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PROJECT SUMMARY
PROJECT SUMMARY
Project: Kaheawa Wind Power I1
Kaheawa Wind Power II, LLC
] c/o First Wind
Applicant 33 Lono Avenue, Suite 380
Kahului, HI 96732
Contact: Kelly O’Brien Phone: (808) 695-3310
Office of Conservation and Coastal Lands
Department of Land and Natural Resources
A I’OVII’] A enc State Of Ha.Wai‘i
PP 4 Agency P.O. Box 621
Honolulu, HI 96809
Contact: Sam Lemmo  Phone: (808) 587-0381
Location Kaheawa Pastures, Ma‘alaea, Ukumehame Ahupua’a, Lahaina
District, Island of Maui
Preferred Alternative: 3-6-001:014 and 4-8-001:001
Tax Map Key Alternative 2: 4-8-001:001
(Note: access road is in 3-6-001:014 for both alternatives)
Parcel Area Preferred Alternative: 3,413.985 acres and 1,387.71 acres

Alternative 2: 1,387.71 acres

Project Site Area

Preferred Alternative: 143 acres
Alternative 2: 333 acres

State Land Use District

Conservation

County Zoning

Not Applicable (State Conservation District)

Proposed Action

Construction of a new 21 MW wind power facility within the
State Conservation District. The facility will be adjacent to
the existing Kaheawa Wind Power facility above Ma‘alaea,
Maui, Hawai‘i.

Associated Actions Requiring
Environmental Assessment

Use of State-owned Conservation District Lands.

Required Permits & Approvals

Conservation District Use Permit, NPDES Construction
Permit, PUC Approval, FAA Clearance, ESA Section 10
Incidental Take Permit, State Incidental Take License, Land
Lease & Easements

Parties Consulted

The applicant consulted the State Department of Land and
Natural Resources Office of Conservation and Coastal Lands,
Division of Forestry and Wildlife, Land Division, State
Historic Preservation Division, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, and the many other individuals and organizations
listed in Section 10.0 of this report.

Determination

Acceptance of Environmental Impact Statement

Consultant

Planning Solutions, Inc.

210 Ward Ave, Suite 330

Honolulu, HI 96814

Contact: Perry White Phone: (808) 550-4483
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NOTES ON REVISION FORMAT

NOTES ON FORMAT USED TO DEPICT REVISIONS

The following notation has been used to depict substantive differences between this document and the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement:

« Insertions are noted by a double underline;
« Deletions are noted with a strike-through.

All changes, whether insertions or deletions are indicated by a vertical line in the outside margin of
the changed page. In order to maintain legibility, formatting changes (such as revised headers and
footers), updates to the table of contents with new page numbers and cross-references, changes to the
publication date, revisions to the title page to reflect the fact that the document is a “Final” EIS, rather

than a “Draft” EIS, pagination adjustments, and other non-substantive changes are not marked.

Edits/additions/corrections to figures and appendices could not be depicted.

summarized below.

Instead, they are

Change I\Ilzlzgrg:brgr Description

Addition 29 :;c(:(l;rj]ded a small map depicting locations of where the photos were
Included location of (i) overhead electric collection line, lower crossing

Addition 2.4 and (ii) 60,000-gallon water tank under consideration by the proposed
project.
Maintenance Building Floor Plan (previously O&M Building
Conceptual Floor Plan): In an effort to minimize the footprint of the

Revision 2.8 proposed project, KWP 1l LLC is proposing to renovate the existing
KWP | O&M building for shared operational use by both projects. The
maintenance building will be a separate building from operations.

.. Maintenance Building Elevations Views (previously O&M Building

Revision 2.9 . - ) .
Elevation Views): See description above.

Revision 2.10 Electrical Substation Preliminary Plan

Revision 2.11 Electrical Substation Elevation Views

Correction 3.9 Qr;g:/v is now pointing to the correct location of the project site in West

Addition 4131046 Scales were added to each figure to approximate the distance of the
sound level contours.

Revision 4.9 Simulated view modified to replicate same vantage point as Figure 4.8.

Revision 411 Simulated view modified to replicate same vantage point as Figure 4.10.

Addition | Appendix A | Added 2010 botanical survey report.
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SUMMARY
S-1.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

S-1.1. PROPOSED ACTION

Kaheawa Wind Power II, LLC (KWP Il LLC) is proposing to establish a 21 megawatt (MW) wind
power generating facility and related improvements at Kaheawa Pastures above Ma‘alaea, Maui,
Hawai‘i. If the Preferred Alternative is approved, the wind energy generation facility, Kaheawa Wind
Power Il (KWP I1), would be located west of the existing 30 MW Kaheawa Wind Power project
(hereinafter called KWP I). Like KWP I, KWP Il would supply wind-generated electricity to Maui
Electric Company Ltd. (MECO).

If the land use approvals and environmental permits are granted for the Preferred Alternative, KWP II
LLC will:

« Obtain a lease for or easement right from the State Department of Land and Natural Resources for |
approximately 135 acres of land within parcel (2) 3-6-001:014 and 8 acres of land within parcel (2)
4-8-001:001. This property is contiguous to the existing State-owned road that was improved
during construction of KWP I, and for which KWP I retains an easement.

« Obtain an—easement rights for access to and use of the existing entrance and main access road
(which is in parcel (2) 3-6-001:014 and (2) 4-8-001:001) from DLNR. and

« Eexecute hHeensingagreementss with KWP | to use_the existing road and_to construct proposed
KWP 11 facilities Baseyard-Compound within the KWP | lease area.

«_Install 14 General Electric (GE) 1.5 MW wind turbine generators (WTGS).

« Construct an electrical substation and connect it instal-interconnection—facilities—to—connect-the
facHity-to the existing MECO power transmission linessystem that pass over the substation site
using a short overhead cable.

« Install an underground_fiber optic network and electrical power Hres-collection system connecting

all of the_ KWP Il turbines, substation, BESS, meteorological tower, existing KWP |
communications tower, and the KWP | O&M building. The electrical collection system will
include an overhead span across Manawainui Gulch, adjacent and parallel to an existing MECO

line, for the purposes of conveying communications and power from the turbines to-with the rew
substation.

« Install a Battery Energy Storage System (BESS) adjacent to the electrical substation. This stored
energy will be used to improve the ability of the MECO system to absorb additional as-available

wind resources.

«—Construct a new shared eperations—and-maintenance building_and renovate the existing KWP |
Operations & Maintenance (O&M) building.-te-heuse-eperations-personnel-equipmentand-facility
Spare-parts:

« Construct one unguyed permanent meteorological tower and agne guyed temporary 65-meter test
tower prior to construction of the WTGs.

KWP Il is designed to provide a source of affordable, renewable energy to Maui’s residents. It would
provide economic benefits in the form of cost savings compared to fossil fuel-driven energy, as well
as a hedge against future fossil or bio-fuel cost increases. It would also provide environmental
benefits in the form of reduced emissions of green house gases and other pollutants. The expected

SUMMARY-1
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life span of the facility is 20 years, after which time the owner will either exercise an option to extend
the lease or remove the facilities.

S-1.2 ALTERNATIVES EVALUATED IN DETAIL

KWP Il LLC prepared a Draft EIS (DEIS) for the proposed project in February 2009. That document
focused on what it referred to as the Downwind Siting Area. Other locations had been considered but
had been eliminated as infeasible. KWP Il LLC continued to collect wind data from the
meteorological monitoring towers at Kaheawa while the DEIS was being reviewed and public and
agency comments were being received. As the data accumulated, it became apparent that the wind
lower on the mountainside was potentially superior to the wind resource in the
Downwind/Downstring areas. Based on this new information, KWP Il LLC has determined that the
Downroad option is preferable to the Downwind/Downstring option. KWP Il LLC has defined a
proposed action, which is its Preferred Alternative, for detailed analysis in this Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) that utilizes the Downroad siting area. The Downwind/Downstring siting area has
now become the Alternative 2 option. Both alternatives and the No Action alternative are described
below.

Preferred Alternative: 21 MW Facility in Downroad Siting Area at Kaheawa Pastures:

The Preferred Alternative consists of KWP Il LLC constructing 21 MW of wind energy generating
capacity. Fourteen (14) General Electric (GE) 1.5 MW wind turbine generators (WTG) would be
added to the site in a string along the existing access road approximately 2,000 feet southeast of the
southern end of the existing KWP 1 turbine string.

This proposal places the WTGs closer to the highway and immediately adjacent to the existing access
road. By doing so, it eliminates the need for most of the new road construction that would have been
required for the Downwind/Downstring plan. The reduced road construction and more uniform
(relative to the previous plan) terrain allow the facilities that make up the Preferred Alternative to be
constructed with much less (<50 percent) earthwork than would be needed for the previous plan,
reducing the potential effects of such activities. It would meet all the objectives listed in Section 1.3
and is KWP I LLC’s preferred course of action.

Alternative 2: 21 MW Facility in Downwind and Downstring Siting Areas at Kaheawa Pastures:
Alternative 2 consists of KWP Il LLC’s constructing 21 MW of wind energy generating capacity in
the siting areas to the west and south of the existing KWP I facility (i.e., the Downwind and
Downstring areas). Fourteen (14) WTGs would be added to the site; 11 of these would be in a line
roughly parallel to the existing turbines (i.e., the “Downwind” siting area). The remaining three
turbines would be constructed in the “Downstring siting area” just south of the existing KWP |
turbines that is in a rough continuation of the line of existing WTGs (i.e., the KWP 1 turbines).
Connector roads would be installed to access the new turbines.

This alternative is less visible from most areas than is the Preferred Alternative, however, it places
WTGs closer to the existing néné release pen and native vegetation; would require a larger amount of
earthwork and development not already disturbed during construction of KWP I; and constructions
costs would be slightly higher.

No Action Alternative: This alternative would not meet the project objectives listed in Section 1.3
but is included in conformance with HAR, 811-200-17(f)(1). It also provides a baseline against
which the proposed action can be compared. It assumes that no additional wind generating capacity
will be constructed at Kaheawa Pastures in the foreseeable future.

SUMMARY-2
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S-2.0 BENEFICIAL & ADVERSE IMPACTS

S-2.1 PROBABLE IMPACTS OF THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE AND ALTERNATIVE 2

KWP Il LLC commissioned multiple studies to determine the nature and extent of KWP 1I’s potential
impacts on natural and cultural resources such as biota, historic and archaeological sites, cultural
beliefs and practices, soil, and air quality. Table S-1 below summarizes the kinds of impacts that
could result from both alternatives, and these are discussed in further detail in Chapter 4. In general,
the analyses showed that impacts were relatively small in comparison to the benefits that the proposed
addition of renewable energy to Maui’s grid would provide. Where impacts were determined to be
likely or possible, KWP Il LLC identified appropriate measures to avoid, minimize, and mitigate
them to the maximum extent practicable.

S-2.2 PROBABLE IMPACTS OF THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

The No Action alternative foregoes adding additional wind energy generating capacity at Kaheawa
Pastures and its associated environmental and economic benefits. It would delay or eliminate the
potential to add another source of renewable energy to the island’s electrical grid, and this would
force the continued combustion of fossil fuels and their accompanying greenhouse gas emissions. No
action would be inconsistent with the State and County goals of rapid deployment of renewable
energy generating capacity. It also foregoes the opportunity to utilize a site with proven wind
resources and existing infrastructure (e.g., existing access road, proximity to MECO transmission
system, existing turbines). KWP Il LLC strongly believes that the no action alternative is undesirable
from a long-range energy planning standpoint, as discussed in detail in Chapter 5.0 of this EIS.

S-3.0 PROPOSED AVOIDANCE, MINIMIZATION, & MITIGATION MEASURES

Over the course of its impact analysis for the KWP 11 project, KWP Il LLC identified categories of
potential impacts and evaluated their nature and magnitude. In cases where some level of impact was
determined to be unavoidable (i.e., ground disturbance, visual impacts, and impacts to terrestrial and
avian biota), KWP Il LLC incorporated design features and practices into its proposal in order to
minimize and mitigate these impacts to the maximum extent practicable (e.g., minimizing new road
construction, adopting erosion control and revegetation plans, developing a Habitat Conservation Plan
for protected fauna, etc.). In other cases where adverse impacts were determined unlikely but could
not be completely ruled out (i.e., archaeological and cultural impacts, construction-period air quality
impacts), KWP Il LLC likewise identified appropriate avoidance strategies and mitigation measures
in accordance with the recommendations of the resource studies it commissioned. Proposed
mitigation measures are discussed in detail under each relevant impact topic in Chapter 4. KWP 11
LLC will follow all avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures recommended in the
commissioned studies during construction and operation of the project.

S-4.0 CoNSISTENCY WITH LAND USE POLICIES AND PLANS

Both alternative project sites are located adjacent to the existing KWP | wind power generating
facility and are consistent with State and County land use plans and controls. It would be constructed
and operated in accordance with applicable environmental regulations. Table 6.1 lists the permits and
other approvals that KWP Il LLC will need to obtain to construct and operate the new facility.

S-5.0 OTHER CHAPTER 343 TOPICS

Notwithstanding the environmental and economic benefits associated with increased renewable
energy capacity, the KWP Il project would not lead to significant growth or changes in the character
of economic activity on Maui (e.g., the opening of new industries not previously practical) that might
have secondary impacts. Likewise, the KWP Il project will not generate significant new employment
opportunities. Hence, it does not have the ability to cause significant secondary impacts.

SUMMARY-3
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Constructing and operating the proposed wind energy generation facility would provide renewable
energy to Maui’s grid, thereby helping to reduce pressures on the existing grid and alleviate some of
the island’s dependence on imported fossil fuels. The facility would not preclude other uses of the
property that might be more productive over the long term, nor does it preclude the use and
development of other energy sources.

The construction of the proposed facility does not irrevocably commit any party to the continued use
of the site for wind energy generation or to the continued use of wind energy to add power to
MECO’s grid. At the end of the estimated project lifetime of 20 years the land lease and power
purchase agreements can be renegotiated or terminated.

At present, there are no known unresolved issues. However, numerous permits and approvals must
still be obtained, and it is possible that issues may arise as applications for these are prepared and
processed.

S-6.0 RATIONALE FOR PROCEEDING

Chapter 4 describes the environmental effects that could result from construction and operation of the
proposed wind power generating facility. KWP Il LLC is committed to avoiding, minimizing, or
mitigating adverse effects to the greatest extent practicable. KWP Il LLC does not believe that there
are alternatives that would achieve the same goals with fewer environmental effects. Consequently, it
proposes to proceed with the Preferred Alternative.

S-7.0 PARTIES CONSULTED

KWP Il LLC distributed the EISPN to the individuals and organizations listed in Table 10.1Fable
101 and requested their comments on the proposed scope of the analysis and on the completeness of
the alternatives that KWP Il LLC proposed to evaluate. It distributed the Draft EIS and the Revised
DEIS to the parties listed in Table 10.4Fable-16:4. KWP Il LLC also conducted community outreach
through meetings and site visits with representatives of the Maui community, which are summarized
in Chapter 10. The public has hadwil-have an opportunity to review and comment on this-the
Revised Draft EIS in accordance with HRS Chapter 343._The public comment period ended as of

January 22, 2010. The comments received and their respective responses are reproduced in Appendix
H.

SUMMARY-4
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Table S-1 Construction Period Impacts
Section Impact Topic Preferred Alternative Alternative 2
The existing road network serving Kaheawa Pastures will | The preliminary engineering plans indicate that
be extended and sites for the proposed facilities will be | Alternative 2 will require the disturbance of 60 acres/-of
graded. The preliminary engineering plans indicate that | land—and—ever-400,000830,008 cubic yards of eut-and
this will require the disturbance of 43 acres/-of-tand-and | fillmaterial. As with the Preferred Alternative, these are
over-200,000466,600 cubic yards of eut-and-fillmaterial. | preliminary estimates and therefore conservative; the
. These are preliminary estimates and therefore | actual area of disturbance and cut and fill volumes would
4.1 Geology, Topography and Soils

conservative; the actual area of disturbance and cut and
fill volumes will be minimized to the extent practical
during the final design process. Approximately one-third
of the disturbed area will be revegetated following
construction; the remainder will remain as gravel roads,
facility footprints, and other stabilized areas.

be minimized to the extent practical during the final
design process. Based on these estimates construction of
the Alternative 2 layout will require an increase in
earthwork disturbance (200,000406,000 cubic yards
instead of 400,000836,000 cubic yards) compared to the
Preferred Alternative.

4.2

Impacts on Air Flow & Climate

There will be no significant changes to air flow and
climate.

Same as Preferred Alternative.

4.3

Air Quality

Project-related construction activities will generate
fugitive dust from earthmoving operations and exhaust
emissions from construction vehicles; the former will be
limited to the project area.  Small quantities of
construction-related fugitive dust emissions will also
result from vehicles carrying equipment and workers up
and down the existing KWP | access road.

Same as Preferred Alternative.

4.4

Hydrology and Water
Resources

No hydrologic or water resources will be directly
affected by the proposed project. Site and access road
grading will alter storm water runoff paths, but the runoff
will continue to flow into existing drainage basins. The
KWP 11 project will not significantly increase the volume
or alter the quality of storm water runoff leaving the
project site. All water used on site during construction
and operation would be trucked in; the small amount of
domestic wastewater will be collected in a septic tank or
portable toilets and trucked away for disposal.

Same as Preferred Alternative.
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Table S-1

Construction Period Impacts

Section

Impact Topic

Preferred Alternative

Alternative 2

4.5

Natural Hazards

Proposed facilities are outside flood hazard areas and
tsunami inundation zones. The facilities would be
exposed to seismic, hurricane, high wind and lightening
strike hazards but minimal impacts are anticipated due to
planned preventive and response measures.

Same as Preferred Alternative.

4.6

Terrestrial Flora

No sensitive or endangered flora inhabit the areas to be
directly affected by construction. The KWP Il project
includes a plan for immediate revegetation to control soil
erosion along the edges of turbine pads and along road
cuts and fill slopes; long-term revegetation with the

reintroduction of 5,000 native plants. KWP Il LLC will
also implement measures to minimize and control

invasive species in the proposed project area.

Same as Preferred Alternative except that Alternative 2
site is closer to native vegetation. As-a—restt-KWP Il
LLC will supplement their plan for immediate
revegetation and invasive species control by conducting
long-term revegetation with the reintroduction of 10,000
native plants.

4.7

Terrestrial & Avian Fauna

The KWP 11 project will have no significant impact on
non-protected species. However, “incidental take” of
protected species may occur as a result of colliding with
the WTGs, equipment, vehicles and other proposed
facilities. This is being addressed through a Habitat
Conservation Plan that includes measures to avoid,
minimize and mitigate take. Under the terms of the Plan

the proposed mitigation measures will result in a net

conservation benefit for the affected species. The four
protected species that could be impacted are the

Hawaiian Petrel, Newell’s Shearwater, néng, and
Hawaiian Hoary Bat.

The risk of incidental take of the four species is believed
to be similar for both sites, with the exception of néne.
Nené have been observed more often in the vicinity of
Alternative 2 and so are believed to be at greater risk of
take there.

4.8

Noise Impacts

Construction noise from excavators, trucks, and other
heavy equipment will occur at the project site. Because
mechanical equipment alone will not be able to fracture
all areas of rock, it is expected that some use of
explosives (i.e., drill-and-shoot) will be required. No
noise-sensitive uses are located nearby, but a
construction noise permit may be required. If a permit is
obtained, the contractor will employ reasonable and
standard practices to mitigate noise.

Same as Preferred Alternative except there is a lower
probability that explosives will be wused during
construction.
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Table S-1

Construction Period Impacts

Section

Impact Topic

Preferred Alternative

Alternative 2

4.9

Archaeological, Historic, &
Cultural Resources

The proposed development would not affect the heiau
adjacent to the existing wind farm, the Lahaina Pali Trail,
or the Ma‘alaea branch of the trail. No artifacts or
burials were encountered during construction of KWP |
which indicates a low probability of encountering
subsurface remains at the KWP Il project site. If any
archaeological deposits or human burials are
encountered, the contractor will halt work and contact the
State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD). Cultural
consultation and impact assessment conducted for the
project show that so long as the measures that KWP 1l
has agreed to are implemented it will not have a
significant adverse effect.

Same as Preferred Alternative except that Alternative 2 is
closer to the heiau and has no direct impact on the
Ma‘alaea branch of the Lahaina Pali Trail.

4.10

Land Use & Socioeconomic
Effects

The KWP 11 project will not interfere with other existing
or potential uses of the State land that the proposed
facilities would occupy. The presence of the WTGs, site
access roads and related facilities would not limit access
to other land served by the existing access road. The
parcels in which the proposed project and existing access
road are situated are designated as Section (b) Ceded
Lands, and OHA will therefore receive a portion of the
amount that KWP Il LLC pays to the Department of
Land and Natural Resources for the lease of the project
site.  Direct socio-economic effects of the proposed
facilities include: (1) construction employment and
business activity; (2) ongoing employment of facility
staff (which would be relatively limited); (3) ongoing
expenditures for materials and outside services; and (4)
State revenues in the form of taxes and lease revenues.

Same as Preferred Alternative except that the overall
construction costs for Alternative 2 are approximately $6
million (about 7 percent) more.

411

Scenic and Aesthetic Resources

During construction, visible components of the KWP 11
project will include construction equipment, transport
and assembly of facility parts, and temporary dust and
smoke from construction vehicles. The contractor will
be required to minimize fugitive dust in accordance with
applicable law, and the other visible activities during
construction will be minor and temporary in nature.

Same as Preferred Alternative.

SUMMARY-7
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Table S-1

Construction Period Impacts

Section

Impact Topic

Preferred Alternative

Alternative 2

412

Hazardous Materials

Construction will involve the use of small amounts of
several hazardous materials that require special handling
and storage. These will be identified, along with
measures for containment and spill prevention, in a
SPCC Plan for the KWP 11 facility. The risk of harm will
be minimized by requiring the contractor to follow best
management practices.

Same as Preferred Alternative.

413

Public Infrastructure &
Services

The KWP |1 project has little potential to adversely affect
public infrastructure and services adversely. It would
consume only small amounts of electrical power. All of
the water needed for the facility would be trucked up to
the site; no new potable water service would be required.
Minor traffic delays could result during transport of large
parts & components (i.e., WTGS) to the site. KWP Il
LLC will require its contractors to coordinate and
implement the traffic control measures described in
Chapter 4 to minimize potential delays. No significant
impacts on telecommunications or other utilities are
anticipated.

Same as Preferred Alternative.

SUMMARY-8
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Table S-2.

Operational Period Impacts

Section

Impact Topic

Preferred Alternative

Alternative 2

4.1

Geology, Topography and Soils

The design features that have been incorporated into KWP 11 to
minimize erosion (i.e., minimal road construction, drainage
culverts under site roads, minimization of cut/fill volumes), in
addition to the revegetation plan in place for the facility will
insure that the potential for erosion is minimized during
operation of the proposed facility.

Same as Preferred Alternative.

4.2

Impacts on Air Flow and
Climate

The proposed WTGs do not have the potential to affect
temperature, rainfall, humidity, or most other meteorological
parameters. The KWP Il project will reduce the combustion of
fossil fuels and, therefore, the emissions of greenhouse gases that
are contributeing to global warming.

Same as Preferred Alternative.

4.3

Air Quality

Once operational, the proposed facilities have limited potential to
affect air quality aside from the indirect benefits of reducing
fossil fuel consumption and minor emissions from certain
project-related activities such as maintenance work, vehicle-trips
made by staff and vendors traveling to and from the site, and the
operation of the electrical substation and BESS equipment.

Same as Preferred Alternative.

4.4

Hydrology and Water
Resources

Same as construction period.

Same as construction period.

4.5

Natural Hazards

Same as construction period.

Same as construction period.

4.6

Terrestrial Flora

Same as construction period.

Same as construction period.

4.7

Terrestrial & Avian Fauna

The WTGs will have greater potential to affect protected species

once they begin operating and the rotors begin turning than they

will during the construction period-(whenonce-the-rotors-are-not
turning). KWP 11 will implement a Habitat Conservation Plan to

Same as Preferred Alternative.

ensure that impacts are minimized, and that mitigation is
sufficient to result in a net conservation benefit for the affected

Species.

SUMMARY-9
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Table S-2. Operational Period Impacts
Section Impact Topic Preferred Alternative Alternative 2
The proposed project would be in general compliance with the :?rygzghr:gaile%feﬁ?nitp %ftjée gégXtt;;ntehErozfgte);
55 dBA daytime limit. It will exceed the State nighttime . P
. o : - | boundary but would be in general compliance
property line sound level limit of 45 dBA where the Lahaina Pali with the 55 dBA davtime limit. Sound from the
48 Noise Impacts Trail intersects the line of new turbines between WTG #4 and #5. ronosed turbines m);t be audible alona parts of
' P Hikers would be exposed to the turbine sound for only a small prop . S may ng p
- . - . L the Lahaina Pali Trail but are predicted to be
portion of the trail and would not interfere with communication lower than the 45 dBA niaht-time limit. The
or other necessary activities. The areas that might experience areas that miaht ex erien?:e sound Ie\)els in
sound levels in excess of 45 dBA are uninhabited. g Pet ;
excess of 45 dBA are uninhabited.
Once in operation, the KWP Il project will have virtually no
potential to negatively impact archaeological or historic sites or
cultural resources so long as the preservation plan for the heiau, .
. L Lahaina Pali Trail and Ma‘alaea branch of the trail is approved Same as Prgferred Alternatlvg except _that
Archaeological, Historic, & : o Alternative 2 is closer to the heiau and has no
4.9 Cultural Resources and implemented. In addition, outreach programs that have been direct impact on the Ma‘alaea branch of the
initiated in conjunction with the existing wind generation Lahaina Pgli Trail
facilities are being continued and expanded upon. The KWP II '
project would not preclude or limit access to the area by cultural
practitioners beyond existing conditions.
4.10 Land Use éfi%ilsoeconomlc Same as construction period. Same as construction period.
Proposed WTGs of the Preferred Alternative would be ilcrj]engt;i?:gelzr?r:lsiizeangrgr?;)rsscgervt\gtﬁgseagiistr;(re]arz
constructed lower on the Kaheawa Pastures hillside and slightly KWP I and will be less visible to the mgore
. . east of the existing KWP | facility, and would therefore become ' . i
411 Scenic and Aesthetic Resources . - : populous areas of Maui because they are situated
more visible from populated areas and public vantage points. further west. Once constructed. the KWP I
Once constructed, the KWP 11 facility will produce no visible facili 'Ii | .
airborne emissions aci IB_/ will produce no visible airborne
' emissions.
Operation of the KWP Il facility will require on-site storage of
cleaning products and mineral, hydraulic and lubricating oils for
. maintenance of the substation and WTG equipment. Best .
412 Hazardous Materials management practices, including a SPCC Plan, will be employed Same as Preferred Alternative.
to minimize the risk of harm and for containment and spill
prevention atfer the KWP I facility.
. The proposed KWP Il project does not require utility connections
4.13 Public Igirr?/sizzticture& and would place no additional burden on public services. It | Same as Preferred Alternative.
would generate fewer than 20 vehicle-trips per day.
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