOW.

All conditions stated above are subject to the Rules and Regulations of the DOW as amended or as will be
amended.

If you have any questions concerning the construction drawings, please contact Mr. Roman Silvestre at
(808) 245-5412. For questions concerning the Certification of Completion, please contact

Mr. Dustin Moises at (808) 245-5459. For other questions, please contact Mr. Joel Bautista at

(808) 245-5441.

Sincerely,

‘: Q){n -
Edward Doi

Chief of Water Resources and Planning Division

¢ Makena White, Planning Solutions, Ine. (via email)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., DHHL (via email)

4-8-07-001, T-17310, White/JB:loo

4398 Pua Loke St P.O. Box 1706, Lihue, HI %6766 Phone: B0B-245-5400
Engincering and Fiscal Fax: B08-245-5813, Operations Fax: B08-245-5402, Administration Fax: 808-246-8628
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QOctober 12, 2015

Mr. Edward Doi, Chief of Water Resources
Planning Division

Department of Water

County of Kaua‘i

P.O. Box 1706

Lihu‘e, Hawai‘i 96766

Subject:  Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Doi:
Thank you for your August 25, 2015 letter (your reference: UID #6019) concerning the Drafi
Enviy | As t for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time you and your staff spent

reviewing the DEA and preparing your response and confirming that your Department has no
objections to the DEA.

The Homestead Community Development Corporation, which operates Kumu Camp, has indicated to
us that it will contact your Department immediately to discuss any steps it needs to take to comply
with all Department of Water requirements and conditions,

A copy of the Final EA for Kumu Camp will be provided to you when it becomes available. In the
meantime, if you have any further questions regarding the document, please call me at (808) 550-
4538.

Sincerely,

ce: Kipukai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Robin P. Danner, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
Bob C. Freitas, Jr., Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (via electronic mail only)

Ward Plaza, Svite 330 « 210 Ward Avenue « Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4012
Phone: B0 550-4483 » Fax: 808 550-4549 » www.psi-hi.com
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GOVERNOR

Comment No. 26

FORD N. FUCHIGAMI

DIRECTOR
DEPUTY DIRECTORS
JADE T, BUTAY
ROSS M. HIGASHI
EDWIN H. SNIFFEN
STATE OF HAWAII DARRELL T. YOUKG
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ]
869 PUNCHBOWL STREET I R D TER IR
HONCLULU, HAWAII 96813-5097 DIR 0842
HWY-PS 2.0645
September 22, 2015
Mr, Makena White
Planner
Planning Solutions, Inc.
210 Ward Avenue, Suite 330
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814
Dear Mr. White:
Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) for Kumu Camp

The Department of Transportation (DOT), Highways Division, Planning Branch has reviewed the subject
DEA that includes the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL) granting a 25-year term lease to the
He tead Cc ity Development Corporation (HCDC) that will allow Kumu Camp to continue its

present operations hosting group and individual overnight camping, as well as regular surfing, yoga, and
hula classes.

Kumu Camp is located on Poha Road and can be accessed via several County of Kauai roads located
between Kiihio Highway and the camp. Regarding impacts to the roadways, the DEA states:

“Kumu Camp has been in continuous operation since 2012 without any appreciable effects on the area’s
roadways. Continued operation of the camp would continue to generate vehicle-trips at the relatively low
levels experienced to date and does not, therefore, have the potential to adversely affect the level of
service on area roadways"”.

Overall, the DOT agrees with the findings of the DEA and does not expect the subject project to have any
significant impacts to the State highways facilities in the area (Kihid Highway). It is noted that Kumu
Camp is currently located on a five acre parcel and HCDC is proposing an exj ion to the remaining
three acres of the property. The DOT requests that any construction traffic control plans prepared for the
subject project be coordinated with our scheduled highway and maintenance projects in the area,

If you have any questions, please contact Nami Wong, Systems Planning Engineer, Highways Division,
Planning Branch, at (808) 587-6336 or via email at nami.jhwong@hawaii.gov. Please reference file
review number PS 2015-153 in all contacts and correspondence regai ding these cor

Sincerely,

FORDN. F
Director of Transp

¢ Mr. Bob C. Freitas, Jr. — Planning Office, Department of Hawaiian Homelands

P L AN NI N G
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October 12, 2015

Mr. Ford N, Fuchigami, Director
Department of Transportation
869 Punchbowl Street

Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96813-5097

Subject: Kumu Camp Draft Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr, Fuchigami:

Thank you for your Sclztlember 22, 2015 letter (your reference: DIR 0842 HWY-PS 2,0645)
concerning the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kumu Camp (DEA). We appreciate the time
you and your staff spent reviewing the DEA and preparing your response.

The Homestead Community Development Co i i

: rporation (HCDC), which operates Kumu Camp, is
grateful for your confu'm?hon that the project is not expected to have significant impactz' to
]?epartment of Transportgll_on (HDOT) facilities in the area (i.e., Kithid Highway). At the present
:une, HCD?-. do;;c not anticipate any additional construction as part of its proposed 3-acre expansion;
however, should one become necessary any fulure construecti i :
el e ry any nstruction traffic control plan will be

A copy of the Final EA for Kumu Camp will be provided to you when it becomes available. In the

z;c;;timc, if you have any further questions regarding the document, please call me at (808) 550-

co: I(ipt_lk.ai Kuali‘i, Homestead Community Development Corp. (via electronic mail only)
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T. S. Dye & Colleagues, Archaeologists, Inc.

735 Bishop St., Suite 315, Honolulu, Hawai't 96813

Archaeological Investigations for the
Proposed Kumu Youth Academy at
Site 50-30-08-116

Anahola Ahupua‘a, Kawaihau District, Kaua‘i Island
Thomas S. Dye, PhD

May 31, 2012

Abstract

Archaeological investigations were carried out at site 50-30-08-116, the sand dune
behind Anahola Bay, where the Anahola Hawaiian Homes Association proposes to
establish the Kumu Youth Academy. The goal of the investigations was to determine
whether there was stratigraphic information at site 50-30-08-116 that might help
to predict the location and depth below surface of traditional Hawaiian burials
that have from time to time eroded out of the sand dunes here. Excavation of
three test pits, each to a depth of approximately 1 m, exposed simple stratigraphic
profiles indicative of a recently vegetated but formerly active sand dune. No human
remains were encountered and no information was found that might help predict
the locations or depth below surface of human remains that might be buried at site

50-30-08-116.
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1 Introduction

At the request of the Anahola Hawaiian Homes Association, T. S. Dye & Colleagues,
Archaeologists has completed archaeological investigations of site 50-30-08-116, located
in the sand dunes around Anahola Bay. The investigations were prompted by plans to
establish a Kumu Youth Academy on Hawaiian Homelands at Anahola Bay. The academy
will house participants in tentalows, a structure that is a cross between a tent and a
bungalow and consists of a framed canvas structure on a wooden platform. Site 50-30-
08-116 was described in the early 1930s as a location where traditional Hawaiian burials
were exposed by shifting dune sands. The goal of the investigations was to determine
whether near-surface dune sediments might yield evidence that would help to predict
the locations and depths of human burials. Investigations were limited to near-surface
sediments because the wooden tentalow platforms rest on the surface and don’t require
deep excavations. Investigation of the near-surface sediments also reduced the likelihood
of encountering human remains.

2 Background

2.1 Natural Setting

The proposed Kumu Youth Academy lies near the shore of Anahola Bay (fig. 1). The soils
in the area are classified as Mokuleia fine sandy loam (Mr) and Beaches (BS). The Mokuleia
series consists of well-drained soils that formed in recent alluvium deposited over coral



sand.! The Mokuleia fine sandy loam is found on the flat coastal portion of the valley,
from the beach and Anahola Stream to the base of the hill that constitutes Kahala Point. It
extends mauka of the proposed Kumu Youth Academy to approximately the intersection
of Kamane Road and Anahola Road.

The project area receives 40-60 in. of rainfall annually [3].

2.2 Traditional and Historic Land Use

Anabhola is the southernmost ahupua‘a in the Kawaihau District.?

Handy and Handy [5] say that there were many breadfruit trees in Anahola. Cook noted
that “breadfruit thrive [on Kaua‘i], not in such abundance, but produce double the quantity
of fruit they do on the plains of Otaheite” [5:152-153].3 Regarding terracing in Anahola,
Handy and Handy say

The last ahupua‘a on this, the ko‘olau (east and northeast) coast, is Anahola.
Here is the largest river in Ko‘olau District. There are old abandoned terraces
along its banks far upstream. There are old lo‘i from two to four miles inland
along Anahola River and its tributary Ka‘alua Stream, and below their point
of juncture there are many Ilo‘i on flats along the river banks as it meanders
through its wide gulch. The delta is three-fourths mile wide, and this was all
terraced. [5:423]

Madhele claims in Anahola are focused around Anahola Stream. A large number of claims
were made in Anahola, compared to other ahupua‘a, which evidences that there was a
considerable settlement in Anahola in the mid-1800s, at least.*

The earliest record of the land ownership found was of the parcel being owned by
the State of Hawai‘i in 1962. Information on TMK: 4-8-007:001 on earlier history sheets
was absent. The parcel is currently owned by Hawaiian Home Lands, a state department
whose aim is “to manage the Hawaiian Home Lands trust effectively and to develop and
deliver land to native Hawaiians.”> Thus, it appears that there has not been any change in
ownership since 1962.

1USDA Web Soil Survey, http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov.

2The Kawaihau District is known traditionally as the Ko‘olau District.

3These trees were usually planted along southern coasts, and to a lesser degree, inland along windward
coasts and in valleys. The trees bear fruit that was a staple food for traditional Hawaiians. According to
legend, the god Ku could take the form of this tree, and did so to save his family from starvation. The
fruit was prepared by baking it in an imu, then pounding it to make poi ‘ulu. Another preparation is to
peel the very ripe fruit, mash it, and mix it with coconut cream, then bake it. The simplest way was just
to bake it. Traditional Hawaiians used képau, a milky latex which could be collected from the ripening
fruit or by bruising or cutting the plant, in canoe building. Képau was also used in repair of wooden
objects, catching birds, and binding of certain fishing tools. Ceremonial drums were made by hollowing
out a section of the tree trunk. The wood was also used to make short boards for surfing, and in making
musical instruments. Also, a yellow to tan to brown dye could be made from the male inflorescence. In
the game ‘ulu maika, originally a disk cut from a half-grown breadfruit was used instead of a discoidal
stone.

4Waihona ‘Aina, http://www.waihona.com.

>Department of Hawaiian Home Lands, http://hawaii.gov/dhh1.
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Figure 1: Location of the proposed Kumu Youth Academy on a portion of a USGS quad-
rangle map.



2.3 Archaeological Background

In Bennett’s archaeological research on Kaua‘i, he identified site 50-30-08-116, which is
located within TMK: (4) 4-8-007:001.

Site 116. Dune burials, in the dunes around Anahola bay many bones that
have been found as burials have been uncovered by the shifting sand. [1:129]

Bennett did not determine the boundaries of site 50-30-08-116, and does not provide
information on the number of burials or their spatial distribution within the dunes.

Other nearby sites recorded by Bennett [1] include site 113, Aikanaka Heiau, which has
been destroyed, and site 115, Kuhua Heiau.

Remnants of Kuhua Heiau, site 50-30-04-115, were located approximately 0.3 mi.
northwest of the proposed Kumu Youth Academy. Prior to a residential development,
the Anahola community was consulted about the heiau remains. Nancy McMahon, at that
time an employee of the County of Kaua‘i Planning Department, stated that she believed
the heiau’s integrity had been destroyed long ago; thus, the proposed home construction
should be allowed [9]. The area has since been developed.

An inventory survey at Anahola Beach Park was done in 1999 [6]. Six trenches were
excavated by a backhoe. Only modern material was found. It was noted that the “predicted
settlement pattern model which anticipated the possibility of burials or special activity
areas (ahu, fishing camps) was not shown to be evident in the extant project area.” No
further work was recommended for the project area. However, burials are possible.

Shefcheck and Dega [8] monitored fiber optic installation in Anahola. The project area
was located less than 0.1 mi. south of the proposed Kumu Youth Academy. A single set of
human remains was inadvertently discovered, site 50-30-04-6034, near the intersection
of Maia Road and Anahola Road. It was determined to be a traditional-period burial.
Site 6034 was assessed as significant under Criteria D and E and was preserved in place.
Full-time monitoring is recommended for work in the area.

An archaeological inventory survey of a 38 ac. parcel in Anahola, located about 0.25 mi.
southwest of the proposed Kumu Youth Academy, was conducted in 2001 [7]. No surface
features were observed; however, subsurface features were observed which seemed to
represent remains of a former lo‘i system that was severely disturbed during modern
times. It was assigned as site 50-30-04-877 and is significant under Criterion D. Since site
877 may extend beyond into yet undeveloped areas, it was recommended that subsurface
testing be done.

Elmore and Kennedy [2] monitored Kihio Highway drainage improvements in an area
located 0.6 mi. northwest of the proposed Kumu Youth Academy. The finds expected
included agricultural features, ancillary temporary habitation, stone walls, and enclosures.
Excavations were done to a depth of 200 cm below surface. Soils consisted of fill and
disturbed soils. No sites of historical significance were identified. Thus, no further
investigations are necessary.

An archaeological assessment including fieldwork was conducted in 2009 for a project
to repair ‘Aliomanu Road [4]. The study area is located 0.6 mi. north of the proposed Kumu
Youth Academy. No significant properties were identified. There were no subsurface



excavations. The assessment concluded that “[t]raditional habitation does not appear to
be indicated for the project area or its immediate vicinity as no LCA claims were made
and the location is not conducive to agricultural cultivation.” However, monitoring was
recommended because the area is underlain by sand, which may contain burials.

Bobby Keao and Frank Cummings noted that human remains were discovered a short
distance east of the proposed Kumu Youth Academy, during development of a beachfront
home along Pili Kai Road. The location of this burial, which is outside the proposed Kumu
Youth Academy, was not determined during fieldwork for this project. No record of the
burial was found during the review of records at the State Historic Preservation Division
(SHPD).

3 Field Results

Three test pits, labeled Test pits 1, 2, and 4, were excavated with shovels by Jay Coloma
and Agenhart “Tintin” Pu‘ulei under the direction of Thomas S. Dye, PhD, a fully qualified
archaeologist (fig. 2). Test pit 3 was abandoned when abundant large tree roots were
encountered near the surface. The test pits were each approximately 1.5 m on a side and
were excavated to a depth of approximately 1 m.

50 100 150 200 N

A Shovel Test Pit
Meters T.S. Dye and Colleagues, Archaeologists Inc.

Figure 2: Locations of Test pits 1-4 on an aerial photograph.



Test pit 1 was located near the beach and the center of the property (see fig. 2). It was
situated on a low rise in the topography with sparse vegetation (fig. 3). Excavation to a
depth of 1.03 m exposed a simple stratigraphic profile with two natural layers (table 1).
The surface layer, Context 1, represents the modern A horizon, which was about 10 cm
thick here. Beneath this, to the depth of excavation, was an aeolian deposit of clean
calcareous sand, Context 2. No cultural materials or human bones were found during
excavation of Test pit 1. The test pit was backfilled after excavation.

Figure 3: Excavation of Test
pit 1, looking west. Tintin
Pu‘ulei shovels sand from the
test pit.

Test pit 1 Test pit 2 Test pit 3

EOE s G0

() @ ©®©
Figure 4: Stratigraphic profiles of Test pits 1,
@® Context 2, and 4 at site 50-30-08-116.

Test pit 2 was located farther inland, near the southern boundary of the property (see
fig. 2). It was situated on a high point in the topography at an open space among the
ironwood trees (fig. 5). Excavation to a depth of 1 m exposed a simple stratigraphic profile
with two natural layers (table 1). The surface layer, Context 3, represents the modern A
horizon, which was about 7 cm thick here. Beneath this, to the depth of excavation, was an
aeolian deposit of clean calcareous sand, Context 4. No cultural materials or human bones
were found during excavation of Test pit 2. The test pit was backfilled after excavation.

Test pit 3 was located in a low spot in the topography, immediately makai of Test pit 2
(see fig. 2). Shortly after excavation began it became apparent that abundant ironwood
roots would make it very difficult to excavate the test pit. The excavation was abandoned
and the small amount of material that had been removed was returned to the pit, restoring
the surface to its original condition.

Test pit 4 was located at the north end of the property, next to a path from the beach
(see fig. 2). It was situated on a level area at an open space among the ironwood trees.



Table 1: Sediment descriptions for Test pits 1, 2, and 4

Context Depth*  Color Description Interpretation
Test pit 1
1 0-10 10YR 5/3 Brown calcareous loamy sand,; Natural deposition process;
non-sticky, non-plastic; clear, modern surface
smooth lower boundary
2 10-103+ 10YR 7/4 Very pale brown calcareous Natural deposition process;

medium sand; non-sticky, non-  dune sand
plastic; base of excavation

Test pit 2
3 0-7 10YR 2/1  Black calcareous loamy sand,; Natural deposition process;
non-sticky, non-plastic; abrupt, modern surface
smooth lower boundary
4 7-100+ 10YR 7/4 Very pale brown calcareous Natural deposition process;
medium sand; non-sticky, non-  dune sand
plastic; base of excavation

Test pit 4
5 0-13 10YR 4/2  Dark grayish brown calcareous  Natural deposition process;
loamy sand; non-sticky, non- modern surface
plastic; abrupt, smooth lower
boundary
6 13-97+ 10YR 7/4 Very pale brown calcareous Natural deposition process;

medium sand; non-sticky, non-  dune sand
plastic; base of excavation

*Depth in cm below surface.

Figure 5: Excavation of Test
pit 2, looking northwest. Jay
Coloma shovels sand from
the test pit.

(fig. 6). Excavation to a depth of 0.97 m exposed a simple stratigraphic profile with two
natural layers (table 1). The surface layer, Context 5, represents the modern A horizon,
which was about 13 ¢m thick here. Beneath this, to the depth of excavation, was an aeolian
deposit of clean calcareous sand, Context 6. No cultural materials or human bones were
found during excavation of Test pit 4. The test pit was backfilled after excavation.



Figure 6: Excavation of Test pit
4, looking west. Jay Coloma
and Tintin Pu‘ulei backfill the
test pit.

4 Discussion

Our investigations found no direct evidence that human remains are present at the
proposed Kumu Youth Academy.

Excavation of three test pits at widely separated areas of the proposed Kumu Youth
Academy each exposed simple stratigraphic profiles. In each test pit, a recent A horizon
had developed on a deposit of windblown beach sand. No cultural deposits, either buried
or at the surface, were encountered in the excavations and no human bones were found.

The deposits of windblown beach sand in each of the test pits lacked paleosols, which
are typically present in coastal calcareous sand deposits in Hawai‘i. Paleosols represent
formerly vegetated and stable surfaces that were subsequently buried. They are identified
by their dark color, residual organic content, and typically fine texture relative to the
parent calcareous sand. The absence of paleosols in the test pits likely indicates that the
sand dunes at Anahola Bay formerly lacked vegetation sufficient to stabilize the surface.
Typically, sand dunes without a vegetated surface actively change shape due to wind, rain,
and waves. Movement of sand on an unvegetated dune exposes materials buried in the
dune and it is likely that this is the situation described by Bennett in the 1930s when he
was told about the many bones found as burials.

The review of archaeological reports at SHPD yielded information on one human burial
about 150 m mauka of the proposed Kumu Youth Academy, near the intersection of Maia
Road and Anahola Road. This burial was found in the same Mokuleia fine sandy loam that
is present in the proposed Kumu Youth Academy, and which is characteristic of the flat
coastal portion of Anahola Valley. The discovery of the human burial near the mauka
end of this soil deposit appears to indicate that the boundaries of site 50-30-08-116 are
coterminous with the Mokuleia fine sandy loam. If this is the case, then site 50-30-08-116
extends mauka of the proposed Kumu Youth Academy for some distance. Also, portions
of site 50-30-08-116 are currently developed with residential structures along Anahola,
Maia, Kamane, and Pili Kai Roads.

Other than the secondhand information provided by Bennett, that “many bones” were
found in the shifting sands of the dunes behind Anahola Bay, we found no information
that indicates site 50-30-08-116 might contain a dense concentration of burials. In fact,
the information available to us appears to indicate that the site does not contain a dense



concentration of burials. The two burial finds of which we are aware—at Pili Kai Road and
Maia Road—are relatively few, given the extent to which the former sand dune has been
developed with residential structures. In addition, extensive archaeological excavation
with a backhoe in the sandy soils at Anahola Beach Park did not encounter any human
remains.

From a practical point of view, the former presence of active sand dunes at site 50-
30-08-116 indicates that it will be impossible to predict the depth below surface of any
burials that might be present. This is because the movement of sand brings some buried
objects closer to the surface at the same time that it buries others under more sand. The
dunes have stabilized somewhat now that ironwood and other plants have established
themselves, but it is not possible to know how this stable surface relates to the land
surface at the time site 50-30-08-116 was used for human burial during traditional
Hawaiian times. If there are traditional Hawaiian burials at the proposed Kumu Youth
Academy they could be immediately below the surface or buried beneath several meters
of sand.

In this situation, the likelihood of disturbing human burials can be lessened by limiting
both the extent and depth of excavation.

It is recommended that, prior to construction of the Kumu Youth Academy, a protocol
be developed in case human remains are discovered. If it is the case that there is some
flexibility in the siting of tentalows and other infrastructure, then one possible protocol
would be to leave a human burial in place and relocate infrastructure at an appropriate
distance from it.

Glossary

A horizon The surface layer in the soil containing humus, an eluvial layer from which
minerals etc. are leached. See also horizon.

abrupt A transition between horizons that is 0.5 cm or greater but still less than 2 cm.
See also horizon.

aeolian Associated with Aeolus, the Greek god of the winds, hence related to wind action,
i.e. borne, deposited, produced, or eroded by wind.

alluvium Detrital deposits from rivers or streams.

clear A transition between horizons that is 2 cm or greater but still less than 5 cm. See
also horizon.

coconut The palm, Cocos nucifera.

context A unit of stratification associated with a natural or cultural process or event.

detritus Material produced by the disintegration and weathering of rocks that has been
moved from its site of origin, or a deposit of such material.

fill Any sediment deposited by any agent so as to fill or partly fill a valley, sink, or other
depression.

horizon A subdivision of soil.

ironwood A historically introduced large tree, Casuarina equisetifolia.

medium sand Fine earth particles ranging from 0.25 mm to less than 0.5 mm.
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non-sticky Little or no soil adheres to fingers, after release of pressure.

project The archaeological investigation, including laboratory analyses and report prepa-
ration. See also undertaking.

sand Detrital material ranging in size from 0.5 mm to 2 mm in diameter. See also detritus.

significance A quality of a historic property that possesses integrity of location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. The qualities are set out
in SHPD administrative rule §13-275-6, Evaluations of Significance.

site The fundamental unit of archaeological investigation, a location that exhibits material
evidence of past human activity.

smooth A soil boundary which is planar with few or no irregularities.

undertaking Any action with the potential for an adverse effect on significant historic
properties. See also project.

Hawaiian Terms

ahu Heap, pile; altar, shrine, cairn.

ahupua‘a Traditional Hawaiian land division, usually extending from the uplands to the
sea.

heiau Traditional Hawaiian place of worship.

imu Underground oven.

lo‘i A single irrigated taro patch; irrigated terrace, especially for taro.

Mahele The mid-nineteenth century land division responsible for the introduction of fee
simple land title in Hawai‘i.

maika Ancient Hawaiian game suggesting bowling.

makai Seaward.

mauka Inland, upland, toward the mountain.

poi The Hawaiian staff of life, made from cooked taro corms, or rarely breadfruit,
pounded and thinned with water.

‘ulu 1. Discoidal, smooth stone as used in ‘ulu maika game.
2. breadfruit.

‘ulu maika Stone used in the maika game. See also maika.

Abbreviations

cm The centimeter, a derived unit of length in the International System of Units, equal to
1072 m. See also m.

LCA Awards issued by the Board of Commissioners to Quiet Land Titles between 1846
and 1855 to persons who filed claims to land between 1846 and 1848.

m The meter, a base unit of length in the International System of Units, equal to the length
of the path traveled by light in vacuum during a time interval of 1/299,792,458 of a
second.

SHPD The State Historic Preservation Division of the Hawai‘i Department of Land and
Natural Resources, a government agency responsible for implementing the National
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Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and Chapter 6E of the Hawai'‘i
Revised Statutes.

USDA A federal government agency whose mission is to provide leadership on food,
agriculture, natural resources, and related issues based on sound public policy, the
best available science, and efficient management. Archaeologists in Hawai‘i typically
describe sediments according to standards established by the agency.
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Name: Gary Frank Cummings, Jr.

Date of Birth: October 31, 1952 (62 years old)

Place of Birth: Lihu‘e, Puna, Kaua‘i

Occupation: Heavy Equipment Operator

Residency: Kamalomalo*o from 1969 to 1984; Anahola Village from 1984 to 2015
Interview Location: Anahola Village, Anahola, Kaua“i

What types of cultural practices or cultural beliefs are you aware of in the Anahola Bay area?

Throughout his forty-six years of living in Anahola, | have no recollection of any cultural beliefs
(religious or otherwise) on the shoreline or in the bay, nor any knowledge of wahi pana that may be
present there also. | have never witnessed nor heard of any cultural or religious practices by anyone being
held on the shore or in the bay.

However, the cultural practices | have observed over the years include: fishing (utilizing various methods
and/or techniques), and the gathering of various species of limu, ‘opihi, Ada ‘uke ‘uke, wana, and loli and
others.

I have no knowledge of any ‘iwi discovered in the shoreline area or the Kumu Camp site. There were no
wahi pana known to me there, and none were uncovered during construction of Kumu Camp or the
archaeological investigation of the area by T.S. Dye & Colleagues, Archaeologists, Inc. | was the heavy
equipment operator hired to do the excavation for the archaeological survey by the archaeologist, Tom
Dye.

The only native plants he identified as being present on the shoreline are naupaka and lauhala.

What can you share of the history of Anahola Bay?
There was a railroad track running parallel to, and crossing, Anahola River, just above the river’s mouth.

The Meatoga ‘ohana once lived in a house near the present site of Kumu Camp. After they vacated the
house, squatters (homeless) took over and it became an overgrown homeless haven. Many carried on
illegal activities that included drugs and burglaries.

Evidence of illegal activity was found in the trash collected during grubbing of the Kumu Camp project
site, including car parts, (drug) bags, drug paraphernalia, wallets, and other items from burglaries. There
were quite a few abandoned automobiles present as well.

What do you know about Kumu Camp and what kinds of activities happen there?

Kumu Camp is a great facility and venue that gives the community another option, close to home, for
activities including accommaodating guests from Kaua‘i and off-island, family reunions, recreation, hula
halau, meetings, retreats, and (beach) volleyball tournaments.



There is a traditional imu on the site, and Kumu Camp also has a kahua ho*‘olulu for gatherings.

Are there any native plants or other resources located at Kumu Camp that you use, or that are used by
others?

Indigenous and native plants have been planted but haven’t yet reached maturity.

Do you use the fishermen’s beach access road provided by Kumu Camp?

A popular access for fishermen heading to the beach from Pilikai Road is Poha Road. Poha [Road] runs
perpendicular to Pilikai Road and to the vegetation line, down to the shore.

How has, or would, the programs delivered to the community by Kumu Camp affect your cultural
practices or cultural practices?

| have, for the first time, learned about the Hawaiian Homestead Act from lectures and seminars we have
had at Kumu Camp. | know that there is planning going on for more cultural activities and conferences.

I was a volunteer for the grubbing and grading. The negative hui who visited the site to inquire what was
occurring had a negative opinion of the project. Half the group that had a negative opinion has now
changed to supporters because of the recreational activities being held at Kumu Camp.

I believe 1 will broaden my cultural knowledge from cultural activities drawn to Kumu Camp.

What recommendations would you make to Kumu Camp to enhance and strengthen cultural priorities
at Kumu Camp?

A set schedule of activities, especially for the summer and vacation times. Reiterate to the surrounding
community that Kumu Camp is for most activities. | have heard supportive and encouraging comments
about Kumu Camp.



Name: William Kalaukahiki Lemn

Date of Birth: October 2, 1938 (76 years old)

Place of Birth: Kealia, Kawaihau, Kaua‘i
Occupation: Retired

Residency: Lifelong resident of Anahola Village
Interview Location: Anahola Village, Anahola, Kaua“i

Name: Luella Leimomi Hasegawa Lemn

Date of Birth: January 29, 1940

Place of Birth: Ho‘olehua, Moloka‘i

Occupation: Homemaker

Residency: Anahola Village resident for 57 years
Interview Location: Anahola Village, Anahola, Kaua“i

What types of cultural practices or cultural beliefs are you aware of in the Anahola Bay area?
[Billy begins by naming the papa, or reefs, in the area].

Beginning at Kealia, Kuna is near the area where sand was mined for home use; waves slapped the boats
down departing shore and nets would go flying, thus the name. Then Papalo, Papaiki, Kihau, Anahola
Bay, Kanaha, Kukui, Opea, and ‘Aliomanu.

[Luella and Billy] We cannot recall any cultural beliefs or religious practices that occurred in Anahola
Bay.

[Billy recounts many experiences he witnessed fishing in Anahola Bay, growing up in Anahola Village]
This story predates me, of a time when the ‘Gweoweo were so plentiful around the landing, the waters
were red. Hawaiians knew this was a sign that foretold an ali‘i would be lost. This was around the time
when [Queen] Lili‘uokalani passed away on November 11, 1917. Uncle Billy and Aunty Annie, my
parents, and another aunty went pole fishing from the landing and the catch was huge.

In the village, we had Kaleiohi and Ka‘iwi ‘ohana nearby whom | grew up with. When my parents were
at work, my babysitter was Nai‘a Kapule, the konohiki of Anahola and brother of Debra Kapule. In
Nai‘a’s housee was a cloak, pii ‘olo, and ihe (spears). | remember the cloak being in disrepair and feathers
falling on the floor. 1 don’t know what happened to this cloak.

Nai‘a was known as the Chief of Anahola. Neighbors would say when | walked down the road with him,
that I had the same mannerisms as Nai‘a. It never occurred to me how proud I should be when they made
those comments because he was the Chief of this area.

When | was five or six years old, Tiziz Nai‘a would take me down to the beach when there was a hukilau
and sit me on the sand in one place. He would catch fish and bring them up to me, where | was sitting.
He would dig a hole in the sand and with the naupaka, place the fish in the hold, and cover it with
naupaka leaves to keep fresh. | had to remain in the same spot for if | moved, we wouldn’t know where
the fish was buried.



I told Luella this story about another experience | had with Nai‘a. One day | went to fish with him. He
went diving. After a while he came out of the water and walked up to me on the shore. In his mouth was
a moi, as well as moi in each of his hands. | was so frightened because the moi in his mouth was still
flapping!

A number of years later, we were at the Kaua‘i Museum to research photos of the Anahola pier near
Olokahau Stream. | saw a photograph of a man with a fish in his mouth and one in each hand walking out
of the water. 1 told Luella, “Look, it’s him, it’s Nai‘a!” Someone had taken this photograph of this
moment | had told her about years ago. Chris Faye showed us a booklet of someone who had lived in the
village and was a photographer who took this photo. When she died, her friends presented this book to
the Kaua‘i Museum, where it is today.

The *42 tidal wave did so much damage in the village, that the military planted a buffer of pine trees
[ironwood] to protect and ward off water eroding the sand and flooding the village. The tidal wave of 56
came through Olokahau Stream and did considerable damage there, but not in the village.

During World War Two, tanks would be driving up and down the beach and bunkers were built. Planes
were flying overhead and lights searching them out, and target practice in the air. Cannons would also
fire towards the bay. There were a few incidents when unexploded ordnance was discovered. Residents
called the military to come and dispose of this ordnance. If villagers knew of any ‘iwi there, the people
were not conscious or protective of the dunes.

The last major flood a few years ago was devastating to residents along the Anahola River. | cannot
remember how many, but some lost their lives after being swept away by the flash flooding. A huge
volume of water burst through the walls of a reservoir up in the area of Ko‘olau Hui‘ia Church. The river
clogged with debris from upstream and blocked water from passing under the bridge on Kiihic Highway.
The excess water from the reservoir that burst caused the water level in the river to rise considerably.

The reservoir closest to the church burst and caused the flooding. The reservoir breach was never
publicized, but kept quiet. The reservoir sat on DHHL land that was previously leased to Lihu‘e
Plantation.

Anahola Village was Hawaiian Homestead and first inhabited in 1865. Most of the residents then were
related. There is a difference between Hawaiian Homes and Hawaiian Homestead. The [Anahola]
Village is Hawaiian Homestead, and Kamalomalo‘o is Hawaiian Homes. Hawaiian Homestead parcels
were passed to those kanaka interested in the property during the Mahele. Each was awarded a 999 year
lease for one dryland parcel and a wetland parcel.

The Lemn’s kupuna was Tiuti Castro, one of the first paniolo brought to Hawai‘i by Kamehameha |. Tuti
Castro married a Nahulu [family] wahine from Hilo and settled in Anahola Village.

Judge Kaeo informed the Lemns that their catering house was on Hawaiian Homes land and their
occupation was illegal. He later recanted because he found their award was Hawaiian Homesteads. The
whole of Anahola Valley, from point on one ridgeline to the other ridgeline was excluded from the
Hawaiian Homes Act. Anahola School, the Ko‘olau Hui‘ia Church and Anahola Valley were excluded
from the Hawaiian Homes Act.



When Sam Lee was the State Land Manager, the government transferred all the land Hawaiian
Homestead leases to his department because it was too cumbersome to manage. He took all the parcels
and transferred them to Hawaiian Homes.

When we take our walks along the beach early in the mornings, we noticed fish nets used by lawai‘a for
moi which was kapu at that time. They are bottom fish which live on crustaceans and crabs. Fishing now
is with poles for moi or ‘0 io. Certain times of the year also have schools of ‘6 io, ma‘au—small size
adults—that come into the bay. They are bottom fish who feed on crustaceans, fish, clams, and worms,
found in or on the sandy floor. Other than that, there were schools of kala, enenue, ‘6 io, and ‘aGweoweo
that were known to come into the bay at certain times.

Before there were many more ‘upena ho‘olei—net throwers—nbut their number today have diminished
drastically and given way to pole fishers. Now we see only one or two ‘upena ho‘olei and more pole
fishers. It is dangerous for pole fishers because of the number of motorized vehicles, especially trucks,
driving up and down the beach, some at a high rate of speed.

What can you share of the history of Anahola Bay?

Growing up in the village, there was not much activity from the village to the high watermark. There
were mostly sand dunes without much vegetation. This was a favorite spot for children to play in the
dunes and along the shore.

When the military forces showed up, they occupied a camp up by the lighthouse, between Ka Lae O
Kahala and Lae O Kailio, and established a Marine Camp up there. The lighthouse was just above Baby
Beach on the hill above the south side of Anahola Bay, towards Kealia. The Marine camp was large. Big
trucks would be going up and down to the camp during the war hauling supplies from the landing area. |
am one of the few children in the village who remembers the Anahola Landing.

What do you know about Kumu Camp and what kinds of activities happen there?

I am not familiar with all the activity at Kumu Camp but I support all they do. It is a good thing for the
community. We have what no other community on Kaua‘i has, beachfront tentalows.

Are there any native plants or other resources located at Kumu Camp that you use, or that are used by
others?

Naupaka, ‘ilima and others | don’t know the names of grew there. Native plants have been choked out by
invasive species, but I don’t know what is there now. The pine trees were planted by the Corps of
Engineers. It caused each of the native plants to perish because the needles sterilized the ground and
choked out other plants from growing.



[Luella] I gather lauhala leaves from trees along the shoreline. These leaves were coveted because the
salt breeze helped to cure the leaves for weaving. The lauhala trees were taken over by other invasive
species and eventually most died.

Another plant | would see gathered was the morning glory with the purple flower. There was also one
with the white flower that was preferred because it was not hot, as the purple flower was, when used as a
koali (salve), used for strains, fracture, and similar injuries. You pounded the stems and roots and
applied externally to wounds, aches, bruises and broken bones. Koali‘awa, like its relatives, are
poisonous and should never be taken internally. Koali‘awa is still used in la ‘au lapa ‘au as it was in the
early days.

Do you use the fishermen’s beach access road provided by Kumu Camp?

[Billy] Andrew Lovell established the right of way to the beach for a more convenient way to get to the
beach. He too, was like a konohiki of Anahola. He was a good fisherman and established the right of
way close to his home on Pilikai Road.

We never went to the beach through Kumu Camp. We would travel to Olokahau to get to the beach.
Now, | can access the beach by walking out the back door of my house through Kumu Camp and to the
beach. Our preferred choice before Kumu Camp was to walk to Olokahau and access the beach from
there.

How has, or would, the programs delivered to the community by Kumu Camp affect your cultural
practices or cultural practices?

[Billy] From what I hear, good things are happening there for which I am happy. | encourage them to
continue.

What recommendations would you make to Kumu Camp to enhance and strengthen cultural priorities
at Kumu Camp?

[Billy and Luella] The contribution of Kumu Camp and Robin Danner to the community is, in our
opinion very positive. She is very supportive of youth activities and for community involvement bringing
our church group for conferences and staying at Kumu Camp. Kumu Camp has been able to do what the
community hasn’t been able to accomplish previously.

People grumbling about the situation at Kumu Camp today have lived here and did not take advantage of
the property known today as Kumu Camp. The property was overgrown and uncared for. We have some
hukihuki here because we both support Kumu Camp and the efforts of Robin Danner. Kumu Camp and
Robin are doing good and | support them both.



Name: Charles Blake Pereira

Date of Birth: June 22, 1929 (85 years old)

Place of Birth: Waikomo, Koloa, Kaua‘i

Occupation: Retired

Residency: Anahola Village, Anahola, Kaua‘i (39 years)
Interview Location: Anahola Village, Anahola, Kaua‘i

Pilialoha is a song composed for two revered kupuna from Anahola Village, Aunty Loke and Uncle
Charlie Pereira. Aunty Loke Lovell Pereira was the daughter of Andrew Lovell, konohiki of Anahola
Bay. This interview is with Uncle Charlie Pereira.

What types of cultural practices or cultural beliefs are you aware of in the Anahola Bay area?

Cultural practices in Anahola Bay include gathering limu and fishing. The best limu kohu is from
Anahola. Adding salt to the limu brings out a deeper color, and Anahola limu has the best flavor. Kaliko
Lovell was the best gatherer of limu. Aunty Loke was also known as a gatherer of limu.

The type of fishing most observed was ‘upena ho‘olei—the throw net—but other types of nets were used
to catch akule and lobster. The most abundant species of fish in the bay were mullet, manini, moi, ahole,
kala, and nenue.

What can you share of the history of Anahola Bay?

My late wife and | would always weed the limu grounds in the bay. All the areas where we picked kohu,
we would weed of unwanted or “rubbish limu”. We would gather all the invasive limu from the kohu
beds and take them ashore so as not have the invasives seed other limu areas. Some gatherers would rake
the whole area of limu instead of puling from spots to allow the limu to continue to grow and fill in the
puka.

Military had big presence in Anahola and at the bay during World War Two. They built many bunkers on
the beach. To my knowledge, ‘iwi was never found or discovered on the shoreline fronting Kumu Camp
or on the entire beach for that matter.

What do you know about Kumu Camp and what kinds of activities happen there?

I don’t have any idea what goes on there but | do know it has a positive effect on this community. | live
right across the street, on Pilikai Road, from the vehicular access to Kumu Camp. | only see regular
people driving in there; before there were only shady people.



Are there any native plants or other resources located at Kumu Camp that you use, or that are used by
others?

I don’t know. | am a fisherman and net maker. Ask me about that.

Do you use the fishermen’s beach access road provided by Kumu Camp?
I did when I was younger. | will be 86 in June and leave the fishing to the younger guys now.

A good fisherman before was George Kealohi. He was the master and would give me tips on net
weaving. His grandson Matthew, son of Joe, also weaves nets.

The best fisherman in Anahola, in my opinion today, is Wayne Riviera. He is about 51 or 52 years old,
and lives in Anahola. Wayne always shares his catch with others. And he give you more than two or
three, he gives a lot.

How has, or would, the programs delivered to the community by Kumu Camp affect your cultural
practices or cultural practices?

I don’t know so | can’t comment on this.

What recommendations would you make to Kumu Camp to enhance and strengthen cultural priorities
at Kumu Camp?

I hear more positive than negative and just say, “keep on going.”
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