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to provide opportunities for entertainment and employment in 
a setting that complements and enhances the existing Kihei 
townscape. 

The proposed project will provide spaces for business and 
medical offices, shops, a movie theater and restaurants, as 
well as an approximately 93,000-sq. ft., ISO-room, 4-story 
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site plan incorporates a village square and associated 
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access will be via Piikea Avenue, with secondary access via 
Liloa drive. 

Land use entitlements required for the proposed project to 
proceed include a Kihei-Makena Community Plan 
Amendment (CPA) for a2.627-acre portion of Parcel 030 and 
an amendment to the Planning standards to allow a height of 
60 feet on Parcel 076 to accommodate the movie theater 
building; a Change in Zoning (CIZ) for Parcels 030, 076, 080 
and 158; and a Special Management Area (SMA) Use Permit 
for the development of Parcels 030, 076, and 158. Parcel 080, 
an enhanced wetland, will not be developed and is not subject 
to SMA Use Permit procedures. The CPA and the use of 
County lands (roadway improvements to Pi ike a Avenue and 
Liloa Drive) are triggers for compliance with Chapter 343, 
Hawaii Revised Statutes environmental review requirements. 
As such, an Environmental Assessment (EA) is being 
prepared to disclose the project's technical characteristics, 
alternatives, potential impacts, and proposed mitigation 
measures. The EA will serve as the supporting technical 
document for the CPA, CIZ, and SMA Use Permit 
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the approving agency. 
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I. PROJECT OVERVIEW 

A. PROJECT LOCATION, CURRENT LAND USE, AND OWNERSHIP 

The Krausz Companies, Inc. is proposing the development of the Downtown Kihei project 

on four (4) parcels ofland in the heart of Kihei, Maui, Hawaii. See Figure 1. The subject 

properties, collectively referred to as the "project site", are located on Piikea Avenue, east 

(mauka, upland) of South Kihei Road and west (makai, seaward) of the Kihei North-South 

Collector Road (Liloa Drive). The project site is defined by Tax Map Key (TMK) Nos. (2)3-

9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158 (Parcel 030, Parcel 076, Parcel 080, and Parcel 158, 

respectively). See Figure 2. The entire project site measures approximately 27.44 acres in 

size, and access to the site will be provided from Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive. 

The project site is currently vacant and undeveloped. The project site is bordered to the west 

by Longs Drugs Kihei Center and the Azeka Shopping Center Mauka; to the north by Y ee' s 

mango orchard, with a single-family residential neighborhood beyond; to the east by the 

Piilani Village Shopping Center and a multi-family residential neighborhood; and to the 

south by various commercial and business centers and Haggai Institute Maui along Lipoa 

Street, with single-family residential neighborhoods beyond. The western portion of Parcel 

030 and the entirety of Parcel 080 contain enhanced (manmade) wetlands. The existing land 

use designations for the project site are listed in Table 1 below. 

Table 1. Existing Land Use Designations 

State Land Kihei-Makena 
Tax Map Key Average Use District Community Plan County Zoning 

Parcel 030 13.47 acres Urban Business/Commercial (B) R-3, Residential 
(10.47 acres) and Open 
Space (OS) (wetland) (3.0 
acres) 

Parcel 076 9.092 acres Urban Business/Commercial (B) R-3, Residential 

Parcel 080 3.50 acres Urban Open Space (OS) R-3, Residential 
(wetland) 

Parcel 158 1.376 acres Urban Business/Commercial (B) R-3, Residential 

Source: Maui County Planning Department, 2010 and 2012. 
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Parcel 030 is owned by Krausz Kihei One, LLC and Parcels 076, 080, and 158 are owned by 

Krausz Kihei Two, LLC. Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive are County-owned roadways. 

B. PROPOSED ACTION 

The proposed Downtown Kihei project is envisioned to be a walkable community that 

minimizes reliance on the automobile and encourages alternate modes of transportation such 

as bicycles and buses. The intent is to provide opportunities for entertainment and 

employment in a setting that complements and enhances the existing Kihei townscape. 

The project deviates from the current linear commercial corridor along South Kihei Road and 

creates an identifiable downtown center in Kihei with a mixture of office, commercial, retail 

and hotel uses situated within "city blocks", similar to other historic towns on Maui like 

Wailuku. In keeping with this concept, a village square is proposed and related promenades 

throughout the "city blocks" are planned. The architectural character of the buildings will 

consist of one- and two-story structures in accordance with design standards outlined by the 

Kihei-Makena Community Plan. See Appendices "A" and "A-I". The buildings along 

Piikea A venue are oriented toward the street with parking located along the internal streets. 

See Figure 3. This site plan allows convenient circulation within the development while 

encouraging circulation north and south of Piikea Avenue. Alternative modes of 

transportation to the site will be encouraged through the provision of bus stops and 

pedestrian and bicycle pathways. 

The proposed Downtown Kihei project is partitioned by Piikea Avenue into a southern and 

northern development consisting ofa total of thirteen (13) retail and commercial buildings 

and a hotel. It is noted that on the south side of Piikea Avenue, Parcel 080, an enhanced 

wetland, will not be developed. Similarly, the enhanced wetland area on Parcel 030 to the 

north of Piikea Avenue will not be developed either. See Figure 4 and see the listing of 

existing and proposed land uses in Table 2, below. 
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Table 2. Existing and Proposed Land Uses 

Land Use 
Parcel 
(Size) Existing Proposed 

030 -Vacant Land (10.47 - 4-story, ISO-room select-services hotel (2.627 
(13.47 acres) acres) acres) 

- Enhanced Wetland - 114,944 square feet of commercial and retail 
(3.00 acres) space in five (5) buildings 

- 515 on-grade parking stalls 
- Landscaped detention basin 
- Enhanced wetland (3.00 acres) 

076 -Vacant Land - 97,974 square feet commercial and retail 
(9.092 acres) space in six (6) buildings 

- 44,180 square-foot, 60-foot-tall movie theater 
building 

- Village square 
- Landscaped detention basin 
- 612 on-grade and deck parking stalls 

080 -Enhanced Wetland - Enhanced wetland 
(3.50 acres) 

158 -Vacant Land - 6,655-square-foot commercial and retail 
(1.376 acres) building 

- 72 on-grade parking stalls 

In the southern development, Parcel 076 will contain seven (7) one- and two-story buildings, 

while Parcel 158 will contain an approximately 6,655-square foot (sq. ft.) one-story 

commercial building. Total gross leasable area for the southern development on Parcel 076 

is approximately 142,154 sq. ft., including an approximately 44,180-sq. ft. movie theater 

building. Four (4) of the buildings on Parcel 076 will be situated to create a village square. 

Approximately 684 parking spaces consisting of approximately 148 stalls below a portion 

of the 464 on-grade stalls are provided on Parcel 076 and 72 on-grade stalls are provided on 

Parcel 158 in the southern development. Four (4) solar canopies on the upper (on-grade) 

level of the parking structure will provide shade for parked vehicles while generating energy 

to power a portion of Downtown Kihei. The parking structure is separated from the existing 

adjacent enhanced wetland located to the west on Parcel 080 by a 53-foot-wide landscaped 

detention basin running the length of the western property boundary of Parcel 076. See 

Figure 5 and Figure 6. 
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Access to Parcel 076 is from four (4) driveways on Piikea A venue and a driveway access on 

Liloa Drive directly across the access to an existing apartment complex. The easternmost 

driveways into Parcel 030 and Parcel 076 will be limited to right-tum in and out movements 

to prevent traffic conflicts with the Liloa Drive Roundabout. The other driveways into Parcel 

030 and Parcel 076 will allow all turning movements. Access to Parcel 158 will be through 

a shared driveway with Azeka Place, located to the west of Parcel 158, on Piikea Avenue. 

See Figure 7. 

The northern development will contain five (5) commercial and retail buildings consisting 

of approximately 114,944 sq. ft. of gross leasable area, as well as a ISO-room, four-story, 

approximately 93,000-sq.ft. select-services hotel. See Figure 8. The select services and 

amenities provided by this hotel will include a pool and gardens, and each room will have 

a lanai. Approximately 515 on-grade parking spaces are provided within the northern 

development. The project is separated from the existing enhanced wetland on the western 

portion of Parcel 030 by an approximately I 35-foot-wide landscaped detention basin that is 

integral to the drainage system for the development. Refer to Figures 4, 5, and 6. 

Access to the northern development on Parcel 030 will be from four (4) driveways on Piikea 

Avenue directly across Parcel 076 and from a driveway access on Liloa Drive directly across 

the driveway access to the Piilani Village Shopping Center which is located to the east of 

Parcel 030. 

At present, the exact mix of business, retail, and commercial uses and their locations within 

the project are unknown. The applicant proposes to construct the shells of the commercial 

buildings, and future individual tenants will be responsible for completing their respective 

interior renovations in accordance with design guidelines established for the development. 

The design guidelines are presented in Appendix "A-I". Anticipated commercial uses for 

the project include retail, service providers, restaurants, general offices, medical offices, 

financial institutions, public uses, a hotel, and a theater. 

SUSTAINABILITY INITIATIVES 

The project will seek Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) certification. 

Project plans will incorporate the following sustainability measures to achieve this 

certification: 
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• Sustainable Site Design 

• Establishment of community connectivity with pedestrian and bicycle access 
ways 

• Mix of uses to reduce parking demand, provide for the efficient use of the 
project site, and create outdoor public spaces 

• Access to public and alternative modes of transportation 

• Implementation of quantity and quality control of storm water 

• Reduction of light pollution with fully shielded, downward facing exterior 
light fixtures 

• Water Efficiency 

• Reduction in water use by more than 20 percent over the Energy Policy Act 
of 1992 

• Use of water efficient landscaping and climate adapted plants 

• Use of innovative wastewater technologies 

• Energy Efficiency 

• Optimized energy performance through installation of energy-efficient 
fixtures and appliances 

• Onsite renewable energy generation through installation of photovoltaic 
panels (e.g., solar canopies) or other means 

• Onsite electrical charging oflow-emitting and fuel-efficient vehicles 

• Sustainable Building Materials and Construction 

• Construction activity pollution prevention through implementation of Best 
Management Practices 

• Storage and collection of recyclables 

• Use of regional and recycled materials when possible 
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• Use of low-emitting paints, flooring, adhesives, and composite wood 

Implementation of construction waste management plan 

C. PROJECT NEED 

A market analysis report was prepared by John Child & Company, the effective date of 

which is August 5, 2011. See Appendix "B". This report assessed the market support for 

the hotel and commercial components of the proposed Downtown Kihei project. The report 

found that the Downtown Kihei select-services hotel and neighborhood retail and office 

spaces hold a unique position in the South Maui market. The select-services hotel will be 

marketed to families on a budget, particularly off-island, local families. The hotel would fill 

a niche in visitor accommodations in Kihei, while the retail and commercial component of 

Downtown Kihei would satisfY the projected increase in resident demands that will be 

generated by the growing South Maui population. 

In regards to the proposed hotel, there are approximately 4,133 existing visitor 

accommodation units in Kihei. There are no anticipated additions to the current supply, and 

the projected annual room demand in Kihei is projected to increase through 2020. In 

consideration of the existing supply of visitor accommodations and a historical long-term 

stabilized occupancy rate of75 percent, the market analysis determined that Kihei's existing 

supply would reach 75 percent occupancy by 2013. The market analysis concludes that the 

South Maui market would support the development of an additional 108 rooms in 2014 and 

approximately 436 rooms by 2020. Given that there is limited competition for Downtown 

Kihei's proposed ISO-room hotel, the Downtown Kihei hotel is expected to capture at least 

50 percent of the annual new room demand in Kihei after 2013, and the hotel would achieve 

stabilized occupancy between 20 IS and 2016. 

The market report stated that the Downtown Kihei select-services hotel holds a competitive 

position in the market, as Kihei is an established visitor destination with continuous appeal. 

Moreover, Kihei's existing visitor accommodations are somewhat dated and offer limited 

amenities, being comprised of smaller, budget hotels and independently owned 

condominiums that require longer stays. Larger luxury hotel chains do not have a presence 

in Kihei. The market analysis indicates that the Downtown Kihei hotel would attract airline 

crew members staying overnight, as well as visitors from neighbor islands traveling to Maui 

for business, sporting events, or weekend vacations. Airline crews would be attracted to the 

proposed hotel for its accessibility from the Kahului Airport and its planned retail, restaurant, 
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Period 

2010 - 2015 

2015 - 2020 

2020 - 2025 

2025 - 2030 

and entertainment venues. Neighbor island residents would stay at the proposed hotel for its 

proximity to major employment, educational, and recreational facilities. 

In terms of the commercial retail and office component of Downtown Kihei, it is recognized 

that Kihei is the primary commercial area for residents and visitors in the South Maui region 

which stretches from Maalaea to Makena. In determining projected market support for 

Downtown Kihei, the market report analyzed both resident and visitor expenditures in the 

South Maui region alongside projected demand and future supply for retail and commercial 

development. Downtown Kihei will be the only new commercial center makai of Piilani 

Highway in Central Kihei. Although two (2) new commercial centers are being planned 

mauka of Piilani Highway, these centers are not anticipated to compete directly with 

Downtown Kihei, particularly due to its distinctive neighborhood retail offerings and 

synergies with the nearby groceries in the Piilani Village Shopping Center, Azeka Shopping 

Center Mauka, and Longs Drugs Kihei Center. Downtown Kihei's offerings are anticipated 

to capture a majority of visitor sales, and Downtown Kihei has a captive market with its 

select-services hotel. Moreover, being located within an established and growing residential 

community, Downtown Kihei is anticipated to attract a portion of the resident market as well. 

The commercial component is anticipated to achieve stabilized occupancy by 2020, as shown 

in Table 3 below. 

Table 3. Projected Market Support for Downtown Kihei Commercial Component 

Additional Space 
Downtown Kihei Commercial Component 

Requirement 

Per Period Cumulative 
Low High 

Capture (Sq. Ft.) (Sq. Ft.) Low High Low High 
Rate (Sq. Ft.) (Sq. Ft.) (Sq. Ft.) (Sq. Ft.) 

172,000 224,000 60% 103,000 134,000 103,000 134,000 

119,000 159,000 60% 71,000 95,000 174,000 229,000 

121,000 158,000 60% 73,000 95,000 247,000 324,000 

116,000 153,000 60% 70,000 92,000 317,000 416,000 

Source: John Child & Company, 2011. 
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D. ENTITLEMENTS AND APPROVALS REOUIRED 

Certain land use entitlements and approvals will be required in order for the proposed 

Downtown Kihei project to proceed, as described below: 

1. Community Plan Amendment 

In order to enable the development of the proposed select-services hotel on Parcel 

030, a Community Plan Amendment (CPA) will be required. An amendment to the 

Community Plan Map will be pursued to change the underlying Kihei-Makena 

Community Plan designation for the 2.627-acre hotel site on Parcel 030 from 

"Business/Commercial (B)" to "Hotel" (H). See Figure 9. Additionally, an 

amendment to the Planning Standards for Land Use will be pursued to allow a 

portion of the movie theater building in the southern development to exceed the 

maximum amendment to the Planning Standards for Land Use will be pursued to 

allow a portion of the movie theater building in the southern development to exceed 

the maximum 35-foot height limit recommended for new commercial buildings to 

be up to 60 feet tall. The proposed amendment to Part III, Section C-l, Land Use 

Standards, is to add the following item: "g. Development of the theater on a portion 

of the Downtown Kihei property identified as TMK (2) 3-9-002:076(por.), 

approximately 29,500 square feet, shall have a height limit of 60 feet". 

The CPA will initially be reviewed by the Maui Planning Commission (MPC) which 

will make a recommendation to the Maui County Council. Final review and approval 

of the CPA will be by the Maui County Council and Mayor through enactment of an 

ordinance. 

2. Change in Zoning 

In order to achieve zoning conformance with the underlying "Business/Commercial 

(B)", "Open Space (OS)", and proposed" Hotel (H)"Kihei-Makena Community Plan 

designations, an application for a Change in Zoning (CIZ) will be submitted, as 

outlined in Table 4 below. Similar to the CPA, initial review of the CIZ is by the 

MPC, with final review and approval by the Maui County Council and Mayor 

through an enactment of an ordinance. 
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Table 4. Proposed Change-in-Zoning 

Parcel Current Zoning Proposed Zoning 

Parcel 030 R-3, Residential B-2, Community Business District (7.841 acres) 
OS-I, Open Space "Passive" (3.00 acres) 

H-M, Hotel-Medium District (2.627 acres) 

Parcel 076 R-3, Residential B-2, Community Business District 

Parcel 080 R-3, Residential OS-I, Open Space "Passive" District 

Parcel 158 R-3, Residential B-2, Community Business District 

3. Special Management Area Use Permit 

The project site is located within County of Maui's Special Management Area 

(SMA), which extends from the shore to the makai (ocean side) boundary of the 

Piilani Highway right-of-way. Based on the proposed scope of work, a SMA Use 

Pennit will be required, involving review and approval by the MPC through a public 

hearing process. Parcel 080 will not be included in the SMA Use Pennit application, 

as there is no development proposed in this parcel. It is noted that the SMA Use 

Pennit application will be processed concurrently with the CPA and CIZ 

applications, but action on the SMA application by the MPC will be deferred pending 

completion of the CPA and CIZ land entitlement process by the Maui County 

Council and Mayor. 

E. CHAPTER 343, HAW All REVISED STATUTES REQUIREMENT 

The proposed development will involve a CPA for Parcel 030, and roadway improvements 

will affect the County's Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive rights-of-way. The community plan 

amendment (i.e., CPA), and use of County lands are triggers for environmental review 

pursuant to Chapter 343, Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS). In particular, based on the 

anticipated scope of work, the proposed action requires the preparation and processing of an 

Environmental Assessment (EA). It is noted that the EA will serve as the supporting 

technical document for the CPA, CIZ, and SMA Use Pennit applications, and the MPC will 

serve as the approving agency for the EA. 

Page 18 



F. IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME AND PROJECT COST 

The development of the proposed Downtown Kihei project will commence upon receipt of 

regulatory and construction permits and approvals. It is estimated that site construction will 

be completed in the summer of2015. The estimated cost of construction for the proposed 

project is approximately $72,222,660.00. 
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II. DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS, 
POTENTIAL IMPACTS, AND PROPOSED 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

A. PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

1. Surrounding Land Uses 

a. Existing Conditions 

The project site is located within the heart of Kihei Town, which contains a 

variety of residential, business/commercial, civic, and recreational land uses. 

The project site is bordered to the west by Longs Drugs Kihei Center and the 

Azeka Shopping Center Mauka; to the north by a mango orchard with a 

single-family residential neighborhood beyond; to the east by the Piilani 

Village Shopping Center and a multi-family residential neighborhood; and to 

the south by various commercial and business centers and Haggai Institute 

Maui along Lipoa Street, with single-family residential neighborhoods 

beyond. Refer to Figure 2. Numerous public facilities, including the Kihei 

Community and Aquatic Center, Kihei Elementary School, Kihei Public 

Library, Kihei Post Office, and Kihei Fire Station, are located within one (I) 

mile of the project site. 

The coastal area of Kihei includes numerous resort-oriented condominiums 

situated along South Kihei Road. Kalepolepo Park, Kalama Park, Cove Park, 

and Kamaole Beach Parks I, II, and III are among the popular recreational 

facilities found in Kihei, to the west of the project site. The Elleair Maui 

Golf Club, the only golf course in Kihei outside of the resort areas of Wailea 

and Makena, is located due east of the project site, on the mauka (upland) 

side of Piilani Highway. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

The proposed project is not anticipated to have an adverse impact on 

surrounding land uses. Rather, in providing office and commercial spaces for 

retail, service providers, restaurants, recreation, educational and public uses, 
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the proposed Downtown Kihei project is considered to be complementary to 

the surrounding land uses. The proposed proj ect is designed and intended to 

enhance the surrounding Kihei commercial area by creating an identifiable 

downtown area. 

2. Climate 

a. Existing Conditions 

Maui is characterized by a semi·tropical climate containing a multitude of 

individual microclimates. The mean annual temperature of the island at all 

locations near sea level is approximately 75 degrees Fahrenheit. A high 

proportion of the rainfall that Maui receives each year falls on the northeast 

facing shores leaving the south and southwest coastal areas relatively dry. 

The project site is located within one of these drier areas of the southwest 

coast. 

The Kihei coast is generally sunny, warm, and dry throughout the entire year. 

Annual temperatures in the region average in the mid 70's. June through 

August are historically the warmer months of the year, while the cooler 

months are January through March. During the summer months, average 

daily temperatures in Kihei typically range from the low 70's to the high 80's 

(County of Maui, Office of Economic Development, 2011). 

Average rainfall distribution in the Kihei-Makena region varies from under 

10 inches per year along the coastline to more than 20 inches per year in the 

higher elevations. Rainfall in the Kihei-Makena region is highly seasonal, 

with most of the precipitation occurring in the winter months (County of 

Maui, Office of Economic Development, 201 I). 

Northeast tradewinds prevail approximately 80 to 85 percent of the time. 

Tradewinds originating from the northeast average 10 to 15 miles per hour 

during afternoons, with slightly lighter winds during mornings and nights. 

Between October and April, the southerly winds of Kona storms may be 

experienced (County of Maui, Office of Economic Development, 2011). 
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h. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

According to the United States Environmental Protection Agency, the 

development of cities and suburban areas has a tendency to increase 

temperatures slightly (up to 10 degrees Fahrenheit, in dense cities) as 

compared to surrounding natural land cover. This "heat island" effect, as it 

is often denoted, refers to urban air and surface temperatures that may be 

higher than nearby rural or undeveloped areas (U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency). 

In order to minimize the potential of an elevated heat island profile, a number 

of landscaping measures are being incorporated into the project plans. For 

example, shade trees and landscape vegetation will be planted throughout 

Downtown Kihei to take advantage of the natural cooling effects of shading 

and the evaporative effects of water from the soil and leaves. Landscape 

enhancements like trellises and ornamental tree and accent plantings around 

buildings will also provide cooling effects. Refer to Appendix "A-I". 

Further, the buildings will be architecturally designed and built with a low 

profile to minimize trapped heat between buildings and to maximize natural 

air flow around and through the buildings. It is anticipated that these 

mitigation measures will serve to offset the potential heat island effect of the 

buildings, and pavement in the proposed project. As a result, the proposed 

action is not anticipated to significantly alter local micro-climates. 

3. Topography and Soils 

a. Existing Conditions 

The project site as a whole generally slopes in an easterly to westerly 

direction, towards the ocean. Parcel 030 slopes from an elevation of 

approximately 27 feet above mean sea level (ams!) at its easterly end along 

Liloa Drive to approximately 4 feet amsl at the eastern edge of the enhanced 

wetland area for an average slope of approximately 1.2 percent. Parcel 076 

slopes from an elevation of approximately 39 feet amsl at its easterly end 

along Liloa Drive to approximately 4 feet amsl at its westerly end for an 

average slope of approximately 3.1 percent. Parcel 158 is relatively flat, 

sloping from an elevation of approximately 8 feet amsl at its eastern end to 
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approximately 7 feet amsl at its western end for an average slope of 

approximately 0.7 percent. See Appendix "C". 

Underlying the project site are soils belonging to the Pulehu-Ewa-laucas 

association. See Figure 10. The Soil Survey of the Islands of Kauai, Oahu. 

Maui, Molokai, and Lanai, State of Hawaii characterizes the soils of the 

Pulehu-Ewa-laucas association as consisting of well-drained and excessively 

drained, moderately fine to coarse-textured soils on alluvial fans and in 

basins. These soils are nearly level to moderately sloping, which developed 

in material weathered from basic igneous rock, coral, and seashells. The 

association makes up about four (4) percent of the island (Soil Conservation 

Service). 

According to the above-mentioned soil survey, the specific soil type 

underlying the project site include Pulehu clay loam (PsA), Puuone sand 

(PZUE), and laucas sand, saline (leC). See Figure 11. Pulehu clay loam 

(PsA) at 0 to 3 percent slopes occurs on alluvial fans between sea level and 

300 feet in elevation stream terraces and basins. This is a moderate-drained 

soil with low runoff hazard. Puuone sand (PZUE) at 7 to 30 percent slopes 

occurs at elevations between 50 and 350 feet. This soil type is somewhat 

excessively drained with low runoff hazard. A cemented layer is typically 

found at 20 to 40 inches below the surface. laucas sand, saline (lcC) at 0 to 

12 percent slopes is typically found near the ocean where the water table is 

near the surface and salts have accumulated and at elevations between sea 

level and 100 feet. This soil type is poorly drained in depressions but 

excessively drained on knolls with negligible runoff hazard. Typical depth 

to the water table is within a depth of30 inches. It is noted that the western 

portion of Parcel 030 and the entirety of Parcel 080 are wetlands. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

The proposed Downtown Kihei project is compatible with the project site's 

underlying soil characteristics. The project site will be cleared, graded, and 

grubbed to ensure the slope of the development is compliant with Americans 

with Disabilities Act (ADA) design standards. Site work will also involve 

construction of retaining walls and installation of underground 
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utilities and infrastructure. To control runoff, sedimentation, and erosion, 

several Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be implemented in 

accordance with applicable provisions of the Maui County Code and the 

project-specific National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 

permit. These may include the following: constructing of detention basins to 

capture sedimentation to minimize the quantity of sediment in storm water 

runoff leaving the site, protecting of natural vegetation, using wind erosion 

control, intercepting runoff above disturbed slopes, and using seeding and 

fertilizing or other soil erosion control. The site plan incorporates landscaped 

detention basins within Parcel 030 and Parcel 076 between the developed 

areas and the existing wetlands. The wetland areas on Parcels 030 and 080 

will not be altered with the proposed action. There are no geologic or soil 

hazard limitations associated with the project site, and the underlying 

topography does not pose a constraint to development. The site plan has been 

designed to integrate the proposed buildings with the gentle slope of the 

landscape. 

4. Agriculture 

a. Existing Conditions 

In 1977, the State Department of Agriculture developed a classification 

system to identifY Agricultural Lands of Importance to the State of Hawaii 

(ALISH). The classification system is based primarily, though not 

exclusively, upon the soil characteristics of the lands. The three (3) classes 

of ALISH lands are: "Prime", "Unique", and "Other Important" agricultural 

land, with all remaining lands termed "Unclassified". 

When utilized with modern farming methods, "Prime" agricultural lands have 

a soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply necessary to produce 

sustained crop yields economically. "Unique" agricultural lands possess a 

combination of soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply to produce 

sustained high yields of a specific crop. "Other Important" agricultural lands 

include those that have not been rated as "Prime" or "Unique", but are of 

state-wide or local importance for agricultural use. As reflected by the 

ALISH map for the project region, the project site is "Unclassified" and is 

located in an area designated for urban use. 
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The University of Hawaii, Land Study Bureau (LSB) developed the Overall 

Productivity Rating, which classified soils according to five (5) levels, with 

"A" representing the class of highest productivity soils and "E" representing 

the lowest. These letters are followed by numbers which further classify the 

soil types by conveying such information as texture, drainage, and stoniness. 

The project site is primarily located on lands designated "E4", with portions 

ofthe site on lands designated "B4i" and "E74". Lands designated "E4" are 

non-stony and well-suited for machine tillability, with course well-drained 

soils over 30 inches deep. Lands designated "B4i" are essentially irrigated 

"E4" lands and otherwise exhibit like characteristics. Lands designated 

"E74" are non-stony yet poorly suited for machine tillability. These soils are 

moderately fine in texture and poorly drained (University of Hawaii, Land 

Study Bureau, May 1967). Since its classification in 1967, the lands 

underlying and surrounding the project site have been urbanized or 

designated for urban land uses. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

The project site is currently vacant and undeveloped. A mango orchard was 

established on the northwestern portion of Parcel 076 in the late 1950s; 

however, this orchard was left fallow by the mid-1980s. Otherwise, the site 

has not been used for cultivated crops. Residual agricultural pesticides and 

fertilizers are not anticipated in the vicinity of the project site. 

There are no current or planned agricultural activities occurring on the project 

site. In the context of the project site's underlying designation for residential 

and business/commercial purposes and its neighboring urban environs, no 

adverse impacts to agricultural resources are anticipated as a result of the 

proposed project. A mango orchard located to the north of the project site is 

not anticipated to experience any adverse impacts as a result of project 

implementation. Best Management Practices (BMPs) for water quality and 

air quality will be implemented during the construction period to contain 

runoff, sedimentation, and dust that may be generated by construction 

activities. BMPs will include constructing retention basins to capture 

sedimentation and minimize the quantity of sediments leaving the site using 

wind erosion control measures, such as wind fences and/or other soil erosion 

control techniques. 
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5. Flood and Tsunami Hazards 

a. Existing Conditions 

As indicated by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood 

Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) for the area, the mauka (eastward) portion of the 

project site (portions of Parcel 030 and 076) are located in Flood Zone X 

(unshaded). The makai (westward) portion of the project site, consisting of 

a portion of Parcel 030 containing the manmade wetland and a portion of 

Parcel 076, the majority of Parcel 080, and the entirety of Parcel 158, are 

located in Flood Zone AH, with a base flood elevation of six (6) feet. See 

Figure 12. Flood Zone X (unshaded) denotes areas determined to be outside 

the 0.2 percent annual chance floodplain, while Flood Zone AH indicates 

special flood hazard areas subject to inundation by the 1 percent annual 

chance flood (i.e. 100-year flood), which are usually areas of ponding to 

depths of one (1) to three (3) feet. 

It is noted that FEMA and the County of Maui are in the process of updating 

the FIRM and have released a preliminary Digital FIRM (DFIRM). Notably, 

the DFIRM reflects the same flood zones as the current FIRM for the project 

site (Hawaii NFIP, 2012). 

The project site is situated outside of the tsunami inundation zone which, in 

this area, extends mauka (inland) to South Kihei Road (PDC, 1998). 

h. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

There are no restrictions on development for projects located within Flood 

Zone X. However, due to portions of the project site being located in Flood 

Zone AH, a special flood hazard area, a Flood Development Permit will be 

required for project implementation, as applicable. Development of the 

project site will be in accordance with the standards for development set forth 

by Section 19.62.060, Maui County Code. 

Because the project is located outside of the tsunami inundation area, there 

are no threats anticipated from coastal wave action. 
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Notwithstanding the foregoing, the applicant will work with the State of 

Hawaii Office of the Director of Civil Defense to establish a 5-foot by 5-foot 

area on Parcel 158 for the installation of a stand-alone solar powered outdoor 

warnmg siren. 

6. Flora and Fauna 

a. Existing Conditions 

Botanical and Fauna Surveys were prepared for the project site by Robert W. 

Hobdy, environmental consultant, in March 2009. See Appendix "D". The 

project site contains three (3) distinct vegetation zones. The mauka 

(easternmost) portion of the project site is a dry savarmah dominated by kiawe 

(Prosopis pallida) and buffelgrass (Cenchrus ciliaris), below which is a 

dense thicket of kiawe and sourbush (Pluchea carolinensis). The makai 

(western) portion of the project site (Parcel 080 and portion of Parcel 030) 

contains two (2) manmade ponds, effectively wetland areas that host wetland 

plants in the water and along the damp banks. Predominant species include 

makaloa (Cyperus lacvigatus), kaluha (Bolboschoenus maritimus subsp. 

Paludosus) and pickleweed (Baris maritima). 

A total of 61 species of flora were observed in the project site, including 11 

native species: aheahea (Chenopodium oahuense), makaloa, kaluha, aki aki 

(Sporobolus virginicus), akulikuli (Sesuvium portulacastrum), ilima (Sida 

fal/ax), kipukai (Heliotropium curassavicum), po hue hue (Ipomoea pes

caprae), uhaloa (Waltheria indica), popolo (Solanum americanum) and ae 

ae (Bacopa monnieri). Seven (7) of these species are associated with the 

wetland habitat. While the aheahea is the only endemic species observed, it 

is found on all major Hawaiian islands and is not uncommon. The remaining 

10 native species found are widespread and relatively common in Hawaii and 

throughout the Pacific. 

Species of fauna encountered at the project site were limited to axis deer, 

although rats, mice, mongoose, and domestic and feral cats would be 

expected to occur as well. Special efforts were made to locate the 

endangered Hawaiian hoary bat and the endangered Blackburn's Sphinx 

moth, yet no specimens were observed during the survey. Avifauna were 

relatively abundant in the project site, presumably due to the site's diversity 
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of habitats and the seasonal green condition of the vegetation. In total, 15 

bird species were observed, including three (3) native waterbirds, the 

indigenous aukuu or black-crowned night-heron (Nycticorax nycticorax 

hoactli), the endemic and endangered aeo or black-necked stilt (Himantopus 

mexicanus knudseni), and the alae keokeo or Hawaiian coot (Fulica alai), 

which is also an endemic and endangered species. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

According to the botanical survey, given that no rare, threatened, or 

endangered species of flora were found outside the wetland areas, the 

proposed project is not anticipated to have a negative impact on flora in the 

region, provided that the proposed project does not alter the wetland areas. 

The proposed site plan incorporates a 135-foot-wide vegetated buffer zone 

between the manmade wetland on Parcel 030 and the proposed development 

area. Similarly, a 53 -foot-wide vegetated buffer zone is provided between the 

manmade wetland on Parcel 080 and the development on Parcel 076. The 

proposed project does not involve alteration of the wetland areas, and the 

vegetated buffer zones are designed to prevent impacts to the wetland habitats 

and resident flora and fauna that could result from project implementation. 

The fauna and avifauna species found on the dryland portions of the project 

site are of common, non-native species, such that the proposed project is not 

anticipated to adversely impact the region's fauna and avifauna. A special 

effort was made to look for the endangered native Hawaiian hoary bat, 

however, no bat activity was detected. About 40 young tree tobacco 

(Nicotiana glauca) shrubs, a non-native host plant for the endangered 

Blackburn's Sphinx moth, were found on the proj ect site. Each of these 

plants were examined, but no moths or their larvae were observed. The State 

of Hawaii, Department of Land and Natural Resources' (DLNR) protocol for 

the removal of the tree tobacco plant will be implemented to ensure that the 

Blackburn's Sphinx moth is not adversely impacted. The applicant is in the 

process of coordinating the removal ofthe tree tobacco plant with DLNR. 

The wetland ponds at the makai (western) portions of the project site provide 

habitat for two (2) native, endangered avifauna species, the aeo and the alae 

keokeo. According to the fauna survey report, these species are agitated by 
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structures and human activities occurring nearby nesting sites, such that they 

may be discouraged from breeding in the wetland ponds. The botanical and 

fauna survey report advises that a 30-foot buffer be provided between any 

structure and the wetland areas, and that a visual buffer at least 10 feet tall 

(e.g., an oleander hedge) be installed in this buffer area. To this end, as 

discussed above, a I 35-foot-wide vegetated buffer area is planned on Parcel 

030 and a 53-foot-wide vegetated buffer zone is planned on Parcel 076. 

The USFWS indicated the threatened Newell's shear water (Puffinus 

auricularis newelli) and the endangered Hawaiian petrel (Pterodroma 

phaeopygia sandwichensis) are known to traverse the project area. In 

addition, the fauna survey notes that the endangered uau and the threatened 

aeo, both seabirds, are known to fly over lowlands like the project site in the 

evening time, en route to mountainside burrows. Because bright lights can 

confuse young birds, leaving them vulnerable to crashes and injuries, outdoor 

lighting will consist of hooded downward fixtures, as suggested by the 

USFWS and required by Chapter 205A, HRS. 

7. Streams. Wetlands, and Reservoirs 

a. Existing Conditions 

Parcel 030 contains a 3.0-acre manmade wetland, and a 3.5-acre manmade 

wetland lies between Parcels 076 and 158, on Parcel 80. The wetland on 

Parcel 030 was constructed in the early 1990s as part of the wetland 

mitigation plan for the adjacent Longs Drugs shopping center. This wetland 

mitigation plan was approved by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers on 

November 13, 1990. See Appendix "E". (Of note, the Longs Drugs 

mitigation plan also included the fencing-in of a 6-acre site at the Kanaha 

Pond National Wildlife Refuge, located off of North Kihei Road.) 

The 3 .5-acre wetland on Parcel 080 was constructed in the early 1990s as part 

of the wetland mitigation plan for the Azeka Mauka shopping center located 

on the western side of Parcel 158. Soils excavated from Parcel 080 were 

deposited onto Parcel 158. The wetland mitigation plan involving Parcel 080 

was approved by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers on October 30,1990. 

See Appendix "E-l". 
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A Wetland Determination Summary prepared by Malama Environmental, 

LLC (MEV) in August 2008 conducted five (5) bore holes (BH) and located 

three (3) non-contiguous wetland areas totaling approximately 0.23 acre in 

Parcel 030, immediately above the 3.0-acre manmade wetland. See Figure 

13. A Wetland Determination Summary prepared by MEV in June 2008 

conducted one (1) BH and determined that the southwestern comer of Parcel 

076 contains an approximately 0.07-acre (3,000-square-foot) wetland area 

adjacent to Parcel 030. See Figure 14. See Appendix "E-2" and Appendix 

"E-3". 

There are no streams or reservoirs in the vicinity of the project site. 

h. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

The proposed project is not anticipated to impact any of the region's streams 

or reservoirs. 

The creation of the manmade wetlands on a portion of Parcel 030 and on 

Parcel 080 served to mitigate development of the adjacent Longs Drugs and 

Azeka Mauka shopping centers, which each involved the filling of wetland 

areas. Meanwhile, the June 2008 Wetland Determination Summary prepared 

by MEV found that ParcellS 8 contains no wetland area, due to this parcel 

being altered during the creation of the engineered wetland on Parcel 080. 

The June 2008 and August 2008 Wetland Determination Summaries prepared 

by MEV located noncontiguous small wetland areas on Parcel 030 and Parcel 

076, immediately above the manmade wetlands. The MEV reports concluded 

that due to their size and noncontiguous nature, the noncontiguous wetland 

areas may not satisfy the Army Corps of Engineer' s wetland definition. The 

MEV reports recommend that vegetated buffer zones be provided on the 

mauka (inland) sides of the manmade wetlands that encompass the 0.23-acre 

and 0.07-acre wetland areas found in Parcel 030 and Parcel 076, respectively, 

to ensure that the proposed development does not negatively impact the 
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manmade wetland habitats or the resident flora and fauna. Refer to 

Appendix "E-2" and Appendix "E-3". 

The proposed project will not alter the engineered wetlands that are located 

within a portion of Parcel 030 and on Parcel 080. In line with the 

recommendations of the MEV Wetland Determination Summaries, the 

project site plan provides a I 35-foot-wide landscaped detention basin that 

encompasses the wetland areas found on Parcel 030, as well as a 53-foot

wide landscaped detention basin that encompasses the wetland area on Parcel 

076. To prevent onsite and offsite runofffrom discharging directly into the 

manmade wetlands, runoff will be intercepted with drain inlets fitted with 

activated carbon filters and routed through subsurface drainage systems that 

incorporate internal baffles to encourage siltation before being discharged 

into the landscaped detention basins. These basins will incorporate 

provisions for overflow with controlled release to the downstream manmade 

wetlands. Whereas runoff from the project site currently flows unchecked 

into the manmade wetlands, the proposed drainage improvements described 

above will provide for filtration and siltation to improve the quality of runoff 

from the project site. In this context, the proposed project is not anticipated 

to have an adverse impact on wetlands in the proj ect vicinity. 

It is highlighted that the change-in-zoning action is sought in part to change 

the zoning of a portion of Parcel 030 and the entirety of Parcel 080 from "R-

3, Residential" to "OS-I, Open Space" to encompass the constructed 

wetlands. 

8. Archaeological and Historical Resources 

a. Existing Conditions 

An archaeological inventory survey (AIS) report was completed for the 

project site in June 2010 by Xamanek Researches, LLC (XRL). Fieldwork 

was conducted from September through December 2009. See Appendix 

"F". The archaeological inventory survey involved fieldwork and 

archaeological and historical literature review. Fieldwork involved a 100 

percent pedestrian survey, 20 backhoe test trenches, II hand-excavated Test 

Units (TUs), and eight (8) manual Shovel Tests (STs). Literature review 

Page 36 



involved a review of mythological and historical accounts and previous 

archaeological work conducted in the surrounding region. 

The AIS fieldwork located two (2) historic properties within the project site, 

with one (1) on Parcel 030 and the other on Parcel 076. A post-Contact rock 

wall remnant with concrete footings listed as SIHP 50-50-04-6669 was found 

on Parcel 030. Within this collapsed rock wall segment were three (3) 

aligned concrete posts, indicating post-Contact construction, presumably 

associated with a former residential structure; decomposing milled wood was 

also noted. Opihi shell midden and water-worn cobbles and pebbles adjacent 

to the wall were documented, indicating that the site may have been reutilized 

during post-Contact habitation. Two (2) traditional Hawaiian habitation 

features were documented in Parcel 076 and recorded as SIHP 50-50-04-6670 

Feature A and Feature B. These features, which consisted of surface and 

subsurface traditional cultural material remains such as marine shell midden, 

coral fragments, basalt flakes, and volcanic glass, were interpreted as pre

Contact temporary habitation sites. 

No burial features or human remains were identified during the pedestrian 

surveys or subsurface testing at the project site. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

As discussed above, the AIS documented two (2) sites, a pre-Contact 

temporary habitation site and the remnants of a post-Contact residence. The 

sites were reviewed in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior standards 

established for the State and National Register of Historic Places. In 

accordance with these rules, a site shall meet one or more of the following 

criteria in order to be deemed significant: 

Criterion A: Be associated with events that have made a significant 
contribution to the broad patterns of our history. 

Criterion B: Be associated with the lives of persons significant to our 
past. 

Criterion C: Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of construction, or that represent the work of a 
master, or that possess high artistic value or that represent 
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a significant and distinguishable entity, whose components 
may lack individual construction. 

Criterion D: Have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information 
important to prehistory or history. 

Criterion E: Have an important value to the native Hawaiian people or 
to another ethnic group ofthe State due to associations with 
traditional cultural practices once carried-out, or still 
carried-out, at the property or due to associations with 
traditional beliefs, events, or oral accounts - these 
associations being important to the groups' history and 
cultural identity (State of Hawaii criterion only). 

The post-Contact habitation site SIHP 50-50-04-6669 was deemed significant 

under Criterion D, for its yielding of information important to the history of 

the area. According to the AIS report, this post-Contact habitation feature 

may be associated with the plantation and/or ranching era. Meanwhile, the 

pre-contact habitation site SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Features A and B were 

deemed significant under Criterion D for their information content and for 

their importance to the history of Hawaii. Both of these sites have been 

identified, recorded, and assessed with location documentation, written 

descriptions, photographs, and plan view maps to scale. 

Given that the significance of these sites has been assessed and recorded, no 

further investigative archaeological work is recommended for the surveyed 

portion of the project site. Notwithstanding, precautionary archaeological 

monitoring is recommended and deemed appropriate, as subsurface features 

and/or human remains may be inadvertently encountered during construction 

activities. Furthermore, the AIS report states that an archaeological 

monitoring plan shall be prepared in accordance with Section 13-13-279, 

Hawaii Administrative Rules (HAR). 

The AIS report was submitted to the State Historic Preservation Division 

(SHPD) for review. The SHPD concurred with the report's findings and 

recommendations and accepted the report via letter dated March 15,2011. 

See Appendix "F-l". The SHPD concurred that precautionary 

archaeological monitoring should occur during subsurface work on the 

project site. In accordance with the recommendation of the AIS, an 

archaeological monitoring plan will be prepared and submitted to SHPD. 
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Lastly, in accordance with Section 6E-43.6, Hawaii Revised Statutes and 

Chapter 13-300, HAR, if any significant cultural deposits or human skeletal 

remains are encountered, work will stop in the immediate vicinity of the find 

and the SHPD and the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) will be contacted. 

9. Cultural Resources 

a. Existing Conditions 

A Cultural Impact Assessment (CIA) for the proposed project was prepared 

by Hana Pono, LLC in June 2009. The CIA conducted archival research of 

historical maps, data, and literature to identifY historical cultural resources 

and practices relevant to the project site and surrounding lands. See 

Appendix "G". 

Historically speaking, the island of Maui was divided into 12 moku, 

traditional land districts, each of which in turn were divided into a number of 

ahupuaa. Ahupuaa generally stretched from mountaintop into the outer reef, 

and each contained all the natural resources necessary to sustain a 

community. The project site lies in the moku of Kula and the ahupuaa of 

Waiohuli. Kula refers to a broad, open expanse ofland, and the lands within 

the moku of Kula were known to be vast and arid. On the coast, however, 

fishing was plentiful, and it was during the era of the long voyages, between 

llOOAD and 1400AD, that this leeward area of the island was settled. 

Waiohuli, literally translated, equates to "waters of change", interpreted as 

the changing or turning waters. To the north ofWaiohuli is the ahupuaa of 

Kaonoulu, the hunger or yearning for ulu, breadfruit, which was grown in the 

upper regions. To the south is Keokea, shortened from Ke-one-kea, which 

refers to the area's long white sand beaches. In ancient times, coastal 

lowlands ofWaiohuli and its surroundings were known for the brackish water 

ponds and wetlands that would form during the rainy season then dry away 

during the summer months. 

As mentioned, settlements in the coastal areas ofWaiohuli and neighboring 

ahupuaa were sustained by the bountiful ocean resources. Along the 

shoreline to the north and west of the project site were built a number of 

fishponds, most notably Koieie at Kalepolepo beach, Waiohuli-kai, and 
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Keokea-kai, These ponds were some of the most important royal fishponds 

on Maui and were reportedly rebuilt at least three (3) times over the centuries 

by various ruling chiefs. 

In addition to fish, various types oflimu (seaweed), octopus, lobster and other 

shellfish were gathered from the ocean, and this diet of seafood was likely 

supplemented by food crops grown in other regions of the island. Kala (taro) 

was possibly obtained from Waikapu while uala (sweet potato) and ulu 

(breadfruit) were likely acquired through trade with other villages in the Kula 

district. 

To facilitate trade and communication, a number of trails like the Kalepolepo 

Trail linked coastal and upland settlements, while Ke Alaloa 0 Maui, built by 

King Piilani and his son Kihapiilani, was effectively a highway that circled 

the entire island. South Kihei Road, located due west of the proj ect site, 

follows the path of the Alaloa. 

During the post-Contact era, Kamehameha I landed his canoes nearby at 

Kalepolepo beach, just north of the project site, during his invasion of Maui 

in pursuit of becoming king of Hawaii. Although Kamehameha's forces had 

previously been defeated by Maui's warriors and their famous maa (sling), 

he returned this time armed with mortars, muskets, and cannons. Armed with 

these foreign weapons, Kamehameha was able to push the Maui warriors 

from Kalepolepo to the West Maui Mountains. 

With the arrival offoreign settlers and the creation of the Hawaiian Kingdom 

came new industry and economy. As early as 1828, sugar cane was 

introduced to Maui, and by 1899, the Kihei Plantation Company was growing 

sugar cane in the plains above Kihei. The Kihei Plantation Company was 

later absorbed by the Hawaiian Commercial & Sugar Company (HC&S) in 

1908. HC&S continued to cultivate in sugar what had been the Kihei 

Plantation Company fields into the 1960s. 

Also in 1828, Father Bachelot, the first Catholic priest in Hawaii, brought 

from Paris a seed which he planted in a churchyard in Honolulu. From this 

seed grew the tree known as kiawe; soon thereafter, seeds of this tree were 

planted on the other islands. The Kupuna (elders) of today remember Kihei 

as being covered in kiawe which now dominates the South Maui landscape. 
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The Kihei area has transitioned from a historically agrarian and marine-based 

community to a sugar cane plantation to a tourism hub in the present day. 

More recently, a dependable water supply was brought to the area, which 

spurred overseas investment in the development of residential housing and 

vacation properties. Since that time, tourism has increased, and as a 

consequence, the South Maui area has recently been touted as one of the 

fastest growing regions in the state. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

The CIA prepared by Hana Pono, LLC in June 2009 evaluated the probability 

of impacts on identified cultural resources including values, beliefs, objects, 

records, properties, and stories occurring within the proj ect area. Refer to 

Appendix "G". 

As part of the research that contributed to the CIA, five (5) kupuna with 

historic or lineal ties to the area were interviewed with respect to their 

knowledge of the project area. The kupuna recall that before the spread of 

commercial and residential development, the landscape underlying and 

surrounding the project site was marked by kiawe and wetlands. With kiawe 

being so abundant in the area, families made good use of the plentiful 

resource. When not playing in the ocean or in the wetlands, many children 

of the area spent time collecting kiawe beans as food for the pigs their 

families raised. The men of one family logged kiawe to produce charcoal and 

this yielded a successful business, Kihei Charcoal. Apart from gathering 

kiawe, the majority of families survived off of the bounty of the ocean. All 

of the kupuna interviewed reminisced about fishing, laying nets, and 

gathering limu, wana, crabs and the like. Although regulations have been 

enacted over the years, many family members continue to fish in the area. 

Apart from the gathering of kiawe, no cultural practices specific to the proj ect 

site were revealed by the CIA. Although some of the interviewees were 

hesitant to accept additional development in Kihei, they all acknowledged 

that no cultural practices would be affected or compromised by the proposed 

project. Further, the archival and historic research did not identify any 

cultural sites or practices specifically associated with the project site. Based 

on the foregoing, the proposed project is not anticipated to generate any 

significant negative impacts on the cultural resources of the region. 
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10. Air and Noise Quality 

a. Existing Conditions 

The air quality of the Kihei area is considered good with existing airborne 

pollutants attributed primarily to automobile exhaust from the region's 

roadways. There are no point sources of airborne emissions in the immediate 

vicinity of the project site. Other sources of airborne emissions may include 

construction activities around Kihei and smoke produced from sugar cane 

burning which takes place in the Central Maui isthmus. These sources are 

intermittent, however, and prevailing trade winds quickly disperse any 

particulates which are generated. 

There are no significant noise generators in the vicinity of the project site. 

The predominant background noise source in the area is attributed to vehicle 

traffic along Piilani Highway, Liloa Drive, Piikea Avenue, and South Kihei 

Road. 

h. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

Air quality impacts attributed to the proposed project will include dust 

generated by short-term construction-related activities. Site work, such as 

clearing, grubbing and grading, and roadwork and construction will generate 

airborne particulates. Dust control measures such as dust fences and regular 

watering and sprinkling will be implemented to minimize wind-blown 

emissions. Graded and grubbed areas will be vegetated to mitigate dust

generated impacts. In the long term, the proposed project is not expected to 

adversely impact local and regional ambient air quality. The proposed 

business, retail, commercial, and hotel uses are not anticipated to produce any 

air quality impacts. 

Ambient noise conditions will be temporarily impacted by construction 

activities. Heavy construction equipment, such as bulldozers, front-end 

loaders, and material-transport vehicles will likely be the dominant sources 

of noise during the construction period. In the long term, no significant 

adverse impacts to ambient noise conditions are anticipated. The proposed 

uses are similar in nature to the nearby commercial areas, such that no 

significant changes in ambient noise levels are anticipated. 
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11. Scenic and Open Space Resources 

a. Existing Conditions 

The slopes of Haleakala are visible to the east of the project site, with the 

West Maui Mountains visible to the northwest. The ocean is not visible from 

Piilani Highway or South Kihei Road due to the existing development and 

vegetation makai (west) of these roadways. The project site is not located 

within a scenic view corridor, nor is it a part of a valuable open space 

resource area. Urban development surrounds the project site to the east, west, 

and south. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

The proposed project will be developed as an architecturally integrated 

community with low-rise structures. Landscaping will be installed as part of 

the development improvements to ensure visual buffering and softening of 

the built landscape. The four-story hotel is distanced from Piikea Avenue and 

Liloa Drive, and the movie theater building, a portion of which will be 

approximately 60 feet tall, is set back from these roadways as well. The 

theater building is also situated nearby the six -story Haggai Institute building 

which neighbors the project site to the south. Thus, mountain and ocean 

views from Piikea Avenue will not be impacted significantly as a result of the 

proposed proj ect. As the proj ect site is located amid a built environment 

lacking views to the ocean, adverse impacts to scenic or open space resources 

resulting from the project are not anticipated. See the view analysis presented 

in Appendix "H". 

B. SOCIO-ECONOMIC ENVIRONMENT 

1. Regional Setting 

a. Existing Conditions 

From a regional standpoint, the project site is located within the Kihei

Makena Community Plan region, which stretches from Maalaea in the north 

down to La Perouse Bay in the south. The region contains a diverse range of 

physical and socio-economic environments. With its dry and mild climate 

and proximity to recreation-oriented shoreline resources, the visitor-based 
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economy has grown steadily over the years. The town of Kihei serves as the 

commercial and residential center of the region, with the master-planned 

communities of Wailea and Makena serving as the focal points for the 

majority of visitor activities. A number of internationally recognized lUxury 

hotels and golf courses are located further south along the coastline at Wailea 

and Makena. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

In its provision of business, commercial, medical, hotel, recreational, and 

public spaces, the proposed Downtown Kihei project is considered to be 

similar, related to, and compatible with adjacent land uses. The proposed 

project is an in-fill project which is intended to enhance downtown Kihei. In 

this respect, adverse impacts to the regional character of the Kihei area are 

not anticipated. 

2. Population and Demography 

a. Existing Conditions 

The population of the County ofMaui has exhibited relatively strong growth 

over the past decade. The County's resident population grew by 20.9 percent 

between 2000 and 2010, compared to a 12.3 percent increase in the State of 

Hawaii as a whole during the same time period. Maui County's population 

increased from 128,094 residents in 2000 to 154,834 residents in 2010. 

Population on the island of Maui exhibited even stronger growth than the 

County as a whole, with a 22.8 percent population increase over the decade. 

Approximately 144,444 residents lived on the island of Maui in 2010 (U.S. 

Census Bureau, 2000 and 2010). Maui County's resident population is 

projected to rise to 178,912 people in 2020 and to 200,584 people in 2030. 

Refer to Appendix "B". 

The proposed project is located on the southwestern coast ofMaui, within the 

Kihei-Makena Community Plan region. Just as Maui County and Maui 

Island's populations have grown, the resident population of the Kihei

Makena region has also increased. The estimated population of the Kihei

Makena region in 2000 was 22,870, which comprised 19.4 percent of the 

island's population (County of Maui, 2006). According to the 2010 Census, 

the resident population for the region was approximately 27,200, an increase 

Page 44 



of 19.1 percent over 10 years (U.S. Census Bureau, 2010). The population 

ofthe Kihei-Makena region is projected to increase to 31,492 people in 2020 

and to 35,307 people in 2030. Refer to Appendix "B". 

According to the Market Study for the proposed project, the average daily 

visitor census for Maui Island (that is, the average number of visitors on the 

island on any given day) has increased by approximately 10.6 percent over 

the past decade, from 41,819 visitors in 2000 to 46,263 visitors in 20 1 O. This 

number is anticipated to increase to 57,048 visitors in 2020 and 62,077 

visitors in 2030. The average daily visitor census for the Kihei-Makena 

region was 18,371 visitors in 2010, and this number is anticipated to rise to 

22,677 visitors in 2020, and 24,675 visitors in 2030. Refer to Appendix 

"B" . 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

In light of the projected growth in both the resident and visitor populations 

of the Kihei-Makena region, demands for commercial services and visitor 

accommodations are anticipated to rise through 2030. The proposed 

Downtown Kihei project is being planned to support the projected growth in 

the region with its provision of business, commercial, retail, and medical 

spaces as well as a select-services hotel. The proposed project does not 

include any residential units and is not considered to be a population 

generator; rather, Downtown Kihei is positioned to respond to the needs of 

the projected increase in resident and visitor populations in the region. 

However, the increased employment opportunities created by Downtown 

Kihei may encourage existing residents to relocate to existing or proposed 

housing in the Kihei region. 

As the Kihei-Makena resident and visitor populations increase, the 

commercial component of Downtown Kihei is anticipated to achieve 

stabilized or long-term occupancy by around 2020. Between 75 percent to 

95 percent of visitor purchases in the Kihei-Makena region are conducted 

outside of the region's hotels. Downtown Kihei's neighborhood retail 

offerings are anticipated to capture a portion of these visitor expenditures, 

and to its advantage, Downtown Kihei will have a captive market with its 

onsite select-services hotel. In addition, being located in proximity to 

existing residential neighborhoods and having synergies with other 
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commercial centers, Downtown Kihei is anticipated to attract a portion of the 

resident market as well. Refer to Appendix "B". 

Considering the limited competition in the region for a select-services hotel 

marketed to families on a budget, especially off-island local families, 

Downtown Kihei's proposed ISO-room hotel is expected to capture at least 

50 percent of the annual new room demand in the region after 2013. The vast 

majority of visitor accommodations in Kihei were built prior to 1980, and 

many lack standard amenities like onsite restaurants and concierge services. 

Meanwhile, new hotel construction has been constrained due to a lack of 

available, entitled land. Given the projected increase in visitors and limited 

plans for completing new developments in Kihei, the market analysis 

concludes that the visitor market in Kihei would support the development of 

an additional 108 rooms in 2014 and approximately 436 rooms by 2020. It 

is anticipated that the hotel would achieve stabilized or long-term occupancy 

between 20 IS and 2016. Refer to Appendix "B". 

3. Economy and Labor Force 

a. Existing Conditions 

The economy of Maui is heavily dependent upon the visitor industry, and in 

turn, this industry fosters the retail and service industries. According to the 

2011 Maui County Data Book, the top three (3) most common occupations 

in Maui County in 20 I 0 were waiters and waitresses, retail salespersons, and 

cashiers. The dependency on the visitor industry is especially evident in the 

Kihei-Makena region, which is one of the State's major tourist destination 

areas. The foundation for the region's visitor strength lies in the availability 

of vacation rentals, hotel-condominiums, world-class resorts, and recreational 

facilities throughout Kihei, Wailea, and Makena. Since the 2008 economic 

downturn, the average daily visitor census has increased from 44,433 visitors 

in 2008 to 46,263 visitors in 20 I 0 (20 II Maui County Data Book). 

According to information gathered by the Market Study, visitor arrivals are 

projected to increase over the coming years. Given the anticipated growth in 

visitors to the State, the average daily visitor census for Maui Island is 

projected to increase, thereby bolstering the local visitor, retail, and service 

industries. Refer to Appendix "B". 
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Alongside visitor accommodations, service support for the visitor industry is 

found in Kihei, where numerous retail commercial centers are located. North 

Kihei contains mixed retail, office and warehouse spaces, south Kihei offers 

beach-oriented retail, and Wailea offers high-end retail and offices. In the 

vicinity of the project site, there are retail and office spaces in shopping 

center settings. Meanwhile, in support of the resident population, a number 

of business and medical offices are located in Kihei as well. 

Despite the recent economic downturn, there are signs of recovery on the 

local level. As of July 2012, Maui County's not-seasonally adjusted 

unemployment rate stood at 6.8 percent, a reduction of 0.2 percent from July 

2011. Similarly, Maui Island's not-seasonally adjusted unemployment rate 

forJuly 2012 stood at 6.5 percent, a reduction of 1.3 percent from July 2011 

(DUR, 2012). 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

On a short-term basis, the proposed Downtown Kihei project will support 

construction and construction-related industries. Accordingly, the proposed 

project will have a beneficial impact on the local economy during the period 

of construction. 

A Market Study for the proposed project was prepared by John Child & 

Company, effective August 5, 2011. Refer to Appendix "B". From a long

term perspective, the project will provide additional commercial space to 

accommodate future demand from both visitors and residents. 

According to the 2007 Census of Retail Trade, retail expenditures in Kihei

Makena totaled approximately $476 million and represented approximately 

16 percent of the total sales in Maui County. The Market Study projected 

that the total retail expenditures (including groceries) by residents and visitors 

captured in the Kihei-Makena region would increase from approximately 

$487 million in 2010 to $734 million in 2030 (expressed in constant 2010 

dollars). 

Based on data from CoStar Group, Inc., there is about 1.3 million square feet 

of rentable area in the Kihei-Makena region. Nearly 1.0 million square feet 
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or about 74 percent of the rentable inventory are in retail facilities, as shown 

in Table 5 below. 

Table 5. Existing Rentable Commercial Area in Kihei-Makena 

Rentable Commercial Percentage 
Use Area (square feet) of Total 

Retail 974,626 74 

Office 338,489 26 

Total 1,313,115 100 

Source: John Child & Company, 20 II. 

Approximately 44 percent, nearly 430,000 square feet, of the approximately 

1.3 million square feet of rentable retail space in Central Kihei is located in 

proximity to the project site. Of this inventory, three (3) supermarkets 

account for approximately 114,000 square feet of rentable retail space. 

Based on estimated sales volumes and projected demand for retail goods, 

grocery space requirements in the Kihei-Makena region are estimated at 

between 123,000 square feet and 185,000 square feet in 2010. These space 

requirements are projected to increase to between 193,000 square feet and 

290,000 square feet by 2030. For all other retail groups, space requirements 

for the Kihei-Makena region are estimated at between 877,000 square feet 

and 1,128,000 square feet in 2010, and these requirements are projected to 

increase to between 1,308,000 squarefeetand 1,682,000 squarefeet by 2030. 

Key factors that enhance the potential of the Downtown Kihei project for 

commercial-retail development include the following: 

• Large land area with level topography; 

• Extensive frontage and prominence along Piikea Avenue, a major 
traffic corridor linking South Kihei Road, the North-South Collector 
Road (Liloa Drive), and Piilani Highway; 
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• Location within the commercial retail center of Kihei, with synergies 
created from proximities to Piilani Village Shopping Center and other 
neighboring commercial centers; 

• Central location within a residential community that is relatively large 
and growing; 

• A surrounding market area that IS augmented by visitor 

accommodations; and 

• Captive market from the project's proposed ISO-room hotel. 

Given these factors and Downtown Kihei's market position in relation to 

other proposed commercial development in the region, the Market Study 

estimated that Downtown Kihei would capture approximately 60 percent of 

the additional retail space requirements. Based on this assumption, the 

Market Study projected the commercial component will achieve occupancy 

stabilization by around 2020. Refer to Appendix "B". 

The ISO-room select-services hotel will provide accommodations for families 

on a budget, not presently available in the Kihei-Makena region and will 

enhance the range of visitor accommodations in the Kihei-Makena region. 

The majority of visitor accommodations in Kihei were built prior to 1980. 

Most were designed to be residential condominiums and they, therefore, lack 

common hotel amenities such as onsite restaurants, daily housekeeping, 

concierge desks, and spas. The construction of new accommodations is 

constrained by a lack of available land entitled for hotel development. 

With no upcoming additions to the existing inventory of visitor 

accommodations in Kihei, accommodations in Kihei are anticipated to 

achieve 7S percent occupancy by 2013. At that time, the market would 

support the development of additional rooms. The projected room demand 

is shown in Table 6 below. 
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Table 6. Projected New Hotel Room Demand in Kihei 

Projected 
New Room Demand Accommodated Increase in 

(Occupied) Accommodated Stabilized 
Year Room Demand Room Demand Occupancy Annual Cumulative 

2013' 3,091 - - - - - - - - - - - -

2014 3,172 81 75% 108 108 

2015 3,229 57 75% 76 184 

2016 3,266 37 75% 49 233 

2017 3,303 37 75% 49 282 

2018 3,341 38 75% 51 333 

2019 3,379 38 75% 51 384 

2020 3,418 39 75% 52 436 

Source: John Child & Company, 2011. 

'Year existing supply achieves stabilized occupancy of75 percent. 

Assuming Downtown Kihei's ISO-room hotel captures between 50 percent 

and 70 percent of annual new room demand in Kihei, the hotel would achieve 

stabilized or long-term occupancy between 20 IS and 2016. Refer to 

Appendix "B". 

Once constructed, Downtown Kihei will add real property tax revenues that 

will be able to fund public services and facilities. Also, the ISO-room hotel 

will generate transient accommodation taxes (TAT), a portion of which goes 

to the County. General excise tax revenues from Downtown Kihei will 

provide additional funds for the State. 

With its commercial, retail, and hotel components, the proposed project is 

anticipated to have a positive impact on the local economy in both the short 

and long terms. Further, Downtown Kihei will increase employment 

opportunities in proximity to existing and growing residential neighborhoods, 

thus providing an opportunity for residents to live near where they work. 
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4. Housing 

a. Existing Conditions 

The project site is located in Kihei, the commercial and residential center of 

South Maui. Kihei contains a mix of affordable and market priced single

and multi-family residential neighborhoods; in contrast, the resort-oriented 

communities of Wailea and Makena generally offer higher end homes and 

luxury condominiums, primarily for part-time residents. The update to the 

Maui County General Plan projects continued residential growth in the Kihei

Makena region with a number of new residential and in-fill developments 

being captured within the proposed Urban Growth Boundary of the Draft 

Maui Island Plan. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

The anticipated growth in the resident population of the Kihei-Makena region 

will require business, commercial, and retail support. The commercial and 

office components of the proposed Downtown Kihei project will provide 

residents with medical services, office space, and employment opportunities. 

Meanwhile, the commercial and retail components will provide services and 

entertainment for existing and future residents. 

The increased employment opportunities created by Downtown Kihei may 

encourage existing residents to relocate to existing or proposed housing in the 

Kihei region. While planned residential developments in the region will 

accommodate a portion of the employee demand for housing, the project will 

also comply with the applicable provisions of the County Residential 

Workforce Housing Policy. 

The provision of a ISO-room hotel requires confonnance with the provisions 

of Chapter 2.96, Maui County Code, the Residential Workforce Housing 

Policy. The applicable provisions of this policy require the provision of60 

housing units (40 percent of 150 units) for rent or sale to residents within the 

income-qualified groups established by this policy. These units must be 

provided within the Kihei-Makena Community Plan region. The purchase 

of housing credits from an affordable housing project that will be constructed 

in the Kihei-Makena Community Plan region is proposed to satisfY the 

Residential Workforce Housing Policy. See Appendix "I". 
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C. PUBLIC SERVICES 

1. Police and Fire Protection 

a. Existing Conditions 

The headquarters of the County of Maui Police Department (MPD) are 

located at its Wailuku Station. The department consists of several patrol, 

support, administrative, and investigative divisions that service the Hana, 

Lanai, Lahaina, Molokai, and Wailuku regions. 

The MPD's Kihei Patrol, which covers the Kihei-Makena region, currently 

operates from a substation located at the Kihei Town Center, about 1.4 miles 

south of the project site. However, the MPD has initiated the construction of 

a new Kihei Police Station, which will be located on the mauka (east) side of 

Piilani Highway, approximately 2.1 miles south of the project site. 

Construction of this facility commenced in December 2011, and the project 

is anticipated to reach completion in the next five (5) years. 

Fire prevention, protection, and suppression services are provided by the 

County of Maui, Department of Fire and Public Safety. The Kihei Fire 

Station, which services the Kihei-Makena region, is situated on South Kihei 

Road near Kalama Park, approximately 1.4 miles south of the project site. 

Meanwhile, the Wailea Fire Station is located about 3.8 miles to the south of 

the proj ect site. The Wailea Station services the area from Kamaole Beach 

Park II to Makena and provides back-up support for the Kihei Station when 

required. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

As an infill project in the heart of Kihei, the proposed project will not result 

in an expansion of existing police or fire service limits. However, the 

proposed project may require additional police and fire protection services. 

Real property tax revenues generated by the proposed project will add to the 

County's general funds and may be used to hire additional police and fire 

personnel. As recommended by the Police Department, Crime Prevention 

Through Environmental Design (CPTED) techniques will be incorporated 

into Downtown Kihei. 
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2. Medical Facilities 

a. Existing Conditions 

The only major medical facility on the island is Maui Memorial Medical 

Center, which is located in Wailuku about ten (10) miles from the project 

area. The 231-bed facility provides general, acute, and emergency care 

services. 

Clinics and offices are situated throughout the Kihei and Wailea areas, 

however these offer medical services on a lesser scale. Such clinics include 

Kihei Clinic and Wailea Medical Services, Kihei Pediatric Clinic, Kihei 

Physicians, the Kihei-Wailea Medical Center, Maui Medical Group, and 

Kaiser Permanente. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

The proposed Downtown Kihei project is not anticipated to have a negative 

effect on the service capabilities of emergency medical or general care 

operations. As noted above, numerous medical services are available 

throughout the Kihei-Wailea region. Moreover, the proposed project will 

provide additional office space for medical practitioners in Kihei, thereby 

enhancing access to medical facilities. 

3. Educational Facilities 

a. Existing Conditions 

The State Department of Education (DOE) operates three (3) schools in the 

Kihei area which are part of the Maui High School complex. Kihei 

Elementary School and Kamalii Elementary School each cover grades 

Kindergarten to 5, and Lokelani Intermediate School covers grades 6 to 8. 

Maui High School, which covers grades 9 to 12 and is located in Kahului, is 

the designated public high school for Kihei residents. The approximate 

actual and projected enrollments, as well as the capacity of the area schools, 

are shown in Table 7 below. 
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Table 7. DOE School Enrollment 

*2009-2010 
·Projected Facility 

School SY 2010 SY 2011 SY 2012 SY 2015 - 2016 Capacity 

Kihei Elementary 870 868 920 988 923 

KamaIii 660 634 638 696 809 
Elementary 

Lokelani 569 565 597 623 808 
Intermediate 

Maui High 1,815 1,771 1,826 1,946 1,701 

'Analysis of the Central Maui School Impact District, 2010. 
Source: Department of Education, 20 I 0 and 20 II. 

As shown in Table 7 above, Maui High School is currently over capacity, 

with emollment expected to increase in coming years. In response, the DOE 

is currently undertaking planning and design processes for the proposed Kihei 

High School. Pending the acquisition of all necessary permits and 

entitlements, build-out of Kihei High School is anticipated to occur in 5 to 10 

years. 

The Kihei Public Charter School for grades Kindergarten to 12 is also located 

in the region, with an emollment of 509 students in the 2011-2012 school 

year (State of Hawaii DOE, 2011). 

The University ofHawaii-Maui College (UH-MC), located in Kahului, is the 

primary higher education institution serving Maui. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

The DOE anticipates that within the next 25-30 years there will be significant 

growth in the Central Maui area, which includes the Kihei-Makena region. 

The population growth in the Central Maui area will require the construction 

of new schools. 
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The Board of Education (BOE) established policies for future schools that 

reflect a range of school sizes, including campus acreage and number of 

students, as shown in Table 8 below. 

Table 8. New BOE Policy on Acreage and Enrollment 

Usable Acres/School Enrollment/School Acres/Student 

Elementary 8 - 15 400 - 700 0.02 

Middle 15 - 20 500 - 1,000 0.02 - 0.03 

High 45 - 55 800 - 1,600 0.0343 - 0.0562 

DOE Policy #6701: Usable is generally defined as land flee of encumbrances determined to be unnecessary by the Depanment of 
Education, slope cfflve percent or less, with no ravines or stream beds. The DOE will make the final delennination as to whether land is 
usable based on an evaluation of the specific property taken in the con!e~1 of the developmenl as a whole (Department of Education 20 I 0) 

The BO E has adopted a School Impact District for Central Maui. The new 

BOE policy for school size could mean that when the Impact District is built 

out, the additional enrollment in the Central Maui District would require 

between seven (7) and 15 new schools, with a total land requirement of 

approximately 217 acres. The DOE estimated that residential developers 

would be required to provide approximately 146 acres. The balance of the 

land would have to be purchased with state revenues or could be provided by 

developers and credited against their construction fee requirement (DOE, 

2010). 

The proposed Downtown Kihei project does not contain any residential units. 

Workforce housing for the ISO-room hotel will be satisfied by housing credits 

from an affordable housing project to be constructed in the Kihei-Makena 

region. Applicable school impact fees for the residential units would be 

addressed by the affordable housing project developer. 

4. Recreational Facilities 

a. Existing Conditions 

Diverse recreational opportunities are available in the Kihei-Makena 

Community Plan region. Shoreline activities, such as fishing, surfing, 

jogging, camping, picnicking, snorkeling, swimming, and windsurfing, are 

by far the predominant forms of recreation in the area. Numerous public park 
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facilities exist within a relatively short driving distance of the project site, 

including Waipuilani, Kalama, and Kamaole IIlIlIII Beach Parks. Other 

recreational resources available in Kihei, Wailea, and Makena include the 

Kihei Community Center and Aquatic Center, as well as resort-affiliated, 

world-class golf courses and tennis centers. Further, it is noted that the new 

Kihei Regional Park, located approximately 0.5 mile south of the project site, 

is currently under construction by the County of Maui. The Regional Park 

will offer soccer fields and baseball diamonds, among other park facilities. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

Alongside shops and restaurants, the proposed Downtown Kihei project will 

create a village square and related promenades. These outdoor gathering 

places are designed and intended to promote street markets and festivals, 

entertainment and attractions for both residents and visitors. Meanwhile, the 

select-services hotel will provide affordable and conveniently located 

overnight accommodations for sports teams from neighbor islands. The 

proposed project is not anticipated to have an adverse impact on recreational 

facilities in the region; rather, Downtown Kihei is anticipated to complement 

the region's recreational facilities. 

S. Solid Waste Disposal 

a. Existing Conditions 

Single-family residential solid waste collection service is provided by the 

County of Maui. Residential solid waste collected by County crews is 

disposed of at the County's Central Maui Landfill facility, located 4.0 miles 

southeast ofthe Kahului Airport. In addition to County-collected refuse, the 

Central Maui Landfill also accepts commercial waste from private collection 

companies. A County supported green waste recycling facility is located at 

the Central Maui Landfill. A new expansion to the Central Maui solid-waste 

landfill facility is planned to ensure continuing service capacity for island 

residents and visitors. 

Privately owned facilities, such as the Maui Demolition and Construction 

Landfill and the Pohakulepo Concrete Recycling Facility, accept solid waste 

and concrete from demolition and construction activities. These facilities are 
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located at Maalaea, near Honoapiilani Highway's junctions with North Kihei 

Road and with Kuihelani Highway. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

A construction waste recycling, reuse, and disposal plan will be developed 

prior to the initiation of construction and coordinated with the Department of 

Environmental Management. The proposed Downtown Kihei project will be 

served by a private solid waste collection and disposal service. Solid waste 

will be disposed of at the Central Maui Landfill. The proposed project is not 

anticipated to affect the service capabilities ofthe County's residential solid 

waste collection system. According to the County of Maui Integrated Solid 

Waste Management Plan (ISWMP), the existing Central Maui Landfill has 

adequate capacity to accommodate residential and commercial waste needs 

through the year 2026 (County of Maui, Department of Environmental 

Management, 2009). 

D. INFRASTRUCTURE 

1. Roadways 

a. Existing Conditions 

Access to the Kihei region is provided via North Kihei Road from the West 

Maui and Wailuku areas and via Mokulele Highway from the Kahului and 

Upcountry areas. The following is a summary of major roadways in the 

vicinity of the project site. 

(1) Piilani Highway 

Piilani Highway is a four-lane, State arterial highway providing 
access between Kihei and Wailea and runs parallel to and mauka of 
South Kihei Road. Piilani Highway is the main arterial road in the 
area. In addition to paved shoulders, Piilani Highway has traffic 
signals and right- and left-tum lanes at major intersections. Piilani 
Highway narrows to two (2) lanes near the Maui Meadows 
subdivision south of Kilohana Drive and ends at Wailea Ike Drive in 
the Wailea Resort. The posted speed limit is 40 miles per hour 
(mph). 
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(2) Mokulele Highway 

Mokulele Highway connects Kihei and Kahului. Mokulele Highway 
is a four-lane, divided State arterial highway which was recently 
widened and realigned. The Hawaiian Commercial & Sugar 
Company Mill, the Maui Humane Society, the Hawaii Army National 
Guard Puunene Armory, and various industrial facilities are located 
along Mokulele Highway. The posted speed limit is 45 mph. 

(3) North Kihei Road 

This two-lane, undivided State roadway runs along the coastline and 
adjacent to the Kealia Pond National Wildlife Refuge. Near the 
southern end of this roadway, there are a number of residential 
complexes at Sugar Beach. In the north, North Kihei Road intersects 
Honoapiilani Highway at Maalaea. North Kihei Road is used 
primarily by vehicles traveling between West Maui, Central Maui, 
and Kihei. 

(4) South Kihei Road 

This two-lane, undivided County collector roadway runs in a north
south direction along the Kihei coastline from its intersection with 
North Kihei Road to Okolani Drive in Wailea. At its northern 
terminus, South Kihei Road turns into North Kihei Road, which 
continues north to Maalaea. South Kihei Road provides local access 
to residences, visitor accommodations, shopping areas, and parks 
along the Kihei coastline. The posted speed limit is 20 mph. 

(5) Piikea Avenue 

Piikea Avenue is an east-west County collector roadway between 
South Kihei Road and Piilani Highway. Piikea Avenue is a four-lane, 
divided roadway between Piilani Highway and Liloa Drive, and 
narrows to a two-lane undivided roadway between Liloa Drive and 
South Kihei Road. Both the South Kihei Road and Piilani Highway 
intersections are signalized. Piikea A venue also intersects Liloa 
Drive, the Kihei North-South Collector Road. This intersection has 
recently been converted to a roundabout by the County. Piikea 
Avenue provides access to a number of commercial centers, as well 
as a multi-family residential subdivision. The primary access ways 
into the proposed Downtown Kihei project will be via this roadway. 
The posted speed limit is 20 mph. 
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(6) Liloa Drive 

Bordering the mauka (eastern) edge of the project site, Liloa Drive 
(also referred to as the North-South Collector Road), is currently a 
two-lane, undivided roadway between East Waipuilani Drive and 
Halekuai Street. Exclusive left-turn lanes are provided at its major 
intersections. The posted speed limit is 20 mph. Future plans for this 
roadway include the addition of pedestrian and bicycle pathways, and 
the intersection with Piikea Avenue has recently been converted to a 
roundabout. Secondary access ways to the proposed Downtown 
Kihei project will be via this roadway. The posted speed limit is 20 
mph. 

h. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

A Traffic Impact Assessment Report (TIAR) was completed for the project 

by Austin, Tsutsumi & Associates, Inc. (AT A) in 2012. See Appendix" J". 

Existing roadway traffic conditions were analyzed based on current land use, 

population, the existing roadway network, and vehicular traffic counts. 

Growth factors were then applied to account for increases in population and 

other proposed developments anticipated within the region. 

The TIAR assumed 2015 as the completion date for the proposed Downtown 

Kihei project. Traffic projections were first undertaken for the Base Year 

without the project, but including regional traffic growtb (approximately 2.0 

percent growth per year) and other known developments in the region. The 

TIAR also describes planned roadway improvements within the region. 

The TIAR study area covered seven (7) intersections in the vicinity of the 

project site. These intersections are listed below and shown in Figure 15. 

• Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue (Signalized) 

• Piikea Avenue and Piilani Village Shopping Center (PVSC) Main 
AccesslPiilani Gardens (Signalized) 

• Piikea Avenue and PVSC Secondary Access (Unsignalized, Right
turn inlRight turn out) 
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• Liloa Drive and PVSC Makai Access (Unsignalized) 

• Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive (Unsignalized, All-Way Stop 
Controlled at time of Study. Since the TIAR study was conducted, 
roundabout was constructed and is now in operation.) 

• Piikea Avenue and Azeka Shopping Center Mauka driveway 
(Unsignalized, two-way stop controlled) 

• Piikea Avenue/South Kihei Road (Signalized) 

It is noted that traffic count data were collected prior to the installation of the 

roundabout at the intersection of Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive. Based on 

traffic count data, the morning (AM) peak hour was determined to be from 

7:15 AM to 8:15 AM; the afternoon (PM) peak hour was determined to be 

from 3: 15 PM to 4: 15 PM and the weekend peak hour was determined to be 

from 12:00 PM to I :00 PM. 

Level of Service (LOS) is a quantitative measure used to describe the 

conditions of traffic flow at intersections. The values range from free-flow 

conditions at LOS A to congested conditions at LOS E. 

Based on the analysis, traffic operations under existing Year 20 I 0 are 

operating at acceptable LOS, except at the Piilani Highway and Pi ike a 

Avenue intersection north bound left-tum movements and east bound left

turn movements which are currently operating at LOS E during the morning 

(AM) and LOS F during the afternoon (PM) and Saturday Mid-Day Peak 

Hours, with LOS F denoting over capacity conditions. These conditions are 

expected to continue in Base Year 2015 without and with the project. 

The existing deficiency at the Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue 

intersection was addressed previously by the County of Maui through a 

Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), dated October 13, 2008, between 

to Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) and the Department of Public 

Works (DPW) in which the DPW planned to construct a second left-turn lane 

for mauka-bound traffic on Piikea Avenue at the Piilani Highway and Piikea 

Avenue intersection to address traffic impacts from the South Maui 

Community Park project. The MOU identified funding for the improvements 

that would be incorporated into the DPW' s 6-Year Capital Improvement Plan 
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for projects programmed into the Statewide Transportation Improvement 

Program (STIP) for Federal Funding. Based on this timeline, it is anticipated 

that the construction of the second left-tum lane on Piikea Avenue would be 

completed by 2015. However, this planned improvement is not currently 

documented in the latest STIP implementation schedule through 2016. 

The Downtown Kihei site access intersections are expected to operate at 

acceptable LOS. See Figure 16 for the proposed vehicular access plan. 

However, at the Azeka Shopping Center Mauka driveway and Driveway "B 

Street" into Parcel 030, the relatively low northbound and southbound 

approach volumes are expected to operate at LOS E and F (exit from the site 

onto Piikea Avenue). LOS E and F are common for side-street approaches 

onto a major roadway and since the access will operate well below traffic 

signal warrant thresholds, no mitigation is deemed necessary by the TIAR. 

The project driveway "C Street" is projected to have sufficient traffic 

volumes to warrant the installation of a traffic signal at full development. 

The "D Street" and "E Street" driveways will be limited to right-tum in and 

out movements to facilitate traffic flow along Piikea A venue. Crosswalks 

will be provided at the "B Street", "C Street", and "D Street" intersections 

with Piikea Avenue to enable pedestrian access between the northern and 

southern portions of Downtown Kihei. In the interest of promoting 

alternative means of transportation, bus stops will be provided on Piikea 

Avenue to the west of the "B Street" intersection. 

Based on the analysis of the traffic data, the TIAR recommends the following 

measures as part of project implementation: 

• At the intersection of Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue, install an 
additional left-tum lane (double left-tum lane) at the Piikea Avenue 
eastbound approach during project construction development planned 
in year 2015. 

• At the intersection of Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue, monitor 
conditions for the Piilani Highway northbound left-tum traffic 
movements. If future traffic increases cause over-capacity traffic 
conditions, an additional northbound left-tum lane (double left-tum 
lane) is recommended. 
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• Install a traffic signal at the project driveway "C Street", as planned 
for the proposed Downtown Kihei development. 

2. Water System 

a. Existing Conditions 

The Kihei area is served by the County of Maui, Department of Water 

Supply's (DWS) Central Maui System. The main sources of potable water 

for the Central Maui System are the designated lao aquifer, Waihee aquifer, 

the lao Tunnel and the Iao-Waikapu Ditch. According to the DWS there is 

no additional source available in the Central Maui System until new sources 

are developed. 

The DWS Central Maui System includes water storage, transmission, and 

distribution components. The 36-inch diameter high-pressure Central Maui 

Transmission Line and an 18-inch diameter transmission/distribution line run 

within a utility corridor to the east of the project site, along the Liloa Drive 

right-of-way. In addition, a 12-inch diameter waterline extends west along 

PiikeaAvenue from the 18-inch transmission/distribution line that runs along 

Liloa Drive, although this 12-inch line has been temporarily plugged. An 8-

inch diameter water line runs east along Piikea A venue from South Kihei 

Road, between the Long's Drugs Center and the Azeka Place Mauka 

commercial center. Storage capacity forthe area is provided by a 2.0 million 

gallon (MG) concrete reservoir located approximately one (1) mile east of the 

project site, immediately mauka (upland) of the Maui Research & 

Technology Park. This reservoir is serviced by the 36-inch Central Maui 

Transmission Line and is connected to the 18-inch transmission/distribution 

line at Lipoa Street. 

It is noted that this region of Kihei is also serviced by a non-potable water 

storage, transmission, and distribution system that is developed and managed 

by the County of Maui, Department of Environmental Management, 

Wastewater Reclamation Division. A 12-inch diameter 

transmission/distribution line provides non-potable (R-I) reclaimed water to 

the region. This line also runs within the utility corridor that lies to the east 

of the project site, along Liloa Drive. 
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b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

A Preliminary Engineering and Drainage Report (PEDR) for the proposed 

project was prepared by Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. in July 2012. 

Refer to Appendix "C". 

Anticipated potable water demands for the proposed project are expected to 

range between a low of 48,500 gallons per day (gpd), based on preliminary 

projections from the Mechanical Engineer, and a high of 143,600 gpd, based 

on gross land area. Anticipated preliminary peak potable water demand, as 

calculated by the Mechanical Engineer in gallons per minute (gpm), is 

provided in Table 9 below. It is noted that these projections exclude 

landscape irrigation demands, for which R-l recycled water is anticipated to 

be used. Also provided in Table 9 below are anticipated water meter sizes 

for Parcel 030, Parcel 076, and Parcel 158. 

Table 9. Anticipated Preliminary Peak Potable Water Demand and Water Meter Sizes 

Anticipated 
Preliminary Peak Anticipated Approximate 
Domestic Potable Domestic Potable Water 

Proiect Component Water Demand Meter Size 

Parcel030-Hotel 245 gpm 3" 
(Including Pool and (max. capacity 320 gpm) 

Cooling Tower) 

Parcel030-Balance 170 gpm Two (2) I 1," (max. capacity 
200 gpm) Or 3" (max. 

capacity 320 gpm, for tenant 
flexibility) 

Parcel 076 190 gpm Two (2) I 1," (max. capacity 
200 gpm) Or 3" (max. 

capacity 320 gpm, for tenant 
flexibility) 

Parcel 158 70gpm 1 Yzlr 
(max. capacity 100 gpm) 

Source: Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. (2012). 
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Meanwhile, based on calculations by the Mechanical Engineer, anticipated 

fire flows for Parcel 030, Parcel 076, and Parcel 158 are not expected to 

exceed 1,500 gpm. See Table 10 below. 

Table 10. Anticipated Fire Flow 

Anticipated Maximum 
Preliminary Fire Flow 

Component (from Mechanical Eneineer) 

Parcel 030 - Proposed Hotel 1,500 gpm 

Parcel 030 - Balance 1,500 gpm 

Parcel 076 1,500 gpm 

Parcel 158 TBD 

Source: Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. (2012). 

Potable water service for Parcel 030 and Parcel 076 is proposed to be 

provided by an extension of the l2-inch diameter waterline that runs west 

from Liloa Drive along Piikea A venue. This waterline extension will also 

provide service for some of the proposed fire hydrants to be installed along 

Piikea Avenue. Potable water service for Parcel 158 will be provided via an 

extension of the existing 8-inch diameter waterline that runs east along Piikea 

Avenue from South Kihei Road. This waterline extension will also provide 

service for some of the proposed fire hydrants to be installed along Piikea 

Avenue. 

The PEDR states that major tenants and groups of tenant spaces within 

Downtown Kihei are expected to be sub-metered and proportioned as a 

means to monitor water consumption and provide an incentive to reduce 

water consumption. Additionally, in terms of water conservation, low-water 

consumption fixtures are expected to be utilized, and non-potable water is 

expected to be utilized for landscape irrigation to the extent practicable. In 

this regard, metered non-potable (R-l) irrigation service laterals will be 

installed from the County's 12-inch diameter R-l transmission/distribution 

system that runs along Liloa Drive. While these service laterals will provide 

non-potable irrigation water for Parcel 030 and Parcel 076, irrigation water 

for Parcel 158 may need to be provided by the extension of the 8-inch potable 

waterline, due to this parcel's distance from Liloa Drive. The final 
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detennination on potable or non-potable landscape irrigation water for Parcel 

IS 8 will be detennined during the future design phase for this parcel. 

In December 2007 the County Council passed Ordinance No. 3502, which 

requires verification of a reliable long-tenn source of water. In this regard, 

discussions are being held with the DWS to identifY potential new sources. 

The applicant is also exploring other water supply options, including joint 

water source and/or storage development, should connection to the DWS 

system prove unfeasible. 

3. Wastewater System 

a. Existing Conditions 

The Kihei region is currently serviced by a wastewater collection, treatment, 

and disposal system owned and operated by the County ofMaui, Department 

of Environmental Management Wastewater Reclamation Division (WRD). 

The system consists of a number of pump stations and force mains which 

convey wastewater through the County's transmission lines. The Kihei 

Wastewater Reclamation Facility (KWRF) processes the wastewater for the 

South Maui area. 

The KWRF is located mauka (east) ofPiilani Highway and approximately 2.0 

miles southeast of the project site. The KWRF provides treatment for the 

South Maui region to produce recycled water at the R -I level, according to 

State Department of Health standards. R-l recycled water is the highest 

quality ofrecycled water identified by the State Department of Health. The 

12-inch R-I recycled water transmission/distribution line is located on Liloa 

Drive, adjacent to the subject properties. The wastewater capacity of the 

KWRF is approximately 8.0 million gallons per day (mgd) and the current 

dry weather flow into the plant is approximately 4.0 mgd. Therefore, the 

KWRF is currently operating at approximately 50 percent of its capacity. 

Refer to Appendix "C". 

An existing 8-inch sewer line runs along Piikea Avenue, between South Kihei 

Road and Liloa Drive. This sewer line ties into a sewer manhole on South 

Kihei Road, which then flows into a I O-inch sewer line. From this point, the 

10-inch sewer line carries effluent by gravity flow 500 feet northward along 
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South Kihei Road to Sewer Pump Station No.4. This pump station pumps 

the effluent southward to the KWRF via a l2-inch force main. The PEDR 

states that a Sewer Capacity Analysis undertaken in 1997 found tht the Piikea 

Avenue sewer line has a peak design capacity of at least 530,000 gpd, which 

is adequate to provide service to the proposed project. Accordingly, 8-inch 

diameter sewer service laterals were previously installed at the lower corners 

of Parcel 030, Parcel 076, and Parcel 158. 

As discussed above, reclaimed water service for this region of Kihei is 

provided by a non-potable water storage, transmission, and distribution 

system that is developed and managed by the WRD. A l2-inch diameter 

transmission/distribution line provides non-potable (R-l) reclaimed water to 

the region. This line also runs within the utility corridor that lies to the east 

of the project site, along Liloa Drive. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

Estimated project wastewater demands calculated by the PEDR are set forth 

in Table 11, pictured below: 

Table 11. Estimated Peak Wastewater Demands 

Project Component Peak Design Wastewater Flow 

Parcel 030 88,900 gpd 

Parcel 076 77,200 gpd 

Parcel 158 11,700 gpd 

The PEDR states that existing sewer laterals from the existing 8-inch sewer 

line along Piikea A venue will be extended into the project site. Where more 

optimum service points are required, a new sewer manhole will be installed 

along the existing 8-inch sewer line along Piikea Avenue, and a new 8-inch 

diameter sewer lateral will be extended into the project site. The onsite 

wastewater system will consist of 8-inch diameter main sewer lines with 

sewer manholes and 6-inch diameter sewer service laterals to individual 

buildings. 
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As discussed above, non-potable (R-l) reclaimed water will be utilized for 

landscape irrigation. Metered non-potable (R-l) irrigation service laterals 

will be installed from the County's 12-inch diameter R-l 

transmission/distribution system that runs along Liloa Drive. While this 

extension will provide non-potable irrigation water for Parcel 030 and Parcel 

076, irrigation water for Parcel 158 may need to be provided by the extension 

of the 8-inch potable waterline, due to this parcel's distance from Liloa Drive. 

The final determination on potable or non-potable landscape irrigation water 

for Parcel 158 will be determined during the future design phase for this 

parcel. Anticipated irrigation water demands for onsite and offsite project 

components, based on preliminary projections by the Landscape Architect, 

are provided in Table 12 below. 

Table 12. Anticipated Landscape Irrigation Water Demands 

Anticipated Preliminary 
Landscape Irrigation Demand 
(plant establishment rate/long 

Pro.iect Component term normal rate) 

Parcel 030 15,100 gpd/8,100 gpd 

Parcel 076 12,000 gpdl6,400 gpd 

Parcel 158 2,400 gpd/l ,400 gpd 

Piikea Avenue Realignment and TBD 
Improvements 

Source: Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. (2012). 

In consultation with the WRD, wastewater system capacity is currently 

available and, as a result, no significant impacts to the wastewater system are 

anticipated as a result of project implementation. In terms of R-l water use, 

there is currently available water for the project's landscaping needs. 
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4. Drainage System 

a. Existing Conditions 

Maui receives varying levels of rainfall in a given year depending on location. 

The average annual rainfall (2004-2010) of the Kihei area was 12.32 inches 

(County ofMaui, Office of Economic Development, 20 11). According to the 

PEDR, the project site slopes gently towards the ocean in an east-to-west 

direction with slopes ranging from 0.7 to 3.1 percent. The majority of the 

project site is located within Flood Zone X, an area of minimal flooding 

outside the 0.2 percent annual chance floodplain. The entirety of Parcel 158 

and the portions of Parcels 030 and 076 that are adjacent to the marunade 

wetlands are located in Flood Zone AH, a special flood hazard area with base 

flood elevation of six (6) feet. 

Runoff generated from Parcel 030 and Parcel 076 generally sheet flows 

toward the makai (seaward) portion of the project site, into the manmade 

wetland ponds. Meanwhile, runoff from ParcellS 8 sheet flows in an west

to-east direction, towards the marunade wetland on Parcel 080. According 

to the PEDR, the pre-development project site (excluding the marunade 

wetlands on Parcel 030 and Parcel 080) generates approximately 21.0 cubic 

feet per second (cfs) of runoff, based on a 50-year, I-hour storm event. 

The marunade wetlands on Parcel 030 and Parcel 080 release runoff into 

concrete drainage inlet structures that connect to the underground drainage 

systems within the adjacent Long's Center and Azeka Place Mauka 

commercial complexes. From these drainage systems, runoff is conveyed to 

the County's existing underground drainage system along South Kihei Road, 

which discharges runoff to the existing St. Theresa Regulation Reservoir that 

has an outlet to the ocean. 

The PEDR states that according to the previously approved drainage report 

for the Long's Center, the existing drainage system and inlet structure, 

located to the east of the Long's Center and in the manmade wetland on 

Parcel 030, was designed to accommodate approximately 14.4 cfs of total 

allowable runoff from Parcel 030, once the parcel is developed. This runoff 

is conveyed into the County drainage system described above. Meanwhile, 
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approximately 1.6 cfs of runoff flows from the northern fringe of Parcel 030 

in a northerly direction onto the neighboring Vee's Orchard property. 

Regarding Parcel 076, the PEDR states that the previously approved drainage 

report for the Azeka Place Commercial Center determined that the existing 

drainage system and inlet structure located east of the Azeka Place 

Commercial Center, within the manmade wetland on Parcel 080, was 

designed to accommodate approximately 17.8 cfs of total allowable runoff 

from Parcel 076 and Parcel 158. This runoff is also conveyed to the County 

drainage system described above. 

Runoff from Piikea Avenue currently sheet flows into the project site, with 

approximately half flowing into Parcel 030 and half flowing into Parcel 076 

and Parcel 158. As with existing runoff from the project site, this runoff 

ultimately flows into the manmade wetlands on Parcel 030 and Parcel 080. 

Similarly, a total of approximately 3.3 cfs of offsite runofffrom areas mauka 

(upland) of the project site sheet flows across the project site and into the 

manmade wetlands on Parcel 030 and Parcel 080. 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

All drainage improvements set forth by the PEDR will be implemented 

pursuant to the current County of Maui Rules for the Design of Storm 

Drainage Facilities. Existing pre-development drainage patterns will be 

maintained, and any potential increase in runoff generated by the proposed 

project will be mitigated so as to be no greater than what the existing 

downstream drainage systems were master-planned for and designed to 

accommodate. The majority of onsite and offsite runoff will be intercepted 

by drain inlets and conveyed by underground drainage systems to two (2) 

onsite landscaped detention basins which will be sized to accommodate the 

fully developed project site. 

Runoff from the proposed development will be intercepted by drain inlets 

which will incorporate activated carbon filters. The filtered runoff will be 

routed through subsurface drainage systems which will incorporate baffles to 

encourage siltation. Ultimately, runoff will enter the aforementioned 

landscaped detention basins on Parcel 030 and Parcel 076 which will have 

provisions for overflow with controlled release to the downstream manmade 
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wetlands on Parcel 030 and Parcel 080. As an improvement to existing 

conditions, under the developed condition, runoff will be filtered and 

detained so as not to enter directly into the manmade wetlands. 

The proposed subsurface detention systems and aboveground detention 

basins will attenuate runoff such that the net release into the Long's Center 

drainage system is calculated to be approximately 14.0 cfs, less than the 

allowable 14.4 cfs that the system was designed to accommodate. Similarly, 

the net release into the Azeka Mauka drainage system will be approximately 

17.3 cfs, less than the allowable 17.8 cfs that the system was designed to 

accommodate. A portion of the onsite runoff from the northern fringe of 

Parcel 030 will be allowed to continue to sheet flow into the adjacent Vee's 

Orchard property, as is done under existing conditions. Notwithstanding, 

there will be no net increase in runoff leaving the project site and entering 

this adjacent property. 

In sum, the proposed drainage improvements will attenuate the onsite runoff 

to the point that runoff discharging downstream will not exceed the master

planned and designed allowable release allocated for the developed project 

site. The anticipated runoff generated by the proposed project will be within 

the design capacity of the downstream drainage systems, and the proposed 

project is not anticipated to have an adverse impact on downstream and 

adjoining properties. 

Onsite drainage and soil erosion control measures and conformance with 

"Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 

will reduce the potential of sediments contained in the runoff from entering 

the wetland ponds and eventually the ocean. It is noted that soils underlying 

the project site exhibit low and negligible runoff hazards. In light of these 

conditions, the proposed project is not anticipated to result in significant 

drainage impacts to adjacent or downstream properties. 

5. Electrical, Telephone, and Cable Television Services 

a. Existing Conditions 

There are overhead utility lines along Liloa Drive, to the east of the project 

site, and on Piikea A venue near its intersection with South Kihei Road to the 
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west of the project site. The utility lines on Piikea Avenue service the 

adjacent Azeka Place and Longs Drugs commercial centers located along 

South Kihei Road. Existing development east of Liloa Drive along Piikea 

Avenue are served by underground utility lines. Refer to Appendix "C". 

b. Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures 

Electrical, telephone, and cable television services for the project area will be 

coordinated with Maui Electric Company, Hawaiian Telcom, and Oceanic 

Time Warner Cable, respectively. It is anticipated that service capacity will 

be available, as required. Services will be connected to the existing service 

lines through underground utility lines. Refer to Appendix "C". 

E. CUMULATIVE AND SECONDARY IMP ACTS 

Cumulative impacts are defined as the impact on the environment which results from the 

incremental impact of an action when added to other past, present, and reasonably 

foreseeable future actions, regardless of what agency or person undertakes such other actions. 

With respect to larger and foreseeable future actions, the County of Maui is currently in the 

process of updating the County General Plan through the planning horizon of2030. Among 

the components of the General Plan Update is the formulation ofa Maui Island Plan which 

will delineate urban and rural growth boundaries (UGBs and RGBs, respectively). The 

purpose of the UGBs and RGBs is to direct future urban and rural growth to select areas of 

Maui Island, taking into account population projections and future demands for housing 

infrastructure, services, and public facilities. The proposed Downtown Kihei project site is 

an infill project located within the proposed UGB for the Kihei-Makena region. 

Other proposed projects that are included in the UGB include the proposed expansion of the 

Maui Research & Technology Park (MRTP), the proposed Piilani Promenade shopping 

center, and the proposed Maui Outlet Center, all of which are located on the mauka (upland) 

side of Piilani Highway. The MRTP encompasses approximately 432 acres of land but is 

only approximately 10 percent built out. The MRTP expansion envisions an "integrated and 

vibrant mixed-use community focused around a regional knowledge-based industry 

employment base ... to include such diverse fields as telecommunications, health sciences, 

education, health care, and support uses including professional services, restaurants, retail, 

and housing" (Chris Hart & Partners, 2010). While the MRTP expansion will be a 

population generator, Piilani Promenade and the Maui Outlet Center, like Downtown Kihei, 

Page 73 



will respond to future demand for commercial and retail offerings. The inclusion of these 

projects in the UOB indicates that the cumulative need for infrastructure and services for 

these projects has been contemplated and taken into account by the Maui Island Plan. 

Although the project site is located on vacant, undeveloped land, the site has been designated 

for urban land uses and is surrounded by urban development to the east, west, and south. 

The development of this site will not take agricultural land out of production, and with the 

implementation of Best Management Practices for water quality, erosion and sedimentation 

control, adverse impacts to the mango orchard on the neighboring parcel to the north are not 

anticipated. The manmade wetlands in Parcel 030 and Parcel 080 will not be affected by the 

proposed project, and the marginal wetland areas in Parcel 030 and Parcel 076 will be 

encompassed by vegetated detention areas and will not be developed. With respect to 

botanical and fauna resources, a number oftree tobacco plants were documented within the 

project site, these being the alternative, non-native host plant of the endangered Blackburn's 

Sphinx moth. The DLNR's protocol for the removal of the tree tobacco plants will be 

implemented to ensure the Blackburn's Sphinx moth is not adversely impacted. Being an 

infill project in the midst of the existing Kihei downtown area, rather than an urban 

expansion project, the proposed project is not anticipated to result in any cumulative impacts. 

Secondary impacts are those which have the potential to occur later in time or farther in 

distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable. They can be viewed as actions of others that 

are taken because of the presence of the proj ecl. Secondary impacts from highway projects, 

for example, can occur because they can induce development by removing one of the 

impediments to growth, transportation access. 

With the proposed mitigation measures in place, the project is not anticipated to have a 

significant secondary impacts. The project site has ready access to necessary infrastructure, 

such that extensions of infrastructure systems will not be required. Existing County water, 

wastewater, and reclaimed waterlines are located in the immediate vicinity of the project site. 

In the short term, construction of the proposed project will generate employment and 

revenues for the construction industry and related fields. Over the long term, property tax 

revenues and a portion of the TAT will provide additional funds for the County and general 

excise tax revenues and portions of the TAT will provide additonal funds for the State. Once 

in operation, the proposed business, commercial, retail and hotel uses will generate a number 

of employment opportunities. A secondary impact relating specifically to the proposed hotel 

will be the need to provide workforce housing in the region. This impact will be addressed 

through compliance with the County's workforce housing ordinance. Housing credits from 

an approved affordable housing project in the Kihei-Makena region is proposed to satisfy the 
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County's workforce housing ordinance. As an approved affordable housing project, impacts 

on public infrastructure, facilities, and services have been assessed and no new impacts will 

result from the proposed Downtown Kihei project. As an infill project, existing service 

limits for police, fire, and emergency medical services will not be affected by project 

implementation, although a small increase in service calls may result from operation of the 

project. Traffic conditions along Piikea A venue and related roadways will be affected, once 

Downtown Kihei is in operation. However, the implementation of the driveway 

configurations and intersection improvements recommended by the project's TIAR are 

anticipated to mitigate these impacts. In summary, the proposed action is not anticipated to 

result in significant adverse secondary impacts. 
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III. RELATIONSHIP TO LAND USE PLANS, 
POLICIES, AND CONTROLS 

A. STATE LAND USE DISTRICT 

Chapter 205, Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS), relating to the Land Use Commission, 

establishes four (4) major land use districts in which all lands in the state are placed. These 

districts are designated as "Urban", "Rural", "Agricultural", and "Conservation". The 

project site is located within the "Urban" district. See Figure 17. The proposed Downtown 

Kihei project is consistent with the permitted land uses for the "Urban" district, as defined 

by Chapter 205, HRS. 

B. HAWAII STATE PLAN 

Chapter 226, HRS, also known as the Hawaii State Plan, is a long-range comprehensive plan 

which serves as a guide for the future long-term development of the State by identifYing 

goals, objectives, policies, and priorities, as well as implementation mechanisms. Examples 

of State objectives and policies relevant to the proposed project are as follows: 

1. Section 226-05. Objective and policies for population. To achieve this objective. 
it shall be the State policy to: 

a. Manage population growth statewide in a manner that provides increased 
opportunities for Hawaii's people to pursue their physical, social, and 
economic aspirations while recognizing the unique needs of each county. 

b. Encourage an increase in economic activities and employment opportunities 
on the neighbor islands consistent with community needs and desires. 

c. Promote increased opportunities for Hawaii's people to pursue their socio
economic aspirations throughout the islands. 

2. Section 226-13. Objective and policies for the physical environment-land. air. 
and water quality. To achieve this objective. it shall be the policy ofthis State 
to: 

a. Encourage design and construction practices that enhance the physical 
qualities of Hawaii's communities. 
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b. Encourage urban developments in close proximity to existing services and 
facilities. 

The proposed project is in consonance with objectives and policies for preserving the quality 

of the physical environment. As an urban infill project, the proposed Downtown Kihei 

project has ready access to existing public services and infrastructure. In addition, the 

proposed project will provide transportation improvements and economic opportunities that 

are complementary to surrounding land uses. Further, public gathering places such as a 

village square and promenades have been incorporated into the project design, thereby 

creating an environment that fosters community enrichment. Thus, the proposed project is 

in conformance with the above-noted objectives and policies of the Hawaii State Plan. 

C. MAUl COUNTY GENERAL PLAN 

As indicated by the Maui County Charter, the purpose of the general plan shall be to: 

... indicate desired population and physical development patterns for each 
island and region within the county; shall address the unique problems and 
needs of each island and region; shall explain opportunities and the social, 
economic, and environmental consequences related to potential 
developments; and shall set forth the desired sequence, patterns and 
characteristics of future developments. The general plan shall identify 
objectives to be achieved, and priorities, policies, and implementing actions 
to be pursued with respect to population density; land use maps, land use 
regulations, transportation systems, public and community facility locations, 
water and sewage systems, visitor destinations, urban design, and other 
matters related to development. 

Chapter 2.80B of the Maui County Code, relating to the General Plan and Community Plans, 

implements the foregoing Charter provision through enabling legislation which calls for a 

Countywide Policy Plan and a Maui Island Plan. The Countywide Policy Plan was adopted 

as Ordinance No. 3732 on March 24, 2010. The Maui Island Plan is currently in the process 

of review and formulation by the Maui County Council. 

With regard to the Countywide Policy Plan, Section 2.80B.030 of the Maui County Code 

states the following. 

The countywide policy plan shall provide broad policies and objectives which 
portray the desired direction of the County's future. The countywide policy 
plan shall include: 
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1. A vision for the County; 

2. A statement of core themes or principles for the County; and 

3. A list of countywide objectives and policies for population, land use, 
the environment, the economy, and housing. 

Core principles set forth in the Countywide Policy Plan are listed as follows: 

1. Excellence in the stewardship of the natural environment and cultural 
resources; 

2. Compassion for and understanding of others; 

3. Respect for diversity; 

4. Engagement and empowerment of Maui County residents; 

5. Honor for all cultural traditions and histories; 

6. Consideration of the contributions of past generations as well as the 
needs of future generations; 

7. Commitment to self-sufficiency; 

8. Wisdom and balance in decision making; 

9. Thoughtful, island appropriate innovation; and 

10. Nurturance of the health and well-being of our families and our 
communities. 

Congruent with these core principles, the Countywide Policy Plan identifies goals objectives, 

policies and implementing actions for pertinent functional planning categories, which are 

identified as follows: 

1. Natural environment 

2. Local cultures and traditions 

3. Education 

4. Social and healthcare services 
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5. Housing opportunities for residents 

6 Local economy 

7. Parks and public facilities 

8. Transportation options 

9. Physical infrastructure 

10. Sustainable land use and growth management 

11. Good governance 

The following goals, objectives, and policies are illustrative of the proposed Downtown 

Kihei project's compliance with the Countywide Policy Plan: 

Maui County's natural environment and distinctive open spaces will be preserved, 
managed, and cared for in perpetuity. 

Objectives: 

1. Improve the opportunity to experience the natural beauty and 
native biodiversity of the islands for present andfuture 
generations. 

2. Preserve and reestablish indigenous and endemic species' habitats 
and their connectivity. 

3. Restore and protect forests, wetlands, watersheds, and stream 
flows, and guard against wildflres, flooding, and erosion. 

Maui County will foster a spirit of pono and protect, perpetuate, and reinvigorate 
its residents' multi-cultural values and traditions to ensure that current and future 
generations will enjoy the benefits of their rich island heritage. 

Objective: 

Preserve for present and future generations the opportunity to know and 
experience the arts, culture, and history of Maui County. 
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Maui County's economy will be diverse, sustainable, and supportive of 
community values. 

Objective: 

Promote an economic climate that will encourage diversification of the 
County's economic base and a sustainable rate of economic growth. 

Policies: 

a. Support and promote locally produced products and locally owned 
operations and businesses that benefit local communities and meet 
local demand. 

b. Encourage work environments that are safe, rewarding, and 
fulfilling to employees. 

Objectives: 

Support a visitor industry that respects the resident culture and the 
environment. 

Support the diversification, development, evolution, and integration of the 
visitor industry in a way that is compatible with the traditional, social, 
economic, spiritual, and environmental values of island residents. 

Improve collaboration between the visitor industry and the other sectors 
of Maui County's economy. 

Maui County will have an efficient, economical, and environmentally sensitive 
means of moving people and goods. 

Objective: 

Provide an effective, affordable, and convenient ground-transportation system 
that is environmentally sustainable. 
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Policies: 

Support the use of alternative roadway designs, such as traffic-calming 
techniques and modem roundabouts. 

Objective: 

Reduce the reliance on the automobile andfossilfoels by encouraging 
walking, bicycling, and other energy-efficient and safe alternative modes 
of transportation. 

Policies: 

a. Make walking and bicycling transportation safe and easy between 
and within communities. 

b. Require development to be designed with the pedestrian in mind. 

c. Design new and retrofit existing rights-ol-way with adequate 
sidewalks, bicycle lanes, or separated multi-use transit corridors. 

d. Support the development of a countywide network of bikeways, 
equestrian trails, and pedestrian paths. 

Objective: 

Improve and expand the planning and management of transportation systems. 

Policies: 

a. Encourage progressive community design and development that will reduce 
transportation trips. 

b. Require new developments to contribute their pro rata share of local and 
regional infrastructure costs. 

c. Utilize transportation-demand management as an integral part of 
transportation planning. 

d. Accommodate the planting of street trees and other appropriate landscaping 
in all public rights-ol-way. 
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Maui County's physical infrastructure will be maintained in optimum condition and will 
provide for and effectively serve the needs of the County through clean and sustainable 
technologies. 

Objective: 

Direct growth in a way that makes efficient use of existing infrastructure and to 
areas where there is available infrastructure capacity. 

Policies: 

a. Promote land use patterns that can be provided with infrastructure 
and public facilities in a cost-effictive manner. 

Community character, lifestyles, economies, and natural assets will be preserved 
by managing growth and using land in a sustainable manner. 

Objective: 

Improve land use management and implement a directed-growth strategy. 

Policies: 

a. Direct urban and rural growth to designated areas. 

b. Encourage redevelopment and infill in existing communities on 
lands intended for urban use to protect productive farm land and 
open-space resources. 

c. Direct new development in and around communities with existing 
infrastructure and service capacity, and protect natural, scenic, 
shoreline, and cultural resources. 

Objective: 

Design all developments to be in harmony with the environment and to 
protect each community's sense of place. 
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Policies: 

a. Ensure that adequate recreational areas, open spaces, and public
gathering places are provided and maintained in all urban centers 
and neighborhoods. 

b. Ensure business districts are distinctive, attractive, and 
pedestrian-friendly destinations. 

c. Use trees and other forms of landscaping along rights-o.fway and 
within parking lots to provide shade, beauty, urban-heat reduction, 
and separation of pedestrians from automobile traffic in 
accordance with community desires. 

d Facilitate safe pedestrian access, and create linkages between 
destinations and within parking areas. 

The proposed Downtown Kihei project includes spaces for businesses, retail outlets, 

restaurants, medical offices, recreational and public uses, together with a select-services 

hotel. The project site plan creates a village center with pedestrian-friendly streets and 

promenades to encourage street markets and other public gatherings. As an infill 

development, the project will provide businesses and entertainment venues that will support 

residents of surrounding single- and multi-family neighborhoods. Wetland areas at the makai 

(seaward) end of the project site will be maintained as open space areas, and landscaped 

detention basins will serve the dual purpose of ensuring that native avifauna are not disturbed 

by the project. Necessary infrastructure systems, public facilities and services are readily 

accessible from the project site. Meanwhile, improvements to Pi ike a Avenue and Liloa 

Drive will provide pedestrian and bicycle pathways, bus stops, street trees, and landscaping. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the proposed project is in conformance with the themes 

and principles of the Countywide Policy Plan. 

It is noted that the Maui County Council is currently reviewing the Draft Maui Island Plan 

(MIP) of the 2030 General Plan Update. Importantly, the Draft MIP sets forth Urban and 

Rural Growth Boundaries that direct urban and rural growth to select areas of the island. 

Being that it is an infill project, the project site is located within the proposed Kihei Urban 

Growth Boundary. 
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D. KIHEI-MAKENA COMMUNITY PLAN 

Within Maui County, there are nine (9) community plan regions. From a General Plan 

implementation standpoint, each region is governed by a community plan which sets forth 

desired land use patterns, as well as goals, objectives, policies, and implementing actions for 

a number of functional areas including infrastructure-related parameters. 

The proposed Downtown Kihei project is located within the Kihei-Makena Community Plan 

region. The underlying land use designations for the project site are set forth in the Kihei

Makena Community Plan Land Use Map. Refer to Figure 9. As illustrated by Figure 9, the 

lands underlying the project site are primarily designated "Business/Commercial (B)" by the 

Kihei-Makena Community Plan; the 3.0-acre manmade wetland on Parcel 030 and the 3.5-

acre manmade wetland on Parcel 080 are designated "Open Space (OS)". 

The proposed project will involve an amendment to the Kihei-Makena Community Plan from 

"Business/Commercial (B)" to "Hotel (H)" for a 2.627-acre portion of Parcel 030 that will 

accommodate the proposed select-services hotel. Additionally, an amendment to the 

Planning Standards for Land Use will be pursued to allow a portion of the movie theater 

building in the southern development (Parcel 076) to be up to 60 feet tall in order to 

accommodate the height of the movie screen, exceeding the maximum 35-foot height limit 

recommended for new commercial buildings. The proposed amendment is to Part III, 

Section C-l, Land Use Standards, to add the following item: "g. Development of the theater 

on a portion of the Downtown Kihei property identified as TMK (2) 3-9-002:076 (por.), 

approximately 29,500 square feet, shall have a height limit of 60 feet". 

The proposed project is in conformance with the following, goals, objectives, and policies 

of the Kihei-Makena Community Plan: 

LAND USE 

A well-planned community with land use and development patterns designed 
to achieve the efficient and timely provision of infra structural and community 
needs while preserving and enhancing the unique character of Maalaea, 
Kihei, Wailea and Makena as well as the region's natural environment, 
marine resources, and traditional shoreline uses. 
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Objectives and Policies: 

b. Identify priority growth areas to focus public and private efforts on 
the provision of infrastructure and amenities to serve existing 
residents and to accommodate new growth. 

c. Upon adoption of this plan, allow no forther development unless 
infrastructure, public facilities, and services needed to service new 
development are available prior to or concurrent with the impacts of 
new development. 

e. Establish a distribution of land uses which provides housing, jobs, 
shopping, open space, and recreation areas in close proximity to 
each other in order to enhance Kihei's neighborhoods and to 
minimize dependence on automobiles. 

h. Develop commercial services at the following locations to meet 
community needs: 

2) A central business and commercial center for Kihei clustered 
about the South Kihei Road/Road HC" intersection. 

i. Limit commercial services to neighborhood business uses or other 
low-key business activities with a residential scale on those 
properties which abut single family residential areas. 

ENVIRONMENT 

Preservation, protection, and enhancement of Kihei-Makena 's unique and 
fragile environmental resources. 

Objectives and Policies: 

b. Preserve, protect, and restore unique natural areas with significant 
conservation values. 

f Protect all wetland resources, such as those at Kealia Pond and near 
Road HC". These open space and wildlife habitat resources are 
important for flood control and for their natural beauty. 

g. Require the integration of wetlands and drainageways into an open 
space, pedestrian pathway, and bikeway system within and around 
the Lipoa business district. 
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ECONOMIC ACTIVITY 

A diversified and stable economic base which serves resident and visitor 
needs while providing long-term resident employment. 

Objectives and Policies: 

a. Establish a sustainable rate of economic development consistent with 
concurrent provision of needed transportation, utilities, and public 
facilities improvements. 

d. Establish balance between visitor industry employment and non
visitor industry employment. 

f Increase the availability and variety of commercial services to 
provide for regional needs and strategically establish small scale 
commercial uses within, or in close proximity to, residential areas. 

HOUSING AND URBAN DESIGN 

A variety of attractive, sanitary, safe and affordable homes for Kihei's 
residents, especially for families earning less than the median income for 
families within the County. Also, a built environment which provides 
complementary and aesthetically pleasing physical and visual linkages with 
the natural environment. 

Objectives and Policies: 

d. Provide for integration of natural physical features with future 
development of the region. New development shall incorporate 
features such as, gulches and wetlands into open space and 
pedestrian pathway and bikeway systems. 

e. Implement landscaped setbacks for future multi-family and 
commercial areas. Developments shall provide space for landscaped 
pedestrian ways and bikeways. 

f Incorporate the principles of xeriscaping in all future landscaping. 

g. Encourage the use of native plants in landscaping in the spirit of Act 
73, Session Laws of Hawaii, 1992. 
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PHYSICAL AND SOCIAL INFRASTRUCTURE 

Provision of facility systems, public services, and capital improvement 
projects in an efficient, reliable, cost effective, and environmentally sensitive 
manner which accommodates the needs of the Kihei-Makena community, and 
fully support present and planned land uses, especially in the case of project 
district implementation. Allow no development for which infrastructure may 
not be available concurrent with the development's impacts. 

TRANSPORT A nON: 

Objectives and Policies: 

c. Strengthen the coordination of land use planning and transportation 
planning to promote sustainable development and to reduce 
dependence on automobiles. New residential communities should 
provide convenient pedestrian and bicycle access between residences 
and neighborhood commercial areas, parks and public facilities. 

h. Encourage joint public/private participation in the planning, design 
and construction of roadway improvements, especially those 
identified in this plan. 

Implementing Action: 

Plan, design and construct a new Road "A ",from Road "B" to Lipoa Street, 
to provide increased circulation in the Lipoa business area. 

Although the Kihei-Makena Community Plan identifies Road "A" on the land use map, 

discussions with the Department of Public Works indicate that this roadway is not currently 

recommended for implementation. The roadway alignment south ofthe proj ect site has been 

developed with a commercial project with a significant grade difference from the existing 

project site, which will make development of the roadway difficult. Also, the alignment of 

the roadway adjacent to the manmade wetland on Parcel 080 may have adverse impacts on 

the flora and fauna located within the wetland. Although not recommended for 

implementation, the area for the proposed alignment has been set aside as a landscaped 

detention basin between the proposed Downtown Kihei project and the manmade wetland 

on Parcel 080. The landscaped detention basin on Parcel 030 adjacent to the manmade 

wetland has sufficient area to accommodate the roadway alignment, should the County of 

Maui decide to implement Road "A" as recommended in the Community Plan. 
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WATER 

Objectives and Policies: 

d. Encourage the use of non-potable water for irrigation purposes and 
water features. Prohibit the use of potable water in large water 
features or require substantial mitigation fees. 

e. Encourage the use of plants which have a relatively low need for 
water. 

DRAINAGE 

Objectives and Policies: 

a. Design drainage systems that protect coastal water quality by 
incorporating best management practices to remove pollutants from 
runoff. Construct and maintain, as needed, sediment retention basins 
and other best management practices to remove sediments and other 
pollutants from runoff. 

b. Construct necessary drainage improvements in j/ood prone areas. 
Where replacement drainage are requiredfor j/oodprotection, these 
systems shall be designed, constructed, and maintained using 
structural controls and best management practices to preserve the 
functions of the natural system that are beneficial to water quality. 
These functions include infiltration, moderation of j/ow velocity, 
reduced erosion, uptake of nutrients and pollutants by plants, 
filtering, and settlement of sediment particles. The use of landscaped 
swales and unlined channels shall be urged. 

d. Minimize the increase in discharge of storm water runoff to coastal 
waters by preservingj/ood storage capacity in low-lying areas, and 
encouraging infiltration of runoff. 

ENERGY AND PUBLIC UTILITIES 

Objectives and Policies: 

a. Promote energy efficiency as the energy resource of first choice and 
increase energy efficiency in all sectors of the community. 

b. Locate goods, services, and employment in 
residential centers to minimize energy 
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transportation. Support the development of communication 
infrastructure and promote telecommuting to minimize travel. 

d. Promote environmentally and culturally sensitive use of renewable 
energy resources like biomass, solar, wind, and hydroelectric energy 
in all sectors of the community. 

URBAN DESIGN STANDARDS 

Building Form 

1) Establish a maximum of thirty-five (35) feet in building height for new commercial 
facilities. 

5) All new multi-family and commercial facilities should provide a garden setting 
appropriate to the region. Setback requirements should be sufficient to allow for 
street and sidewalk climate adapted landscape buffers and interior planting areas. 

As mentioned, the majority of the project site is currently designated for 

business/commercial use. The proposed Downtown Kihei proj ect, in its provision of 

business, retail restaurant, medical space, recreational and public use is consistent with the 

underlying business/commercial designation. The maintenance of the 3.00-acre manmade 

wetland on a portion of Parcel 030 and 3.50-acre manmade wetland on Parcel 080 is 

consistent with the underlying "Open Space" designation. However, in order to establish the 

select-services hotel on 2.627 acres of Parcel 030, a Community Plan Amendment (CPA) 

will be required to change the underlying "Business/Commercial (B)" designation to "Hotel 

(H)". As previously mentioned, an amendment to the Planning Standards for Land Use will 

also be pursued to allow a portion of the theater building on Parcel 076 to exceed the 35-foot 

height limit for new commercial buildings to be up to 60 feet tall. 

Except for the theater, the retail commercial buildings will be two-story buildings not more 

than 35 feet in height, consistent with the Community Plan urban design standards. 

E. MAUl COUNTY ZONING 

The project site is currently zoned "R-3, Residential" by the County of Maui zonmg 

ordinance. See Figure 18. In order to conform to the underlying "Business/Commercial 

(B)" and "Open Space (OS)" Community Plan designations, and proposed "Hotel (H)" and 

to develop the proposed commercial/retail buildings and I 50-room select-services hotel, a 

Change in Zoning (CIZ) will be required to establish the zoning districts listed in Table 13 

below. 
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Table 13. Proposed Change-in-Zoning 

Parcel Current Zoning Proposed Zoning 

(2) 3-9-002:030 R-3, Residential B-2, Community Business District (7.841 acres) 
OS-I, Open Space "Passive" (3.00 acres) 
H-M, Hotel-Medium (2.627 acres) 

(2) 3-9-002:076 R-3, Residential B-2, Community Business District (9.096 acres) 

(2) 3-9-002:080 R-3, Residential OS-I, Open Space "Passive" (3.50 acres) 

(2)3-9-002: 158 R-3, Residential B-2, Community Business District (1.376 acres) 

F. COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT/SPECIAL MANAGEMENT 
AREA 

The Hawaii Coastal Zone Management Program (HCZMP), as formalized in Chapter 20SA, 

HRS, establishes objectives and policies for the preservation, protection, and restoration of 

natural resources of Hawaii's coastal zone. The project site is situated within the County of 

Maui's Special Management Area (SMA). See Figure 19. Chapter 20SA, HRS and the 

Special Management Area Rules of the Maui Planning Commission provide criteria and 

objectives for establishing limits on development within coastal areas, as discussed below. 

SECTION 20SA-2. HRS COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 
OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES 

This section addresses the project's relationship to applicable Coastal Zone Management 

considerations set forth by Chapter 20SA, HRS. 

1. Recreational Resources 

Objective 

Provide coastal recreational opportunities accessible to the public. 
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Policies 

a. Improve coordination and funding of coastal recreational planning and 
management; and 

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

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

ii. 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; 

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

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

v. 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; 

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

vii. Developing new shoreline recreational opportunities, where 
appropriate, such as artificial lagoons, artificial beaches, and 
artificial reefsfor surfing andfishing; and 

viii. Encouraging reasonable dedication of shoreline areas with 
recreational value for public use as part of discretionary approvals 
or permits by the land use commission, board of land and natural 
resources, and county authorities; and crediting such dedication 
against the requirements of section 46-6. 
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Response: The proposed project is not anticipated to generate additional demands 

on existing public parks and beach areas. Further, based on its location and 

development parameters, the project is not anticipated to adversely impact shoreline 

resources, public parks, or access to the shoreline. 

2. Historic Resources 

Objective 

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 

a. IdentifY and analyze significant archaeological resources; 

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

c. Support state goalsfor protection, restoration, interpretation, and display of 
historic resources. 

Response: As noted previously, no significant impacts to historic or cultural 

resources are anticipated to occur as a result of the proposed action. Refer to 

Appendix "F" and Appendix "G". Nevertheless, as recommended by the 

archaeological inventory survey report, ground-altering activities during construction 

will be monitored as a precautionary measure by a professional archaeologist, as per 

an archaeological monitoring plan. Should human remains be inadvertently 

discovered during ground-altering activities, work will promptly cease in the 

immediate area of the find, and the find will be further protected from damage. The 

SHPD and the Maui/Lanai Islands Burial Council will be notified immediately and 

procedures for the treatment of inadvertently discovered human remains will be 

followed pursuant to Chapter 6E, HRS, including stoppage of work in the immediate 

vicinity of the burial. 
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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: 

a. IdentifY valued scenic resources in the coastal zone management area; 

b. 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; 

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

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

Response: The project site is located inland of the shoreline, on the mauka (upland) 

side of South Kihei Road. The urban forms established by the proposed project will 

conform to Title 19 of the Maui County Code and the urban design standards of the 

Kihei-Makena Community Plan. Buildings will be buffered with landscaping to 

soften the built environment. Although a CPA is being sought to allow a portion of 

the theater building to exceed the 35-foot height limit set forth by the Community 

Plan, this portion of the building will not impose upon views to or along the 

shoreline. Similarly, the 4-story hotel building is set back from Liloa Drive and 

Piikea Avenue so as not to impede views to the ocean. View corridors will not be 

substantially affected by the proposed project. 

4. Coastal Ecosystems 

Objective: 

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

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

b. Improve the technical basis for natural resource management; 

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

d 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 

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

Response: With implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs), the 

proposed project should have minimal long-term adverse effects on the nearby 

coastal ecosystems. Appropriate BMPs and erosion-control measures will be 

implemented to ensure that coastal ecosystems are not adversely impacted by 

construction activities. Project-related drainage system improvements will be 

designed in accordance with applicable regulatory standards to mitigate potential 

adverse impact to surrounding properties. The 3.0-acre and 3.S-acre manmade 

wetlands on a portion of Parcel 030 and on Parcel 080, respectively, will not be 

altered by the proposed action. The marginal wetland areas which are not always 

filled with water on Parcel 030 and Parcel 076 will be incorporated into landscaped 

detention basins so as not to compromise their function. 

S. Economic Uses 

Objective: 

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

Policies: 

a. Concentrate coastal dependent development in appropriate areas; 
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b. 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 

c. 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: 

i. Use of presently designated locations is notfeasible; 

ii. Adverse environmental effects are minimized; and 

iii. The development is important to the State's economy. 

Response: The proposed project is not located at or near the coastline. The 

proposed project is an urban infill project located amidst business, commercial, and 

residential areas. As such, the proposed action is in alignment with the objective and 

policies for economic use. 

6. Coastal Hazards 

Objective: 

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

Policies: 

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

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

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

d. Prevent coastal flooding from inland projects. 
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Response: Project-related drainage system improvements will be designed in 

accordance with applicable regulatory standards to mitigate potential adverse impacts 

to surrounding properties. The vast majority of the project site is located in Flood 

Zone X, an area of minimal flooding located outside the 0.2 percent annual chance 

floodplain. Parcel 158 and small portions of Parcel 030 and Parcel 076 are located 

within Flood Zone AH (Base Flood Elevation 6 feet), an area located within the 0.1 

percent annual chance floodplain. As applicable, a flood development permit will 

be obtained for project implementation, and development of the project site will be 

in accordance with the standards for development set forth by Section 19.62.060, 

Maui County Code. The project site is located outside the tsunami inundation zone. 

7. Managing Development 

Objective: 

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

Policies: 

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

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

c. 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. 

Response: Pursuant to Chapter 343, HRS and Chapter 11-200, HAR, this EA is 

being prepared and processed to communicate the potential short- and long-term 

impacts ofthe proposed project, along with proposed mitigation measures. Further, 

opportunities for review of the proposed action are also offered through the land use 

entitlements review process for the CPA, CIZ, and SMA Use Permit applications. 

All aspects of development will be conducted in accordance with applicable Federal, 

State, and County standards. 
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8. Public Participation 

Objective: 

Stimulate public awareness, education, and participation in coastal management. 

Policies: 

a. Promote public involvement in coastal zone management processes; 

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

c. Organize workshops, policy dialogues, and site-specific mediations to 
respond to coastal issues and conflicts. 

Response: This EA is being processed in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 

343, HRS. The EA will be published in the Office of Environmental Quality Control 

Environmental Notice, whereby opportunity for comment by agencies and the public 

will be provided. As noted above, the CPA, CIZ, and SMA Use Permit application 

processes will also provide for public dialogue and input. Several meetings were 

held with the Kihei Community Association (KCA) Planning Committee to develop 

the Downtown Kihei project's uses and site plan. One of the results of the KCA's 

input is the inclusion ofthe select-services hotel. With the concurrence of the KCA 

on February 3, 2009 a meeting was held with the Kihei Community on April 21, 

2009 to solicit community input. Approximately 75 persons attended the meeting. 

In general, the attendees were supportive of the project. See Appendix "K". 

9. Beach Protection 

Objective: 

Protect beaches for public use and recreation. 

Policies: 

a. 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; 
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b. 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 

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

Response: The proposed project is situated inland, away from the shoreline, such 

that no adverse impacts on beach processes are anticipated. Appropriate Best 

Management Practices (BMPs) will be implemented to mitigate storm water runoff 

associated with the project and to ensure that downstream and adjoining properties 

will not be adversely affected. 

10. Marine Resources 

Objective: 

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

Policies: 

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

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

c. 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; 

d 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 

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

Response: As previously discussed, the proposed project is situated inland, away 

from the ocean and no adverse effect on marine or coastal resources is anticipated. 
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Appropriate BMPs and erosion control measures will be implemented to ensure that 

coastal resources are not adversely impacted by construction activities. 

In addition to the foregoing objectives and policies, Chapter 20SA-30.S, HRS, 

Prohibitions, provides that: 

§20SA-30.S Prohibitions. (a) No special management area use 
permit or special management area minor permit shall be granted for 
structures that allow artificial light from floodlights, up lights, or 
spotlights used for decorative or aesthetic purposes when the light: 

(1) Directly illuminates the shoreline and ocean waters; or 

(2) Is directed to travel across property boundaries toward the 
shoreline and ocean waters. 

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply to special management area 
use permits for structures with: 

(1) An outdoor lighting fixture that is located on the grounds of 
a hotel, hotel-condominium, or condominium-hotel as defined 
in section 486K-I; provided that: 

(A) The outdoor lighting fixture is located 
underwater or is directed downward and 
illuminates a limited area of no more than 
thirty feet into the shoreline and ocean 
waters; or 

(B) The outdoor lighting fixture is the only 
practicable means of ensuring the safety and 
security of guests, visitors, and employees; 

Response: The proposed project is not located on or near the shoreline, 

although it is noted that native avifauna tend to utilize the manmade wetlands 

located at the makai (seaward) end of the project site. In consideration of 

these conditions, landscaping and appropriate lighting shall be incorporated 

into the proposed project. As may be necessary, lighting will consist of 

downward-facing, fully shielded fixtures to ensure that no lighting is directed 

across property boundaries towards the wetlands. 
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G. RULES AND REGULATIONS OF THE MAUl PLANNING 
COMMISSION SPECIAL MANAGEMENT AREA RULES 

The Rules and Regulations of the Maui Planning Commission, Chapter 202 were established 

in order to implement Chapter 205A, HRS relating to Coastal Zone Management and the 

SMA. In addition to establishing procedures for processing of SMA applications and 

procurement of related permits, the rules assist the Maui Planning Commission in giving 

consideration to state policy regarding coastal zones. 

This section addresses the project's relationship to applicable coastal zone management 

considerations as set forth in the Maui Planning Commission Rules and Regulations, Chapter 

202, "Special Management Area Permit Procedures," which are provided for considering the 

significance of potential environmental and ecological effects of a proposed action. The 

criteria have been reviewed and analyzed with respect to the proposed Downtown Kihei 

project as follows. 

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

As mentioned in Chapter II of this document, a cultural impact assessment of the 

project area concluded that no significant impacts to cultural practices are 

anticipated. Refer to Appendix "G". Similarly, the archaeological inventory survey 

report concluded that no historic properties would be affected. The archaeological 

inventory survey was approved by the State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD) 

by letter dated March 15, 2011. Refer to Appendix "F" and Appendix "F -1". 

Nevertheless, as recommended by the archaeological inventory survey report, ground 

altering activities during construction will be monitored as a precautionary measure 

by a professional archaeologist, as per an archaeological monitoring plan. 

Flora and fauna observed within the project site were generally limited to non-native, 

abundant species. However, a number of tree tobacco plants, the non-native host 

plant of the endangered Blackburn's Sphinx moth were documented on the project 

site. The DLNR's protocol for the removal of the tree tobacco plant will be 

implemented to ensure that there will be no adverse impacts on the Blackburn's 

Sphinx moth. While the adjacent manmade wetlands provide habitat for native flora 

and avifauna, these areas will not be altered by the proposed action, and landscaped 

detention basins will be established to control runoff and buffer the wetland habitats. 

With these mitigation measures put in place, the proposed project is not anticipated 
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to have significant adverse impact on the biological resources in the area. Refer to 

Appendix "D". 

2. Significantly curtails the range of beneficial uses of the environment. 

The proposed project will not curtail the range of beneficial uses of the environment. 

Rather, as an infill project in close proximity to existing and future residential 

neighborhoods, employment centers, and infrastructure, the project optimizes the use 

of the underlying lands. The project will create a village center that will support and 

complement Kihei's evolving resident and visitor population. Development of 

detailed engineering and architectural plans will allow for the identification of 

applicable Best Management Practices (BMPs) to minimize any construction-related 

impacts. Further, drainage improvements will be designed to reduce runoff and 

sedimentation flowing offiste, thereby limiting impacts to downstream properties and 

resources. 

3. Conflicts with the county's or the state's long-term environmental policies or 
goals. 

The proposed project does not conflict with the State's Environmental Policy and 

Guidelines as set forth in Chapter 344, Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS). Rather, as 

an infill project on lands designated for urban use, the proposed Downtown Kihei 

project is in alignment with the principles and themes set forth by Chapter 344, HRS. 

4. Substantially affects the economic or social welfare and activities of the 
community, county, or state. 

On a short-term basis, the project will support construction and construction-related 

employment and have a beneficial impact on the local economy during the period of 

construction. From a long-term perspective, area residents, business owners, and 

visitors will benefit from the variety of retail, restaurant, hotel, and community 

gathering spaces provided by the proposed project. 

5. Involves substantial secondary impacts, such as popUlation changes and 
increased effects on public facilities, streets, drainage, sewage, and water 
systems, and pedestrian walkways. 

The current update to the Maui County General Plan accepts that the populations of 

Kihei, South Maui, and Maui County in general are projected to increase through the 

year 2030. The proposed project is intended to address this population change by 
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providing a mixture of business, retail, and visitor amenities in an area designated for 

urban uses by the General Plan update. As an urban infill development, the proposed 

project is not anticipated to affect emergency service limits. Necessary infrastructure 

systems and services are available to serve the project. The applicant is exploring 

water source development options with DWS and other private landowners. 

Roadway improvements to Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive will be provided as part 

of the proposed action to facilitate vehicular travel along these roadways and to 

mitigate traffic impacts associated with the implementation of the proposed project. 

6. In itself has no significant adverse effects but cumulatively has considerable 
effect upon the environment or involves a commitment for larger actions. 

The proposed project is not anticipated to have a cumulative adverse impact on the 

environment, nor involve a commitment to larger actions. As previously noted, the 

project site is centrally located amidst a developed urban area. Being an urban inflll 

project, the proposed project is not anticipated to have a considerable impact on the 

environment. Due to this location, infrastructure systems and services are available 

to serve the project. Roadway improvements to Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive will 

be provided as part of the proposed action. Engineered wetland habitats located at 

the makai (seaward) end ofthe project site will not be altered by the proposed action. 

7. Substantially affects a rare, threatened, or endangered species of animal or 
plant, or its habitat. 

Flora and fauna observed within the project site were generally limited to non-native, 

abundant species. Although the manmade wetlands located at the makai end ofthe 

project site provide habitat for native flora and avifauna, these wetlands will not be 

altered by the proposed action. Landscape buffers will be planted to shield these 

wetlands from nearby populated areas. As recommended by the botanical and fauna 

survey, as may be necessary, exterior lighting will consist of fully shielded, 

downward-facing light fixtures so as not to confuse endangered Hawaiian seabirds 

that may fly over the project site between offshore feeding areas and inland nest site. 

Further, a number of tree tobacco plants, the non-native host plant of the endangered 

Blackburn's Sphinx moth, were documented on the project site. As noted previously, 

DLNR's protocol for the removal of the tree tobacco plant will be implemented. In 

effect, the proposed project is not anticipated to have significant negative impact on 

the biological resources in the area. Refer to Appendix "D". 
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8. Is contrary to the state plan. county's general plan, appropriate community 
plans. zoning and subdivision ordinances. 

Lands underlying the project site were previously committed for development with 

the establishment of the State "Urban" District designation. The proposed business, 

commercial, and retail uses are consistent with the underlying Community Plan 

designations, and a Community Plan Amendment is being pursued to allow for 

development ofthe select-services hotel. A Change-in-Zoning is being pursued to 

establish conformity with the Community Plan designations. It is noted that the 

project site is within the proposed urban growth boundary of the Draft Maui Island 

Plan. 

9. Detrimentally affects air or water quality or ambient noise levels. 

Short-term air quality and noise impacts caused by construction activity will be 

mitigated through the implementation of Best Management Practices CBMPs). Dust 

control measures, such as regular watering and sprinkling and installation of dust 

screens, will be implemented to minimize wind-blown emissions. In the short term, 

noise impacts will occur primarily from construction equipment, site work, and 

building construction. Equipment mufflers or other noise attenuating equipment, as 

well as proper equipment and vehicle maintenance, will be used during construction. 

Construction noise impacts will be mitigated through compliance with the provisions 

ofthe State of Hawaii, Department of Health Administrative Rules Title II, Chapter 

46, "Community Noise Control". These rules require a noise permit if the noise 

levels from construction activities are expected to exceed the allowable levels set 

forth in the Chapter 46 rules. In the long term, adverse impacts to ambient noise 

conditions are not anticipated, considering the project's location in the midst of a 

developed urban area. 

Potential water quality impacts associated with construction activity will be mitigated 

through use ofBMPs for erosion and sediment control. Landscaped detention basins, 

underground baffles, and filtration systems incorporated into the project's drainage 

plan will improve the quality of stormwater runoff. 

Page 106 



10. Affects an environmentally sensitive area, such as flood plains, shoreline, 
tsunami zone, erosion-prone area, geologically hazardous land, estuary, fresh 
waters, or coastal waters. 

The site is situated inland of the shoreline and is not anticipated to have any adverse 

impact upon coastal waters or resources. The majority of the project site is situated 

within Flood Zone X, an area of minimal flooding. Parcel 158 and small portions of 

Parcels 030 and 076 that are mauka (upland) of the wetland areas are located within 

Flood Zone AH, a flood hazard area subject to inundation by the one (1) percent 

annual chance flood (i.e. the 100-year flood). As applicable, a flood development 

permit will be acquired, and structures built in these areas will be designed in 

accordance with the standards for development set forth by Section 19.62.060, Maui 

County Code. The project site is not situated within a tsunami inundation zone. 

The use of onsite detention basins, underground baffles, retention basins, and 

filtration systems are expected to mitigate offsite drainage runoffand adverse impacts 

to coastal waters. Further, appropriate mitigation measures will be developed in 

consultation with the applicable governmental agencies during the design process. 

During construction, recommended BMPs will be implemented for erosion and 

sedimentation control. It is noted that soils underlying the project site exhibit slow 

and negligible runoff hazards. 

11. Substantially alters natural land forms and existing public views to and along 
the shoreline. 

The proposed project is located at elevations ranging between approximately 4 feet 

and 39 feet above mean sea level. The proposed project will not substantially alter 

any natural land forms. The site plan has been designed to integrate the proposed 

buildings with the gentle slope of the landscape. Being removed from the main 

thoroughfares of Piilani Highway and South Kihei Road, the project site is not part 

of a scenic corridor. With most of the buildings limited to 35 feet in height, the 

proposed project is not anticipated to substantially affect views to or along the 

shoreline. Refer to Appendix "H". 

12. Is contrary to the objectives and policies of chapter 20SA, HRS 

A review of the objectives and policies of Chapter 205A, HRS, is provided in its 

entirety in the previous part of this section. Therein, the project's relationship to the 

Coastal Zone Management considerations are addressed. Based on the foregoing 
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analysis, the project will appropriately and adequately mitigate impacts to SMA

relevant areas of interest. Accordingly, there are no anticipated significant 

environmental and ecological effects attributed to the proposed action. 

H. OTHER REGULATORY APPROVALS 

The project site includes marginal wetland areas on the makai portion of Parcels 030 and 

076, immediately mauka of the manmade wetlands that are on a portion of Parcel 030 and 

on Parcel 080. Consultation with the Department of the Army is being undertaken to 

determine jurisdiction of the marginal wetland areas and any applicable permitting 

requirements. 

A I 35-foot-wide landscaped detention basin on Parcel 030 and a 53-foot-wide landscaped 

detention basin on Parcel 076 are proposed to detain runoff prior to discharge into the 

wetland areas on Parcel 030 and Parcel 080. Activities necessitating a Department of the 

Army permit and Section 40 I Water Quality Certification are not anticipated. Additionally, 

there are no other Federal permits or licenses required which would prompt the need for a 

Coastal Zone Management Consistency review. 
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IV. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED 
ACTION 

The applicant has reviewed a variety of alternatives in consideration of the proposed project. 

These alternatives are described and discussed below. 

A. PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 

The proposed development plan, outlined in Chapter I, Project Overview, represents the 

preferred alternative. The project site is located in a geographically central area of Kihei, 

surrounded by existing urban development and residential neighborhoods. The preferred 

alternative, which entails the development of business, retail, commercial, hotel, and public 

purpose uses adjacent to existing infrastructure systems, presents a viable, cost-effective 

opportunity. The proposed project is designed and intended to create a downtown, village 

center to establish a public gathering space that will complement and enhance the Kihei 

townscape. 

B. NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

Under the "no action" alternative, the project site would remain vacant and underutilized. 

However, the underlying "Business/Commercial" Community Plan designation and "R-3, 

Residential" zoning designation indicate that previous planning efforts recognize the location 

as a favorable area for community development. Neighboring land uses include the Azeka 

Mauka, Longs Drugs, and Piilani Village shopping centers, as well as a multi-family 

neighborhood. The Haggai Institute Maui, Azeka Makai shopping center, Kihei Plaza 

business center, Lipoa Center, and various single-family neighborhoods are also in close 

proximity. The proposed Downtown Kihei project would complement and tie together the 

surrounding land uses to enhance the Kihei downtown area. The "no action" alternative 

would not take advantage of the site's suitability for infill development; therefore, this 

alternative will not be pursued. 

C. ALTERNATIVE DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

As an alternative to the proposed development concept that provides business uses 

intermixed with retail, restaurant, hotel, and public spaces, the project could be redesigned 
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as a single-use development, such as a residential development, a business complex, or a 

commercial center. This type of development, however, would be less desirable than a 

development of commercial areas with a mixture of uses and integrated community facilities 

as recommended in the Countywide Policy Plan. Thus, this alternative single-use 

development plan was set aside in favor of the preferred alternative. 

D. ALTERNATIVE LOCATIONS 

With the project site located amid business, commercial, and residential areas, the proposed 

Downtown Kihei project is compatible with and supportive of the surrounding land uses. 

The project site is one ofthe last remaining undeveloped sites in Kihei that is designated by 

the Community Plan for commercial use--or for any use other than single-family residential. 

Moreover, few other sites in Kihei offer the potential for urban infill development that the 

project site offers. In light of these conditions, an alternative location was not pursued. 
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V. SUMMARY OF UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS 
AND COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES 

The development of the project will result in certain unavoidable construction-related impacts as 

outlined in Chapter II. 

In the short term, construction associated with the proposed development will generate noise 

impacts. These impacts will be limited to the immediate vicinity of the project construction areas. 

Best Management Practices (BMPs) such as the use of sound attenuating construction equipment 

will be used, where practicable, to mitigate noise impacts caused by construction. In the long term, 

ambient noise conditions would be affected only by vehicles traveling along Piikea Avenue, Liloa 

Drive and the internal roadways. 

Unavoidable air quality impacts will also arise as a result of construction activities, such as the 

generation of dust and other airborne pollutants. To mitigate adverse impacts, appropriate BMPs 

including frequent watering of exposed surfaces and regular maintenance of construction equipment 

will be implemented during the construction period to minimize construction-related impacts. 

Development of the proposed project will alter the existing landscape, but is not anticipated to have 

an adverse impact upon scenic or open space resources. As previously discussed, the project site is 

centrally located in a developed urban area. The proposed project will be developed as an 

architecturally integrated area with primarily low-rise structures. Landscaping will be installed as 

part of the development improvements to ensure visual buffering and softening of the built 

landscape. 
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VI. SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA ASSESSMENT 

The "Significance Criteria", Section 12 of the Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title 11, Chapter 200, 

"Environmental Impact Statement Rules", were reviewed and analyzed to determine whether the 

proposed project will have significant impacts on the environment. The following criteria and 

preliminary analysis are provided. 

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

As mentioned in Chapter II of this document, a cultural impact assessment of the 

project area concluded that no significant impacts to cultural practices were 

anticipated. Refer to Appendix "G". The archaeological inventory survey report 

concluded that no historic properties would be affected. The archaeological 

inventory survey was approved by the State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD) 

by letter dated March 15, 2011. Refer to Appendix "F" and Appendix "F-l". 
Nevertheless, as recommended by the archaeological inventory survey report, 

ground-altering activities during construction will be monitored as a precautionary 

measure by a professional archaeologist, as per an archaeological monitoring plan. 

Flora and fauna observed within the project site were generally limited to non-native, 

abundant species. However, a number of tree tobacco plants, the non-native host 

plant of the endangered Blackburn's Sphinx moth were documented on the project 

site. The DLNR's protocol for the removal of the tree tobacco plants will be 

implemented to ensure that there will be no adverse impacts on the Blackburn's 

Sphinx moth. While the adjacent manmade wetlands provide habitat for native flora 

and avifauna, these areas will not be altered by the proposed action, and landscaped 

detention basins will be established to control runoff and buffer the wetland habitats. 

With these mitigation measures in place, the proposed project is not anticipated to 

have significant adverse impact on the biological resources in the area. Refer to 

Appendix "D". 
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2. Curtails the range of beneficial uses of the environment. 

The proposed project will not curtail the range of beneficial uses of the environment. 

Rather, as an infill project in close proximity to existing and future residential 

neighborhoods, employment centers, and infrastructure, the project optimizes the use 

of the underlying lands. The project will create a village center that will support and 

complement Kihei's evolving resident and visitor population. Development of 

detailed engineering and architectural plans will allow for the identification of 

applicable Best Management Practices (BMPs) to minimize any construction-related 

impacts. Further, drainage improvements will be designed to reduce runoff and 

sedimentation flowing offiste, thereby limiting impacts to downstream properties and 

resources. 

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

The proposed project does not conflict with the State's Environmental Policy and 

Guidelines as set forth in Chapter 344, Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS). Rather, as 

an infill project on lands designated for urban use, the proposed Downtown Kihei 

project is in alignment with the principles and themes set forth by Chapter 344, HRS. 

4. Substantially affects the economic welfare, social welfare, and cultural practices 
of the community or State. 

On a short-term basis, the project will support construction and construction-related 

employment and have a beneficial impact on the local economy during the period of 

construction. From a long-term perspective, area residents, business owners, and 

visitors will benefit from the variety of retail, restaurant, hotel, and community 

gathering spaces provided by the proposed project. Also, State and County 

governments will obtain increased tax revenue, once the project is constructed and 

occupied. The cultural impact assessment of the project site concluded that no 

significant impacts to cultural practices are anticipated. 

5. Substantially affects public health. 

The proposed project is not anticipated to have any significant adverse impacts to 

public health. In the creation of a pedestrian-oriented site plan with a village square 
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and promenades, it is anticipated that public health and the vibrancy of the 

community will be enhanced. 

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

The current update to the Maui County General Plan accepts that the populations of 

Kihei, South Maui, and Maui County in general are projected to increase through the 

year 2030. The proposed project is intended to address this population change by 

providing a mixture of business, retail, and visitor amenities in an area designated for 

urban uses by the General Plan update. As an urban infill development, the proposed 

project is not anticipated to affect emergency service limits. Necessary infrastructure 

systems and services are available to serve the project. The applicant is exploring 

water source development options with DWS and other private landowners. Non

potable water will be utilized to the extent practicable for landscape irrigation. 

Roadway improvements to Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive will be provided as part 

of the proposed action to facilitate vehicular travel along these roadways and to 

mitigate traffic impacts associated with the implementation ofthe proposed project. 

7. Involves a substantial degradation of environmental quality. 

The project is not anticipated to have a significant adverse impact upon the natural 

environment. During construction, recommended Best Management Practices 

(BMPs) will be implemented for erosion and sedimentation control. Design of the 

project will incorporate the use of onsite detention basins, underground baffles and 

retention basins, and filtration systems to mitigate offsite drainage runoffand impacts 

to coastal waters. Other appropriate mitigation measures will be developed in 

consultation with the applicable governmental agencies during the project design 

process. 

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

The proposed project is not anticipated to have a cumulative adverse impact on the 

environment, nor involve a commitment to larger actions. As previously noted, the 

project site is centrally located in a developed urban area. Due to this location, 

infrastructure systems and services are available to serve the project. Roadway 

improvements to Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive will be provided as part of the 

proposed action. Engineered wetland habitats located at the makai (seaward) end of 
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the project site will not be altered by the proposed action. As an infill project within 

an urbanized area, the proposed project is not anticipated to result in any significant 

cumulative impacts on the environment. 

9. Substantially affects a rare, threatened, or endangered species, or its habitat. 

Flora and fauna observed within the project site were generally limited to non-native, 

abundant species. Although the manmade wetlands located at the makai end of the 

project site provide habitat for native flora and avifauna, these wetlands will not be 

altered by the proposed action. Landscape buffers will be planted to shield these 

wetlands from nearby populated areas. As recommended by the botanical and fauna 

survey, exterior lighting will consist of fully shielded, downward-facing light fixtures 

so as not to confuse endangered Hawaiian seabirds that may fly over the project site 

between offshore feeding areas and inland nest site. Further, a number of tree 

tobacco plants, the non-native host plant of the endangered Blackburn's Sphinx 

moth, were documented on the project site. As previously stated, DLNR's protocol 

for removal of the tree tobacco plants from the project site will be implemented to 

ensure that the Blackburn's Sphinx moth is not adversely impacted. In effect, the 

proposed project is not anticipated to have significant negative impact on the 

biological resources in the area. Refer to Appendix "D". 

10. Detrimentally affects air or water quality or ambient noise levels. 

Short-term air quality and noise impacts caused by construction activity will be 

mitigated through the implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs). Dust 

control measures, such as regular watering and sprinkling, and installation of dust 

screens will be implemented to minimize wind-blown emissions. In the short term, 

noise impacts will occur primarily from construction equipment, site work, and 

building construction. Equipment mufflers or other noise attenuating equipment, as 

well as proper equipment and vehicle maintenance, will be used during construction. 

Construction noise impacts will be mitigated through compliance with the provisions 

of the State of Hawaii, Department of Health Administrative Rules Title 11, Chapter 

46, "Community Noise Control". These rules require a noise permit if the noise 

levels from construction activities are expected to exceed the allowable levels set 

forth in the Chapter 46 rules. In the long term, adverse impacts to ambient noise 

conditions are not anticipated, considering the project's location in the midst of a 

developed urban area. 
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Potential water quality impacts associated with construction activity will be mitigated 

through use of BMPs for erosion and sediment control. Detention basins, 

underground baffles for siltation, and filtration systems incorporated into the 

project's drainage plan will improve the quality of stormwater runoff. 

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. 

The site is situated inland of the shoreline and is not anticipated to have any adverse 

impact upon coastal waters or resources. The majority of the project site is situated 

within Flood Zone X, an area of minimal flooding. ParcellS 8 and small portions of 

Parcels 030 and 076 mauka (upland) of the wetland areas are located within Flood 

Zone AH, a flood hazard area subject to inundation by the one (I) percent annual 

chance flood (i.e. the 100-year flood). As applicable, a flood development permit 

will be acquired, and structures built in these areas will be designed in accordance 

with the standards for development set forth by Section 19.62.060, Maui County 

Code. The project site is not situated within a tsunami inundation zone. 

The use of onsite detention basins is expected to mitigate offsite drainage runoff and 

impacts to coastal waters. Further, appropriate mitigation measures will be 

developed in consultation with the applicable governmental agencies during the 

design process. During construction, recommended BMPs will be implemented for 

erosion and sedimentation control. It is noted that soils underlying the project site 

exhibit slow and negligible runoff hazards. 

12. Substantially affects scenic vistas and viewplanes identified in county or state 
plans or studies. 

The proposed project is located at elevations ranging between approximately 4 feet 

and 39 feet above mean sea level. The proposed project will not substantially alter 

any natural land forms. The site plan has been designed to integrate the proposed 

buildings with the gentle slope of the landscape. Being removed from the main 

thoroughfares ofPiilani Highway and South Kihei Road, the project site is not part 

of a scenic corridor. With most ofthe buildings limited to 35 feet in height and with 

the hotel and theater buildings located at the edges of the property line setback from 

the roadways, the proposed project is not anticipated to substantially affect views to 

or along the shoreline. Refer to Appendix "H". 
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The project site is not located within any previously identified scenic vistas or 

viewplanes. Landscaping will be implemented as part of the development 

improvements to ensure visual buffering and softening of the built landscape. 

Adverse impacts to scenic or open space resources resulting from the project are not 

anticipated. 

13. Requires substantial energy consumption. 

The proposed project will involve the commitment of fuel for construction 

equipment, vehicles, and machinery during construction and maintenance activities. 

Coordination with Maui Electric Company, Ltd. (MECO) will be undertaken during 

the electrical plans preparation phase of work to ensure all operational parameters are 

addressed for the proposed project. Where feasible and practicable, energy saving 

measures, such as installation of photo voltaic (PV) systems, will be incorporated into 

the project design in accordance with LEED certification requirements. The project's 

central location in Kihei, close proximity to other residential neighborhoods and 

employment centers, and pedestrian and bicycle connectivity and bus stops are 

anticipated to result in lower long tenn transportation and fuel costs than other more 

distant locations. 

In summary, the proposed Downtown Kihei project is situated at a strategic and central location in 

Kihei. The project site is adjacent to Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive, roadways that provide 

convenient access for local traffic along South Kihei Road and for regional traffic along Piilani 

Highway. An urban infill project in close proximity to residential subdivisions, public and other 

business and retail centers, the proposed project is anticipated to enhance and complement the Kihei 

downtown area. Necessary infrastructure systems and public services are available within proximity 

to the project site. With the implementation of Best Management Practices and other mitigation 

measures, the proposed project is not anticipated to have a significant adverse impact on the physical 

environment. Based on the foregoing analysis, it is anticipated that the EA for the proposed action 

will result in a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). 
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VII. LIST OF PERMITS AND APPROVALS 

The following list of permits and approvals are anticipated to be needed for project implementation. 

1. Federal 

A. Department of Army Jurisdictional Determination, as applicable 

B. Department of Army Wetland Permit, as applicable 

2. State of Hawaii 

A. National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permits, as applicable. 

B. Department of Health Community Noise Permit, as applicable. 

C. Department of Health 401 Water Quality Certification, as applicable 

3. County of Maui 

A. Community Plan Amendment 

B. Change in Zoning 

C. Special Management Area Use Permit 

D. Special Flood Hazard Development Permit, as applicable 

E. Work to Perform in County Right-of-Way Permit 

F. Construction Permits (Building, Grading, Grubbing) 
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VIII. PARTIES CONSULTED DURING THE 
PREPARATION OF THE DRAFT 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT; LETTERS 
RECEIVED; AND RESPONSES TO SUBSTANTIVE 

COMMENTS 

The following agencies were consulted during preparation of the Draft Environmental Assessment 

(EA). Agency comments and responses to substantive comments are included herein. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Larry Yamamoto, State Conservationist 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service 
P.O. Box 50004 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96850-0001 

Ranae Ganske-Cerizo, Soil Conservationist 
Natural Resources Conservation Service 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
700 Hookele Street, Suite 202 
Kahului, Hawaii 96732 

Mike Johanns, Secretary of Agriculture 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Office of the Secretary 
Administration Building, Rm. 240W 
14th Street & Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20250 

Lt. Doug Jannusch, Conunander 
U. S. Coast Guard 
Fourteenth Coast Guard District 
300 Ala Moana Boulevard 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96850-4982 

George Young 
Chief, Regulatory Branch 
U.S. Department of the Army 
U.S. Army Engineer District, Honolulu 
Regulatory Branch 
Building 230 
Fort Shafter, Hawaii 96858-5440 
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6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Carol Borgstrom, Director 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Office ofNEPA Policy & Compliance 
1000 Independence Avenue, S. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20585 

Wayne Nastri, Regional Administrator 
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 9 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, California 94105 

Gordan Furutani, Field Office Director 
U. S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development 
500 Ala Moana Boulevard, Suite 3A 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813-4918 

Dave Wesley, Deputy Regional Director 
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Pacific Region 
911 NE II'h Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

10. Patrick Leonard 
Field Supervisor 
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
300 Ala Moana Blvd., Rm. 3-122 
Box 50088 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 



11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

Patricia Port 
U. S. Department of Interior 
Regional Environmental Officer 
Environmental Policy and Compliance 
Oakland Region 
Jackson Center One 
1111 Jackson Street, Suite 520 
Oakland, California 94607 

Cynthia Burbank, Associate Administrator 
U. S. Department of Transportation 
Planning, Environment and Realty 
Federal Highway Administration 
4007'" Street, S. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20590-9898 

Russ Saito, State Comptroller 
Department of Accounting and General 

Services 
1151 Punchbowl Street, #426 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Sandra Lee Kunimoto, Chair 
Department of Agriculture 
1428 South King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-2512 

Georgina K. Kawamura, Director 
Department of Budget and Finance 
P. O. Box 150 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96810 

Theodore E. Liu, Director 
State of Hawaii 
Department of Business, Economic 
Development & Tourism 
P.O. Box 2359 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96804 

Patricia Hamamoto, Superintendent 
State of Hawaii 
Department of Education 
P.O. Box 2360 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96804 

Heidi Meeker 
Planning Division 
Office of Business Services 
Department of Education 
cia Kalani High School 
4680 Kalanianaole Highway, #T-BIA 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96821 

19. 

20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

24. 

25. 
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cc: Bruce Anderson, Complex Area 
Superintendent (Central/Upcountry 
Maui) 

Micah Kane, Chairman 
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands 
P. O. Box 1879 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96805 

Chiyome Fukino, M.D., Director 
State of Hawaii 
Department of Health 
919 Ala Moana Blvd., Room 300 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814 

Alec Wong, P.E., Chief 
Clean Water Branch 
State of Hawaii 
Department of Health 
919 Ala Moana Blvd., Room 300 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814 

Herbert Matsubayashi 
District Environmental Health 

Program Chief 
State of Hawaii 
Department of Health 
54 High Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Laura Thielen, Chairperson 
State of Hawaii 
Department of Land and Natural 

Resources 
P. O. Box 621 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96809 

Dr. Puaalaokalani Aiu, Administrator 
State of Hawaii 
Department of Land and Natural 

Resources 
State Historic Preservation Division 
601 Kamokila Blvd., Room 555 
Kapolei, Hawaii 96707 

Hinano Rodrigues 
MauiILanai Islands Burial Council 
State of Hawaii 
Department of Land and Natural 

Resources 
State Historic Preservation Division 
601 Kamokila Blvd., Room 555 
Kapolei, Hawaii 96707 



26. Brennan Morioka, Director 36. J. Kalani English, Senator 
State of Hawaii Hawaii State Senate 
Department of Transportation Hawaii State Capitol, Room 205 
869 Punchbowl Street 415 S. Beretania Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

cc: Fred Caj igal 37. Shan S. Tsutsui, Senator 
Hawaii State Senate 

27. Major General Robert G.S. Lee, Director Hawaii State Capitol, Room 206 
Hawaii State Civil Defense 415 S. Beretania Street 
3949 Diamond Head Road Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96816-4495 

38. Joe Bertram, 111, Representative 
28. Katherine Kealoha, Director House of Representatives 

Office Of Environmental Quality Control Hawaii State Capitol, Room 311 
235 S. Beretania Street, Suite 702 415 S. Beretania Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

29. Clyde Namuo, Administrator 39. Mele Carroll, Representative 
Office of Hawaiian Affairs House of Representatives 
711 Kapiolani Boulevard, Suite 500 Hawaii State Capitol, Room 405 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 415 S. Beretania Street 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
30. Abbey Seth Mayer, Director 

State of Hawaii 40. Angus L.K. McKelvey, Representative 
Office of Planning House of Representatives 
P.O. Box 2359 Hawaii State Capitol, Room 315 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96804 415 S. Beretania Street 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
31. The Honorable Daniel K. Akaka 

U. S. Senator 41. Joseph Souki, Representative 
300 Ala Moana Blvd., Rm. 3104 House of Representatives 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 Hawaii State Capitol, Room 433 

415 S. Beretania Street 
32. The Honorable Daniel K. Inouye Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

U. S. Senator 
300 Ala Moana Blvd., Rm. 7325 42. Kyle T. Yamashita, Representative 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 House of Rep resentatives 

Hawaii State Capitol, Room 402 
33. The Honorable Neil Abercrombie 415 S. Beretania Street 

U.S. Congress Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
300 Ala Moana Blvd., Rm. 4-104 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96850 43. Channaine Tavares, Mayor 

County of Maui 
34. The Honorable Mazie Hirono 200 South High Street 

U. S. Congress Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
300 Ala Moana Blvd., Rm. 5104 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 44. Deidre Tegarden, Director 

County of Maui 
35. Rosalyn H. Baker, Senator Office of Economic Development 

Hawaii State Senate 2200 Main Street, Suite 305 
Hawaii State Capitol, Room 210 Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
415 S. Beretania Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
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45. Gen Iinuma, Administrator 53. Donald Medeiros, Director 
Maui Civil Defense Agency County of Maui 
200 South High Street Department of Transportation 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 200 South High Street 

Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
46. Jeffrey A. Murray, Fire Chief 

County ofMaui 54. Jeffrey Eng, Director 
Department of Fire County ofMaui 

and Public Safety Department of Water Supply 
200 Dairy Road 200 South High Street 
Kahului, Hawaii 96732 Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

47. Lori Tsuhako, Director 55. Councilmember Sol Kahoohalahala 
County of Maui Maui County Council 
Department of Housing and 200 South High Street 

Human Concerns Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
One Main Plaza 
2200 Main Street, Suite 546 56. Danny Mateo, Council Chair 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 Maui County Council 

200 South High Street 
48. Tamara Horcajo, Director Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

County of Maui 
Department of Parks and Recreation 57. Councilmember Wayne Nishiki 
700 Halia Nakoa Street, Unit 2 Maui County Council 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 200 South High Street 

Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
49. Jeffrey Hunt, Director 

County of Maui 58. Councilmember Gladys Baisa 
Department of Planning Maui County Council 
250 South High Street 200 South High Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

50. Thomas Phillips, Chief 59. Councilmember Jo Anne Johnson 
County of Maui Maui County Council 
Police Department 200 South High Street 
55 Mahalani Street Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

60. Councilmember Bill Medeiros 
51. Milton Arakawa, Director Maui County Council 

County of Maui 200 South High Street 
Department of Public Works Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
200 South High Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 61. Michael J. Molina, Council Vice Chair 

Maui County Council 
52. Chery I Okuma, Director 200 South High Street 

County of Maui Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
Department of Environmental 
Management 62. Councilmember Joseph Pontanilla 

One Main Plaza Maui County Council 
2200 Main Street, Suite 175 200 South High Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
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63. Councilmember Mike Victorino 
Maui County Council 
200 South High Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

64. Hawaiian Telcom 
60 South Church Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

65. Greg Kauhi, Manager, Customer Operations 
Maui Electric Company, Ltd. 
P.O. Box 398 
Kahului, Hawaii 96733 

66. Kihei Community Association 
P. O. Box 662 
Kihei, Hawaii 96753 

67. Pamela Tumpap, Executive Director 
Maui Chamber of Commerce 
313 Ano Street 
Kahului, Hawaii 96732 

68. Sandy Baz, Executive Director 
Maui Economic Opportunity 
99 Mahalani Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

69. Carol Reimann, Executive Director 
Maui Hotel Association 
1727 Wi Ii Pa Loop, Suite B 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
u.s. AkM Y CORPS OF ENGINEERS, HONOLULU DiSTRIC r 

FORT SHAFTER. HAWAlI96858·5440 

REPLY TO 
ATTENTION OF: 

Regulatory Branch 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

August 7, 2009 

File No. POH-2009-00031 

This is in response to your early consultation request for comments on the Kihei Mixed 
Use Commercial Development on several parcels located east of the Longs Drugs Shopping 
Center and Azeka Place II Shopping Center, Kihei, Maui. Parcels being affected have been 
identified as TMK's: (2) 3-9-02:30, 76, 80 and 158 adjacent to Piikea Avenue. We have 
reviewed the submitted DA permit application with respect to the Corps' authority to issue 
Department of the Army (DA) permits pursuant to Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act 
(RHA) of 1899 (33 USC 403) and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1344). 

AUG 1 1 2009 

Based on our review of the information you furnished and reference materials available to 
the Corps, we have determined that portions of the above parcels contain wetlands under Corps 
regulatory jurisdiction. For your information, a permit was issued on November II, 1990 for the 
discharge of fill material into existing wetlands for the commercial development of Longs Drugs 
and the Azeka Commercial Center. Parcels 80 and a portion of parcel 30 is a mitigation site for 
the wetland impacts and as such the mitigation site is required to be maintained as compensation 
for the placement of fill (reference file # NW 91-015). Should the scope of activity for future 
development within the adjacent area have an impact to the wetland mitigation site, all applicants 
should consult with the Corps prior to undertaking any development in adjacent areas which may 
impact the mitigation site (no discharge is allowed in mitigation sites established for prior 
permits). 

As a reminder, the Department of the Army exerts regulatory jurisdiction over waters of 
the United States (U.S.), including wetlands, pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 
For regulatory purposes, the Corps of Engineers defines wetlands as those areas that are 
inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to 
support, and under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted 
for life in saturated soil conditions .. The law requires that any individual or entity that proposes 
to discharge or place dredged and/or fill material into waters of the U.S., including wetlands, 
must obtain a DA permit prior to conducting the work. 



- 2 -

Should you have any questions regarding this letter of comment, please contact Ms. Jessie 
Ann Pa'ahana of my staff at 438-9258 or bye-mail at iessie.k.paahana@usace.army.mil and 
reference the Corps File No. POH-2009-03\ in all future correspondence related to this project. 
Please be advised you can provide comments on your experience with the Honolulu District 
Regulatory Branch by accessing our web-based customer survey form at 
http://per2.nwp.usace.army.mil/survey.html. 

Sincerely, 

George P. Young, P.E. 
Chief, Regulatory Branch 



r·1AUI 

George P. Young, P.E. 
Chief, Regulatory Branch 
Department of Army 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Honolulu District 
Fort Shafter, Hawaii 96858-5440 

tVti::_:i-I,_\'~L ,. ;<", , ,;c:(:'("' 

August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii (File No. POH-2009-0031l 

Dear Mr. Young: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your letter of 
August 7, 2009. We offer the following in response to your letter. 

We acknowledge that Parcel 080 and a portion of Parcel 030 contain manmade wetlands 
that were required by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) to be engineered and 
maintained to mitigate the impacts of the discharge of fill material associated with the 
development of the adjacent Long's Drugs and Azeka Mauka shopping centers. The 
proposed project will not discharge or place dredged and/or fill material into these 
wetland mitigation sites. Vegetated detention basins will be established to provide 
separation between these wetlands and the proposed development as well as allow 
siltation prior to release of the existing storm water. Thus, it is anticipated that a 
Department of the Army (DA) permit will not be required. 

~()5 Hif,ll Sf., Suite UN Wlliluku, 1IIIII'IIii Yfi7I)? 
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George P. Young, P.E. 
Page 2 
August 31,2012 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at (808) 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

tMJeio-
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Todd Stoutenborough, Architect 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihei Mi)(edUselEarly ConsullationIResponseLettersIOOArmyres.ltr.doc 



United States Department ofthe Interior 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Pacific Islands Fish and Wildlife Office 

300 Ala Moana Boulevard, Room 3-122, Box 50088 

In Reply Refer To: 
2009-TA-OI20 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96850 

MAR 06 2009 

HAR 0 9 Z009 

Subject: Request for Technical Assistance for Proposed Kihei Mixed Use Commercial 
Development, Kihei, Maui . 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

This letter acknowledges the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (Service) January 27, 2009, receipt 
of your request for comments regarding proposed development of a mixed use commercial 
development on Piikea Avenue, Kihei, Maui (TMKs (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158). Based 
on the project information you provided and pertinent information in our files, the threatened 
Newell's shearwater (Puffinus auricularis newelli) and the endangered Hawaiian petrel 
(Pterodroma phaeopygia sandwichensis) (collectively referred to as seabirds) are known to 
traverse the project area. The endangered Blackburn's sphinx moth (Manduca blackburni) and 
the endangered Hawaiian hoary bat (Lasiurus cinereus semotus) are also known to occur near the 
project site. In addition, the proposed project is located in a dry area of Maui where wildland 
fires interdependent with the proposed project may affect listed upland species. We recommend 
the following measures be incorporated into the project's environmental assessment to minimize 
potential impacts to listed species: 

• Seabirds may traverse the project area at night during the breeding season (February I 
through December IS). Any outdoor lighting, particularly when used during each year's 
peak fledging period (September 15 through December 15), could result in seabird 
disorientation, fallout, and injury or mortality. Potential impacts to seabirds can be 
minimized by shielding outdoor lights associated with the project, avoiding night-time 
construction, and providing all project staff with information regarding seabird fallout. 
All project lights should be shielded so the bulb can be seen only from below. 

• Blackburn's sphinx moth may occur in the project area. The adult moth feeds on nectar 
from native plants including beach morning glory (Ipomoea pes-caprae), iliee (Plumbago 
zeylanica), maiapilo (Cap paris sandwichiana), and the larvae feed upon non-native tree 
tobacco (Nicotiana glauca) and the native (Nothocestrum latifolium). All of these 
species may occur on the project site. We recommend you survey the site for the 

TAKE PRIDE®1lf: ~ 
INAMERICA~ 



Ms. Colleen Suyama 2 

presence of Blackburn's sphinx moth host plants and if host plants are found, contact our 
office for further assistance. 

• To minimize impacts to the endangered Hawaiian hoary bat, woody plants suitable for 
bat roosting should not be removed or trimmed during the bat birthing and pup rearing 
season (April to August). If this avoidance measure can not be implemented, bat surveys 
should be conducted and, if this species is found, our office should be contacted for 
additional assistance. 

• Measures to minimize fire risk should be incorporated into the project. The Maui 
Wildland Fire Coordinating Group is partnering with the Service to coordinate the 
development of fuelbreaks, water sources for firefighting, fire prevention projects, and an 
increased fire suppression response to minimize the impact of human-caused wildfires to 
listed species and critical habitat on Maui. We recommend you coordinate with Maui 
County Department of Fire and Public Safety wildland fire management specialists to 
ensure any wildland fire risk, interdependent with the proposed development, is 
minimized. 

• We recommend the use of native plants for landscaping purposes in order to reduce the 
spread of non-native invasive species. If native plants do not meet your landscaping 
objectives, we recommend that you choose species that are thought to have a low risk of 
becoming invasive. The following websites are good resources to use when choosing 
landscaping plants: Pacific Island Ecosystems at Risk (http://www.hear.org/Pierl), 
Hawaii-Pacific Weed Risk Assessment (http://www.botany.hawaii.edulfacultyl 
daehIer/wraifull table. asp) and Global Compendium of Weeds (www.hear.orglgcw). 

Implementation of these recommendations does not alleviate your responsibilities pursuant to the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) (ESA), if a listed species 
may be affected by the proposed action. If the proposed project may affect a listed species and 
the project is funded, authorized, or carried about by a Federal agency, you should request that 
the Federal agency consult with us under section 7(a)(2) of the ESA. If there is no Federal nexus 
for the proposed action you should obtain an incidental take permit pursuant to section 
10(a)(2)(B) of the ESA if incidental take ofa listed species cannot be avoided. {fyou have 
questions or would like additional information, please contact Consultation and Technical 
Assistance Program Fish and Wildlife Biologist, Dawn Greenlee (phone: 808-792-9400; fax: 
808-792-9581). 

Sincerely, 

~k~ 
ftx Patrick Leonard o - Field Supervisor 



MAIJI 

Loyal Mehrhoff, Field Supervisor 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
Fish and Wildlife Service 

INC. 

300Ala Moana Boulevard, Room 3-122 
Box 50088 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96850 

:<J'.nL.Y~"·l Ji:::L:L.> .. '\ 
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August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, MauL Hawaii (2009-TA-0120) 

Dear Mr. Mehrhoff: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your letter of 
March 6, 2009. The following information is provided in the order of your comments. 

1. We acknowledge that there are existing wetlands on a portion of Parcel 030 and 
on Parcel 080 which are habitats of seabirds, and we recognize your concerns 
regarding the threatened Newell's shearwater and the endangered Hawaiian 
petrel. The project has been designed to avoid impacts to the existing wetlands 
with the creation of landscaped detention basins between the wetlands and the 
proposed development. Further, as may be necessary, outdoor lighting for the 
project shall be appropriately shielded and directed downward. 

2. As recommended, a Biological Study was prepared by Robert Hobdy for the 
project. Although the Blackburn's Sphinx moth was not observed, the non-native 
tree tobacco plan was found on a portion of the project site. Consultation with the 
State Department of Land and Natural Resources, Division of Forestry and 
Wildlife is ongoing to coordinate the removal of the tree tobacco plants. 

3. The Biological Study made a special effort to find the endangered Hawaiian hoary 
bat in the area. No bat activity was encountered during the fieldwork. 

4. 

. . 

We acknowledge that the Maui Wildland Fire Coordinating Group has partnered 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servicetocoordinate responses· to wildfires which 
predominantly occur along the. Piilani Highway corric;lor, especially· the vacant .. ' .. ... 
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Loyal Mehrhoff, Field Supervisor 
August 31,2012 
Page 2 

lands mauka of the highway. The subject properties are located makai of Piilani 
Highway surrounded by existing urban developments and are at minimum risk 
from wildfires. 

5. As practicable, the development will incorporate the use of native plants or other 
plants that are low risk of becoming invasive for landscaping purposes. Your 
recommendation has been forwarded to the architect and landscape architect for 
the project. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at (808) 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Todd Stoutenborough, Architect, Stoutenborough, Inc. 
Russel Gushi, Landscape Architect 
Robert Hobdy, Biologist 

KrauszlKihei MixedUselEarly ConsultationIResponselelters\USFWSres.ltr.doc 



DANIEL K. AKAKA 
HAWAII 

WASHINGTON OFFICE: 

141 HART SENATE OFFICE BUILDING 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

TELEPHONE: (202) 224-6361 

HONOLULU OFFICE: 

3106 PRINCE JONAH KUHIO 
KALANIA,NAOLE FEDERAL BUILDING 

P.O. Box 50144 
HONOLULU, HI 96850 

TELEPHONE: (80B) 522-8970 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Project Manager 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, #104 
Wailuku, HI 96793-2100 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

tlnitro ~tatcs ~cnatc 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-1103 

March 10, 2009 

I1AR 1 3 2009 
COMMITTEES: 

ARMED SERVICES 

BANKING, HOUSING AND 
URBAN AFFAIRS 

ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

INDIAN AFFAIRS 

VETERANS' AFFAIRS 

Thank you for contacting me regarding the Krausz Companies, Inc.'s proposed mixed 
use commercial development on Piikea Avenue on Maui. 

I appreciate your providing me with information on this project and noted that an 
environmental assessment is being conducted. Again, mahalo for contacting me. 

Aloha pumehana, 

0J~t·~ 
DANIEL K. AKAKA 
U.S. Senator 

PRINTED or-; RECYCLED PAPER 



DANIEL K. INOUYE 
HAWAII 

APPROPRIATIONS 
Subcommittee on Defense-Chairman 

COMMERCE. SCIENCE ANDTRANSPORTATIQN, 
CHAIRMAN 

COMMITIEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

DEMOCRATIC STEERING AND COORDINATION 
COMMITTEE 

COMMITIEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 

JOINT COMMITIEE ON PRINTING 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

tinitcd ~tBtcs ~cnBtC 
SUITE 722, HART SENATE OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-1102 
(202) 224-3934 

FAX (202) 224-6747 

February 6, 2009 

FEB 1 0 2009 

PRINCE KUHIO FEDERAL BUILDING 
ROOM 7-212, 300 ALA MOANA BOULEVARD 

HONOlULU, HI 96850--4975 
(808) 541-2542 

FAX (808) 541-2549 

101 AUPUNI STREET. NO. 205 
HILO, HI 96720 
(808) 935-{)844 

FAX (808) 961-5163 

In the absence of Senator Inouye who is in Washington, D.C., I wish to acknowledge 
your letter requesting the Senator's written comments on the proposed Kihei Mixed 
Use Development Project. 

At this time, it would be premature for Senator Inouye to take a position without 
knowing how the community views the project. For the most part, such 
developments are within the purview ofthe county and state governments to 
approve. Soliciting early input from the community, as part of your Environmental 
Assessment (EA), is a good start to ensure their involvement in the project decision
making process. 

I appreciate your contacting the Senator regarding this matter, and we look forward 
to receiving the Draft EA. 

Aloha, 

JGS:gs 



LINDA LINGLE 
GOVERNOR 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

P.o. BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWAII 96810 

FEE 1 0 2J09 

Subject: Early Consultation Request for Kihei Mixed Use Development 
Pi'ikea Avenue, Kihei, Island of Maui, Hawaii 
TMKs (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158 

FEB 1 1 2009 

RUSS K. SAITO 
COMPTROLLER 

BARBARA A. ANNIS 
DEPUTY COMPTROLLER 

(P) I 049.9 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments for 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 regarding the above, please have your staff call Mr. David DePonte of 
the Planning Branch at 586-0492. 

Sincerely, 

-===:..-----~0~~ ~ 
ERNESTY. W.~~ 
Public Works Administrator 

DD:vca 
c: OEQC 

DAGS-Maui 
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LINDA LINGLE 
GOVERNOR 

STATE OF HAWAI'I 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

P.O. BOX 2360 

HONOLULU, HAWAI'I 96804 

J:\N 3 0 2009 
PATRICIA HAMAMOTO 

SUPERI NTENDENT 

OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT 

January 28, 2009 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawai'i 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

Subject: Early Consultation on the Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
TMK: 3-9-002: 30, 76, 80, & 158, Kihei, Maui 

The Department of Education (DOE) believes from reading your letter that the proposed Kihei 
Mixed-Use Development will not include any dwelling units. 

If, however, the plan is to include dwelling units, the project is likely to be in a future school 
impact district and would be required to pay school impact fees. We ask that the Draft 
Environmental Assessment confirm that aspect of the project. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please call Heidi Meeker 
of the Facilities Development Branch at (808) 377-8301. 

Very truly yours, 

Patricia Hamamoto 
Superintendent 

PH:jmb 

c: Randolph Moore, Asst. Supt., OSFSS 
Bruce Anderson, CAS, BaldwinlKekaulikelMaui Complex Areas 

AN AFFIRMATIVE ACTION AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 11--



Kathryn S. Matayoshi 
Superintendent 
Department of Education 
P.O. Box 2360 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96804 

J N C. 

,~": ~"-,I'),C:: ".-
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August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, Kihei, 
Maui, Hawaii 

Dear Ms. Matayoshi: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your 
Department's letter of January 28, 2009. The proposed project will not include any 
dwelling units, and as such, school impact fees are not applicable to this project. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at (808) 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

UtJ~· 
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihei MixedUse\Early Consullation\ResponseLetters\DOEres.JIr.doc 
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PHONE (808) 594·1888 

March 25, 2009 

Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga Inc, 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, HI 96793 

STATE OF HAWAI'I 
OFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS 

711 KAPI'OLANI BOULEVARD, SUITE 500 

HONOLULU, HAWAI'I 96813 

APR 0 2 2000 

FAX (808) 594·1865 

HRD09/4140 

RE: Early consultation for the Draft Environmental Assessment for the proposed Kihei 
Mixed Use Development, KIlIei, Maui, TMKs: (2) 3-9-002: 030, 076, 080 and 158. 

Aloha e Colleen Suyama, 

The Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA) received the above-mentioned letter on January 
13,2009. The Krausz Companies Inc, propose the construction of a mixed use commercial 
development on Pi'ikea A venue in KIhei, Maui. A portion of the project site is enhanced wetland 
and as such is designated as "Open Space," according to the K.ilIei-Makena Community Plan. 
The rest of the site is designated by the plan as "Business Use." The applicant will seek to 
change the zoning of the R-3 Residential District lands of the project to B-2 Community 
Business. In addition, a Special Management Area Use Permit will be completed. OHA has 
reviewed the project and offers the following comments. 

Chapter 343 of the Hawaii Revised Statues (HRS) requires that the Draft EA include a 
Cultural Impact Assessment (CIA). The CIA should include information relating to the 
traditional and customary practices and beliefs of the area's Native Hawaiians, and the 
community should be involved in this assessment. Consideration must also be afforded to any 
individuals accessing the project area for constitutionally protected traditional and customary 
purposes, in accordance with the Hawai'i State Constitution, Article XII, Section 7, 

OHA requests clarification whether an archaeological inventory survey for the project 
will be submitted to the State Historic Preservation Division for review and approval. If so, OHA 
should be allowed the opportunity to comment on the criteria assigned to any cultural or 
archaeological sites identified within the archaeological inventory survey. 

\1-\ 



.. I " 

Colleen Suyama 
March 25, 2009 
Page 2 

We request the applicant's assurances that should iwi kiipuna or Native Hawaiian cultural 
or traditional deposits be found during the construction of the project, work will cease, and the 
appropriate agencies will be contacted pursuant to applicable law. 

In addition, OHA recommends that the applicant use native vegetation in its landscaping 
plan for the subject parcel. Landscaping with native plants furthers the traditional Hawaiian 
concept of malama 'aina and creates a more Hawaiian sense of place. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment, and we look forward to reviewing the Draft 
Environmental Assessment when it becomes available. If you have further questions, please 
contact Sterling Wong by phone at (808) 594-0248 or e-mail him at sterlingw@oha.org. 

'0 wau iho no me ka 'oia'i'o, 

(r.f ~'A'pw.ItJ-~ 
;~l~NfunU'O 
Administrator 

C: OHA Maui CRC Office 



"'IAUI 

Dr. Kamana'opono Crabbe, Chief Executive Officer 
Office of Hawaiian Affairs 
711 Kapiolani Boulevard, Suite 500 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

August 31, 2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii (HRD09/4140) 

Dear Dr. Crabbe: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your office's 
letter of March 25, 2009. We offer the following information which addresses your 
comments in the order listed in your letter. 

1. A Cultural Impact Assessment has been prepared by Hana Pono LLC and will be 
included in the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA). 

2. An Archaeological Inventory Survey (AIS) has been prepared by Xamanek 
Researches LLC and has been accepted by the State Historic Preservation 
Division (SHPD) via letter dated March 15, 2011. A copy of the AIS and the SHPD 
acceptance letter will be included in the Draft EA and will be available for review 
by the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (OHA). 

3. Precautionary monitoring of the site will be implemented during construction. 
Should iwi kupuna or Native Hawaiian cultural or traditional deposits be found, 
work will cease, and the appropriate agencies will be notified immediately. 

4. As much as may be practicable, the proposed development will incorporate native 
trees and plants vegetation into its landscaping plans. . 
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Dr. Kanana'opono Crabbe, Chief Executive Officer 
August 31,2012 
Page 2 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at (808) 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

JrtJi-o-
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Todd Stoutenborough, Architect, Stoutenborough, Inc. 
Russel Gushi, Landscape Architect 
Erik Fredericksen, Xamanek Researches, LLC 

KrauszlKihei MixedUse\Early ConsultationIResponseLetlers\OHAres.ltr.doc 



LINDA LINGLE 
GOVERNOR OF HAWAII 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawai'i 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 

MAUl DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICE 
54 HIGH STREET 

WAILUKU, MAUl, HAWAII 96793-2102 

February 9, 2009 

Subject: Early Consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development 
TMK: (2) 3-9-002:30, 076, 080, and 158 
Pi'ikea Avenue, Kihei, Maui, Hawai'i 

FEB C 9 2009 

CHIYDME L FUKIND, M. D. 
DIRECTOR OF HEALTH 

LORRIN W. PANG, M. D., M. P. H. 
DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Kihei Mixed Use Development. The 
following comments are offered: 

I. National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit 
coverage may be required for this project. The Clean Water Branch 
should be contacted at 808 586-4309. 

2. The Army Corps of Engineers should be contacted at (808) 438-9258 to 
identify whether a Federal license or permit is required for this project. 
Pursuant to Section 401(a)(l) of the Federal Water Pollution Act, a 
Section 40 I Water Quality Certification maybe required. 

3. The noise created during the construction phase of the project may exceed 
the maximum allowable levels as set forth in Hawaii Administrative Rules 
(HAR), Chapter 11-46 "Community Noise Control". A noise permit may 
be required and should be obtained before the commencement of work. 

\'t 



Ms. Colleen Suyama 
February 9, 2009 
Page 2 

4. HAR, Chapter 11-46, sets maximum allowable sound levels from 
stationary equipment such as compressors and HV AC equipment. The 
attenuation of noise from these sources may depend on the location and 
placement of these types of equipment. This should be taken into 
consideration during the p lanning, design, and construction of the building 
and installation of these types of equipment. 

Should you have any questions, please call me at 808 984-8230. 

Sincerely, 

~((%1 K\:~v n c>-~> l L ~ 
Patti Kitkowski 
Acting District Environmental Health Program Chief 



"lAUI 

INC. 

August 31,2012 

Patti Kitkowski 
District Environmental Health Program Chief 
Department of Health 
Maui District Office 
54 High Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Leiter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, Kihei, 
Maui, Hawaii 

Dear Ms. Kitkowski: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your letter of 
February 9, 2009. We offer the following information which addresses your comments in 
the order listed in your leiter. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

As may be required, a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
permit will be submitted to the Department of Health (DOH). 

Consultation is ongoing with the Department of the Army (DA) to determine 
applicable permitting requirements. If a DA permit is required, a Section 401 
Water Quality Certification application will be submilted to the DOH. 

As may be required, in compliance with Chapter 11-46, "Community Noise 
Control", a noise permit will be obtained prior to the commencement of work. 

As may be appropriate, attenuation of noise levels from stationary equipment such 
as compressors and HVAC equipment shall be considered in the planning, design 
and construction of the buildings and installation of these types of equipment . 

..... . 
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Patti Kitkowski 
August 31,2012 
Page 2 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

jllaJ J-o--' 
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihei MixedUse\Early Consultation\ResponseLetters\DOHMaui1 res.ltr.doc 

'2-1 



UNDAL!NGLE 
GOVERNOR OF HAWAII 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 

P. o. BOX 3378 
HONOLULU, HI 96801-3378 

March 10,2009 

Subject: Proposed Kihei Mixed Use Development 
TMKs: (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158 
Kihei, Island of Maui, Hawaii 

HAft 1 2 2009 

CHIYOME L. FUKINO, M,D. 
DIRECTOR OF HEALTH 

In reply, please refer to: 
DOHlCWB 

03042PSS.09 

The Department of Health, Clean Water Branch (CWB), acknowledges receipt of your 
document, dated January 9, 2009, submitting the TMK map for the subject project and offers 
these comments on your project. Please note that our review is based solely on the information 
provided in the subject document and its compliance with Hawaii Administrative Rules (HAR), 
Chapters II-54 and II-55. You may be responsible for fulfilling additional requirements related 
to our program. We recommend that you also read our standard comments on our website at 
http://www.hawaii.govlhealthlenvironrnentallenv-planning/landuse/CWB-standardcomment.pdf. 

I. 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 CHAR, Section 11-54-3), as determined by the classification of the 
receiving State waters. 

c. Water quality criteria CHAR, Sections 11-54-4 through 11-54-8). 

2, You may be required to obtain a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
permit for discharges of wastewater, including storm water runoff, into State surface waters 
CHAR, Chapter II-55). For the following types of discharges into Class A or Class 2 
State waters, you may apply for NPDES general permit coverage by submitting the 
applicable Notice ofIntent (N0l) form: 

a. Storm water associated with construction activities, including excavation, grading, 
clearing, demolition, uprooting of vegetation, equipment staging, and storage areas that 



Ms. Coleen Suyama 
March 10,2009 
Page 2 

03042PSS.09 

result in the disturbance of equal to or greater than one (I) acre of total land area. The 
total land area includes a contiguous area where multiple separate and distinct 
construction activities may be taking place at different times on different schedules under 
a larger common plan of development or sale. An NPDES permit is required before the 
start of the construction activities. 

b. Discharges of hydro testing water. 

c. Discharges of construction activity dewatering. 

You must submit a separate NO! form for each type of discharge at least 30 calendar days 
prior to the start of the discharge activity, except when applying for coverage for discharges 
of storm water associated with construction activity. For this type of discharge, the NO! 
must be submitted 30 calendar days before the start of construction activities. The 
NOI forms may be picked up at our office or downloaded from our website at 
http://www.hawaii.gov!healthlenvironrnentallwater/cleanwater/forms/genl-index.html. 

3. For types of wastewater discharges not covered by an NPDES general permit, you may need 
an NPDES individual permit. An application for an NPDES individual permit must be 
submitted at least 180 calendar days before the commencement of the discharge. The 
NPDES application forms may be picked up at our office or downloaded from our website at 
http://www.hawaii.gov!healthlenvironmentallwater/cleanwater/forms/indiv-index.html. 

4. You must also submit a copy of the NO! or NPDES permit application to the State DLNR, 
State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD), or demonstrate to the satisfaction ofthe CWB 
that SHPD has or is in the process of evaluating your project. Please submit a copy of your 
request for review by SHPD or SHPD's determination letter for the project along with your 
NOI.or NPDES permit application, as applicable. 

5. The Honolulu Engineer District of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers should be consulted with 
respect to the Department of Army permitting requirements. Please call (808) 438-9258. 

6. Pursuant to Federal Water Pollution Control Act [commonly known as the "Clean Water 
Act" (CWA)], Paragraph 401(a)(I), a Section 401 Water Quality Certification (WQC) is 
required for "any 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, CFR, Section 122.2; and 
HAR, Chapter II-54. 



Ms. Coleen Suyama 
March 10, 2009 
Page 3 

03042PSS.09 

7. Please note that all discharges related to the project construction or operation activities, 
whether or not NPDES permit coverage and/or Section 401 Water Quality Certification are 
required, must comply with the Water Quality Standards. Noncompliance with water quality 
requirements contained in HAR, Chapter II-54, and/or permitting requirements, specified in 
HAR, Chapter II-55, may be subject to penalties of$25,000 per day per violation. 

8. You should specify if any impacted State waters are listed in the Clean Water Act, 
Section 303(d) list of impaired water bodies in Chapter IV of the 2006 State of Hawaii Water 
Quality Monitoring and Assessment Report. 

Any NPDES permit(s) for discharges into these water bodies will incorporate the 
requirement for the Permittee to develop and implement a facility/project-specific Waste 
Load Allocation (WLA) implementation and monitoring plan when a Total Maximum Daily 
Load (TMDL) which specifies WLAs applicable to the Permittee's project is approved by the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. The Permittee shall incorporate and implement the 
facility/project-specific WLA implementation and monitoring plan as part of the project's 
Storm Water Pollution Control Plan or Site-Specific Best Management Practices Plan, as 
appropriate. The facility/project-specific WLA implementation and monitoring plan shall 
include Data Quality Objectives (DQO) and Quality Assurance and Quality Control methods. 
The purpose and goal ofDQO process can be found at http://www.hanford.gov/dqo. 
Information on the DOH WLA Implementation and TMDLs are available on the 
DOH Environmental Planning Office website at 
http://hawaii.gov/healthlenvironmental/env-planning/wqrnlwqm.html (see TMDL Technical 
Reports and Implementation Plans for approved TMDLs are available here for download in 
pdfformat). 

If you have any questions, please visit our website at 
http://www.hawaii.govlhealthlenvironmentallwater/cleanwater/index.html, or contact the 
Engineering Section, CWB, at (808) 586-4309. 

Sincerely, 

~N~.~EF 
Clean Water Branch 

SS:np 



T"lAUI 

Alec Wong, P.E., Chief 
Department of Health 
Clean Water Branch 
P.O. Box 3378 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96801-3378 
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August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, Kihei, 
Maui, Hawaii DOH/CWB 03042PSS.09 

Dear Mr. Wong: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your letter of 
March 10,2009. As recommended, the engineering consultant will review the standard 
comments of the Department of Health (DOH). We offer the following information, which 
addresses your comments in the order listed in your letter. 

1. We acknowledge the proposed development is required to comply with Hawaii 
Administrative Rules, Chapter 11-54. 

2. As may be required, a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
permit will be submitted to the DOH for approval prior to the initiation of 
construction, pursuant to Chapter 11-55. 

3. We acknowledge that wastewater discharges that are not covered by an NPDES 
general permit may need an NPDES individual permit. 

4. As may be required, a copy of the Notice of Intent (NO I) or NPDES permit 
application shall be submitted to the State Department of Land and Natural. 
Resources, State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD). A copy of a request for 
SHPD review or determination letter for the project shall be submitted with a NOI 
or NPDES permit application. 

5. Consultation is ongoing with the Department of Army (DA) to determine applicable . 
permitting requirements. . . . 

W5 Hi!?h Sf., Suite [{J-I Wailuku, flllw"ii %7t.J1 
PH: (8fJ8)1-1-1-10J5 F.\X; 01(8)14-1.8719 '.J \.' 

OAHU 

735 BI~ilOp St., Suite 238 HOl/olultl, Huw{/// CJMJ 3 I PI ~;' (8fJ8)1J83 ·/233 

WWW.MHPLANNING.CDM 



Alec Wong, P.E., Chief 
August 31,2012 
Page 2 

6. We acknowledge that a Section 401 Water Quality Certification (WQC) is required 
for any applicant for Federal license or permit to conduct any activity which may 
result in any discharge into the navigable waters. 

7. We acknowledge that all discharges related to the project construction or 
operation activities must comply with the Water Quality Standards and 
noncompliance may be subject to penalties. 

8. A review of the 2006 State of Hawaii Water Quality Monitoring and Assessment 
Report did not list any impaired water bodies near the project site. The nearest 
impaired water body listed was south of the project site at Maluaka Beach near 
Makena Landing. Maluaka Beach is approximately 7.5 miles south of the project 
site. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at (808) 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

W~· 
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihej MixedUse\Early Consultation\Responseletters\DOHreS.ltr.doc 



LINDA LINGLE 
GOVERNOR OF HAWAII 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc, 
305 High Street Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Attention: Ms, Colleen Suyama 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

LAND DIVISION 

POST OFFICE BOX 621 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96809 

February 9, 2009 

FEB 1 0 ZOIl9 
LAURA H. THIELEN 

CllfIlRI'I:RSON 
UOIIRJ) Of L'.ND liND SA ruRAL RESOURCI~~ 

COM."llSSI()~ 0).' \\'An-:R RESQUR(;E M .. \f',\GHtlXI 

Subject: Early Consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the subject matter. The 
Department of Land and Natural Resources' (DLNR), Land Division distributed or made 
available a copy of your report pertaining to the subject matter to DLNR Divisions for their 
review and comment. 

Other than the comments from Engineering Division, Division of Aquatic Resources, 
Division of Forestry & Wildlife, the Department of Land and Natural Resources has no other 
comments to offer on the subject matter. Should you have any questions, please feel free to call 
our office at 587-0433. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

~ Morris M. Atta 
V ' Administrator 



. , 

LAURA It, THIELEN 
CHAIRl'ERSO~ 

.... lNDA LINGLE 
GOVERNOR Of HAWA.!I 

BOARD Of L\ND AND NATIiIlAL RESO~1(CES 
COMl'1l~SklN 0." W/\ fER RESOURCE MA"I\GE~IEN'T . 

STATE OF HAWAII 

January 17, 2009 

RECEIVED 
LAND DIVISION 

lOOq FEB '·2 A 10: 2l 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: DLNR Agencies: 
lL,Div. of Aquatic Resources 

. . n Recreation 
lL,Engineering Divisi 
-"'- v. 0 orestry & Wildlife 
_Div. of State Parks 
_Commission on Water Resource Management 
1'-Office of Conservation & Coastal Lands 
_Land Division-

FROM: ~rris M. Att~ 
SUBJECT:D ~;;;ly consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development 
LOCATION: Kihei, Maui, TMK: (2) 2·3·9:30, 76,80,158 
APPLICANT: Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 

Transmitted for your review and comment on the above referenced document. We would 
appreciate your comments on this document. Please submit any comments by February 7, 2009. 

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 my office at 587-0433. Thank you. 

Attachments 
( ) We have no objections. 
( ) We have no comments. 
c{. ) Comments are attached. 

Signed~7~ 
Date: .~~ ftJ? 



· ' 

LDlMorrisAtta 

DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES 
ENGINEERING DIVISION 

Ref.: EarlyConKiheiMixedDevelpment 
Maui.443 

COMMENTS 

() We confirm that the project site, according to the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), is located in 
Zones 

(X) Please note that the project site, according to the Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM), is 
located in Zones C and AH. The National Flood Insurance Program does not have any 
regulations for developments within lime C, however, it does regulate developments within 
Zones A and AH as indicated in bold letters below. 

( ) Please note that the correct Flood Zone Designation for the project site according to the Flood 
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) is _' 

(X) Please note that the project 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 minimum standards set forth by the NFIP. Your 
Community's local flood ordinance may prove to be more restrictive and thus take 
precedence over the minimum NFIP standards. If there are questions regarding the local 
flood ordinances, please contact the applicable County NFIP Coordinators below: 
( ) Mr, Robert Sumitomo at (808) 768-8097 or Mr. Mario Siu Li at (808) 768-8098 of the 

City and County of Honolulu, Department of Planning and Permitting. 
() Mr. Kelly Gomes at (808) 961-8327 (Hilo) or Mr. Kiran Emler at (808) 327-3530 (Kona) 

of the County of Hawaii, Department of Public Works, 
(X) Mr. Francis Cerizo at (808) 270-7771 of the County of Maui, Department of 

Planning. 
( ) Mr. Mario Antonio at (808) 241-6620 of the County ofKauai, Department of Public 

Works. 

( ) The applicant should include project water demands and infrastructure required to meet water 
demands, Please note that the implementation of any State-sponsored 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 provide the water demands and calculations to the Engineering Division so 
they can be included in the State Water Projects Plan Update, 

() Additional Comments: _______________________ _ 

() Other: __________________________ _ 

Should you have any questions, please call Ms, Suzie S. Agraan of the Planning Branch at 587-0258, 

C?-7'~ Signed:-::::::-3~';:_,-"._:~,o:::::":c::!6_:""~ c:.~I0-;====-----
ERIC T. HIRANO,CHIEENGINEER 

Date: _.k....ILL,....""O<..,L{-t-.=( CJ:::....J1L---__ 



Division of Forestry & Wildlife 
1151 Punchbowl Street, Rm. 325 • Honolulu, HI 96813. (808) 587-0166. Fax: (808) 587-0160 

January 27, 2009 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Morris M. Atta, Administrator 
Land Division 

FROM: Paul 1. Conry, Administrator yJ ~ ~ !h/lAA./I 
Division of Forestry and Wildlife ~ 0 CAlY V·V I 

SUBJECT: Request for Comments: Early Consultation on Kihei Mixed Use 
Development at Kihei, Maui by Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. TMK: 2-3-9: 30, 
76,80, 158. 

DOF A W has reviewed the subject project request for comments and provide the 
following for your consideration. Our Maui Branch staff has acknowledged the existing 
wetland parcels at this site. We also recognize that the landowner Azeka Inc. has 
consulted with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service regarding endangered water birds at the 
wetland ponds. 

When the SMA and EA requirements are drafted, please work with Dr. Fern 
Duvall, Maui wildlife staff at (808) 873-3502 to provide specific comments on the 
project's impacts to endangered water birds. Thank you for the opportunity to address the 
issues for this project. 

C: John Cumming, DOF A W Maui Branch Manager 
Fern Duvall, DOFA W Maui Wildlife Biologist 



. LAURA H. Tt;!IELEN 
CIIAIRJ'ERSO~ 

LINDA LINGLE 
GQVERNOROFHAWAI1 

BOARD OF I.IIND MID lolA nJRAL RESOURCES 
COMMISSION ON WAnl\ RESOURCE MANAGEMHn 

STATE OF HAWAII 1009 JAN 2 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES b 

LAND DIVISION 

POST OFFICE BOX 621 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96809 

January 17,2009 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: --Dtl;1'\ffi Agencies: 
~Div. of Aquatic Resource 

....... --::::,J:lill~Ul~rMtg"1lbercceeaaniiFR~ecreation 
~Engineering Division 
1L-Div. of Forestry & Wildlife 
_Div. of State Parks 
_Commission on Water Resource Management 
1L Office of Conservation & Coastal Lands 
_Land Division -

FROM: k rris M. AttiJh~ 
SUBJECT: D E:ly consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development 
LOCATION: Kihei, Maui, TMK: (2) 2-3-9:30, 76, 80,158 
APPLICANT: Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 

AQUATIC 
1 W\l.URCE8' 
, iM~TOR 

, ISH. 

AQ RES!tNV 

~ , E!iil, 
. STAFF SVCS 

It .'UHil:H 

~. ~'~ST1CS 
I . ,(f,k\:Il'OO AID 

IWJ\J 'AllaN 

SECRET/\RY 

OFFICE SVCS 

Ilet! Assr 
!SIt 

Relurn to: 

No, Copies 

Copies to: 

Due Dale: 

Transmitted for your review and comment on the above referenced document. We would 
appreciate your comments on this document. Please submit any comments by February 7, 2009. 

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 my office at 587-0433, Thank you. 

Attachments 
( ) 
( ) 

We have no objections, 
We have no comments, 

('() Comments are attached, 

Sig~~ 
Date: "22.-Q'7 

./ 



".LL"iDA LINGLE 
OO\lUNOO.OFHAWAD 

STATEOFHAWAll 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

LA.NDDMSION 

POST OFFICE BOX 621 
HONOLULU,IIA WAll 96809 

January 17,2009 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Agencies: 
. JLDiv. of Aquatic Resources 

. oatIng & Oceilli creation 
lLEngineering Division 
1L-Div. of Forestry & Wildlife 
_Div. of State Parks 
_Commission on Water Resource Management 
..lL Office of Conservation & Coastal Lands 
_Land Division -

FROM: k rris M. Att~ 
SUBJECT: D E;ly consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development 
LOCATION: Kihei, Maui, TMK: (2) 2-3-9:30, 76, 80, 158 
APPLICANT: Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 

LAURA H. TlIItLElt 

"""""'" BOAAD 0l1A''tI~ tu.T\IJ.oU. RESOUKCD 
~OWWATDlIISIl\!Ilc!ILA.~ 

AQUATIC .~::;." 
RESOURCES """~ : 

DIRECTOR 
COMM. FISH. 
AQ RESIENV 
AQREC 
PLANNER 
STAFF SVCS 
RCUHlUH 
STATISTICS 
AFRC/JfED AID 
EDUCATION 
SECRETARY 
OffiCE SVCS 

19tH ASST ./ 

R(:l\Irnlo: 
No. CopIes 
Copies to: 
Due Dslo: 

Transmitted for your review and comment on the above referenced document. We would 
appreciate your comments on this document. Please submit any comments by February 7,2009. 

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 my office at 587-0433. Thank you. 

Attachments 
( ) We have no objections. 
( ) We have no comments. 
(-,() Comments are attached. 

Signed: __ 1{co\,V"
Date: ,_ ~ 

/ 



To: 

From: 

Subject: 

DIVISION OF AQUATIC RESOURCES - MAUl 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND & NATURAL RESOURCES 

130 Mahalanl Street 
Wailuku, Hawal'l 96793 

January 22, 2009 

Alton Mlyasaka, Aquatic Biologist 

dllv 
Skippy Hau, Aquatic Biologist 

Kihei Mixed Use Development 
TMK (2) 2-3-9:30, 76, 80, 158 
(DAR 2034) 
(Respond by Feb. 7, 2009 Morris Atta, Land) 

The existing wetland parcel should not be Impacted by development of 
adjoining lands or have drainage runoff Increased. Will this project make 
Improvements to the wetlands? Much more Information will be needed to 
assess the proposed development. 



IRAGA, INC. 

Morris M. Atta, Administrator 
Department of Land and Natural Resources 
P.O. Box 621 
Honolulu, Hawai"i 96809 

MICHArL T. MUNE"KI'I'C"j 

MITSUhllJ "MICH" HII'IANQ 

KAr-.!L.'I'I'.N FUKur:,A. 

February 13, 2009 

SUBJECT: Early Consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development at TMK (2) 
3-9-002:030,076,080, and 158, Kihei. Maui. Hawai"i 

Dear Mr. Atta: 

Thank you for your letter of February 9, 2009. We acknowledge the subject properties are 
located in zones C and AH as shown on the National Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM). 
The portion of the project located in zone AH may require appropriate flood hazard permits. 
We will contact both the State Coordinator and the Maui Planning Department with regards 
to the National Flood Insurance Program. 

We will inform our biological consultant to consult with Dr. Fern Duval, Maui wildlife staff 
of the Division of Forestry & Wildlife as well as Mr. Skippy Hau, Maui aquatic biologist with 
the Division of Aquatic Resources. 

If additional clarification is required, please contact Colleen Suyama at 244-2015. Copies 
of the draft environmental assessment (EA) will be forwarded to your agency. 

Very truly yours, 

~1r-
Colleen Suyama 
Project Manager 

CS:lh 
cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies 

Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies 
Robert Hobdy, Consultant .' . 
Reed Ariyoshi, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc .. 

F:\DATA\KraUR'OOhel MlMd\Jse\Eer1y CORsutlation'lSlateDLNR!J!C.II'e::l.lIr.Wpd . 
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I
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. ..... p 0r.'.rllng . 
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LINDA LlNGLE 
GOVERNOROFHAWAll 

August 31, 2009 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION 
601 KAMOKILA BOULEV ARO, ROOM 555 

KAPOLEI, HAWAII 96707 

Ms. Colleen 'Suyama, Project Manager 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawai'i 96793 
pJanning@mhplanning.com 

SUBJECT: Chapter 6E-42 Historic Preservation Review -
Early Consultation ror the Kihei Mixed Use Development Project 
Waiohuli Ahupua'a, Makawao District, Island or Maui 

SEP 0 3 20na 

lAURA H.l1UEU.N 

"""" .. " BOARD OF I..ANO AND HI. nJRAL RESOURCES 
COWolISSION ON WA TElllf.SOUllC£ IotAJoiAGEMD.7 

RUSSELL Y. TSUJI 
FlRSTDEI'lITY 

KEN C. KA W AIIAJlA 
DEPUTY D!P.ECTOR. WATEI. 

AQUATIC RESOURCfS 
BOATING M'D oc:EAN RECREATION 

BUREAU OF CONVEYANCES 
COMMISSION ON W"TEI!. RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 

CO"'SEJl.V AllON M'D COASTAL LANDS 
COi'o'SERV"llON AND IlfSOUIlCES ENFORCEMENT 

EN(lINEEllING 
FOIlESTRY ANDWlLOUFE 
IDSTORIC PRESUYAnON 

KAIIOOU. WE ISLQ.'O ItESERVE COMMISSION 

~" STAT£PAJU:..S 

LOG NO: 2009.0447 
DOC NO: 0908PC74 
Archaeology 

TMK: (2) 3-9-002:030: (2) 3-9-002:076: (2) 3-9-002:080: (2) 3-9-002:158 

Thank. you for the opportunity to comment on the aforementioned project, correspondence for which we received on 
January 12 of2009. Please accept our apologies for the lengthy delay in responding. 

Based on the submitted infonnation, the project involves the development of a mixed use commercial development 
along Pi'ikea Avenue in Kihei. 

A search of our records indicates that an archaeological inventory survey of the proposed areas of effect has not yet 
occurred. Therefore, upon review of a penni! associated with the subject parcels, we will recommend that the 
following condition be attached: 

An archaeological inventory survey shall be conducted by a qualified archaeological consultant with a report of the 
findings, significance assessments and recommended mitigation submitted to this office for review and acceptance 
prior to issuance of the pennit. 

A list of those meeting the requirements to perfonn such work can be obtained on the SHPD's website at 
http://hawaii.gov/dlnr/hpd/pdfs/2009-Pennittee.pdfor by contacting our main office at (808) 692-8015. 

If you have any questions Or comments regarding this letter, please contact the SHPD's Lead Maui Archaeologist, 
Ms. Patty Conte (PattyJ.Conte@hawaii.gov). 

Aloha, 

Nancy McMahon, Deputy SHPO/State Archaeologist 
State Historic Preservation Division 



I-1AUI 

Nancy A. McMahon, Deputy SHPO 
Department of Land and Natural Resources 
State Historic Preservation Division 
601 Kamokila Boulevard, Room 555 
Kapolei, Hawaii 96707 

August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, Kihei, 
Maui, Hawaii (LOG NO: 2009.0447/DOC NO: 0908PC74) 

Dear Ms. McMahon: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your letter of 
August 31, 2009. An Archaeological Inventory Survey (AIS) has been prepared by 
Xamanek Researches, LLC and has been forwarded to your office for review and 
acceptance. The AIS was accepted by your office by letter dated March 15, 2011 (LOG 
NO: 2011.0611, DOC NO: 1103MD34). A copy of the AIS and your acceptance letter 
will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA). 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at (808) 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

d4J~ 
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc ....... . 
Erik Fredericksen, Xamanek Researches, LLC 

Krausz\Klhej MixedUse\Early Consultation\ResponseLetters\SHPDras.Jtr.doc 
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LINDA LINGLE 
GOVERNOR 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

869 PUNCHBOWL STREET 
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-5097 

February 10, 2009 

Subject: Kihei Mixed Use Development, Pi'ikea A venue 
Early Consultation (EC) 
TMK: 3-9-002: 030, 076, 080, and 158 

Thank you for providing the subject document for review and comments. 

fEel 1 Lu09 

BRENNON T. MORIOKA 
DIRECTOR 

Deputy Directors 
MICHAEL D, FORMBY 

FRANCIS PAUL KEEND 
BRIAN H. SEK1GUCHI 

JIRO A SUMADA 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

STP 8.3123 

The State Department of Transportation (DOT) understands that the subject EC addresses a 
proposed project involving a mixed-use commercial development on Pi'ikea Avenue, between the 
Longs Drugs Shopping Center and the Azeka Place II Shopping Center in Kihei. Direct access to 
the site is from Pi'ikea Avenue. 

The subject project could potentially impact State highway facilities by its contribution of traffic to 
Piilani Highway. 

The Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) should include a Traffic Impact Analysis Report 
(TIAR) which evaluates and proposes appropriate mitigation of traffic impacts at Piilani Highway 
intersections with Piikea Avenue and with East Lipoa Street. 

DOT appreciates the opportunity to provide comments and requests four (4) copies of the project 
DEA including the TIAR, be provided. If there are any other questions, please contact 
Mr. David Shimokawa of the bOT Statewide Transportation Planning Office at (808) 587-2356. 

BRENNON T. MORIOKA, PH.D., P.E. 
Director of Transportation 



MU IRAGA, INC. 

Brennon T. Morioka, PH.D., P.E. 
Director of Transportation 
State of Hawai'i 
869 Punchbowl Street 
Honolulu, Hawai'i 96813-5097 

February 13, 2009 

SUBJECT: Early Consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development at TMK (2) 
3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, Kihei. Maui. Hawai'i 

Dear Mr. Morioka: 

Thank you for your letter of February 10, 2009. A Traffic Impact Analysis Report (TIAR) 
is being prepared by Austin, Tsutsumi, & Associates, Inc. The TIAR will evaluate and 
propose appropriate mitigation of traffic impacts at Pi'ilani Highway intersections with 
Piikea Avenue and with East Upoa Street. As requested, four (4) copies of the Draft 
Environmental Assessment, including the TIAR, will be forwarded to the State Department 
of Transportation for review and comment. 

If additional clarification is required, please contact Colleen Suyama at 244-2015. 

Very truly yours, 

~.cIzs--
Colleen Suyama 
Project Manager 

CS:lh 
cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies 

Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies 
Keith Niiya, Austin Tsutsumi & Associates, Inc. 

F:\DAT A\Kraus.z\KPi MlxedUse\Eerly Consu1\aUon\StaleOOTecll'Bl.ltr. wpd 
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LINDA LINGLE 
GOVERNOR 

JAN 2 B 2009 

GEORGINA K. KAWAMURA 
DIRECTOR 

ROBERT N. E. PIPER 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPARTMENT OF BUDGET AND FINANCE 

P.O. BOX 150 
ADMINISTRATIVE AND RESEARCH OFFICE 

BUDGET, PROGRAM PLANNING AND HAWAII EMPLOYER-UNION HEALTH BENEFITS TRUST FUND 

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION HONOLULU. HAWAII 96810·0150 

January 20, 2009 

Ms. Colleen Suyama, Project Manager 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

MANAGEMENT DIVISION 

FINANCIAL ADMINISTRA nON DIVISION 

Your request for comments on the Krausz Companies, Inc., proposal for a mixed 
use commercial development on Pi'ikea Avenue in Kihei, Maui, has been reviewed. In 
accordance with Chapter 343, HRS, we have no substantive pre-assessment comment to 
provide. 

If you should have any questions regarding this matter, please contact 
Mr. Neal Miyahira, Administrator of the Budget, Program Planning and Management 
Division at (808) 586-1530. 

Aloha, 

GEORGINA K. KAWAMURA 
Director of Finance 

No.1 Capitol District Building, 250 S. Hotel Street, Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 



FE8 0 Z 2009 
LINDA LINGLE 

GOVERNOR 

MAJOR GENERAL ROBERT G. F. LEE 
DIRECTOR OF CIVIL DEFENSE 

EDWARD T. TEIXEIRA 
VICE DIRECTOR OF CIVIL DEFENSE 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Project Manager 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

STATE OF HAWAII 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF CIVIL DEFENSE 
3949 DIAMOND HEAD ROAD 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96816·4495 

January 30, 2009 

Early Consultation Request 
Proposed Kihei Mixed Use Development 

PHONE (808) 733·4300 

FAX (808) 733·4287 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this development. After review of the documents 
you have sent for this development, we request that a five foot by five foot area be set aside on 
Parcel 158 for the installation of a stand-alone solar powered outdoor warning siren. We have no 
other comments at this time. We look forward to receiving the Draft EA. 

If you have any questions please call Havinne Okamura, Hazard Mitigation Planner, at 
(808)733-4300, extension 556. 

Sincerely, 

~~~~~ •. ~e~ ______ _ 

EDW ARD T. TEIXEIRA 
Vice Director of Ci vii Defense 

o 



MAUl 

INC. 

Major General Darryll Wong, Director 
Department of Defense 
Office of the Director of Civil Defense 
3949 Diamond Head Road 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96816-4495 

·~ .. ',:·"",.v,'-!i'. ;;\J·":l:~I,.~ 

:'=X'.":CLJ".-I\,S '~I[-::':: :,.:~ =';".:L~';:!'.' " 

August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Dear Major General Wong: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your 
Department's letter of January 30, 2009. We will work with your office to develop an 
appropriate 25-square foot location on Parcel 158 for the installation of a stand-alone 
solar powered outdoor warning siren. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at (808) 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

jI/&J~. 
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Todd Stoutenborough, Architect ..... . 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihai MixedUse\Early Consulta!ion\ResponseLetters\Defenseres.ltr.doc ..... 
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CHARMAINE TAVARES 
MAYOR 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, HI 96793 

COUNTY OF MAUl 
DEPARTMENT OF FIRE AND PUBLIC SAFETY 

FIRE PREVENTION BUREAU 

780 ALUA STREET 
WAILUKU. HAWAII 96793 

(808) 244·9161 
FAX (808) 244·1363 

February 3. 2009 

FEB 0 6 2009 

JEFFREY A. MURRAY 
CHIEF 

ROBERT M. SHIMADA 
DEPUTY CHIEF 

SUBJECT: EARLY CONSULT AnON ON THE KIHEI MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT 
TMK (2)3-9-002:030, 076, 080 and 158 PIIKEA AVE, KIHEI 

Dear Ms. Suyama, 

I have had an opportunity to review the early consultation request for the above subject. 
We do not have any specific concerns at this time. Please feel free to contact us if there are any 
questions or concerns. 

Valeriano F. Martin 
Captain 
Fire Prevention Bureau 



DEPARTMENT OF Mayor 

HOUSING AND HUMAN CONCERNS 
COUNTY OF MAUl 

LORl TSUHAKO 
Director 

[O·ANN T. RIDAO 
Deput}' Director 

2200 MAIN STREET' SUITE 546 • WAILUKU, HAWAII 96793 • PHONE (808) 270·7805 • FAX (808) 270·7165 
MAILING ADDRESS: 200 SOUTH HIGH STREET • WAILUKU, HAWAII 96793 • EMAIL director.hhc@mauicounty.gov 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Project Manager 
Munekiyo & Hiraga 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

January 28, 2009 

SUBJECT: Early Consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development, 
TMKs (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Pi'ikea Avenue, Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

We are in receipt of your letter dated January 9, 2009 regarding early 
consultation on the above subject project. 

Based on the information provided, this project is being proposed as a mixed use 
residential/commercial development on Pi'ikea Avenue in Kihei, MauL As such, it 
appears that this project is subject to the Residential Workforce Housing Policy, Maui 
County Code, Chapter 2.96. 

Thank you for this early consultation notification, we look forward to reviewing the 
Draft EA on this project. 

Sincerel , 

.-
I . 

-ANN T. RIDAO 
Deputy Director of Housing and Human Concerns 

xc: Housing Division 

To SUPPORT AND EMPOWER OUR COMMUNITY TO REACH ITS FULLEST POTENTLAL 

FOR PERSONAL WELL-BEING AND SELF-RELLANCE. 



J-<\AU\ 

HIRAGA, INC. 

Jo Ann T. Ridao, Director 
Department of Housing and Human Concerns 
County of Maui 
2200 Main Street, Suite 546 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

,..; '.' i'·: ~!( "r ,_, 

August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Dear Ms. Ridao: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your 
Department's letter of January 28, 2009. Since our early consultation in January 2009, 
the project scope has been revised and does not include residential units. The project 
now proposes the construction of a 150-room select-services hotel marketed to visitors 
on a budget, especially off-island local families. We will continue to coordinate our 
project withyour Department with regard to the provisions of Chapter 2.96, Maui County 
Code. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

!l~tJJa--
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. . .... 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc ......... . 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies., Inc. 

Krausz\Kihei MixedUse\Early Consultation\ResponseLetters\OHHCres.ltr.doc 
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CHARMAINE TAVARES 
Mayor 

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS & RECREATION 
700 Hali'a Nakoa Street, Unit 2, Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

January 26, 2009 

Ms. Colleen Suyama, Project Manager 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

FEB 0 31009 
TAMARA HORCAJO 

Director 

ZACHARY Z. HELM 
Deputy Director 

(808) 270-7230 
Fax (808) 270-7934 

SUBJECT: Early Consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development, TMKs 
(2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080 and 158, Pi'ikea Avenue, Kihei, Maui, 
Hawai'i 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

We have reviewed the subject project and have no comments or objections to the 
proposed project. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment. Please contact me or 
Mr. Patrick Matsui, Chief of Planning and Development, at 270-7387 if there are any 
questions. 

Sincerely, 

TAMARA HORCAJO 
Director 

xc: Patrick Matsui, Chief-Planning and Development 



CHARMAINE TAVARES 
Mayor 

JEFFREY S. HUNT 
Director 

KATHLEEN ROSS AOKI 
Deputy Director 

COUNTY OF MAUl 
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING 

February 23, 2009 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo and Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 105 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

SUBJECT: PRE-CONSULTATION COMMENTS REGARDING THE 
PROPOSED KIHEI MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT, 
TMK'S (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, PIIKEA AVENUE, 
KIHEI, MAUl, HAWAII (EAC 2009/0004) 

The Department of Planning (Department) has reviewed your letter dated January 9, 2009, 
requesting pre-consultation comments in preparation of the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA). 

The Department has no substantive comment at this time. The Department assumes that 
the Applicant will meet with the immediate affected community to provide them the opportunity to 
comment on the proposed action and include said comments in the draft EA. 

If you require further clarification, please contact Staff Planner Paul Fasi at 
paul.fasi@mauicounty.gov or 270-7814. 

Sincerely, 

~.9.,~ 
CLAYTON I. YOSHIDA, AICP 
Planning Program Administrator 

For: JEFFREY S. HUNT, AICP 
Planning Director 

xc: Paul F. Fasi, Staff Planner 
Michael Miyamoto, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works 
EAC File 
General File 

CIY:JSH:PFF:bv 
K:IWP _DOCSIPLANNINGIEACI200910004_KiheiMixedUseDevelopmentlLTR1.doc 

250 SOUTH HIGH STREET, WAILUKU, MAUl, HAWAII 96793 

MAIN LINE (808) 270-7735; FACSIMILE (808) 270-7634 

CURRENT DIVISION (808) 270-8205; LONG RANGE DIVISION (808) 270-7214; ZONING DIVISION (808) 270-7253 



HI RAGA, INC. 

William Spence, Director 
Department of Planning 
County of Maui 
250 South High Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

,-". 

August 31 , 2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Dear Mr. Spence: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your 
Department's letter of February 23, 2009. The Krausz Companies, Inc. has held numerous 
meetings with the Kihei Community Association to develop a project that could be 
supported by the community. As suggested at the meetings, the project includes a 
proposed hotel. A community meeting was held on April 21, 2009 to update the Kihei 
community of the project and to solicit comments. In general, the attendees expressed their 
support of the proposed Downtown Kihei project. A copy of the meeting memorandum will 
be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA). 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy of 
your letter will be included in the Draft EA. In the meantime, if there are any questions or if 
additional information is needed, please feel free to contact me at 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

t!IIttJ 1-0-
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 

F:\DATA\Krausz\Kihei MixedUse\Planningres.ltr.doc " 
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CHARMAINE TAVARES 
MAYOR 

OUR 1.FFERENCE 

YOUR REFERENCE 

POLICE DEPARTMENT 
COUNTY OF MAUl 

55 MAHALANI STREET 
WAILUKU, HAWAII 96793 

(BOB) 244-6400 
FAX (BOB) 244-6411 

January 22, 2009 

Ms. Colleen Suyama, Project Manager 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, HI 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

JAN 2 8 2009 

THOMAS M. PHILLIPS 
CHIEF OF POLICE 

GARY A. YABUTA 
DEPUTY CHIEF OF POLICE 

SUBJECT: Early Consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development 
TMKs (2) 3-9-002:030; 076, 080, and 158, Pi'ikea Avenue, Kihei 

This is in response to your letter dated January 9, 2009, requesting comments on 
the above subject. 

We have reviewed the information for the above mentioned subject and offer the 
enclosed comments. 

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

~ 
Assistant ChiefW yne T. Ribao 
for: Thomas M. Phillips 

Chief of Police 

c: Jeffrey Hunt, Maui County Dept. of Planning 
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FROM ALAN BROWN, POLICE OFFICER III, DISTRICT VI KIHEI 

SUBJECT EARLY CONSULTATION REQUEST FOR KIHEI MIXED USE 
DEVELOPMENT OF TMK (2)3-9-002:030, 076, 080 AND 158 

This To-From is in response to a request for early consultation request for a mixed use project 
located on Piikea Ave just east of Azeka's Place II. Four parcels are listed although two are 
designated as enhanced wetlands (030 and 080) and will remain as same. At this time with the 
limited information provided by the developer the comments will be limited to the following. 

During the planning of the subdivision the use of CPTED, Crime ;erevention Through 
Environmental Design, should be used. CPTED is the framework where the design of buildings, 
lighting and landscaping are used to discourage crime. It is recommended that the use of Best 
Practices be used in designing this project. For information about CPTED refer to the National 
Criminal Justice Reference Service web site at, www.ncjrs.org. Also developer should be aware 
of traffic that the project will bring and community concerns about traffic safety at the 
intersection of Piikea Ave and Liloa St., which boarder the project. 

Any further comment will be reserved until futther information in provided. 
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MAUl 

Gary Yabuta, Chief 
Maui Police Department 
County of Maui 
55 Mahalani Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

, . ". -" --;, C ~':;: ,~" " 

August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Dear Chief Yabuta: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your 
Department's letter of January 22, 2009. We offer the following information, which 
addresses your comments. 

1. As much as is practicable, the project shall utilize Crime Prevention Through 
Environmental Design (CPTED) within the project. . 

2. We note your Department's concerns regarding traffic control at the intersection 
of Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive. Since our request for early consultation in 
January 2009, the intersection is now controlled by a roundabout. The project's 
engineering consultant is coordinating the roadway and driveway access plans 
with the Department of Public Works (DPW) to ensure that the roadway 
improvements and pedestrian and bicycle pathways provided by the proposed 
project are well integrated with the new roundabout and pathways on Liloa Drive. 

W5 Hif(h 51" Suite JO-I Wailukll, [-Jaw"ii %71J~ 
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Gary Yabuta, Chief 
August 31,2012 
Page 2 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

!/~J~ 
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Todd Stoutenborough, Architect, Stoutenborough, Inc. 
Keith Niiya, Austin Tsutsumi & Associates, Inc. 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihei MixedUse\Early Consultation\ResponseLetters\Policeres.ltr.doc 
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FEB 0 ] :009 
CHARMAINE TAVARES 

Mayor 
RALPH NAGAMINE, L.S" P.E. 

Development Services Administration 

MILTON M. ARAKAWA, A.I.C.P. 
Director 

MICHAEL M. MIYAMOTO 
Deputy Director 

Telephone: (808) 270·7845 
Fax: (808) 270·7955 

COUNTY OF MAUl 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 
200 SOUTH HIGH STREET, ROOM NO. 434 

WAILUKU, MAUl, HAWAII 96793 

January 28, 2009 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
MUNEKIYO & HIRAGA, INC. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

CARY YAMASHITA, PE. 
Engineering Division 

BRIAN HASHIRO, P.E. 
Highways Division 

SUBJECT: EARLY CONSULTATION ON THE KIHEI MIXED USE 
DEVELOPMENT; TMK: (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080 and 158 

We reviewed your early consultation request and have the following comment: 

1. Provide road-widening improvements (road widening, sidewalk, 
curb and gutter, catch basins, street lights, etc.) along the property 
frontages along Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive. 

Please call Michael Miyamoto at 270-7845 if you have any questions regarding 
th is letter. 

MMA:MMM:ls 
xc: Highways Division 

Sincerely, / 

~~. 
)-£ilL TON M. ARA~A, A:I.~.P. 

(J !D'irector of Public Works 

Engineering Division 
S:ILUCAICZMIKihel_Mixed_Use_Dev_ec_39002030_076_080_158_1s.wpd 



!-1",UI 

David Goode, Director 
Department of Public Works 
County of Maui 
200 South High Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

INC. 

::;/'.Rl_':'j'I;'-! ,'":-.!.<:"UCJ.\ 

e.X"=CI_T'V,o; Vi'::'=: ,-, ,".';1'- ''':::''J'' 
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August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Dear Mr. Goode: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your 
Department's letter of January 28, 2009. We acknowledge that the project will be 
required to provide road-widening improvements along the property frontages along 
Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive. We will continue to coordinate the project with your 
Department. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. I n the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

UeJda---
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc ......... . 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihei MixedUse\Early Consul!alion\ResponseLetlers\OPWres.ltr.doc . 
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C! !AR~dAl:\'E Tr\\' .. \J~[S 

MAYOR 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

January 14, 2009 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

COUNTY OF MAUl 
200 South High Street 

\Vi1iluku, Hawaii, USA 96793-2155 

JAN 1 6 200Q 

DON A. MEDEIROS 

Director 
WAYNE A. BOTEILHO 

Deputy Director 
Telephone (808) 270-7511 
Facsimile (808) 270-7505 

Subject: Early Consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development on Pi'ikea 
Avenue, Kihei, Hawaii 

Dear Ms. Suyama, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. 

We would like you to incorporate a bus stop and shelter into this development. 
The location will be determined after more detail is provided about the 
development. 

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 

~~ DO;Z~ 
Director 



t.-lAUI 

INC. 

JoAnne Johnson Winer, Director 
Department of Transportation 
County of Maui 
200 South High Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793-2155 

August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Dear Ms. Johnson Winer: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your 
Department's letter of January 14, 2009. 

Roadway improvements for the proposed project include bus stops on both sides of 
Piikea Avenue, near the westernmost driveway into the project site. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

UuJd-o--
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. . ... 
Todd Stoutenborough, Architect, Stoutenborough;lnc. 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihei MixedUse\Early Consultation\ResponseLetters\CountyDOTres.ltr.d~c ... 
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CHARMAINE TAVARES 
Mayor 

February 27, 2009 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

DEPARTMENT OF WATER SUPPLY 
COUNTY OF MAUl 

200 SOUTH HIGH STREET 

WAILUKU, MAUl, HAWAII 96793-2155 

www.mauiwater.org 

Re: TMK: (2) 3-9-002:030,076,080, and 158 
Project Name: Kihei Mixed Use Development, Pi'ikea Avenue 

Dear Ms. Suyama: 

MAR 0 5 2009 

JEFFREY K. ENG 
Director 

ERIC H. YAMASHIGE, P.E., L.S. 
Deputy Director 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Early Consultation for the Draft Environmental 
Assessment (DEA). 

Source Availability and Consumption 
According to system per acre standards, anticipated demand for the parcels would be approximately 
165,000 gpd. The pre-consultation letter provides no data from which to derive more specific 
estimates. 

The DEA should identify sources and potable and non-potable demand for the proposed expansion. 
The project area is served by the Central Maui System. The main sources of water for the Central 
system are the designated lao aquifer, Waihee aquifer, the lao tunnel and the lao-Waikapu Ditch. 
New source development projects include Maui Lani Wells, Waikapu South Well and Waiale 
Surface Water Treatment Plant. 

There is currently no additional source available according to system standards on the Central Maui 
System. One of the lots is served by one 5/8" meter. Should an additional oriargermeter be required, 
the Department may delay issuance of meters until new sources are on line. 

According to the state database, an old (1946) well is located on one of the properties. The well 
should be properly sealed to prevent contamination, or properly cased and retrofitted if it is to be 
used for irrigation, 

The Department will not issue temporary construction meters for Central Maui projects. The project 
is located adjacent to the South Maui Reclaimed Water line. The applicant should be required to use 

"8'j 'lA.kter ..Att Jhin'lj J;nd ofl~ /I 

The Department of Water Supply is an Equal Opportunity provider and employer. To file a complaint of discrimination, write: USDA, Director, Office of Civil 
Rights, Room 326-W, Whitten Building, 14th and Independence Avenue, SW, Washington DC 20250-9410. Or call (202) 720-5964 (voice and TDD) 
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Kihei Mixed Use Development, Pi'ikea Avenue 
Page 2 

reclaimed water for dust control during construction, unless the well will be renovated and used. 

System Infrastructure 

An 18 inch and a 36 inch water transmission lines and two fire hydrants border the east side of the 
parcel. Gi ven the size of the property, substantial system improvements will be required. On the west 
side of the lot there is a 6" waterline perpendicular to the property. The applicant will be required 
to provide for water service and fire protection in accordance with system standards. Fire flow and 
domestic calculations will be required in the building permit process. 

An approved backflow pre venter will be required if not already installed on site. The applicant 
should also plan to utilize the reclaimed water from the line that traverses the east side of the 
property. 

The applicant may be required to construct water storage. 

Conservation 
To alleviate demand on the Central system, please find attached a conservation checklist for 
commercial buildings, and our planting brochure. We recommend that the following conservation 
measures be included in the project design or noted in the DEA: 
Use Non-potable Water: Use reclaimed or brackish water for landscaping, dust control and other 
non-potable purposes. 
Use Climate-adapted Plants: Limit irrigated turf to active play and picnic areas. Use native climate
adapted or non-invasive drought tolerant plants for all landscaping. The project is located in Plant 
Zone 3. Native plants adapted to the area conserve water and protect the watershed from degradation 
due to invasive alien species. 
Eliminate Single-Pass Cooling: Single-pass, water-cooled systems should be eliminated per Maui 
County Code Subsection 14.21.20. Although prohibited by code, single-pass water cooling is still 
manufactured into some models of air conditioners, freezers, and commercial refrigerators. Such 
models should be avoided. 
Maintain Fixtures to Prevent Leaks: A simple, regular program of repair and maintenance can 
prevent the loss of hundreds or even thousands of gallons a day. Regular maintenance programs 
should be established. 
Utilize Low-Flow Fixtures and Devices: Maui County Code Subsection 16.20A.680 requires the use 
of low-flow water fixtures and devices in faucets, showerheads, water closets, and hose bibs. 
Prevent Over-Watering By Automated Systems: Provide rain shut offs and smart controllers on all 
automated irrigation systems. Any controllers which do not provide for soil moisture or 
evapotranspiration based response should be checked and reset at least once a month. 

Pollution Prevention 
In order to protect ground and surface water sources, in addition to sealing the old well which can 
be a route of contamination to the aquifer, the applicant should utilize Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) for pollution prevention. The mitigation measures below should be included in the DEA and 
be implemented during construction: 



1 Kihei Mixed Use Development, Pi'ikea Avenue 
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I. Prevent cement products, oil, fuel and other toxic substances from falling or dripping on the 
ground as this can cause them to leach into the water table or nearby wetland. Store them in 
proper containers on non-porous surfaces and protect from the elements. 

2. Retain ground cover until the last possible date. 
3. Stabilize denuded areas by sodding or planting as soon as possible. Replanting should include 
soil amendments, fertilizers and temporary irrigation. Use high seeding rates to ensure rapid 
stand establishment. 
4. Avoid fertilizers and biocidcs, or apply only during periods of low rainfall to minimize 
chemical run-off. 
5. Keep run-off on site. 

Should you have any questions, please contact our Water Resources and Planning Division at 808-
244-8550. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey K. Eng, Director 

mlb/elk 
cc: applicant, engineering division 
Attachments: Plant Brochure: "Saving Water in the Yard"; Checklist of Water Conservation Ideas for Commercial 
Buildings" 
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MAUl 

HIRAGA, INC. 

David Taylor, Director 
Department of Water Supply 
County of Maui 
200 South High Street 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

;V1IT5L'('<U "tv':!..-~i~" "':j;","""~:: 

August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei. Maui. Hawaii 

Dear Mr. Taylor: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your 
Department's letter of February 27, 2009. We offer the following information, which 
addresses your comments in the order of your letter. 

Source Availability and Consumption 

We acknowledge that according to the Department of Water Supply (DWS) system per 
acre standards it is anticipated the demand for water will be 165,000 gallons per day 
(gpd). However, since our request for early consultation in January 2009, the project 
scope has been revised. Average daily potable water demands are anticipated to be 
between a low of 48,500 gpd, based on mechanical engineering calculations, and a high 
of 143,600 gpd, based on gross land area. This information is further detailed in the 
project's Preliminary Engineering and Drainage Report which is incorporated into the 
project's Draft Environmental Assessment. Further, we acknowledge that there is 
currently no additional source available on the Central Maui System. 

As noted in your letter, the 1946 well will be either properly sealed to prevent 
contamination or properly cased and retrofitted if it is to be used for irrigation.' 

System Infrastructure 

We acknowledge the requirement to provide .forw~ter service and fire protection .. Fire 
flow and domestic calculations will besubriiitted during the buildirig permit process. The 

W5 fh/!,h St" Suite 70-1 Wailuku, !-lilwilii Y67f){ 
PH: (8IJ8)H-I-20J5 V,IX: (808)!4-1-1:171'J 
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David Taylor, Director 
August 31,2012 
Page 2 

project is proposing use of the R-1 recycled water from the County's Kihei Wastewater 
Reclamation Facility for irrigation. 

Conservation 

As recommended and practicable, appropriate water conservation measures such as 
climate adapted plants and low-flow fixtures shall be incorporated into the project. 
Furthermore, the use of R-1 recycled water for landscape irrigation will reduce demands 
for potable water service. 

Pollution Prevention 

Best Management Practices (BMPs) for pollution prevention will be incorporated into the 
project in order to protect ground and surface water sources during construction. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. I n the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

UJ~· 
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Todd Stoutenborough, Architect, Stoutenborough, Inc. 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihei MixedUse\Early Consullation\Responseletters\DWSres.ltr.doc 
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CHARMAINE TAVARES 
Mayor 

TRACY TAKAMINE. P.E. 
Solid Waste Division 

CHERYL K. OKUMA. Esq. DAVID TAYLOR. P.E. 
Director 

GREGG KRESGE 
Deputy Director 

Wastewater Reclamation 
Division 

COUNTY OF MAUl 
DEPARTMENT OF 

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
2200 MAIN STREET, SUITE 100 
WAILUKU, MAUl, HAWAII 96793 

February 24, 2009 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

SUBJECT: KIHEI MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT 
EARLY CONSULTATION 
TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, AND 158, KIHEI 

Dear Ms. Suyama, 

We reviewed the subject project as a pre-application consultation and have the 
following comments: 

1. Solid Waste Division comments: 

a. Include a plan for construction waste recycling, reuse, disposal. 

2. Wastewater Reclamation Division (WWRD) comments: 

a. Although wastewater system capacity is currently available as of 
2/24/2009, the developer should be informed that wastewater 
system capacity cannot be ensured until the issuance of the 
building permit. 

b. Wastewater contribution calculations are required before building 
permit is issued. 

c. Developer shall pay assessment fees for treatment plant expansion 
costs in accordance with ordinance setting forth such fees. 

d. Developer is required to fund any necessary off-site improvements 
to collection system and wastewater pump stations. 

e. Show or list minimum slope of new sewer laterals. 
f. Plans should show the installation of a single service lateral and 

advanced riser for each lot. 



Ms. Colleen Suyama 
February 24, 2009 
Page 2 

g. For all developments, other than single-family residential, plans 
should show the installation of a sewer service manhole near the 
property line prior to connection to the County sewer. 

h. Indicate on the plans the ownership of each easement (in favor of 
which party). Note: County will not accept sewer easements that 
traverse private property. 

i. Commercial kitchen facilities within the proposed project shall 
comply with pre-treatment requirements (including grease 
interceptors, sample boxes, screens etc.). 

j. Non-contact cooling water and condensate should not drain to the 
wastewater system. 

If you have any questions regarding this memorandum, please contact Gregg 
Kresge at 270-8230. 

Sincerely, 

~ '1LK ,O(~"-
Cheryl K. Okuma, Director 



HAUl 

Kyle Ginoza, Director 
Department of Environmental Management 
County of Maui 
2200 Main Street, Suite 100 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

'.'! ,~,.: re·,,::,,: :::.~. , 

August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Dear Mr. Ginoza: 

On behalf of the applicant; The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your 
Department's letter of February 24, 2009. We offer the following information, which 
addresses your comments in the order listed in your letter. 

1. Solid Waste 

As recommended, a construction waste recycling, reuse and disposal plan will be 
developed for Downtown Kihei. 

2. Wastewater Reclamation 

We acknowledge that although wastewater system capacity is currently available, 
system capacity cannot be ensured until the issuance of the building permit. 
Wastewater contribution calculations will be submitted during the building permit 
process. Applicable assessment fees for treatment plant expansion will be paid 
and the developer will be responsible to fund any necessary off-site improvements· . 
to collection system and wastewater pump stations. The project's Pr~limiriary 
Engineering and Drainage Report and civil plans will show the installation of a 
single service lateral and advanced riser for each lot as w~lIas' the installation of 
a sewer service manhole near the property line ... · Plans will also· show the 
ownership of any easements. . 
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Kyle Ginoza, Director 
August 31,2012 
Page 2 

Commercial kitchen facilities within the proposed development will be designed 
and built in compliance with applicable pre-treatment requirements. 

The applicant and architect for the project have been informed that non-contact 
cooling water and condensate should not drain into the wastewater system. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

tWdo--
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Todd Stoutenborough, Architect, Stoutenborough, Inc. 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihei MixedUse\Early Consullation\ResponseLetters\DEMres.llr.doc 



JAN 1 5 2009 
Maul Elec,lrlc Company, Ltd. ' 'J West Kamehameha Avenue· PO Box 398· lului, Maui. HI 96733-6898· (808) 871-8461 

January 14, 2009 

Ms, Colleen Suyama, Project Manager 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc, 
305 South High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii, 96793 

Dear Ms, Suyama, 

Subject: Early Consultation on the Kihei Mixed Use Development 
TMK: (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158 
Pi'ikea Avenue 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Thank you for allowing us to comment on the early consultation for the subject project. 

In reviewing our records and the information received, Maui Electric Company (MECO) will be 
requiring access and electrical easements for our facilities to serve the subject project site, Since 
County of Maui permits for work within their right-of-way may be required prior to MECO's 
installation, we highly encourage the customer's electrical consultant to submit the electrical 
demand requirements, project time schedule, and schedule a meeting with us as soon as 
practical so that service can be provided on a timely basis, 

Should you have any questions or concerns, please call me at 871-2340, 

Sincerely, 

~k~:k?~/ 
Staff Engineer 



/ .... AUI 

Ray Okazaki 
Staff Engineer 
Maui Electric Company, Ltd. 
P.O. Box 398 
Kahului, Hawaii 96733-6698 

INC. 

:<, .. ,\1.( I..'{ >1 i"-i :'·'.i ,( '.1 [.:! ". 

'O:;<:;:CIlT,V'O: VIC:::-: ;0.0 ·"'::C.~):':t·l-

~.c:IT.SU:·'-',.i "' __ ;1:::;;-:" ii" : .. :, 

August 31, 2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Dear Mr. Okazaki: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your letter 
dated January 14, 2009. The engineering consultant for the project will coordinate the 
project's power needs with Maui Electric Company, Ltd. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies ....... . 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 

Krausz\KJhei MixedUse\Early Consullation\ResponseleltersVvlECOres.ltr.doc . 
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JAN 2 1 2009 

Maui Economic Opportunity, Inc. 

January 14, 2009 

Ms. Colleen Suyama 
Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 High Street, Suite 104 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 

Dear Ms. Suyama, 

P.O. Box 2122 
Kahulu~ HI 96733 

80,,-249-2990 
Fax: 808-249-2991 

www.meoinc.org 

Maui Economic Opportunity, Inc. has no comment or concem to offer as early consultation about the 
proposed commercial development by The Krausz Companies, Inc. Should you have any 
questions, please contact me at (808) 249-2990. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
Chief Executive Officer 

The Promise of Community Action 
Community Action changes people's lives, embodies the spirit of hope, improves 
communities, and makes America a better place to live. We care about the entire 
community, and we are dedicated to helping people help themselves and each other. 

• ff6ping -"Ir. On:r>ging u..... 

OAciiOn. 
PARTNERSHIP 
AM£RICA'S POI'Bm' I'IGIIIlIt(; I«lWORIC 



KCA 
Kihei Community Association 

Working together to shape our Community's future. n 

February 15, 2009 

Munekiyo & Hiraga 
Attn: Colleen Suyama 
305 High St. 
Wailuku, HI. 96793 

FEB 7. 0 Z009 

Re: Draft EA Kihei Mixed Use Development TMKs 2-3-9-002:030,076,080 and 158 
Pi'ikea Ave, Kihei, Maui 

Dear Colleen, 

Please excuse my tardiness. I understand this is too late to be of any consequence for 
inclusion, but we at the KCA have nothing to add in opposition to your Draft EA. 

We have spoken with the developers in the past and are aware of the proposed project 
and their intentions. We are confident the developer will abide by any decision brought 
down by the County Council. 

If for any reason said decision should be deemed unreasonable by your client, we 
would be happy to revisit the issue and quite possibly lobby the powers-to-be on their 
behalf. We are unanimously in favor of your proposal. 

We thank you for keeping us infonned at the community level. We look forward to 
working alongside you and your client now and in the future. 

Rega~~ 

~~-
Michael C. DiBella 

KCA Planning Committee Chairman 

cc: David Pyle & Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 

P.O. Box 662 - Kihei, HI- 96753 - 808-879-5390 - info@KiheiCommunityAssociation.org 



Michael C. DiBella 
Kihei Community Association 
Planning Committee 
P.O. Box 662 
Kihei, Hawaii 96753 

,'.p ,,- ,~1"" S~·,·'· 

August 31,2012 

SUBJECT: Response to Early Consultation Comment Letter on the Proposed 
Downtown Kihei Project at TMK (2) 3-9-002:030, 076, 080, and 158, 
Kihei. Maui. Hawaii 

Dear Mr. DiBella: 

On behalf of the applicant, The Krausz Companies, Inc., we thank you for your letter of 
February 15, 2009 in support of Downtown Kihei. We will provide the Kihei Community 
Association with periodic updates of our progress through the entitlement process with 
the County of Maui. Your continued support of Downtown Kihei is appreciated. 

Thank you again for your participation in the Chapter 343, HRS review process. A copy 
of your letter will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment. In the meantime, if 
there are any questions or if additional information is needed, please feel free to contact 
me at 244-2015. 

CS:lh 

Very truly yours, 

~a-J~ 
Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Daniel Krausz, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 

Krausz\Kihei MixedUse\Early Consullation\ResponseLelters\MECOres.ltr.doc 
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INTRODUCTION 

Downtown Kihei is a development encompassing approximately 13.5 acres on the North Site Area and 
12.6 acres on the South Site Area, with a total building square footage of approximately 350,000, and 
parking for approximately 1200 cars. These Development Guidelines are intended to establish and 
control the quality of design for Downtown Kihei. The Guidelines address the design aspects of the 
project, including site planning, landscape architecture, architecture of the buildings, traffic, water 
consumption, and exterior lighting. These guidelines are intended to enhance the coordination and 
organization of the site, while maintaining a compatible relationship with the community and adjoining 
developments. 

All development on the site must comply with these Guidelines. In the event of any conflict between 
the County of Maui, County zoning code and these Guidelines, the County zoning shall prevail, except 
where these Development Guidelines are more restrictive. 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 
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GENERAL INFORMATION 

The objective of the site plan is to establish a functional and attractive organization of the buildings, 
circulation corridors, parking and service areas that will enhance the identity and efficiency of the 
project. 

The objective for the landscape design is to create a distinctive environment that compliments the site 
plan and building architecture, reinforces the vehicular roadways and pedestrian walkways, provides 
shade for pedestrian comfort and visual relief for the parking areas, screens service areas and 
maintains street continuity at points of ingress and egress to the project. The landscape design is 
intended to incorporate (where appropriate) native Hawaiian and drought-tolerant plant materials that 
have low-medium water use requirements. 

Also the objective of the landscape design is to unify Downtown Kihei and integrate it into the existing 
community. 

The exterior lighting objective is to create a safe and distinctive nighttime environment while limiting 
adverse impacts on surrounding development. 

The architectural design intent is to create distinctive buildings appropriate to the endeavors and 
activities contemplated, while maintaining an overall character which is consistent with forms and 
materials found in the island of Maui. 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 
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SUSTAINABILITY 

Downtown Kihei is being designed as a sustainable project and is registered with the US Green 
Building Council (USGBC). Sustainability, as it relates to the built environment and to the human 
condition, is the long-term maintenance of well being which has environmental, economic and social 
dimensions. 

Downtown Kihei is defined by the USGBC as a sustainable project for the following reasons: 

• Downtown Kihei is a mixed-use project. It houses commercial uses such as retail and 
restaurants as well as hotel, entertainment and office uses. Public access and community uses 
are also incorporated. This mix of uses reduces parking demand and provides for an efficient 
use of the site area- allowing for outdoor public spaces to be enjoyed by all . 

• The project is connected to the public bus transportation system and is designed to be a friendly 
environment for bicycle and pedestrian use while also providing electrical charging of low
emitting and fuel efficient vehicles on site. 

• The project is designed with the intent to reduce water consumption by more than 20% over the 
Energy Policy Act of 1992. 

• All buildings are designed to optimize energy performance and provide for on-site renewable 
energy. 

• The project will be constructed with regional and recycled materials when possible. 

Downtown Kihei embraces sustainable objectives by balancing economic realities with social and 
ecological consequences, providing a way of living that reduces consumption of resources per person. 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
JuJy 23, 2012 
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Parking Design Criteria 

Purpose 

To provide a sufficient number of stalls to accommodate the demands of Downtown Kihei. Off-street 
parking shall be provided in accordance with Maui County Code and these Development Guidelines. 

Off-Street Parking Requirements 

The shopping center will allow for parking and cross access in accordance with Chapter 19.36A, Maui 
County Code. 

Handicap Parking 

Parking design and requirements for handicapped parking shall follow the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA) standards. 

Employee Parking 

Where employee parking is required by an employer it shall be identified as employee parking. 

The size and location of parking shall follow Typical Off-Street Parking Drawing and Design Standards 
for County of Maui, Hawaii. 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 
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Parking Design Criteria 

Landscape Areas 

Landscape guidelines for the parking lot area are set forth in the landscape section. 

Truck Loading and Unloading Area 

All uses which receive large amounts of good shall provide a loading and unloading area to handle the 
goods. The maximum size is 12' wide by 40' in length with 14' clearance in height. 

Passenger Loading Area 

The area shall be located adjacent to the building and shall be designed in a way not to impede 
vehicular circulation. The minimum size is 8' wide by 36' in l.ength. 

Bicycles 

Bicycle parking facilities shall be provided for each commercial use as follows: 

Grocery, Medical, Retail 
and Service Uses 

Restaurants/Bars 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
IHIY 23,20 I'> 

1 bicycle space for every 25 car spaces required 

1 bicycle space for every 50 car spaces required 
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.J5 APE 
General 

Shading Concept: 

Parking fields shall be landscaped to comply with the Maui County Code and Development Guidelines, 
providing a ratio of 1 tree for every 5 parking stalls, dispersed at regular intervals throughout as much 
as possible (utility layouts, planter size/locations, and view planes may affect exact spacing). 

Primary vehicular drives and major pedestrian circulation routes shall be articulated different from the 
parking field in order to reinforce the design theme. 

Landscape enhancements at internal streets and pedestrian circulation routes may include any of the 
following: 

• Ornamental tree and accent plantings 
• Vertical tree plantings, Palms 
• Trellises 
• Specialty lighting with possible banners 
• Use of reclaimed water 

Landscape Guidelines: 

In some areas, landscape might be enhanced to meet any of the following goals: 

1. Screening of parking areas, service zones, trash enclosures and/or mechanical equipment. 
2. Meeting parking lot shade requirements as previously noted under "Shading Concepf' . 
3. Accenting main entry monuments or pole signage or walkways. 
4. Framing views of building entrance or signage. 
5. Re-routing traffic. 
6. Specific plant material for erosion control. 
7. A combination of ground cover and/or jute netting may be placed along slopes that exceed 3:1 . 
8. Specific shrubs and perennials hardy enough to survive the pedestrian and vehicular traffic and 

to soften the geometric design of the parking lot. 
9. Weeds and brush will be removed throughout the year as necessary. If wildflower and other 

seeding mixes are used during the time the sites are undeveloped, the site shall be maintained 
in a neat appearance. 

10. Turf may be used in lieu of, or in addition to, the ground covers listed in each zone. 

DOWNTOWN KIHB 
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LANDSCAPE 
General 

Trees and Palms: 

Following are photos of trees and palms that could be considered for the parking lots (trees) and 
adjacent to the buildings (palms) for this project. Parking lot trees are selected for their medium mature 
size, adaptability to the Kihei growing conditions, maintenance requirements, ability to have their tree 
canopy "lifted" for favorable visibility of the project signage, and attractiveness. Most trees will require 
some degree of selective maintenance to achieve the desired effect. 

The palms are selected for the following characteristics: absence of large nuts/fruits, adaptability to 
Kihei growing environment, self-cleaning fronds (they still need to be manually removed but do not 
accumulate on the palm like date palms), height scale in relationship to the multi-level buildings, and 
attractiveness, 

Besides the listed characteristics the final selection of either trees/palms may depend on quantity 
needed and availability. 

Royal Palm: No large nut, self-cleaning, straight trunk, max. ht. 60ft. 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
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LANDSCAPE 
Intersection 

Lignum Vitae: Very 
attractive, slow growing 
and availability in large 
quantities. 

Kou Tree (Nat. Hawaiian) 

Akia (Native Hawaiian) 

Lantana 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 201 2 

Ground Covers- Typ. Sym 
Tall Single-Trunked Palms- Typ. Sym. -----, 

Existing Hedge- Typical 
,--------Ex1sting 81cycle Path 
.------ - Ex1sting Landscaping - Typical Shrubs - Typ Sym 

Hedge - Typical 

Existing S1ngle-Trunked Palms 
Typ Sym. 
Hedge - Typical Property Lme - Typ. Sym 

EXISting Hedge - Typccal 

CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN 
KIHEI DOWNTOWN 
PriKEA AVENUE/LILOA DRIVE INTERSECTION 
No Scale 

OBJECTIVE 
Create a landscape gateway element mto the Kihei Downtown that 
allows unobstructed views and prov1des planting continuity at the 
roundabout intersection. 

PRELIMINARY PLANT LIST 

STREET SAHDE TREES: 
e.g.: Shower Tree 

Hong Kong Orchid 
Kou 

SHADE TREES: 
e.g . Pmk Tecoma 

Tulipwood 
Lignum Vitae 

PALMS 
e.g .. Dwarf Date Palm 

FLOWERING SHRUBS/HEOOE: 
e.g · Bougainvillea 

Natal Pllm 
HibiSCUS 
Plumbago 

TROPICAL SHRUBS· 
e.g. PhilOdendron 

Monstera 

NATIVE COASTAL PLANTS: 
e.g Beach Naupaka 

Pohinahina 
'Akia 
'Uiei 

GROUNDCOVERS: 
e.g · Purple Tradescantia 

' llima Papa 
Golden GIOI)I 
Lar«ana 

GRASSES: 
e g : Hybnd Bermuda 

El Toro Zoysia 
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LANDSCAPE 
Village Square 

Shower Tree 

Foxtail Palm: No large 
nuts self-cleaning, straight 
trunk. max. ht. about 30 ft. 

African Iris 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
J uly 23, 2012 

Specimen Tree· Typ. Sym. ~f-----. 
..---..., .<'1t>-.!!.rl-..L Flowering Street Trees - Typ. Sym. 

Tall Singte-Trunked Palm -+1~~~ill~~----i-outdoor Site Furniture Location 
w/Grass - Typ. Sym. 

V1llage Square Focal Water/ -+-~~~1p,j•Jan ~~1----+-Shrubs!Ground Covers- Typical 
LancJscape Feature Location 
Medium Height Flowering Grass- Typ. Sym. 
Street Trees- Typ. Sym. 

CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN 
KIHEI DOWNTOVVN 
VILLAGE SQUARE 
No Scale 

OBJECTIVE: 
Create a landscape environment that is condusive to socializing 
and gathering, and is attractive, comfortable and safe. This area 
should be highly visible while providing shade, seating, and 
interest. 

PRELIMINARY PLANT LIST 

SPECIMEN TREES: 
e.g.: Shower tree 

Mahoganey 

FLOWERING STREET TREES: 
e.g.: PinkTecoma 

Tulipwood 
Hong Kong Orchid 
Plume ria 

TALL SINGLE-TRUNKED PALMS: 
e.g.: Royal Palm 

Foxtail Palm 

PALMS: 
e.g.: Areca Palm 

MacArthur Palm 
Raphis Palm 

TROPICAL SHRUBS: 
e.g.: Zanadu Philodendron 

Meyer Asparagus Fern 

FLOWERING SHRUBS/HEDGE. 
e.g : Bougainvillea 

Dwarf Natal Plum 
Hibiscus 
Plumbago 
African rris 
Philipine Ground Orchid 

NATIVE PLANTS: 
e.g.: Ahinahina 

Pohinahina 
'Akia 
Kupukupu Fem 
Kulu'i 

GROUNDCOVERS: 
e.g.: Mondo Grass 

Blue Daze 
Purple Tradescantia 
Lantana 

GRASSES: 
e.g.: Hybrid Bermuda 

El Toro Zoysia 
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LANDSCAPE 
South Detention Basin 

Coconut & Fiji Fan Palms: 
Coconut Palm: large nuts, 
trimmed regularly, max. ht. 
100ft. The Fiji Fan Palm: 
no large nuts, straight 
trunk, max. ht. 30 ft. 

Koki'o ke'oke'o {Native 
Hawaiian) 

Hala (Native Hawaiian) 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 

Tall Single-Trunked Palms --t--
Typ Sym 

Medium Height Aowering Trees _ __.,,..,.,,_ 
Typ. Sym 
Existing Chainlink Fence 

Property Line- Typical 

Native Hawaiian Shrubs! 
Ground Covers - Typical 

Limits of Southern Detention 
Basin 

2-Level Parking Structure 

CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN 
KIHEI DOWNTOWN 
SOUTH \NETLANDS BOUNDARY 
No Sea~ 

OBJECTIVE: 
Create a transitional landscape that bridges the wetlands and the 
built environment while reducing its overall visual impact Planting 
incorporates the use of native Hawaiian plants and riparian 
vegetation. 

PRELIMINARY PLANT LIST 

MEDIUM. HT. FLOWERING TREES: 
e.g.: Alahe'e 

Hao 
Beach Heliotrope 
Hala 
Plumeria 

TALL SINGLE-TRUNKED PALMS: 
eg.: Coconut 

Loulu 

NATIVE PLANTS: 
e.g.: Beach Naupaka 

Pohinhina 
'A'ali'i 
Kulu'i 
Koki'oke'oke'o 
Mao Hau Hele 
U'ulei 
Naio 

GROUNDCOVERS: 
e.g.: Nehe 

'llima Papa 
Maiapio 
Pa'u 0 Hi'iaka 
'Aki'aki 
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LANDSCAPE 
Village Hotel 

Hong Kong Orchid: 
Attractive flowers 

Hong Kong Orchid 
Blossom 

Hibiscus -Varieties 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 2 3, 201 2 

.-li\l~---1-- Tall Single-Trunked Palms 
w/Grass - Typ. Sym. 

Shrubs/Ground Covers 
Typ. Sym. 

Street Shade Trees- Typ. Sym. 
Outdoor Site Furniture 
Location 

Grass - Typ. Sym. 

CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN 
KIHEI DOWNTOVVN 
VILLAGE HOTEL 
No Scale 

OBJECTIVE· 
Create a landscape reinforces the vehicular roact.vay, provides shade 
and visual relief, while complimenting the building architecture and 
frontages. 

PRELIMINARY PLANT LIST 

SHADE TREES: 
e.g.: PinkTecoma 

Tulipwood 
Hong Kong Orchid 
Plumeria 

TALL SINGLE-TRUNKED PALMS: 
e.g. : Royal Palm 

TALL SINGLE-TRUNKED PALMS: 
e.g.: Areca Palm 

O.varf Date Palm 
MacArthur Palm 
Raphis Palm 

FLOWERING SHRUBS/HEDGE: 
e.g : Bougainvillea 

Dwarf Natal Plum 
Hibiscus 
Plumbago 
African Iris 
Philipine Ground Orchid 

TROPICAL SHRUBS: 
e.g.: Zanadu Philodendron 

Meyer Asparagus Fern 

NATIVE PLANTS: 
e.g.: Pohinahina 

'Akia 
Kupukupu Fern 

GROUNDCOVERS: 
e.g.: Mondo Grass 

Blue Daze 
Purple Tradescantia 
Golden Glory 
Lantana 

GRASSES: 
e.g.: Hybrid Bermuda 

El Toro Zoysia 
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LANDSCAPE 
Pi'ikea Avenue 

Pink lecoma: Very 
adaptable to the Kihei 
growing environment. 

Purple Tradescantia Flower 

0 2008 Flotldtlle.ccm 

Purple Tradescantia 
(Groundcover) 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 

Tall Single-Trunked Palms 
Typ. Sym. 

Outdoor Site Furniture 
Locations 

ilf==~~~i~~~~j~~~~- Medium Height Flowering Trees 
Typ. Sym. 

(""-~~~~,;,;~~1-Grass - Typ. Sym. 
__ J....,;:---,...,_ 

Jo'Qii~--1-----t-____..;H-- Shrubs/Ground Covers - Typ. Sym. 

Street Shade Trees - Typ. Sym. 

CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN 
IHEI 00\NNTO 

Pl'IKEA AVENUE 
No Scale 

OBJECTIVE: 
Create a landscape reinforces the vehicular roadway, provides shade 
and visual relief, while complimenting the building architecture and 
frontages. 

PRELIMINARY PLANT LIST 

SHADE TREES: 
e.g.: PinkTecoma 

Tulipwood 
Kou 

FLOWERING SHRUBS· 
e.g.: Bougamvillea 

Dwarf Natal Plum 
Hibiscus 
Blue Plumbago 
African Iris MED. HT. FLOWERING TREES: 

e.g.: Alahe'e Phillipine Ground Orchid 
Plumeria 
Kou Haole 

TALL SINGLE-TRUNKED PALMS: 
e.g.: Royal Palm 

TROPICAL SHRUBS: 
e.g. : Zanadu Philodendron 

Meyer Asparagus Fern 

GRASSES: 
e.g.: El Toro Zoysia 

NATIVE PLANTS: 
e.g.: Ahinahina 

Pohinahina 
'Akia 
Kupukupu Fern 
Kulu'i 

GROUNDCOVERS 
e.g. : Mondo Grass 

Blue Daze 
Purple Tradescantia 
Lantana 
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LANDSCAPE 
Parking Liloa Drive 

Bougainvillea -Varieties 

Tulipwood: Availability if 
large quantities small fruits 
are not a problem. 

Plumbago 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 

Existing Shade Trees - Typical 

'!1--'+- Existing Hedge - Typical 

Existing Bicycle Path 
'-f-lli-- Property Line - Typ. Sym. 
-+.-J+-- Existing Landscaping- Typical 

Ground Covers - Typ. Sym. 

Existing Single-Trunked Palms- Typcal 
U!'O~-+-'H-l--Hedge - Typical 

Tall Single-Trunked Palms 
w/Grass - Typical 

CONCEPTUALLANDSCAPEPLAN 
KIHEI DOWNTOWN 
PARKING FIELDS/LILOA DRIVE 
No Scl!le 

OBJECT IVE: 
Create an attractive landscape environment thai (J(ovides visual 
relief from the paved parking surfaces, reinforces the vehicular 
roadWays, and screens the seMce and utility enclosures. 

PRELIMINARY PLANT LIST 

SHADE TREES 
e.g.: PinkTecoma 

TUiiJ:M!OOd 
Kou 

TALL SINGLE-TRUNKED PALMS: 
e.g. : Royal Palm 

FLOWERING SHRUBS/HEDGE: 
e.g : Bougainvillea 

Hibiscus 
Plumbago 

GROUNDCOVERS: 
e.g.: Purple Tradescantia 

'llima Papa 
Golden Glory 
Lantana 

GRASSES: 
e.g.: El Toro Zoysia 

Hybrid Bermuda 
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Irrigation Design Concept 

Kihei is located on the leeward side of the island which naturally receives less rainfall than most of the 
rest of Maui and therefore it is necessary to provide a permanent irrigation system for the landscape 
planting areas for the proposed Downtown Kihei. It will be used to supplement the natural rainfall. 
Although drought-tolerant and Hawaiian native plants are being considered for the planting palette, a 
reliable water supply to the plants is essential to their health and survival. The Kihei Wastewater 
Treatment Plant will be the source of the reclaimed R-1 water that will be used in the landscape 
irrigation system. This reclaimed water line is located on Liloa Drive and is being used and has been 
successful in irrigating the landscape at the adjacent Piilani Commercial Shopping Center. This 
landscape irrigation system will be designed and adhere to all County of Maui, Department of 
Environmental Management, and State of Hawaii, Department of Health design standards and 
guidelines. 

The water source is at a higher elevation than the project and the point of connection for the landscape 
irrigation system will be at the mauka end of the project site along Liloa Drive, which is also at the 
highest elevation for the project. Because the topography of the site slopes mauka to makai adequate 
water pressure for the efficient operation of the irrigation system should not be an issue of concern. If 
necessary, pressure regulating valves will be installed at intervals to assure an even range of available 
water pressure throughout the system. The water will then be distributed underground through 
designated and identified reclaimed water PVC pipes. The only surface piping, or tubing, will be drip 
irrigation lines with in-line emitters. And wherever possible, these drip lines will be covered with some 
kind of mulch materials, whether organic or synthetic. It will be a standard detail to have most of the 
planters that are not planted with some kind of groundcover or grass to have a layer of mulching 
installed to assist in retaining moisture and minimize loss through evaporation. 

In addition to the planting areas throughout Downtown Kihei, the two detention basins located at the 
makai end of the property will have a permanent irrigation system as well to assure that it remains 
vegetated during drought conditions. This will provide a visually attractive green space between 
Downtown Kihei and the existing wetlands. 

Irrigation controllers, either electric or solar-operated, will be used to operate the automatic irrigation 
system and effectively program their sequence and run time. These controllers will be coupled with 
rain sensing devices that will automatically disrupt the electrical impulse when the rainfall threshold is 
met and temporarily prevent the controller from operating the system. Although there is an abundance 
of reclaimed water available presently, it is still the philosophy of the developer to conserve water 
however possible. 

Downtown Kihei will have a full-time landscape crew that will not only maintain the landscape planting 
but will also be responsible for the on-going maintenance and operation of the permanent irrigation 
system. 

DOWNTOWI~ KIHEI 
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EXTERIOR LIGHTING 

RECOMMENDED ILLUMINANCE 

Recommended Minimum Average Uniformity Ratio 
Horizontal Illuminance levels Avgjmin 

SIDEWALKS 0.5 fc 4 

ROADS 
Pedestrian Roads (Local) 0.7 fc 6 

Collector Roads 0.9 fc 4 

PARKING LOTS l.O fc 5 
INTERSECTIONS 

Local/Local 1.4 fc 6 

Collector/Local 1.6fc 4 

*Notes: 

-Lamp Standards- 75W LPS for internal road intersections and 125W LPS at intersections with major or minor collector roads. 

-See IES Table 6: Recommended Main ted Illuminance Levels for Pedestrian Ways (RP-33-99) for sidewalks. 

-See IES Table 2: Illuminance Method-Recommended Values (RP-8-00) for roads. 

-See IES Table 1: Recommended Maintained Illuminance Values for Parking Lots (RP-30-98) for parking lots. 

-see IES Table 9: Recommended Illuminance for the Intersection of Continuously Lighted Urban Streets (RP-8-00) for intersections 

PERFORMANCE CRITERIA & LIST OF COMPONENTS 

1. Circulation 

a. Lighting Perfonnance Criteria 

15o Cut off criteria 

ii. Minimum Luminaire Efficacy Rating: 60 

b. Roadway Lighting 

i. 20' Fixture Mounting Height, Maximum 

ii. Banner Ann 

iii. FlagArm 

iv. Decorative Illuminated Component 

c. Pedestrian Lighting 

20' Fixture Mounting Height, Maximum 

ii. Banner Am1 

iii. Flag Arm 

d. Decorative Illuminated Component 

e. Wall Mounted Pedestrian Luminaires 

b. 

c. 

d. 

iii. Building Mounted Flood Lighting with 

Color Accents 

iv. Under -bench Lighting 

Landscape Lighting 

i. Tree mounted Down Lighting 

ii. Tree mounted seasonal lighting 

Sign Lighting 

i. Retail Sign Lighting- Integral 

ii. Entry Monument Lighting-Integral 

Fa~de Lighting 

i. In-grade mounted Up Lighting 

ii. Building mounted Up and Down Lighting 

iii. Back Illuminated windows 

iv. Parapet Mounted Dome/Roof Lighting 

v. Water Feature Lighting 

f. Service Circulation Lighting 2. Photovoltaic Energy Systems 

i. Wall Mounted Luminaires 

ii. Post Mounted Luminaires 

1. Nodes and Accent: 

a. 

i. 

Plaza Lighting 

String Lighting 

ii. Area Lighting mounted by cable, post, or 

wall 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 

a. 

b. 

c. 

Parking Structure 

Open Parking 

Rooftop 
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EXTERIOR LIGHTING 
Village Square 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 

} .... v ..... ! 
Cable Mounted LED Accent Light 
•( Tokistar LED series l 

I • 

I _r 

.. 

Village Square 

Bldg 'J' 
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EXTERIOR LIGHTING 
F ar;ade Lighting 

Facade Lighting: lngrade Uplight 

Facade Lighting: Back Illuminated Windows 

~~~~ ~~-~ 
T'"'~ rt~·~ 

. ~ . . ' 

--~--~~\ ______ 11_·~~~------------~ 
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EXTERIOR LIGHTING 
F agade Lighting 

Facade lighting: Building Mounted Up and Down Lighting 

f~;~'~Jf~ 
r -r 
I I 

l'l Jl-

Facade Light ing: Trellis & Canopy Lighting 
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EXTERIOR LIGHTING 
Street Lighting 

Bldg 'H 

IS ft pole 
( Neri Cut-off lantern) 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
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EXTERIOR LIGHTING 
Pedestrian I Storefront Roadways 

Bldg. N orJ 

• \.C'. 04 * • ' ' • ~ f 1 

15ft pole 
( Neri Cut· off Lantern ) 
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EXTERIOR LIGHTING 
Parking Areas 
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ARCH TECTURE 
Design Guidelines 

Architectural Design Concepts 

The objective of the architectural design 
guidelines is to support building des~gns that 
include a variety of architectural styles that 
include contemporary interpretations of the 
character of Maui's early buildings. Examples 
that meet this objective are: 

Variation in building forms such as recesses or 
projecting bays. 

• Architectural details and fac;ade 
details such as recessed windows, 
recessed or projecting balconies and 
lanais, projecting sills. 

• Diversity of window size, shape 
or patterns that relate to interior 
function. 

• Special treatment or designs at 
building entries, use of overhangs, 
awnings and canopies. 

• Variation in the use of materials, 
patterns, surface relief, color and 
textures. 

• Subdividing the building facade into 
smaller, more human scaled elements 
such as tighter and more frequent 
rhythm of column or bay spacing. 

• Projecting pilaster, columns, bays 
cornices and roofs. 

• Distinctive corner entry treatments. 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 
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View along Pi'ikea Avenue towards Hotel 
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Design Guidelines (Continued) 

Buuamg t-acades 

Building Facades shall be visually interesting 
through the interplay of light and shadow, 
particularly those that face streets, plazas or 
public open space. The facades shall provide 
human scale and detail. 

Examples that achieve the desired visual 
interest include variation in building facade, 
recessed entries, recessed or projected lanais, 
recessed or projected windows and variation in 
size and rhythm in spacing, building 
undulations, building rhythm, canopies, roof 
overhangs, fascia detail, cornice details, 
exterior railing details and ornamentation. 

Fa cades should respect traditional design 
principles allowing for the flexibility to interpret 
the guidelines in a contemporary context. 

Blank Walls 

Blank or completely solid walls within the project are not permitted, with the exception of the 
theater building, which must have some blank walls, due to the nature of its use. 

Large surface blank walls of the theater should be detailed to break down the scale and appearance 
of monolithic walls. 

Building Transparency 

Transparent glazing shall be provided at the ground floor that insures the visibility of active uses and 
goods. Glass without coatings or tints shall be used for retail glazing. 

Provide transparent glazing at the upper levels to enhance the awareness of upper level activity as 
viewed from the street or public spaces. 

Use of highly reflective, mirror faced glass is not permitted. 
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E 
Design Guidelines (Continued) 

f:Huldlng r:mrtes anc1 ~torefront5 

Major entries to buildings on the ground floor shall be emphasized. 

Building entries and storefronts shall be articulated with a variety of architectural design elements that 
create street level interest. Recessed entries, more elaborate detailing, varied signage and graphics, 
inviting lighting at entries to retail shops, commercial spaces, and restaurants are appropriate to the 
design intent. 

Single buildings with multiple storefronts, shall use a varied treatments induding canopies, eyebrows 
and/or roof overhangs. 

Roof overhangs, canopies, eyebrows, arcades, and architectural ornamentation are additional 
elements that can be used to define and enhance building and storefront entries. 

Outdoor D1n1ng 

Outdoor dining areas adjacent to the internal private streets are appropriate at restaurants, coffee 
shops, and eateries to enhance the streetscape. This activity allows for spontaneity, casual 
encounters and creates opportunities for people to interact. 

Materrals 

Materials of quality that weather well, resist vandalism and require little maintenance are to be used. 

Exterior building materials that are appropriate to the design intent are: stone, masonry, plaster, stucco and 
wood or metal siding. 

A combination of these materials can be used to break-up building surfaces provided that it is consist
ent with the design guidelines and in keeping with the architectural character and style of the building. 

Retatmng Walls 

All retaining walls shall be split-face block or veneered with real or simulated lava rock. 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
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~ T .... TU E 
Design Guidelines (Continued) 

R r '1g ~4 t nc 
Roofing materials include but are not limited to corrugated and standing seam metal, wood and 
metal shake, slate, tile, shingle and gravel over built-up roofing. 

Exterior Colors 

Exterior colors may be used in any combinations to reflect the architectural style and character of 
the building. Garish, iridescent and highly reflective colors are not permitted. 

L1ghting 

Building lighting in addition to signage lighting shall be provided to accentuate important 
architectural components such as building towers, cornices or ornamental details. Building lighting 
shall also be provided for safety and ease of access at building entries. Lighting shall be provided 
for all open spaces and shall complement the lighting scheme along the sidewalks. 

Roof Design and Equ1pment 

A variant of roof shapes and design shall be provided to create an interesting and varied skyline. 
This varied skyline should also incorporate a variety of roof parapet designs, cornice caps and 
details to add "human scale". The roof shall be designed in such a way as to reduce visual clutter of 
rooftop equipment seen from streets and major public open spaces/plazas. 

All rooftop electrical and communication equipment such as dish antennae shall be screened from 
view from streets and major public open spaces/plazas. 

Care should be taken to mitigate the impacts of noise and odors when neighboring residential uses 
are located near mechanical equipment. 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 
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C'-IITEC .... ,RE 
Building Walls 

Parapets: Parapet heights are intended to screen roof-mounted equipment from adjacent roadways 
and properties to the extent reasonably possible given the grade differentials unique to this site. 
Changes in parapet height shall be used to enhance tenant entries, provide tenant identity, and 
articulated building elements. 

Materials: All colors and materials shall be selected from the approved material legend. Wall finish 
materials may consist of concrete, masonry, cement plaster, or stone. Rustic building materials such 
as natural stone, veneer systems or textured stucco are permitted. Awnings shall be either metal or 
fabric. Glass shall be clear, light gray t inted, or spandrel glass. 

Building Colors: Colors, materials, and finishes shall be coordinated on the exterior elevations of all 
buildings to maintain and promote continuity of the design themes while allowing for unique tenant 
presentations. Concrete, and plaster surfaces shall be painted. Metal surfaces shall be painted. 

Accent Colors: Accent colors may be used to identify and differentiate each tenant's entry area. 
These colors may be used for signage, signage backdrops, metal wall system, canopies, building 
comers as well as for the modular articulation of the building. 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 
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- ~TURE 

Articulation 

Buildings in all areas shall be articulated with three components. 

Building Base Component: The lower area of the building fa~ade shall be pedestrian scaled and 
consistent in thematic detail throughout the project. The height of this component shall be generally 
consistent. 

Wall Articulation Component: This area above the building base shall have articulation generally 
consistent for each building. Color and material variations may provide each tenant with unique 
identities. 

Tenant Entry Component: This component shall focus on each individual tenant's identity and will 
incorporate each tenant's brand and style while maintaining the architectural integrity of the project. 

Materials 

Exterior Cement Plaster - Light Dash 
Exterior Cement Plaster 
With Smooth Steel Trowel Finish 

E.P .S. Molding I Cornice I Trim 
With Smooth Plaster Finish 

Precast Concrete Columns I Bases 
Concrete Curbs 
Natural Stone Veneer 
Manufactured Stone Veneer 
Brick Veneer 
Flagstone 
Metal Reveal 
Wood 
E.I.F.S. 
Vinyl Coated Mesh 
Concrete Wall Panels 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 

Precision Concrete Masonry Units 
(CMU or Veneer) 

Split Face Concrete Masonry Units 
(CMU or Veneer) 

Resin-based Painted Steel 
Aluminum Storefront System 
Clear Tempered Float Glass 
Spandrel Glass 
Tinted Glass 
Architectural Metal Canopy I Trim 
Fabric or Metal Awning 
Decorative Metal Grille I Railing 
Standing Seam Metal Roof 
Slate Roof Tile 
Concrete Roof Tile 
Copper Accents 
Siding and Shingles 
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ARCHITECTURE 
The Village Square 

The heart of Downtown Kihei is the Village 
Square. Designed as a flexible space 130 feet 
by 130 feet, the village square provides for a 
performance venue, childrens' play area, 
outdoor dining and public gathering areas. 

Designed with a "outdoor living room" feel, the 
Village Square creates conversation areas with 
comfortable outdoor furniture. Shaded by a 
grove of Royal Palms, these areas allow for 
meeting and greeting friends, resting during 
shopping excursions, and watching one's 
children play on the sea turtles figurines and on 
the beach. 

The Village thoughtfully represents Kihei. The 
name "Kihei" literally translates to "cape". 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
July 23, 2012 

The large water feature is reminiscent of the 
local "loko i'a" (fishpond), with traditional lo'i 
kala for the wetland taro beds (plantings that 
grow in the water) also featured within the 
pond. 

Photo of native loko i'a 

Photo of lo'i or taro patch. 

31 

DOWN 
TOWN 
KIHEI 



.; 
.= -. 
v; 
t.Ll -Nz -· 

I, ill (/)c: -· ::::>~ - : ;;ao 
L :i 

'\ r :.::u 
" 

]! 
.t: 
!-

'" 
c: :z:z -
"' 3:3: ~ a: 

c::) c::) = >-QJ 
c:::::l t-- ::.:: :..: 

N 

0 

::: 
l lQ 

~ 

~ 

-"' ~ 
QJ 

3 
c: 

<I> 0 . .,. 
"' > 

"' 
QJ 

G) 
w 

.<::: c: b 

0 f l \ ·e 



~j 4'1. 
. -~ 

, 
• ; • 

• 
• 

~ • ~ 
0 z 
c 
0 
.~ 

> • w 
c • 
0 C "'8 



A ~HITECTURE 
The Hotel 

Integrated and visually anchoring the main 
street of Downtown Kihei is the four-level 
150-room select-service hotel of approxi
mately 93,000 sq. ft. gross building area. 
The entry with porte-cochere faces the retail 
I entertainment street scene that provides a 
walkable environment for guests. Parking 
for the hotel is provided at grade pursuant to 
Maui County "Ordinance 3662, Bill Number 
49, 2009" on the hotel site area of 
approximately 2.5 acres. 

Patti.a1 North E._..,atkln ,.._ .... r _,~ ...... , 

Amenities for the Hotel facility may include a pool, lanais for each room, and gardens. 

The maximum height of the hotel to the parapet is approximately 45 feet with allowable roof 
projections to 50 feet measured from finish grade. Any rooftop equipment will be shielded from 
view. Construction materials shall be selected from those outlined in Architectural materials 
section of these guidelines. 

v a vfll • un 'pof l o eooher.,· 

Section 
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ARCHITECTURE 
The Cinema 

Facing the Village Square is Downtown Kihei's 10-screen cinema with approximately 1,500 seats. The 
facility will provide state-of-the-art film presentations requiring a building height of 45-55 feet measured 
from grade. Stadium seat auditoriums will range in size providing venues designed for families and 
areas for food and drink. Facing the Village and fronting the Cinema is one level of retail. 

Outside and above the entry to the cinema lobby is a lanai overlooking activities below. Utilizing a 
water feature, the theater will include world-class video presentations that employ various projection 
technologies, engaging the Village Square in a unique way, leaving a lasting impression on visitors. 

While integrating allowable materials found in the Architectural Building Facades and Materials section 
of these Design Guidelines, the primary structure will be steel and concrete block. Sufficient ADA 
parking is provided near this fully accessible venue. 
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DESIGN TEAM DIRECTORY 

OWNER/DEVELOPER 

The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
44 Montgomery Street, Suite 3300 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
(415) 732-5600 
Contact: David Pyle 

ARCHITECT 

Stoutenborough, Inc. 
420 Alta Vista Way, Suite 100 
Laguna Beach, CA 92651 
(949) 715-3257 
Contact: J Todd Stoutenborough, AlA, NCARB, 
LEEDAP 

LANDSCAPE ARCHil ECl 

Russel Y. Gushi, ASLA 
44 S. Market Street 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 
(808) 242~6503 

Contact: Russel Gushi 

( IVIL (. v r I ~up\ L ~('I !\JEER 
WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
2145 Wells Street, Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 
(808) 242-4403 
Contact: Clifford Mukai, P.E. 

l iGHTING CONSULTANT 

Francis Krahe & Associates Inc. 
304 S. Broadway, Suite 500 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 
(213) 617-0477 
Contact: Francis Krahe, P.E. 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
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TRAFFIC ENGINEER 

Austin, Tsutsumi & Assoc., Inc. 
501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817-5031 
(808) 533-3646 
Contact: Keith K. Niya, P.E. 

PLANNER 

Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 
305 S. High Street, Suite 1 04 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793 
(808) 244-2015 
Contact: Colleen Suyama 

MECH I ELEC I PLUMB. ENGINEER 

IDS Group, Inc. 
810 Richards Street, Suite 503 
Honolulu, HI 96813 
(808) 330-7906 
Contact: Robert Popov, P.E. 
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Summary Report to 

The Krausz Companies, Inc. 

Covering the 

PROPOSED DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT 

Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive, 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

As of August 5, 2011 

• JOHN CHILD & COMPANY 
APPRAISERS Be CONSULTANTS 



I) 
JOHN CHll.D& COMPANY 

APPRAISERS & .CONSULTANTS 

August 27,2012 

Mr. David Pyle 
The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
444 Montgomery Street, Suite 3300 
San Francisco, California 94104 

Dear Mr. Pyle: 

Re: Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 

KarmChar, 1\L\I, CIU, 
Paul D. Coo~ 1\ II \1, CRE 

Shelly I 1. Tanaka 

At your request, John Child & Company has provided real estate consulting services to assess the 
current and projected market support for the proposed Downtown Kihei mixed-use development. 
This letter summarizes our findings that are presented in the attached report. 

STUDY BACKGROUND 

Krausz Kihei One LLC and Krausz Kihei Two LLC, entities related to The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
(Krausz), own the fee simple interest in three unimproved parcels flanking Piikea Avenue at its 
intersection with Liloa Drive in Kihei, Maui, Hawaii. The three parcels are identified as tax map keys 
3-9-02:30, 76, and 158 of the Second Taxation Division. About 3.5 acres of Parcel 30 are 
encumbered by wetlands. Consequently, the parcels have a net developable area of about 2004 acres, 
shown as follows: 

Net Developable Land Area 

Parcel 

30 
76 

158 

Total 

Acres 

9.969 
9.092 
1.376 

200437 

Krausz proposes a mixed-use "downtown" development on the three parcels. Its goals are to provide 
retail, office, and visitor accommodation units in a walkable and sustainable development. The 
development will include: 

733 Bi,d1OP Street, Suite 2500 • I Ionolulu, I lawaii 96813 
T 808.533.2951· F 808.523.7672· cmail:info@johnchilu.com 
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• About 257,000rjJ of gross leasable area for retail, office, restaurant and entertainment uses, 
including a 44,000rjJ Cinetopia theatre with restaurant, wine bar and gourmet concession 
stands 

• Four-story, 150-key select-service hotel with about 93,000rjJ of building area, including 
1 ,500rjJ of meeting space 

• Surface and decked parking areas, walkways, and other ancillary development components. 

Under the Maui County zoning code, the parcels are zoned for single-family residential uses. The 
Kihei-Makena Community Plan classifies the wetlands area as Open Space and the balance of the 
parcels for Business/Commercial use. Finally, the parcels are within a Special Management Area. 
Consequently, the proposed mixed-use development will require certain changes to the existing land 
use designations. 

Krausz has retained Munekiyo & Hiraga, a Maui-based land planning consultant, to assist with the 
land use entitlement process. As a part of the submissions to the Maui County agencies, certain 
market assessments of the proposed development may be necessary. In this regard you have asked us 
to assist you. 

STUDY OBJECTIVE 

The objective of our assistance is to assess the current and projected market support for the hotel 
and commercial components of the proposed Downtown Kihei mixed-use development. 

INTENDED USE AND USER(S) 

Our assistance is intended to be used by Krausz (Client), its consultants, and State and County 
agencies in matters relating to land use entitlements for the proposed Downtown Kihei mixed-use 
development. The Client has specifically agreed that our assistance is not intended for any other 
purpose or users and is not to be relied upon by any third parties for any purpose, whatsoever. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ANALYSIS 

The effective date of analysis is August 5, 2011. 
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REPORTING 

This assignment is presented in a summary report, a format intended to comply with the reporting 
requirements set forth under Standards Rule 2-2(b) of the Uniform Standards of Professional 
Appraisal Practice. 

This report contains summary discussions of the data, reasoning, and analyses used to project the 
market support for the hotel and commercial components of the proposed Downtown Kihei mixed
use development. Any data, reasoning, and analyses not presented in this report are available in our 
workfiles. 

STUDY CONDITIONS 

This report is subject to the study conditions that are presented in Section I of the accompanying 
report. 

PROJECTED MARKET SUPPORT 

The proposed Downtown Kihei mixed-use development is envisioned as a sustainable community 
integrating retail, office, entertainment, and hotel uses. Design elements create a pedestrian
friendly environment with open spaces that can accommodate open markets, entertainment and 
other community activities. 

The development will be centrally located within the Kihei-Makena community and in close 
proximity to major employment, educational, shopping, recreational, and community support 
facilities. The development will have convenient ingress and egress via major traffic corridors 
through the region. 

The estimated market support for the proposed Downtown Kihei mixed-use development are 
presented under the following subheadings. 

Hotel Component 

Based on the analyses presented in Section II, market support for new hotel development in Kihei is 
expected after 2013. Assuming a two-year planning and development period, demand would exist 
for the ISO-room Downtown Kihei hotel upon completion. 

Considering the competitive position of the Downtown Kihei development, the ISO-room hotel is 
anticipated to capture a substantial share of the new room demand from out-of-state visitors. With 
a capture rate of at least 50% of the annual new visitor room demand, the ISO-room hotel could be 
expected to achieve a stabilized occupancy between 2015 and 2016. 
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Demand from neighbor island residents and airline crew members has not been quantified. 
However, the hotel's central location and market orientation would appeal to these segments as 
well. Considering the potential demand from these markets, the projections of stabilized occupancy 
may be conservative. 

Commercial Component 

Based on the analyses presented in Section III, the additional retail space requirements within the 
Kihei-Makena area are estimated at about 172,000[ti to 224,000[ti between 2010 and 2015, and about 
119,000[ti to 159,000[ti between2015 and2020. 

The Downtown Kihei development could capture a 60% share of the additional retail space 
requirements. As a result, the 213,000[ti of non-theatre commercial space planned for the center 
could be fully leased by around 2020, shown as follows: 

Projected Market Support for the Downtown Kihei Commercial Component [1] 

Downtown Kihei Commercial Comeonent 
Additional Space 

Reguirement Per Period Cumulative 
Capture 

Period Low High rate Low High Low High 

2010-2015 172,000- 224,000 60% 103,000 - 134,000 103,000 - 134,000 
2015-2020 119,000- 159,000 60 71,000- 95,000 174,000 - 229,000 
2020-2025 121,000- 158,000 60 73,000- 95,000 247,000 - 324,000 
2025- 2030 116,000 - 153,000 60 70,000 - 92,000 317,000- 416,000 

* * * * * 

[1] Excludes 44,000[ti expected to be leased to Cinetopia. 
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CERTIFICATION 

We certify, to the best of our knowledge and belief: 

• Reported statements of fact are true and correct. 

• Reported analyses, opinions, and conclusions are limited only by the reported assumptions and 
limiting conditions and are our unbiased professional analyses, opinions, and conclusions. 

• We have no present or prospective interest in the property that is the subject of this report, and 
we have no personal interest or bias with respect to the parties involved. 

• We have provided real estate appraisal services relating to an ownership interest in the property 
that is the subject of this report within three years and have infonned the client prior to 
acceptance of this assignment. 

• Our engagement was not contingent upon developing or reporting predetennined results. 

• Our compensation is not contingent on the reporting of a predetermined value or direction in 
value that favors the cause of the client, the amount of the value estimate, the attainment of a 
stipulated result, or the occurrence of a subsequent event and is not contingent on an action or 
event resulting from the analyses, opinions or conclusions in, or use of, this report. 

• The reported analyses, opinions, and conclusions were developed, and this report has been 
prepared, in confonnity with the requirements of the Unifonn Standards of Professional 
Appraisal Practice and the Code of Professional Ethics and Standards of Professional Appraisal 
Practice of the Appraisal Institute. 

• The use of this report is subject to the requirements of the Appraisal Institute relating to review 
by its duly authorized representatives. It is also subject to the same review by the Counselors of 
Real Estate and the American Society of Appraisers. 

• As of the date of this report, Paul D. Cool, MAl has completed the continuing education 
program for Designated Members of the Appraisal Institute. 

• As of the date of this report, Shelly Tanaka has completed the Standards and Ethics Education 
Requirements for Associate Members of the Appraisal Institute. 

• Paul D. Cool personally visited the real estate that is the subject of this report. Shelly Tanaka 
did not visit the real estate; however, she is familiar with the property and its environs. 

JOHN CHILD & COMPANY, INC. 

~1).(]&--Q. 
Paul D. Cool, MAl, CRE 
Vice President 
Certified General Appraiser License No. 71 
State of Hawaii 
Expires December 31, 2013 

~r~ 
Shelly H. Tanaka 
Appraiser 
Certified General Appraiser License No. 648 
State of Hawaii 
Expires December 31, 2013 
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I-STUDYBACKGROUND 

This section presents the study background, study objective, intended use and intended users, 
effective date of analysis, and study conditions. 

STUDY BACKGROUND 

Krausz Kihei One LLC and Krausz Kihei Two LLC, entities related to The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
(Krausz), own the fee simple interest in three unimproved parcels flanking Piikea Avenue at its 
intersection with Liloa Drive in Kihei, Maui, Hawaii, as shown in Exhibit 1-A. 

The three parcels are identified as tax map keys 3-9-02:30, 76, and 158 of the Second Taxation 
Division, as shown in Exhibit 1-B. About 3.5 acres of Parcel 30 are encumbered by wetlands. 
Consequently, the parcels have a net developable area of about 20.4 acres, shown as follows: 

Net Developable Land Area 

Parcel 

30 
76 

158 

Total 

Acres 

9.969 
9.092 
1.376 

20.437 

An aerial photograph of the Downtown Kihei parcels and surrounding neighborhood is included as 
Exhibit 1-C. 

Krausz proposes a mixed-use "downtown" development on the three parcels. Its goals are to provide 
retail, office, and affordable housing units in a walkable and sustainable development. The 
development will include: 

• About 257,000[;(1 of gross leasable area for retail, office, restaurant and entertainment uses, 
including a 44,000[;(1 Cinetopia theatre with restaurant, wine bar and gourmet concession 
stands 

• Four-story, 150-key select-service hotel with about 93,000[;(1 of building area, including 
1 ,500[;(1 of meeting space 

• Surface and decked parking areas, walkways, and other ancillary development components. 

The conceptual site plan is included in Exhibit 1-D. Selected conceptual renderings are included in 
Exhibit I-E. 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit I-A 
LOCATION MAP OF DOWNTOWN KIHEI 

Source: DeL01me, Topo USA®6.0, 2006 and Google Maps. 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit 1-B 
TAX MAP OF THE DOWNTOWN KIHEI PARCELS 

Source: Title Guaranty of Hawaii, Title Guaranty Express. 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit I-C 

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE DOWNTOWN KIHEI PARCELS 

Source: The Krausz Companies, Inc. 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN FOR DOWNTOWN KIHEI 

t U •I • tlll H U tUt U t • " 

Source: Stoutenborough Inc. Architects and Planners. 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit I-D 
CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN FOR DOWNTOWN KIHEI Page2 

Source: Stoutenborough Inc. Architects and Planners. 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN FOR DOWNTOWN KIHEI 

TABULATION SUMMARY 

Bwldorg A 
Building G 
Building H 
Building J 
Pad I 
iOtli G.OU.Id l.Mt Bki9A.U 

SecondLMI 

P~irg Req~red Building 
Area 
(sf) 

( PUISuan111) Ordinance 36€2 
BiB No. 49. 2009) 

16,524 33 c.n @ 2 e<n 11000 sf 
16,002 33 
20,332 ~1 

19,660 39 
4,760 10 

- - - 77,878.t t56"t.rs 

P~irg 

Provided 

---~~I!Uilding 6(Me<J;c..w)-----~-- ----14;198"'"~--45C3r.! @ 3 2 c3iSTi{ij)Si·---------
Bw!dirg H 11,736 23 '-a!S@ 2 cars /1000 sf 
Building J _ 11,132 22 cars@ 2 e<n 11000 sf 
Total Second LMl Bld9 Am 37,066 sf 91 car. - --

Hotel (4Lewla) 
150 Keys 93,(1)0 150 tan~@ 1 car I key 
Total Building Am 93,000 sf 150 CArt 

Restautant AlfOMnCt (Additiollll) 
10,0Ci0 sf of GlA 48 e<n @ 8 e<n 11000 sf 

'1) ofdinlrg_<nao600J sr 
Total Rntlurant & Medical Ailov.enc. 48 em (ldditlollll) 

Total GJOQ LNIIblt Am 207,~af 445 em rtqUirtd 515 en provldtd 
(North Sldt) 

South Site Am 12.6Actes 
Bwldirg BU11dirg P~irg RequJed Pilll<irg 
Name Area ( PU1Suan111) Ordinance 36€2 Provided 

! sf) Bill No. 49; 2009) 
GtOUIIdLMI 
-----··ati,ld;;g~,;c·----~--~--------,4.67f~ --29CiS'jf2 c<ri71il005t-------~-- -------

S..Idirg N ~IJ. 183 40 
Pad 3 5,502 11 
Pad 2 5,306 11 
Building s 5,208 10 
Bwldirg T 5,208 10 

"2) BwldirgV (lhea!le) 44,180 245CatS@1ca/6sea!S 
Pad 4 6,655 40 CatS @ 10 tall /100) sf 

oldillirg <nao3993 sr 
TOI*I Groulld LMI Bldg Am 1C~,915 af 398 em ·· · 

SecondLMI 
Bwlding M (Of!ice) 
Building N (Setvice, Ret>~ & Rest) 
Total Second Level Bldg Am 

Restaurant AlfOMnCt (Additional) 
20.0Ci0 sf of GtA 

15,056 30 c31S @ 2 cars 11000 sf 
<1),183 40 
35,239 af 70 em 

96 CatS@ 8 cars 11000 sf 
of dining <na o 12000 sr 

96 em (ldditlollll) 

rOtll-ilrouioaUbieA~M_____ - ----~-1U.isriii---564'M-ifCi\rilid--~ -~~--·· sarc;n·p;o;ldld
(SoU1h Side) 

Total Project IVu 
(Nor1h & SoU1h SltH) 

• No1!: 

350,098 •' 1009 cart required 

I) Dining Room area of 1&$\'rurarlt is assumed alSO% ol GLA 
2) Them is 44160 sf o-n 2ievels at30 sf/ seat • 14n seats@ 1 ca 16 seats 

Source: Stoutenborough Inc. Architects and Planners. 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
CONCEPTUAL RENDERINGS OF DOWNTOWN KIHEI 

Source: The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit I-E 

CONCEPTUAL RENDERINGS OF DOWNTOWN KIHEI Page 2 
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Under the Maui County zoning code, the parcels are zoned for single-family residential uses. The 
Kihei-Makena Community Plan classifies the wetlands area as Open Space and the balance of the 
parcels for Business/Commercial use. Finally, the parcels are within a Special Management Area. 
Consequently, the proposed mixed-use development will require certain changes to the existing land 
use designations. 

Krausz has retained Munekiyo & Hiraga, a Maui-based land planning consultant, to assist with the 
land use entitlement process. As a pmi of the submissions to the Maui County agencies, cetiain 
market assessments of the proposed development may be necessary. In this regard you have asked us 
to assist you. 

STUDY OBJECTIVE 

The objective of our assistance is to assess the current and projected market support for the hotel 
and commercial components of the proposed Downtown Kihei mixed-use development. 

INTENDED USE AND USER(S) 

Our assistance is intended to be used by Krausz (Client), its consultants, and State and County 
agencies in matters relating to land use entitlements for the proposed Downtown Kihei mixed-use 
development. The Client has specifically agreed that our assistance is not intended for any other 
purpose or users and is not to be relied upon by any third parties for any purpose, whatsoever. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ANALYSIS 

The effective date of analysis is August 5, 2011. 

STUDY CONDITIONS 

This report is subject to the following study conditions: 

Basis of Analysis, 
Opinions, and Conclusions 

The analysis, opinions, and conclusions of this report are based on informed judgment about market 
and economic conditions as of the effective date of the report. 

The analyses, opinions, and conclusions of this report rely on data and information provided by 
others. The information is believed to be reliable; however, no responsibility is assumed for the 
accuracy of information provided by others. 
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The analysis, opinions, and conclusions assume: 

1. No hidden or unapparent surface or subsurface conditions of the property, structures, soils, 
subsoils, geological formations, ground water, or drainage conditions exist that would 
render the property more or less valuable. 

2. The client has provided us with all significant, relevant information covering the subject of 
this report. 

No responsibility is assumed for matters legal in nature affecting the property or its title, which is 
assumed to be good and merchantable. 

Properties in Hawaii typically include a reservation in favor of the State of Hawaii of all mineral 
and metallic mines. Our analyses, opinions, and conclusions assume these reservations do not have 
an impact on the value or use ofthe property. 

Any drawings, maps, photographs, and similar exhibits accompanying this report are included to 
assist the reader in visualizing the property. No responsibility is assumed for the accuracy of these 
exhibits. 

Legality of Improvements 

This report assumes that any existing and/or proposed improvements comply with all applicable 
federal, state, and county regulations, laws and private covenants and restrictions unless 
specifically stated otherwise. 

Hazardous Substances 

Unless otherwise stated, the existence of hazardous substances (actual, alleged or threatened 
discharge, disposal, seepage, migration, release, growth, infestation, spread or escape of molds, 
mildews, fungi and/or spores, or any materials, goods or products containing, harboring or 
nurturing these substances) that could be present on the property, or other environmental conditions 
that could impact the property, were not brought to the attention of the appraisers nor observed 
during the site visit. 

The appraisers are not trained or qualified to detect hazardous substances or conditions even if 
these hazards, or evidence of potential presence of these hazards, are visible on the property. 

Therefore, this report assumes no hazardous substance or condition exists that would impact the 
analyses, opinions or conclusions. If a hazardous substance or condition exists, it could have a 
negative effect on the value of the property. 

I-3 
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Archaeological or Historically Significant Conditions 

The appraisers are not trained or qualified to recognize archaeological or historically significant 
conditions, even if these conditions are visible on the property. 

Unless otherwise stated, archaeological or historically significant conditions that could be present 
on the property were not identified nor observed during the site visit. The report assumes no 
archaeological or historically significant condition exists that would impact the analyses, opinions 
or conclusions of this report. If an archaeological or historically significant condition exists, it 
could impact the use or value of the property and affect the results of this assignment. 

Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) 

The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) became effective January 26, 1992. Unless otherwise 
stated, this report was not based on any specific compliance survey and analysis of this property to 
determine whether or not it is in conformity with the various detailed requirements of the ADA. A 
survey of the property together with a detailed analysis of the requirements of the ADA could 
reveal that the property is not in compliance with one or more ofthe requirements of the ADA. If 
so, it could have a negative effect on the value of the property. 

Terms of Assignment 

We have no obligation to update our report because of events and transactions occurring subsequent 
to the effective date of the report. 

Neither our fees nor payment were contingent upon the results of the report. 

Reporting 

This assignment is presented in a summary report, a format intended to comply with the reporting 
requirements set forth under Standards Rule 2-2(b) of the Uniform Standards of Professional 
Appraisal Practice. 

This report contains summary discussions of the data, reasoning, and analyses used to project the 
market support for the proposed commercial, and hotel components of the Downtown Kihei mixed
use development. Any data, reasoning, and analyses not presented in this report are available in our 
workfiles. 

Use of Report 

This report is valid only if presented in whole, with the letter of transmittal and signed certification. 
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This report or any portion of this report may not be reproduced or published without the prior 
written consent of John Child & Company, and then only with proper qualification. 

The contents of this report or portions of this report, the identity of the appraisers or any reference 
to John Child & Company, the Appraisal Institute, the Counselors of Real Estate, or the American 
Society of Appraisers, or to their respective designations may not be disseminated to the public 
through advertising media, public relations media, news media, sales media, or any other public 
means of communication. 

Limitation on Liability 

John Child & Company shall not be liable to Client or to any third party (including without 
limitation lenders and other persons to whom Client may show this report for the purposes of 
obtaining credit, insurance or any other benefit or promise) in the event that the use or value of the 
subject property is or becomes different from the use or value estimates, analyses, opinions or 
conclusions in this report unless it is established by clear and convincing evidence that Jolm Child 
& Company acted in bad faith or willfully and recklessly failed to exercise an appropriate standard 
of care in the community while performing this assignment. In any event, Jolm Child & Company's 
liability to Client or to any third party shall be limited to the amount of the fees to complete this 
assignment. 

This report may not be shown to any third party without our consent and without recetvmg a 
written acknowledgement from any person to whom it is shown that such person has read, 
understands and agrees to be bound by the limitation of liability in this paragraph. 
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II- HOTEL MARKET ASSESSMENT 

This section summarizes the market support for the proposed 150-room hotel in terms of the State 
visitor industry trends, Maui' s visitor plant, projected demand for visitor rooms in Kihei, 
competitive supply, and projected market support for the Downtown Kihei hotel component. 

VISITOR ARRIVALS 

About 6.0 to 7.0 million people traveled to the State of Hawaii annually between 1990 and 2004. 
Visitor arrivals peaked at about 7.5 million between 2005 and 2007. However the global recession 
impacted travel, and arrivals fell sharply to about 6.4 million in 2009. 

The State of Hawaii Department of Business, Economic Development, and Tourism (DBEDT) 
forecasts visitor arrivals to the State. Its long-range visitor projections through 2035 were prepared 
as of July 2009 when arrivals were at an all-time low. At that time, DBEDT projected arrivals 
would not reach 7.5 million visitors again until 20 15. 

However, the visitor market rebounded faster than expected, with Maui and Oahu leading the 
recovery. By the end of 2010, visitor arrivals topped 7.0 million people, or about a 9% increase 
over 2009. Year-to-date counts through June 2011 show the market remains robust with arrivals up 
4.5% compared to the same period last year, as shown in Exhibit II-A. 

DBEDT forecasts arrivals will continue to increase between 2% and 4% annually over the near
term. Based on its near-term forecast prepared at the end of June 2011, visitor arrivals to the State 
could reach 7.8 million by 2014, as shown in Exhibit 11-B. 

MAUl VISITOR MARKET 

Direct flights to Kona and new resort development on Lanai and the Big Island of Hawaii have 
increased travel to these islands. However, Oahu and Maui continue to dominate the market. 

Maui receives about 2.0 to 2.2 million visitors annually, or about 30% of all visitors to the State, as 
shown in Exhibit 11-C. Characteristics of Maui's visitor market are summarized under the 
following subheadings. 

Major Market Areas (MMAs) 

The mainland U.S. accounts for about 80% of Maui's visitor market, or about 1.6 million people in 
2010. Ten states account for about 71% of all U.S. visitors, with 44% from California and 
Washington alone, as shown in Exhibit 11-D. 

Canadian visitors are a growing segment and currently account for about 9.5% of all visitors to 
Maui, or nearly 200,000 visitors annually. Recent sales in Wailea Resort also show Canadians are 
a significant second-home market for luxury real estate on the island. 
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Proeosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Develoement Exhibit II-A 

HISTORICAL VISITOR ARRIVALS, BY AIR 
1990- YTD June 2011 

Maui County 
Year State Oahu Maui Lanai Molokai Hawaii Kauai 

1990 6,723,531 5,139,558 2,235,701 46,052 103,477 1,127,373 1,228,850 
1991 6,518,460 4,831,027 2,129,020 55,721 89,361 1,111,035 1,182,326 
1992 6,473,669 4,864,160 2,267,020 79,242 115,684 1,139,978 881,730 
1993 6,070,995 4,472,235 2,212,129 73,046 94,179 1,117,656 576,366 
1994 6,364,674 4,629,736 2,288,809 78,012 79,135 1,079,535 860,719 
1995 6,546,759 4,817,552 2,268,273 92,353 83,109 1,081,047 929,150 
1996 6,723,141 4,903,884 2,260,454 94,292 77,470 1,163,700 975,436 
1997 6,761,135 4,875,612 2,260,921 106,036 79,922 1,205,081 997,087 
1998 6,595,790 4,601,834 2,243,912 97,434 75,245 1,340,767 1,078,400 
1999 6,741,037 4,560,142 2,278,933 94,546 69,657 1,307,720 1,089,289 
2000 6,948,595 4,719,244 2,246,254 87,661 64,558 1,267,966 1,074,821 
2001 6,303,791 4,257,829 2,048,896 84,905 70,233 1,181,618 1,008,698 
2002 6,389,058 4,276,077 2,073,051 80,875 75,134 1,243,313 1,005,898 
2003 6,380,439 4,090,483 2,125,421 91,445 94,106 1,207,164 975,867 
2004 6,912,094 4,464,551 2,155,561 73,382 72,084 1,281,156 1,020,915 
2005 7,416,574 4,731,843 2,294,697 73,280 73,487 1,521,538 1,090,147 
2006 7,528,106 4,688,117 2,446,590 94,269 86,336 1,614,408 1,204,132 
2007 7,496,820 4,694,750 2,463,595 100,350 83,163 1,622,359 1,299,045 
2008 6,713,436 4,193,685 2,075,800 80,867 68,883 1,321,277 1,030,647 
2009 6,420,448 4,024,888 1,892,396 61,054 48,339 1,215,256 928,112 
2010 6,982,425 4,328,849 2,092,069 68,884 50,253 1,290,859 964,724 

YTD June: 
2010 3,353,160 2,045,977 1,011,226 33,343 24,235 628,696 466,313 
2011 3,503,955 2,114,235 1,082,109 39,992 29,702 661,488 492,964 
%change 4.5% 3.3% 7.0% 19.9% 22.6% 5.2% 5.7% 

Notes: 

Figures exclude arrivals by cruise ship. 

The sum of visitor arrivals by island is greater than the total arrivals to the State because people visit more than one 
island. 

Source: Hawaii Tourism Authority, "20 10 Annual Visitors Research Report" (HT A 2010 Report) 

and "June 2011 Island Highlights." 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
FORECAST STATE VISITOR ARRIVALS. DAYS. AND EXPENDITUnES 
2005 - 2014 

DBEDT Forecasts (2Q 2011): Visitor Arrival 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit II-B 

FORECAST STATE VISITOR ARRIVALS, DAYS, AND EXPENDITURES 
2005- 2014 

DB EDT Forecasts (2Q 2011 ): Visitor Expenditure 

Visitor Expenditure (Air only) 

Air only Total 

"' 17.000 
annual c 

~ 
annual 

i 15.011o Smllnon growth Smilllon grOWih 

I'll. I I'll. I 
15,000 

2005 11,650 9.4" 11,904 9.6" 
10.011o 

13,000 2006 12,243 S.J" 12,492 4.~ 

' 
- :--. S.011o 2007 12,S78 1.~ 12,811 2.6" 

11,000 2008 11,182 ·ll.J " 11.398 · JJ.O" 
0.011o 

\ 
2009 9,794 ·12.4" 9,993 ·11.3" 

9,000 
·5.0% 11,383 16.1" 11,588 16.a. 2010 

2011 12.623 10.9" 12,837 10.81' 
7,000 ·10.011o 

.... 2012 13,317 5.5" 13,538 5.5" 

5.000 ·15.011o 2013 14,024 5.3" 14,250 5.]11 

2001 2003 2005 2001 l009 2011 20U 2014 14,643 4.4" 14,874 4.4" 

Page2 

Source: State ofHawaii Department of Business, Economic Development, and Tourism (DBEDT), 
"Quarterly Statistical and Economic Report, 2nd Qumter 2011" (2Q20 11 QSER). 



ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit II-C • MARKET SHARE, BY ISLAND 
1990- 2010 

Maui Count~ 
Year State Oahu Maui Lanai Molokai Hawaii Kauai 

Arrivals: 
1990 6,723,531 5,139,558 2,235,701 46,052 103,477 1,127,373 1,228,850 
1995 6,546,759 4,817,552 2,268,273 92,353 83,109 1,081,047 929,150 
2000 6,948,595 4,719,244 2,246,254 87,661 64,558 1,267,966 1,074,821 
2005 7,416,574 4,731,843 2,294,697 73,280 73,487 1,521,538 1,090,147 
2010 6,982,425 4,328,849 2,092,069 68,884 50,253 1,290,859 964,724 

Market Share: 
1990 N/A 76.4% 33.3% 0.7% 1.5% 16.8% 18.3% 
1995 N/A 73.6% 34.6% 1.4% 1.3% 16.5% 14.2% 
2000 N/A 67.9% 32.3% 1.3% 0.9% 18.2% 15.5% 
2005 N/A 63.8% 30.9% 1.0% 1.0% 20.5% 14.7% 
2010 N/A 62.0% 30.0% 1.0% 0.7% 18.5% 13.8% 

Source: HT A 20 10 Report. 



ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit II-D • TOP U.S. MAINLAND MARKETS TO MAUl 
2010 

Percent 
No. State Total oftotal [1] 

California 562,804 34% 
2 Washington 169,177 10 
3 Oregon 86,533 5 
4 Texas 84,105 5 
5 Illinois 56,014 3 
6 Arizona 51,665 3 
7 Colorado 49,520 3 
8 New York 43,435 3 
9 Florida 30,039 2 
10 Utah 27,230 2 

Total top 10 states 1,160,522 71% 

[1] Based on total U.S. visitors of 1,638,001 persons in 2010. 

Source: HTA 2010 Report. 



In comparison, the number of Japanese visitors to Maul has declined. Japan now accounts for only 
3% of all ani vats, down from about 16% in the mid-1990s, as shown in Exhibit II-E and as follows: 

Visitor Arrivals to Maui Island, by Residence: 2010 

U.S. East 

U.S. West 
49.6% 

Source: HT A 20 I 0 Report. 

Visitor Status and Travel Method 

Europe 
2.1% 

Oce-dnia 
1.6% 

Other Asia 
1.6% 

Latin America 
0.4% 

Other 
"3.8% 

About 68% ofMaui's visitors are repeat visitors with an average of 5.2 trips to the island. About 
69% are true independent travelers, as follows: 

2010 AJTivals, by Visitor Status and Travel Method 

State Maui Island 
Total % Total % 

Visit Status: 
First Timers 2,365,931 34% 678,442 32% 
Repeaters 4,6162494 66 1,413,627 68 
Total 6,982,425 100 2,092,069 100 

Average number of trips 5.1 5.2 

Travel Method: 
Group Tour 653,060 9% 99,169 5% 
Package 2,477, 135 35 627,618 30 
Group Tour & Package 546,830 8 76,059 4 
True Independent 4,399,060 63 I ,441,341 69 

Source: HTA 20 10 Report. 

Il-2 



ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit II-E • MAUl VISITOR ARRIVALS, BY COUNTRY 
1990-2010 

Other Latin 

~ U.S. West U.S. East Ja12an Canada EuroEe [1]~(2]~(3] America Other Total 

Arrivals (persons): 
1990 925,972 774,453 257,090 104,985 57,651 57,722 21,936 NA 35,892 2,235,701 
1991 890,842 728,177 247,104 84,532 54,268 45.910 36,908 NA 41,280 2,129,020 
1992 909,530 678,832 314,877 106.223 100.470 56,842 44,603 NA 55,644 2,267,020 
1993 889,791 626,221 332,732 103,956 100,796 39,507 56,505 NA 62,621 2,212,129 
1994 946,599 659,021 321,494 103,108 99,859 28,546 58,247 NA 71,935 2,288,809 
1995 921,010 642,013 357.186 93,046 99,977 26,917 56,146 NA 71,978 2.268,273 
1996 912,961 644,778 364,012 92,365 90.587 26,214 58,510 NA 71,027 2,260.454 
1997 925.793 624,050 334,058 98,337 91,599 25,777 60,365 NA 100,943 2,260.921 
1998 840,035 720,552 324,292 106,286 79.663 14,085 29,122 10,049 119,829 2,243,912 
1999 898,354 776,418 250,941 121,747 75,418 21,718 32,567 7,670 94,100 2,278,933 
2000 911,117 755,616 270,831 122,375 55,560 14,421 29,701 8.397 78,235 2,246,254 
2001 881,929 689,978 228.910 102,888 36,976 12,953 19,104 5,657 70,502 2,048,896 
2002 946,397 681,800 186,343 85,084 36,509 21,591 20,964 5,079 89,285 2,073,051 
2003 1,035.283 721,445 123,135 95,013 36,716 20,851 20,140 5,511 67,329 2,125,421 
2004 1.040.229 745,518 119,050 93,140 38,208 23,666 16,926 5,194 73.630 2,155,561 
2005 1,124,292 797,089 104,212 106,175 38,205 22,278 15,219 5,518 81,709 2,294,697 
2006 1,199,524 818,906 94,717 135,280 36,718 29.873 19,211 7.229 105,132 2.446,590 
2007 1,210,399 797,781 80,430 172,425 38,484 37,591 25,557 8,135 92,793 2,463,595 
2008 979.253 655,435 65,612 179,139 42,128 31,586 23,426 6,996 92,225 2,075,800 
2009 931,078 570.831 55,646 170,754 39,012 26,599 22,677 6,412 69,389 1,892,396 
2010 1,037,142 600,859 60,749 198.048 43,785 32,675 32,544 7,328 78,939 2,092,069 

%of total arrivals: 
1990 41.4% 34.6% 11.5% 4.7% 2.6% 2.6% 1.0% 1.6% 100.0% 
1991 41.8% 34.2% 11.6% 4.0% 2.5% 2.2o/o 1.7% 1.9% 100.0% 
1992 40.1% 29.9%. 13.9% 4.7% 4.4% 2.5% 2.0% 2.5% 100.0% 
1993 40.2% 28.3% 15.0% 4.7% 4.6% 1.8% 2.6% 2.8% 100.0% 
1994 41.4% 28.8% 14.0% 4.5% 4.4% 1.2% 2.5% 3.1% 100.0% 
1995 40.6% 28.3% 15.7% 4.1% 4.4% 1.2% 2.5% 3.2% 100.0% 
1996 40.4% 28.5% 16.1% 4.1% 4.0% 1.2% 2.6% 3.1% 100.0% 
1997 40.9% 27.6% 14.8% 4.3% 4.1% 1.1% 2.7% 4.5% 100.0% 
1998 37.4% 32.1% 14.5% 4.7% 3.6% 0.6% 1.3% 0.4% 5.3% 100.0% 
1999 39.4% 34.1% 11.0% 5.3% 3.3% 1.0% 1.4% 0.3% 4.1% 100.0% 
2000 40.6% 33.6% 12.1% 5.4% 2.5% 0.6% 1.3% 0.4% 3.5% 100.0% 
2001 43.0% 33.7% 11.2% 5.0% 1.8% 0.6% 0.9% 0.3% 3.4% 100.0% 
2002 45.7% 32.9% 9.0% 4.1% 1.8% 1.0% 1.0% 0.2% 4.3% 100.0% 
2003 48.7% 33.9% 5.8% 4.5% 1.7% 1.0% 0.9% 0.3% 3.2% 100.0% 
2004 48.3% 34.6% 5.5% 4.3% 1.8% 1.1% 0.8% 0.2% 3.4% 100.0% 
2005 49.0% 34.7%. 4.5% 4.6% 1.7% 1.0% 0.7% 0.2% 3.6% 100.0% 
2006 49.0% 33.5% 3.9% 5.5% 1.5% 1.2% 0.8% 0.3% 4.3% 100.0% 
2007 49.1% 32.4% 3.3% 7.0% 1.6% 1.5% 1.0% 0.3% 3.8% 100.0% 
2008 47.2% 31.6% 3.2% 8.6% 2.0% 1.5% 1.1% 0.3% 4.4% 100.0% 
2009 49.2% 30.2% 2.9% 9.0% 2.1% 1.4% 1.2% 0.3% 3.7% 100.0% 
2010 49.6% 28.7% 2.9% 9.5% 2.1% 1.6% 1.6% 0.4% 3.8% !00.0% 

[I] Includes Gennany (37% in 2010), England (30%). France (10%), Switzerland (12%), and Italy (II%). 
[2] Includes Australia (91% in 2010) and New Zealand (9%). 
[3] Includes Korea (68% in 20 10), China (21 %), Taiwan (6%), Hong Kong (4%). and Singapore (2%). 

Source: HT A 2010 Report. 



Purpose of Trip 

The majority of visitors were on Maui for vacation. Winter and summer months (December 
through February, June through August) remain the busiest travel seasons. 

About 8% ofMaui's visitors planned to get married or honeymoon on Maui. MCI travel (meetings, 
conventions, corporate incentives) accounts for about 5.5% of arrivals, with the remainder citing 
friends and relatives, sporting events, or other business for the purpose of their trip, as follows: 

2010 Arrivals, by Trip Purpose 

State Maui Island 
Total % Total % 

Pleasure: 
Honeymoon 497,278 7.1% 145,307 6.9% 
Get Married 116,551 1.7 28,133 1.3 
Pleasure/Vacation 5,231,129 74.9 1,724,777 82.4 

Mtgs/Conventions/Incentive 
Conventions 225,083 3.2 66,620 3.2 
Corporate Meetings 70,684 1.0 20,785 1.0 
Incentive 86,094 1.2 27,984 1.3 

Other Business 240,281 3.4 50,989 2.4 
Visit Friends/Rel. 660,752 9.5 124,431 5.9 
Gov't/Military 122,133 1.7 8,202 0.4 
Attend School 21,312 0.3 3,778 0.2 
Sports Events 95,207 1.4 16,684 0.8 

Source: HTA 20 l 0 Report. 

Party Size and Length of Stay 

The average party size on Maui was 2.15 people. The average length of stay for all Maui visitors 
was 8 days. 

However, both vary depending on visitor origin. For example, visitors from Japan and other Asian 
countries are on Maui for only 3 days on average, compared to 7 to 9 days for U.S. and European 
visitors, as follows: 
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Average Party Size and Length of Stay for Maui's Visitors in 2010 

Accommodations 

Japan 
Other Asia 
Oceania 
US East 
Latin America 
Europe 
US West 
Canada 

Average 
party size 
(persons) 

2.73 
2.53 
2.19 
1.87 
1.85 
1.78 
2.04 
2.18 

Source: HT A 20 l 0 Report. 

Average 
length of 
stay on 

Maui (days) 

3.24 
3.31 
5.15 
7.39 
7.85 
8.09 
8.46 

10.65 

In comparison to the rest of the state, Maui's visitor plant includes a larger proportion of hotel
condominiums or individual residential condominium units in vacation rental pools. As a result, 
nearly one-third of Maui's visitors planned to stay in a condominium, compared to only 18% for 
the State overall. 

However, hotel properties still comprise the majority of Maui's visitor accommodations, and the 
majority ofMaui's visitors (54%) planned to stay in a hotel sometime during their trip. About 13% 
planned to stay in a timeshare, as shown as follows: 

11-4 



2010 Visitor Arrivals, by Accommodations 

Hotel I condo I timeshare: 
Plan to stay in Hotel 
Hotel only 
Plan to stay in Condo 
Condo only 
Plan to stay in Timeshare 
Timeshare only 

Other: 
Rental house 
Cruise ship 
F riendsiRelati ves 
Bed & Breakfast 

Source: HT A 20 I 0 Report. 

Average Daily Visitor Census 

State 
Total % 

4,364,269 
3,831,737 
1,227,358 

967,050 
719,669 
554,270 

322,423 
132,329 
697,832 

63,955 

62.5% 
54.9 
17.6 
13.8 
10.3 
7.9 

4.6 
1.9 

10.0 
0.9 

Maui Island 
Total % 

1,138,931 54.4% 
884,127 42.3 
618,572 29.6 
487,217 23.3 
279,862 13.4 
209,616 10.0 

76,078 3.6 
108,235 5.2 
139,045 6.6 
23,886 1.1 

The average daily census measures the number of visitors on Maui and is an indicator of the 
demand for hotel rooms. However, the census excludes neighbor island residents and airline crew 
members that also require overnight accommodations. 

In 2010, the average daily visitor census for Maui Island was about 46,300 visitors, or about 26% of 
the State's average daily census. DBEDT forecasts the census for the State overall will increase by 
about 5% in 2011, and about 2.5% annually between 2012 and 2014. Its long-range forecast 
assumes lower growth rates of around 1.0% between 2015 through 2030. 

Based on these growth rates, the average daily visitor census for Maui Island is projected to 
increase from about 46,300 in 2010 to about 53,000 in 2014 and 62,000 by 2030, as shown in 
Exhibit II-F. 

VISITOR PLANT INVENTORY 

The 2010 Visitor Plant Inventory, compiled by the State Hawaii Tourism Authority (HTA), shows 
there are about 19,000 visitor accommodation units on the island of Maui. Nearly three-fourths are 
hotel, condominium hotel, or timeshare units. About 15% are unaffiliated individual vacation units, 
as shown in Exhibit II-G and as follows: 

II-5 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
PROJECTED AVERAGE DAILY CENSUS FOR THE STATE, 
MAUl COUNTY, AND MAUl ISLAND 
1990-2030 

Maui Maui Maui Island 
Year State County [1] Island as % of State 

Average Daily Census 
Historical: 
1990 162,070 39,500 36,300 22.4% 
1995 159,060 42,970 39,701 25.0% 
2000 168,637 43,854 41,819 24.8% 
2005 185,445 48,414 46,923 25.3% 
2006 189,441 51,034 49,319 26.0% 
2007 189,412 51,222 49,355 26.1% 
2008 172,487 46,038 44,433 25.8% 
2009 165,925 42,864 41,506 25.0% 
2010 179,721 47,619 46,263 25.7% 

Near-term forecast (2]: 
2011 188,729 50,013 49,013 26.0% 
2012 193,172 51,191 50,167 26.0% 
2013 198,647 52,641 51,589 26.0% 
2014 203,847 54,019 52,939 26.0% 

Long-term projections (3]: 
2015 208,273 54,984 53,884 25.9% 
2020 219,670 58,213 57,048 26.0% 
2025 229,829 61,135 59,912 26.1% 
2030 238,135 63,344 62,077 26.1% 

Average annual% change 
Historical: 
1990- 1995 -0.4% 1.7% 1.8% 
1995 - 2000 1.2% 0.4% 1.0% 
2000-2005 1.9% 2.0% 2.3% 
2005-2010 -0.6% -0.3% -0.3% 

Near-term forecast: 
2010-2011 5.0% 5.0% 5.9% 
2011 - 2012 2.4% 2.4% 2.4% 
2012-2013 2.8% 2.8% 2.8% 
2014- 2015 2.6% 2.6% 2.6% 

Long-term projections: 
2015- 2020 1.1% 1.1% 1.1% 
2020- 2025 0.9% 1.0% 1.0% 
2025-2030 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 

[!]Includes islands of Maui, Lanai and Molokai. 

Exhibit II-F 

[2] Based on DBEDT's forecast visitor days for the State (air only) as of June 2011. Assumes Maui County continues to 
comprise about 26.5% of the State census, and Maui Island represents about 98% of the County's census or about 26% 
of the State's census. 

(3] Based on the June 2011 forecast through 2014 and long-term growth rates projected by DB EDT as of July 2009. 

Source: Jolm Child & Company, based on data from the HTA 2010 Report, DBEDT 2Q2011 
QSER, and DBEDT "Population and Economic Projections for the State of Hawaii to 
2035- Revised, July 2009" (DBEDT 2035 Series). 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
SUMMARY OF MAUl'S VISITOR PLANT INVENTORY 

The overall number of lodging units on Maul 
declined by 0.7 percent over 2009, with 
reductions for most categories of properties 
[Figure 12]. 

Significant changes to Maui's visitor plant 
inventory include the closing of the Happy Valley 
Hale Maui hostel and the opening of Marriott's 
Maui Ocean Club Napili and Lahaina Towers. The 
Sands of Kahana reported a decrease of 7 6 
timeshare units for 201 0, and Aston Whaler on 
Ka'anapali reported 30 fewer condo hotel units in 
its rental pool. 

The majority of Maul's visitor units were in the 
Luxury and Deluxe price classes due to the high
end properties in the luxury regions of Wailea 
and Lahaina- Ka'anapali- Napili- Kapalua. 

Figure 12 

Maul- Inventory by Unit Type 
19,216 19.0SS 19.~SS 19,lH 

Source: HTA "20 l 0 Visitor Plant Inventory." 
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Exhibit II-G 

Figure 13 

Maul - Inventory by Property Type 

461 

Figure 1-4 

Maul - Inventory by Price Closs 
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Maui Visitor Plant Inventory: 2010 

Property type Units 

Apartment/hotel 0 
Bed and breakfast 91 
Condo hotel 5,941 
Hostels 32 
Hotel 7,129 
IVU [1] 2,831 
Other 2 
Timeshare 3,298 

Total 19,324 

Source: HTA 2010 Visitor Plant Inventory. 

Kihei Visitor Plant Inventory 

Kihei's visitor plant is described under the following subheadings. 

Number and Type of Accommodations 

%of 
Total 

0.0% 
0.5 

30.7 
0.2 

36.9 
14.7 
0.0 

17.1 

100.0% 

Kihei's visitor plant includes 74 properties with a total of 4,133 units, or about 21% of Maui's 
inventory. 

Kihei includes a greater proportion of condominium hotel and individual vacation units (IVUs) 
compared to the rest of Maui. Condo-hotel and IVUs typically require a longer stay (e.g., five 
nights minimum) and are, therefore, not able to accommodate short-term stays that are more typical 
of Asian visitors to Maui, business travelers, or Hawaii residents. 

Hotel rooms comprise only 16% of Kihei's visitor plant inventory, compared to 37% for Maui 
overall, as follows: 

[1] Individual vacation units (IVUs) are predominantly condominium units with very limited 
service, often with only basic cleaning supplies provided. 
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2010 Visitor Plant Inventory, by Type 

Maui Kihei 
Type Units % Units % 

Bed & Breakfast 91 0 16 0 
Condo hotel 5,941 31 1,843 45 
Hostels I other 34 0 0 0 
Hotel 7,129 37 652 16 
IVU 2,831 15 1,129 27 
Timeshare 3,298 17 493 12 

Total 19,324 100 4,133 100 

Source: HTA 20!0 Visitor Plant Inventory. 

Kihei's visitor plant is relatively old with the majority of its properties built before 1980, as shown 
in Exhibit II-H. 

Since 2000, new resort development in Kihei has been limited to 200 new timeshare units in the 
Worldmark at Kihei. The lack of suitable, zoned land has been, and will continue to be, the major 
constraint to new resort development in Kihei. 

Class of Units 

The majority of Kihei's visitor accommodations are located off-water, and most were originally 
built as residential condominiums. Therefore, they lack the amenities and services commonly 
found in full-service hotels, such as on-site restaurants, daily housekeeping services, spas, and 
concierge desks. As a result, only 20% of Kihei's inventory are in the "Deluxe" or "Luxury" 
category. These primarily include hotel units in the Maui Coast Hotel and Maui Hill timeshare 
project, and individual condominium units in oceanfront projects such as Sugar Beach Resort and 
Kamaole Sands. 

About three-fourths of Kihei's visitor units are classified as "Standard" rooms. Daily room rates 
for this class range between $101 and $250. The mix of units by price class is shown in 
Exhibit II-I and summarized as follows: 
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Pro12osed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Develo12ment Exhibit 11-H • KIHEI VISITOR UNITS, BY PROPERTY TYPE 
2000- 2010 

Number of Units 
Year 

No. Proeer~ oeened 2000 2005 2010 

Hotels 
1 Aloha Pualani 1978 6 5 5 
2 Aston Maui Lu Resort 1958 120 120 120 
3 Days Inn Maui Oceanfront Kihei 1972 88 71 87 
4 Maui Coast Hotel 1991 265 265 265 
5 Maui Sunseeker Resort 1971 4 5 17 
6 Maui Sunset 1976 200 150 158 
Total hotels 683 616 652 

Timeshare 
7 Kamaole Beach Club 1983 37 37 31 
8 Kapulanikai 1975 12 12 12 
9 Leilani Kai Resort 1960 8 8 8 
10 Maui Beach Resort 1989 45 48 
11 Maui Hill 1981 129 131 136 
12 Maui Schooner Resort 1990 58 58 58 
13 W orldmark at Kihei 2001 200 200 
Total timeshare 244 491 493 

Condo hotel I IVUs: 
14 Kamaole Sands 1983 325 281 334 
15 Maui Banyan 1990 150 150 253 
16 Maui Vista 1979 145 145 225 
17 Maui Kamaole 1989 150 202 191 
18 Sugar Beach 1976 213 200 164 
19 Kauhale Makai 1978 112 112 135 
20 Kihei Kai Nani 1973 130 130 1~~ 

.).) 

21 Mana Kai 1973 52 55 111 
22 Kihei Akahi 1977 110 110 109 
?~ _.) Luana Kai 1979 75 75 104 
24 Menehune Shores 1976 91 109 100 
25 Hale Pau Hana 1969 48 60 84 
26 Kihei Surfside Resort 1976 69 79 79 
27 Kihei Alii Kai 1979 73 74 78 
28 Haleakala Shores 1975 15 76 74 
29 Maui Suncoast Realty Various 75 60 
30 Kihei Beach Resort 1973 40 48 50 
31 Kihei Bay Surf 1980 52 119 47 
32 Kihei Bay Vista 198912003 17 40 
33-68 All others [ 1] 1958-1982 751 769 601 
Total condo hotels I lVUs 2,618 2,869 2 972 

69-74 Bed & Breakfasts [2] 1993-2002 29 19 16 

Total Kihei market area 3,574 3,995 4,133 

[ l] Includes 36 projects with fewer than 40 units each in 2010. The median year built for these projects is 1975. 
[2] Includes 8 properties in 20 l 0. 

Source: HTA 2010 Visitor Plant Inventory. 



ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit II-I • KIHEI VISITOR PLANT INVENTORY, BY PRICE CLASS Page 1 
2010 

Number of Units 
Budget Standard Deluxe Luxury 

No. Property < $100 $101-250 $251-500 $500+ 

Hotels 
1 Aloha Pualani 5 
2 Aston Maui Lu Resort 120 
3 Days Inn Maui Oceanfront Kihei 84 3 
4 Maui Coast Hotel 151 114 
5 Maui Sunseeker Resort 14 3 
6 Maui Sunset 158 
Total hotels 527 125 

Timeshare 
7 Kamaole Beach Club 13 18 
8 Kapulanikai 12 
9 Leilani Kai Resort 8 
10 Maui Beach Resort 47 
II Maui Hill 136 
12 Maui Schooner Resort 58 
13 Worldmark at Kihei 200 
Total timeshare 292 201 

Condo hotel I IV Us: 
14 Kamaole Sands 235 96 3 
15 Maui Banyan 189 64 
16 Maui Vista 225 
17 Maui Kamaole 187 4 
18 Sugar Beach 110 54 
19 Kauhale Makai 135 
20 Kihei Kai Nani 128 5 
21 Mana Kai 57 54 
22 Kihei Akahi 109 
?1 _.) Luana Kai 104 
24 Menehune Shores 100 
25 Hale Pau Hana 4 80 
26 Kihei Surfside Resort 79 
27 Kihei Alii Kai 78 
28 Haleakala Shores 74 
29 Maui Suncoast Realty 60 
30 Kihei Beach Resort 39 II 
31 Kihei Bay Surf 47 
32 Kihei Bay Vista 13 27 
33-68 All others [ 1] 57 402 139 1 

.) 

Total condo hotels I IVUs 245 2,219 502 6 

69-74 Bed & Breakfasts [2] 8 8 

Total Kihei market area 253 3,046 828 6 

[I] Includes 36 projects with fewer than 40 units each in 20 I 0. The median year built for these projects is 1975. 
[2] Includes 8 properties in 20 I 0. 

Source: HTA 2010 Visitor Plant Inventory. 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
KIHEI VISITOR PLANT INVENTORY, BY PRICE CLASS 
2010 

Percent of Units 
Budget Standard Deluxe 

No. Pro12er~ < $100 $101-250 $251-500 

Hotels 
I Aloha Pualani - % - % 100 
2 Aston Maui Lu Resort 100 
3 Days Inn Maui Oceanfront Kihei 97 3 
4 Maui Coast Hotel 57 43 
5 Maui Sunseeker Resort 82 18 
6 Maui Sunset 100 
Total hotels 81 19 

Timeshare 
7 Kamaole Beach Club 42 58 
8 Kapulanikai 100 
9 Leilani Kai Resort 100 
10 Maui Beach Resort 2 98 
II Maui Hill 100 
12 Maui Schooner Resort 100 
13 W orldmark at Kihei 100 
Total timeshare 59 41 

Condo hotel I IVUs: 
14 Kamaole Sands 70 29 
15 Maui Banyan 75 25 
16 Maui Vista 100 
17 Maui Kamaole 98 2 
18 Sugar Beach 67 33 
19 Kauhale Makai 100 
20 Kihei Kai Nani 96 4 
21 Mana Kai 51 49 
22 Kihei Akahi 100 
23 Luana Kai 100 
24 Menehune Shores 100 
25 Hale Pau Hana 5 95 
26 Kihei Surfside Resort 100 
27 Kihei Alii Kai 100 
28 Haleakala Shores 100 
29 Maui Suncoast Realty 100 
30 Kihei Beach Resort 78 22 
31 Kihei Bay Surf 100 
32 Kihei Bay Vista 33 68 
33-68 All others [I] 9 67 23 
Total condo hotels I IVUs 8 75 17 

69-74 Bed & Breakfasts [2] 50 50 

Total Kihei market area 6 74 20 

Exhibit II-I 
Page 2 

Luxury 
$500+ 

% - % 

0 
0 

0 

[!]Includes 36 projects with fewer than 40 units each in 20 I 0. The median year built for these projects is 1975. 
[2] Includes 8 properties in 20 I 0. 

Source: HTA 2010 Visitor Plant Inventory. 



2010 Visitor Plant Inventory, by Class 

Maui 
Class Units 

Budget (Up to $100) 889 
Standard ($1 01 to $250) 5,932 
Deluxe ($251 to $500) 5,391 
Luxury (Over $500) 7,111 

Total 19,324 

Source: HTA 2010 Visitor Plant Inventory. 
Note: Columns do not foot because of rounding. 

Occupancies and Rates 

Kihei 
% Units 

15% 253 
31 3,046 
28 828 
37 6 

100 4,133 

% 

6% 
74 
20 

0 

100 

Since 1980, the average hotel occupancy rate on Maui has generally fluctuated between 70% and 
77%. However, the average daily room rate has nearly quadrupled, from about $60 in 1980 to 
about $220 in 2010, as shown in Exhibit II -J. 

Kihei has historically experienced lower occupancies compared to the rest of Maui. Since 200 1, 
Kihei's occupancy rate has ranged from a low of 56% in 2009 to a high of 72% in 2005. The YTD 
occupancy rate as of November 2010 was 67%, as shown in Exhibit Il-K. 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit II-J 
HISTORICAL OCCUPANCY, ROOM RATES, AND REVPAR FOR MAUl ISLAND 
1980- 2010 

Source: Hawaii Tourism Authority, Smith Travel Research, and Hospitality Advisors, LLC. 



ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit IT-K • illSTOIUCAL HOTEL OCCUPANCY RATES 
2001- 2010 [11 

Year State Oahu Maui Kihei [2J Hawaii Kauai 

Average H otel Occupancy Rate: 
2001 69.2 % 68.6 % 73.0 % 64.0 % 63.6 % 70.0 % 
2002 69.8 70.3 7 1.0 65.5 62.1 70.0 
2003 72.7 73.2 74.8 66.6 65.7 75. 1 
2004 77.7 79.7 77.8 69.6 70.0 78.3 
2005 81.2 85.6 79.6 72.3 72.2 76.7 
2006 79.5 82.5 79.9 7 1.6 71.0 75.2 
2007 75.0 76.8 75.5 68.8 67.5 75.8 
2008 70.5 75.0 67.9 65.5 59.8 67.9 
2009 62.9 72.3 58.9 56.0 53.5 57.0 
20 10 69.7 78.2 68. 1 67.4 56.4 59.2 

Percent of S tate: 
2001 100.0 % 99.1 % 105.5 % 92.4 % 91.9 % 101.2 % 
2002 100.0 100.7 101.7 93.8 89.0 100.3 
2003 100.0 100.6 102.8 9 1.6 90.3 103.3 
2004 100.0 102.6 100.1 89.5 90. 1 100.8 
2005 100.0 105.4 98.0 89.1 88.9 94.5 
2006 100.0 103.8 100.5 90.1 89.3 94.6 
2007 100.0 102.4 100.7 91.7 90.0 101.1 
2008 100.0 106.4 96.3 92.9 84.8 96.3 
2009 100.0 114.9 93.6 89.0 85.1 90.6 
2010 100.0 112.2 97.7 96.7 80.9 84.9 
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[ 11 The 20 I 0 ligures for Kihei a re as of YTD 11 / 10. 
[2] The Kihei occupancy rates a rc based on responses by 13 hotels with a total of \ ,387 rooms. 

Source: Hawa ii Tourism Authority, Smith Travel Research, and Hosp itality Advisors, LLC. 



Its room rates are also among the lowest in the State, the result of its large proportion of standard 
class properties. The average daily room rate for Kihei was $124 as ofYTD 1112010, as shown in 
Exhibit Il-L. [1] 

PROJECTED DEMAND FOR VISITOR ROOMS 

The analysis used to project demand for the 150-room Downtown Kihei hotel is presented under 
the following subheadings. 

Accommodated Demand 

The current accommodated room demand is estimated based on the current occupancy rate and total 
available rooms. 

[1] Occupancy and room rate data for Kihei are based on information compiled by Smith Travel 
Research (STR) for 13 hotels and hotel condominiums with a combined 1,387 rooms, or about 
34% of the existing visitor plant. Local or national hotel chains including Aston Hotels & 
Resorts and Coast Hotels manage 63% of the units included in the data set. The remaining 
37% is managed by third-party property management companies or an association of owners, 
as follows: 

No. of 
Property Chain affiliation Opened rooms 

Chain affiliation: 
Maui Banyan Aston Hotels & Resorts 1990 150 
Maui Hill Aston Hotels & Resorts 1981 55 
Maui Lu Aston Hotels & Resorts 1960 120 
Kamaole Sands Castle Resorts 1983 195 
Maui Coast Hotel Coast Hotels 1991 265 
Maui Oceanfront Resort Days Inn 1973 87 

Other 
Sugar Beach 1978 111 
Kihei Akahi 1977 46 
Hale Kai 0 Kihei 1969 17 
Hale Kamaole 1976 39 
Maui Kamaole 1988 141 
Mana Kai Maui 1973 102 
Hale Pau Hana 1969 59 

Total 1,387 
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ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit Il-L • HOTEL AVERAGE ROOM RATES 
2001- 2010 Ill 

Year State Oahu Maui Kihei [2] Hawaii Kauai 

Average Daily Ra te: 
2001 $144.88 $116.22 $184.13 $104.85 $173.78 $15 1.37 
2002 140.54 111.46 181.25 101.61 172.80 156.78 
2003 144.16 116.27 183.58 105.55 156.74 166.84 
2004 152.17 123.34 194.96 110.87 167.51 177.21 
2005 166.86 139.68 214.41 117.98 173.67 184.10 
2006 187. 19 157.02 246.08 139.33 191.50 189.94 
2007 199.96 168.36 261.43 145.21 203.01 206.34 
2008 201.85 169.44 271.39 146.92 203.30 206.94 
2009 177.10 150.06 237.51 132.20 185.43 188.78 
2010 174.33 149.67 226.07 124.04 183.63 184.52 

Percent of State: 
2001 100.0 % 80.2 % 127.1 % 72.4 % 119.9 % 104.5 % 
2002 100.0 79.3 129.0 72.3 123.0 111.6 
2003 100.0 80.7 127.3 73.2 108.7 115.7 
2004 100.0 81.1 128.1 72.9 11 0.1 116.5 
2005 100.0 83.7 128.5 70.7 104. 1 110.3 
2006 100.0 83.9 131.5 74.4 102.3 101.5 
2007 100.0 84.2 130.7 72.6 101.5 103.2 
2008 100.0 83.9 134.5 72.8 100.7 102.5 
2009 100.0 84.7 134.1 74.6 104.7 106.6 
2010 100.0 85.9 129.7 71.2 105.3 105.8 
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[I] The 2010 figures for Kihei are as of YTD 11/10. 
[2] Averages for Kihei are based on responses by 13 hotels with a total of 1,387 rooms. 

Source: Hawaii Tourism Authority, Smith Travel Research and Hospitality Advisors, LLC. 



For the eleven months ended November 2010, the average hotel occupancy rate in Kihei was 67%. 
The occupancy rate implies an accommodated room demand of about 2,769 rooms, as follows: 

Accommodated Room Demand in Kihei: 20 10 

Projected Demand 

Existing supply (units) 
Current occupancy 

Accommodated room demand (units) 

4,133 
67%[1] 

2,769 

Future demand is estimated based on the projected increase in the average daily visitor census. The 
study approach and method used to project room demand is summarized under the following 
subheadings. 

Average Daily Census on Maui Island 

The average daily census for Maui Island was previously projected to increase from about 46,300 
visitors in 2010 to about 53,000 visitors by 2014, as previously shown in Exhibit 11-F. The average 
daily census is allocated among the various visitor markets based on the historical distribution, as 
shown in Exhibit 11-M. 

Kihei-Makena Share of Average Daily Census 

A portion of Maui's visitor census is allocated to Kihei-Makena based on its share of occupied visitor 
units, as follows: 

• In 2010, HTA reports there were 19,324 visitor units on Maui. West Maui resorts included 
10,909 units; other destinations that primarily include Kihei, Wailea, and Makena account for 
the balance, or 8,415 units. 

• Based on the 2010 occupancy rate of 68.1 %, an estimated 13,160 units on Maui were 
occupied. West Maui accounts for about 56.5% of the total, or about 7,429 units. Other Maui 
resorts comprise the balance, or about 43.5% of the total, as shown on page 1 of 
Exhibit 11-N. 

• The 3,102 hotel and condo hotel units in Kihei-Makena represent about 36.9% of the total 
8,415 units reported for Other Maui. Including timeshare and individual vacation units, 
Kihei-Makena's supply totals 7,813 rooms, or about 92.8% of all Other Maui units. 

[1] The YTD 2011 occupancy for Kihei is not available. However, based on the YTD performance 
for Maui Island and the state in general, Kihei's 2011 occupancy is projected to be at least 67% 
or better. 
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Pro12osed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Develo12ment Exhibit II-M • AVERAGE DAILY CENSUS TO MAUl, BY MARKET SEGMENT 
1990-2030 

Avera~e Dail~ Census ~Persons) Percent of Average Dail~ Census 
Year u.s. Japan Canada Other Total U.S. Japan Canada Other Total ---

Historical: 
1990 28,727 1,873 3,235 2,465 36,300 79.1% 5.2% 8.9% 6.8% 100.0% 
1995 29,906 2,780 3,241 3,773 39,701 75.3% 7.0% 8.2% 9.5% 100.0% 
2000 33,479 1,862 3,073 3,405 41,819 80.1% 4.5% 7.3% 8.1% 100.0% 
2005 40,102 884 2,813 3,124 46,923 85.5% 1.9% 6.0% 6.7% 100.0% 
2006 41,403 732 3,457 3,727 49,319 83.9% 1.5% 7.0% 7.6% 100.0% 
2007 40,598 668 4,325 3,764 49,355 82.3% 1.4% 8.8% 7.6% 100.0% 
2008 35,143 554 4,927 3,809 44,433 79.1% 1.2% 11.1% 8.6% 100.0% 
2009 32,997 441 4,610 3,457 41,506 79.5% 1.1% 11.1% 8.3% 100.0% 
2010 36,305 539 5,779 3,640 46,263 78.5% 1.2% 12.5% 7.9% 100.0% 

Near-te1m forecast: 
2011 38,720 490 5,882 3,921 49,013 79.0% 1.0% 12.0% 8.0% 100.0% 
2012 39,632 502 6,020 4,013 50,167 79.0% 1.0% 12.0% 8.0% 100.0% 
2013 40,755 516 6,191 4,127 51,589 79.0% 1.0% 12.0% 8.0% 100.0% 
2014 41,822 529 6,353 4,235 52,939 79.0% 1.0% 12.0% 8.0% 100.0% 

Long-term projections: 
2015 42,569 539 6,466 4,311 53,885 79.0% 1.0% 12.0% 8.0% 100.0% 
2020 45,068 570 6,846 4,564 57,048 79.0% 1.0% 12.0% 8.0% 100.0% 
2025 47,330 599 7,189 4,793 59,911 79.0% 1.0% 12.0% 8.0% 100.0% 
2030 49,041 621 7,449 4,966 62,077 79.0% 1.0% 12.0% 8.0% 100.0% 

Source: John Child & Company, based on historical data and forecasts by HTA and DBEDT. 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
ESTIMATED MARKET SHARE OF VISITORS TO KIHEI-MAKENA 
BASED ON SHARE OF OCCUPIED VISITOR UNITS 

2007 2008 

Number of visitor accommodation units: 
West Maui [1] 10,400 10,453 
Other Maui 

Kihei-Makena 
Hotels and Condo Hotels 3,347 2,991 
All other 4,720 4,880 

Subtotal - Kihei-Makena 8,067 7,871 
Elsewhere on Maui 749 731 

Other Maui 8,816 8,602 

Total visitor units 19,216 19,055 

Occupancy rates [2]: 
West Maui 78.3% 69.0% 
Other Maui 72.6% 66.6% 
Maui Island 75.5% 67.9% 

Occupied units: 
West Maui 8,143 7,213 
Other Maui 6,400 5,729 

Total 14,543 12,942 

Share of occupied units: 
West Maui 56.0% 55.7% 
Other Maui 44.0% 44.3% 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 

[1] Includes Kaanapali, Lahaina, Kapalua and Napili. 

Exhibit II-N 
Page 1 

2009 2010 

10,941 10,909 

3,101 3,102 
4,782 4,711 

7,883 7,813 
631 602 

8,514 8,415 

19,455 19,324 

58.9% 68.1% 
58.9% 68.1% 
58.9% 68.1% 

6,444 7,429 
5,015 5,731 

11,459 13,160 

56.2% 56.5% 
43.8% 43.5% 

100.0% 100.0% 

[2] Occupancy rates for West Maui and Other Maui are not available for 2009 and 2010. 
Therefore, the average for Maui Island is used. 

Source: John Child & Company based on data provided by Hospitality Advisors LLC and HT A. 



ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit 11-N • ESTIMATED MARKET SHARE OF VISITORS TO KIHEI-MAKENA Page 2 
BASED ON SHARE OF OCCUPIED VISITOR UNITS 

2007 2008 2009 2010 

Estimated share of US, Canadian and Other visitors: 
Other Maui share of occupied units 44.0% 44.3% 43.8% 43.5% 
All Kihei-Makena units 
as a percent of Other Maui units 91.5% 91.5% 92.6% 92.8% 

Share of US, Canadian, and other visitors (product): 40.3% 40.5% 40.6% 40.4% 

Estimated share of Japan visitors: 
Other Maui share of occupied units 44.0% 44.3% 43.8% 43.5% 
Kihei-Makena Hotel and Condo-Hotel Units only, 
as a percent of Other Maui units 38.0% 34.8% 36.4% 36.9% 

Share of Japan visitors (product): 16.7% 15.4% 16.0% 16.0% 

Source: John Child & Company based on data provided by Hospitality Advisors LLC and HT A. 



• Assuming Kihei-Makena could capture its fair share of92.8% of the Other Maui demand, its 
share of the occupied room demand is estimated to be about 40%, as shown on page 2 of 
Exhibit II-N. 

• The estimated demand includes longer-term vacation rentals that would not appeal to visitors 
from Japan that typically stay exclusively in hotels. Therefore, demand from the Japanese 
visitor market is estimated based on the ratio of hotel and hotel condo units as a percent of all 
Other Maui units, or 36.9%. Using this figure, Kihei-Makena's share of Japanese visitors is 
estimated to be about 15% (rounded down), as also shown on page 2 and summarized as 
follows: 

Kihei-Makena Share of Average Daily Census 

Japanese visitors 15% 
All others 40% 

Projected Average Daily Census for Kihei-Makena 

The estimated capture rates for Kihei-Makena are applied to the projected average daily census for 
Maui Island to project the average daily census for Kihei-Makena, as shown in Exhibit II-0 and 
summarized below: 

Average Daily Census for Kihei-Makena 

Year 

2010 
2011 
2012 
2013 
2014 
2015 
2020 
2025 
2030 

Average 
daily 

census 

18,371 
19,483 
19,941 
20,506 
21,043 
21,419 
22,677 
23,815 
24,675 
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Average 
annual 

mcrease 

6.1% 
2.4 
2.8 
2.6 
1.8 
1.1 
1.0 
0.7 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
PROJECTED AVERAGE DAILY CENSUS FOR KIHEI-MAKENA 
2010-2030 

Kihei-Makena 

Exhibit II -0 

Average Dai1~ Census to Maui Market Share Kihei-Makena Share of Dail~ Census 
Non-

Year us Japan Canada Other Japan Japan us Japan Canada Other Total 

Historical: 
2010 36,305 539 5,779 3,640 40% 15% 14,522 81 2,312 1,456 18,371 

Near-tenn forecast: 
2011 38,720 490 5,882 3,921 40% 15% 15,488 74 2,353 1,568 19,483 
2012 39,632 502 6,020 4,013 40% 15% 15,853 75 2,408 1,605 19,941 
2013 40,755 516 6,191 4,127 40% 15% 16,302 77 2,476 1,651 20,506 
2014 41,822 529 6,353 4,235 40% 15% 16,729 79 2,541 1,694 21,043 

Long-tem1 projections: 
2015 42,569 539 6,466 4,311 40% 15% 17,028 81 2,586 1,724 21,419 
2020 45,068 570 6,846 4,564 40% 15% 18,027 86 2,738 1,826 22,677 
2025 47,330 599 7,189 4,793 40% 15% 18,932 90 2,876 1,917 23,815 
2030 49,041 621 7,449 4,966 40% 15% 19,616 93 2,980 1,986 24,675 

Average annual % change 
Near-tenn: 
2010- 2011 6.1% 
2011-2012 2.4% 
2012-2013 2.8% 
2013-2014 2.6% 
2014-2015 1.8% 

Long-tenn: 
2015-2020 1.1% 
2020- 2025 1.0% 
2025- 2030 0.7% 

Source: John Child & Company based on data provided by Hospitality Advisors LLC, DBEDT, 
andHTA. 



Projected Room Demand 

The projected growth in the Kihei-Makena visitor census is used to project the total room demand 
in Kihei. Based on the analysis, the annual room demand in Kihei is projected to increase from 
about 2,769 rooms in 2010 to about 3,229 rooms by 2015 and 3,418 rooms by 2020, as shown in 
Exhibit II-P and summarized as follows: 

Projected Room Demand in Kihei: 2010- 2020 

Year 

2010 
2015 
2020 

EXISTING AND PLANNED SUPPLY 

Annual 
room 

demand 

2,769 
3,229 
3,418 

Increase 

460 
189 

New resort development on Maui has primarily occurred in the master-planned resorts of 
Kaanapali, Kapalua, and Wailea. In comparison, there has been no new resort development in 
Kihei since 2001. Future development in Kihei will continue to be constrained by the lack of zoned 
land available for development. 

According to the 2010 Visitor Plant Inventory and pending applications with the Maui County 
Department of Planning, 2,959 hotel, timeshare, or hotel condominium units are planned on Maui. 
Of this total, only 456 units are proposed for Kihei, as follows: 

II-12 



Proeosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Develoement Exhibit li-P 

PROJECTED ROOM DEMAND IN KIHEI 
2010- 2020 

Annual Estimated Occupancy . . 
annual room Existing at existing mcrease m 

Year census [1] demand supply supply 

Historical: 
2010 2,769 4,133 67% 

Projected: 
2011 6.1% 2,937 4,133 71% 
2012 2.4% 3,006 4,133 73% 
2013 2.8% 3,091 4,133 75% 
2014 2.6% 3,172 4,133 77% 
2015 1.8% 3,229 4,133 78% 
2016 1.1% 3,266 4,133 79% 
2017 1.1% 3,303 4,133 80% 
2018 1.1% 3,341 4,133 81% 
2019 1.1% 3,379 4,133 82% 
2020 1.1% 3,418 4,133 83% 

[1] Based on the projected growth in the average daily census for Kihei-Makena, shown in 
Exhibit II-0. 

Source: John Child & Company. 

• 



Planned Additions to Kihei Visitor Plant 

Total Net new 
Project Type units supply 

Maui Lu Timeshare 400 280 [1] 
Kamaole Heights Hotel condo 24 24 
Nani Loa Hotel Condominiums [2] Hotel condo 32 32 
Maui Research and Technology Park Hotel NIA N/A [3] 

Total 456 336 

The 400-room redevelopment of the Maui Lu Hotel received Special Management Area (SMA) 
approval in 2008. Marriott Vacation Club planned to purchase the hotel around this time and 
complete the redevelopment. However, the sale was cancelled as a result of the financial market 
crash and ensuing recession. The current owner has been unable to secure construction financing 
for the development, and plans are currently on hold. The owner will apply for an extension of 
time to begin construction; however, there are no plans to restart development in the near-term. 

The development timetable for the remaining projects is also speculative. Most require SMA 
approval, a change in zoning, and/or a community plan amendment. 

STABllJZED OCCUPANCY AND NEW ROOM DEMAND 

With no additions to the existing visitor plant, the average hotel occupancy rate in Kihei is 
projected to increase to about 75% by 2013 and 80% by 2017, as previously shown in 
Exhibit li-P. 

In comparison, hotel occupancies in Kihei reached 69% to 72% between 2005 and 2007 when 
visitor arrivals peaked. However, the historical occupancy has been hindered by Kihei's aging 
visitor plant and lack of short-term hotel properties. 

In comparison, the annual occupancy rate for Maui Island reached 80% in 2005 and 2006 and has 
hovered around 75% since 1980. Based on the historical long-term trend for Maui Island overall, a 
stabilized occupancy rate of75% is used to project the new room demand for Kihei. 

[1] The 120-room Maui Lu hotel is planned for redevelopment with a 400-room timeshare project. 
The redevelopment would result in 280 new units. 

[2] Not identified as a Planned Addition and New Development by the 2010 Visitor Plant 
Inventory; however, proposed on March 2009. 

[3] A 60,000[ti business hotel is included in the proposed master plan for the MRT Village Center. 
However, there is no timeline for development. 
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Based on the projected room demand, Kihei's existing visitor plant would reach 75% occupancy by 
2013. At this time, the market would support development of an additionall08 rooms in 2014, and 
about 436 rooms by 2020, as shown in Exhibit II-Q and summarized as follows: 

Projected New Room Demand in Kihei: 2010-2020 

Cumulative 
new room 

Year demand 

2014 108 
2015 184 
2016 233 
2017 282 
2018 333 
2019 384 
2020 436 

PROJECTED MARKET SUPPORT FOR THE 
DOWNTOWN KIHEI HOTEL 

The evaluation of the competitive posrtwn of the Downtown Kihei hotel component and the 
estimated market support for the 150-room hotel are discussed under the following subheadings. 

Competitive Position 

The Downtown Kihei hotel will be centrally located in Kihei, an established visitor destination on 
Maui. With several of the island's best beaches, its appeal as a visitor destination is expected to 
continue. 

However, its existing visitor plant is composed of smaller, budget hotel chains such as Aston, Days 
Inn, and Castle Resorts, and independently-owned condominiums that typically require longer 
stays. The majority are dated with limited amenities. 

Other hotel chains such as Marriott, Hilton, or Embassy Suites do not have a presence in Kihei. 
Development land constraints will continue to be a significant barrier to entry. 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit II-Q 

PROJECTED NEW ROOM DEMAND IN KIHEI 
2013-2020 

Projected 
accommodated Increase in 

(occupied) accommodated Stabilized New Room Demand 
Year room demand room demand occupancy Annual Cumulative 

2013* 3,091 
2014 3,172 81 75% 108 108 
2015 3,229 57 75% 76 184 
2016 3,266 37 75% 49 233 
2017 3,303 37 75% 49 282 
2018 3,341 38 75% 51 333 
2019 3,379 38 75% 51 384 
2020 3,418 39 75% 52 436 

* Year existing plant achieves stabilized occupancy of 75%. 

Source: Jolm Child & Company. 



The hotel's convenient location near the Kahului Airport, and the various retail, restaurant, and 
entertainment venues that are planned for Downtown Kihei, would appeal to airline crew members 
staying overnight. Its proximity to major employment, educational, and recreational facilities 
including the Maui Research and Technology Park also makes it a convenient option for neighbor 
island residents traveling to Maui for business, sporting events, or weekend getaways. [1] 

Projected Market Share and Occupancy 

Considering the competitive position of the Downtown Kihei development, and limited plans for 
competing new development in Kihei, the 150-room hotel is expected to capture at least 50% of the 
annual new room demand projected after 2013. Assuming capture rates of 50% to 75%, the 
150-room hotel would achieve a stabilized occupancy between 2015 and 2016, as shown in 
Exhibit II-R. 

[1] In 2009, HTA estimates inter-island travel accounted for an additional 1.4 million trips to Maui. 
The number of neighbor island residents staying overnight on Maui is not tracked, and the 
actual room demand from Hawaii residents could not be quantified. However, neighbor island 
resident demand would augment the projected demand for the Downtown Kihei hotel 
component. 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 

PROJECTED LEASE-UP AND OCCUPANCY FOR 150-ROOM 
DOWNTOWN KIHEI HOTEL COMPONENT 

Cumulative Projected Room Demand for Projected Occupancy 
new room Downtown Kihei Rate for 150-Room 

demand for Assuming Capture Rates of: Downtown Kihei Hotel 
Year Kihei 50% 75% 50% 75% 

2014 108 54 81 36% 54% 

Exhibit II-R 

2015 184 92 138 61% 92% * 
2016 233 117 175 78%* 
2017 282 141 
2018 333 167 
2019 384 
2020 436 

*Stabilized occupancy at 75% achieved. 

Source: Jolm Child & Company. 



III- COMMERCIAL MARKET ASSESSMENT 

This section assesses the market support for the Downtown Kihei commercial component in terms of 
the current and projected demand, existing and planned supply, competitive advantages, and projected 
market support. 

IDENTIFICATION OF MARKET AREA 

Kihei is the primary commercial area for residents and visitors in South Maui. As a result, the 
market area for the commercial retail and office component in Downtown Kihei is defined as the 
area extending from Maalaea to Makena, as shown in Exhibit III-A. 

The region is referred to as Kihei-Makena. It includes the following Census Designated Places and 
Census Tracts: 

Census Designated Places 

Kihei and Maalaea 
Wailea and Makena 

RETAIL DEMAND 

Census Tracts 
2000 2010 

307 
303.02 

307.05-307.10 
303.03 

Demand for retail goods and services is assessed in terms of resident retail expenditures and visitor 
retail expenditures. 

Resident Retail Expenditures 

The analysis used to project resident retail expenditures is presented under the following subheadings. 

Resident Population 

Maui County's resident population increased from about 71,000 persons in 1980 to 155,000 in 
2010. The Kihei-Makena region represents about 17.6% of the County population and is currently 
home to about 27,300 residents. 

DBEDT's long-range projections prepared as of July 2009 assume population growth rates of about 
1.5% through 2015 and tapering offto about 1.1% by 2030. Using these growth rate assumptions, 
the Kihei-Makena resident population could total about 35,000 by 2030, as shown in Exhibit III-B. 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit III-A 
MAP OF KIHEI-MAKENA AREA 
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Pro12osed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Develo12ment Exhibit III-B 

RESIDENT POPULATION, HOUSEHOLD, AND HOUSEHOLD SIZE 
1980- 2030 [1] 

Resident Poeulation Households Household Size 
Maui Kihei- % ofMaui Maui Kihei- Maui Kihei-

Year County Makena [2] County County Makena [2] County Makena 

Historical: 
1980 70,991 7,262 10.2% 22,581 2,577 3.1 2.8 
1990 100,504 15,374 15.3% 33,207 5,931 3.0 2.6 
2000 128,241 22,913 17.9% 43,622 8,965 2.9 2.6 
2010 154,924 27,270 17.6% 53,955 11,098 2.9 2.5 

Projected: [3] 
2015 166,897 29,378 17.6% 57,551 11,846 2.9 2.5 
2020 178,912 31,492 17.6% 61,694 12,802 2.9 2.5 
2025 189,907 33,428 17.6% 65,485 13,644 2.9 2.5 
2030 200,584 35,307 17.6% 69,167 14,470 2.9 2.4 

Average annual% change 
Historical: 
1980- 1990 3.5% 7.8% 3.9% 8.7% 
1990- 2000 2.5% 4.1% 2.8% 4.2% 
2000- 2010 1.9% 1.8% 2.1% 2.2% 

Projected: 
2010- 2015 1.5% 1.5% 1.3% 1.3% 
2015- 2020 1.4% 1.4% 1.4% 1.6% 
2020- 2025 1.2% 1.2% 1.2% 1.3% 
2025- 2030 1.1% 1.1% 1.1% 1.2% 

[ 1] The Maui County population includes Lanai, Molokai and Kalawao County. The 1980 and 1990 counts 
are as of April 1; later counts are as of July 1. 

[2] 1980 - 2000 figures are based on census tract counts; 2010 data is based on census designated places 
because census tract data was not available. 

[3] County projections are based on growth rates used in DBEDT's 2035 Series and the 2010 Census. 
Projections for Kihei-Makena are based on the current ratio that Kihei-Makena bears to Maui County 
overall. 

Source: John Child & Company based on data from the U.S. Census and DBEDT 2035 Series, 
July 2009. 
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Household Size and Households 

The average household in Kihei-Makena includes 2.5 people, down slightly from 2.8 people in 
1980. Based on the projected resident population and household size, the number of households in 
Kihei-Makena is projected to increase from about 11,100 in 2010 to about 14,500 by 2030, also 
shown in Exhibit III-B. 

Average and Total Household Income 

The average annual household income for both Kihei-Makena and Maui County overall was about 
$75,000 in 2010. DBEDT projects personal income will grow by about 1.6% to 1.8% annually on 
average. 

Based on the 2010 income and long-term growth rate assumptions, the average household income in 
Kihei-Makena is projected to grow to about $81,000 by 2015 and $105,000 by 2030. Based on the 
projected number of households, total household income for the region would be about $1.5 billion by 
2030, as shown in Exhibit Ill-C. [1] 

Resident Retail Expenditures 

The average household in Maui County expects to spend about $18,100 annually for groceries (food 
at home), dining and entertainment, and other retail goods and services. Annual retail expenditures by 
Kihei-Makena residents similarly total about $18,200, or abut 24% of the average household income, 
as shown in Exhibit III-D. 

Assuming these relationships continue, annual retail expenditures by Kihei-Makena residents are 
projected to increase from about $202 million in 2010 to about $371 million by 2030, as shown in 
Exhibit lll-E and as follows: 

Projected Resident Retail Expenditures in Kihei-Makena 
(2010 Dollars, in millions) 

Year 

2010 
2015 
2020 
2025 
2030 

Groceries 
(food at 
home) 

$53.1 
61.4 
72.5 
84.5 
97.5 

All 
other 

148.9 
172.0 
203.3 
236.9 
273.3 

Total 

202.0 
233.4 
275.8 
321.4 
370.8 

[1] Projected income and expenditures are expressed in constant 2010 dollars, unless otherwise noted. 
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Pro12osed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Assessment Exhibit III-C 

HISTORICAL AND PROJECTED TOTAL HOUSEHOLD INCOME 
(In 2010 Dollars) 
1980- 2035 

Households AveraBe Household Income [1] Total Household Income [2] 
Maui Kihei- Maui Kihei- Maui 

Year Count:i Makena Count:i Makena Count;i 

Historical: 
1980 22,581 2,577 $24,270 $23,693 $548.0 
1990 33,207 5,931 46,979 52,924 1,560.0 
2000 43,622 8,965 63,715 64,436 2,779.4 
2010 53,955 11,098 75,253 74,638 4,060.3 

Projected [3]: 
2015 57,551 11,846 81,469 80,803 4,688.6 
2020 61,694 12,802 89,070 88,342 5,495.1 
2025 65,485 13,644 97,380 96,584 6,377.0 
2030 69,167 14,470 105,944 105,078 7,327.8 

Average annual% change 

Historical: 
1980 - 1990 3.9% 8.7% 6.8% 8.4% 11.0% 
1990- 2000 2.8% 4.2% 3.1% 2.0% 5.9% 
2000-2010 2.1% 2.2% 1.7% 1.5% 3.9% 

Projected: 
2010-2015 1.3% 1.3% 1.6% 1.6% 2.9% 
2015-2020 1.4% 1.6% 1.8% 1.8% 3.2% 
2020-2025 1.2% 1.3% 1.8% 1.8% 3.0% 
2025-2030 1.1% 1.2% 1.7% 1.7% 2.8% 

[1] 1980- 2000 figures are based on the U.S. Census; the 2010 figures are estimated by ESRI. 
[2] In millions of dollars. 

Kihei-
Makena 

$61.1 
313.9 
577.7 
828.3 

957.2 
1,130.9 
1,317.8 
1,520.5 

17.8% 
6.3% 
3.7% 

2.9% 
3.4% 
3.1% 
2.9% 

[3] Projected income is based on the personal income growth rate assumptions for Maui County used in 
DBEDT's 2035 Series, as of July 2009. 

Source: John Child & Company based on data from the U.S. Census, DBEDT 2035 Series, and 
ESRI, Site to Do Business Online database, August 2011. 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Assessment Exhibit III-D 
2010 HOUSEHOLD BUDGET EXPENDITURES FOR MAUl COUNTY AND 
KIHEI-MAKENA 

Maui Count1: [1] Kihei-Makena 
%of average Average %of average 

household household 
Retail expenditures mcome expenditures 

Food at home 6.3% $4,745 
Food away from home 4.5% 3,418 
Household [2] 3.7% 2,750 
Apparel and services 2.4% 1,810 
Entertainment and recreation 4.8% 3,599 
Personal care products and services 1.0% 756 
Other retail [3] 1.4% 1,020 

Total retail expenditures 24.0% $18,098 

Estimated average household income $75,253 

[ 1] Includes Kalawao County. 
[2] Includes housekeeping supplies and household furnishings and equipment. 
[3] Includes alcoholic beverages and smoking products. 

Source: ESRI, Site to Do Business Online database, August 2011. 

household 
income 

6.4% 
4.7% 
3.6% 
2.5% 
4.7% 
1.0% 
1.5% 

24.4% 

Average 
household 

expenditures 

$4,787 
3,502 
2,696 
1,837 
3,523 

760 
1,098 

$18,203 

$74,638 



ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit III-E • PROJECTED RET AIL EXPENDITURES BY CATEGORY FOR 
MAUl COUNTY AND KIHEI-MAKENA 
(2010 Dollars in Millions) 

Personal care 
Food at Food away Apparel Entertainment products Other 

Year home from home Household and services and recreation and services retail Total 

Maui County: 
20IO $256.0 $I 84.4 $148.4 $97.7 $I94.2 $40.8 $55.0 $976.5 
20I5 295.6 2I3.0 I 71.3 I I2.8 224.2 47.I 63.5 I,I27.6 
2020 346.5 249.6 200.8 I32.2 262.8 55.2 74.5 I ,32 1.5 
2025 402.I 289.7 233.0 I53.4 305.0 64.0 86.4 I,533.6 
2030 462.0 332.9 267.8 I76.3 350.5 73.6 99.3 I,762.3 

Kihei -M akena: 
20IO 53.1 38.9 29.9 20.4 39.I 8.4 I2.2 202.0 
2015 61.4 44.9 34.6 23.6 45.2 9.8 I4.I 233.4 
2020 72.5 53.I 40.8 27.8 53.4 II.S 16.6 275.8 
2025 84.5 61.8 47.6 32.4 62.2 I3.4 19.4 321.4 
2030 97.5 71.3 54.9 37.4 71.8 I5.5 22.4 370.8 

Source: John Child & Company. 



Visitor Retail Expenditures 

Visitor expenditures on Maui totaled nearly $2.5 billion in 2002 and increased to about $3.4 billion by 
2007. Visitor expenditures declined to about $2.5 billion in 2009, but increased to $2.9 billion in 
2010. The average daily expenditure in 2010 was $172, as shown in Exhibit III-F. 

Japanese visitors represent a small proportion ofMaui's visitor segment. However, their average daily 
expenditures have historically been higher than those of other visitor segments, as shown in 
Exhibit III-G. 

Expenditures for transportation and lodging are excluded from the projections of demand for 
Downtown Kihei because these expenses are paid directly to hotels, airlines, and car rental 
agenc1es. Entertainment and recreation expenses including golf and other activity fees are also 
excluded. 

Hotels would be expected to attract a portion of restaurant, grocery, and other purchases; however, 
considering the relatively small number of full-service hotels in Kihei-Makena, the majority of 
these purchases (75% to 95%) are projected to occur outside of the hotels. Based on these 
assumptions, the net retail expenditures available to Downtown Kihei and other non-hotel retail 
centers in the area are projected to range from about $45 per day for Canadian visitors, to about 
$138 per day for Japanese visitors, as shown in Exhibit III-Hand as follows: 

Estimated Daily Retail Expenditures Not Captured in Hotels: 2010 

Visitor 
segment 

us 
Japan 
Canada 
Other 

Groceries 

$7.20 
7.70 
9.00 
7.10 

All 
other 

$39.50 
129.80 
36.10 
60.50 

Total 

$46.70 
137.50 
45.10 
67.60 

The average daily expenditure is multiplied by the projected average daily census for Kihei-Makena to 
estimate the total retail expenditures by visitors in the region. Based on the projections of average 
daily census previously shown in Exhibit II-0, total visitor expenditures in Kihei-Makena could 
increase from about $326 million in 2010 to about $437 million by 2030, as shown in Exhibit III-I. 

The projected visitor expenditures are divided between groceries and all other retail expenditures. 
Grocery expenditures are projected to increase from about $50 million in 2010 to about $67 million in 
2030. All other retail expenditures are projected to increase from about $276 million in 2010 to about 
$370 million by 2030, as shown in Exhibit III-J. 
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ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit III-F 
TOTAL AND DAILY EXPENDITURES FOR THE STATE AND MAUl ISLAND 
2000-2010 

Average Daily Visitor Census 
Total ExEenditures [1] (Arrivals by air) Dail~ Ex12enditures 

Maui Maui Maui 
Year State Island State Island State Island 

Historical: 
2000 $10,395.8 N/A 168,637 41,819 $168.43 
2001 8,885.5 N/A 158,247 38,724 153.83 
2002 9,420.9 $2,475.1 [2] 160,195 39,967 161.12 $169.67 
2003 9,844.5 2,889.0 [2] 161,048 42,710 167.47 185.32 
2004 10,647.6 2,801.1 171,481 44,014 169.65 173.88 
2005 11,650.2 3,155.2 185,445 46,923 172.12 184.22 
2006 12,242.7 3,368.5 189,441 49,319 177.06 187.12 
2007 12,578.3 3,408.8 189,412 49,355 181.94 189.22 
2008 11,181.8 2,860.4 172,487 44,433 177.12 175.89 
2009 9,374.0 2,472.1 165,925 41,506 154.78 163.18 
2010 10,494.7 2,904.4 179,721 46,263 159.98 172.00 

[1] In millions; excludes supplemental business expenditures and visitors who entered into Hawaii 
by foreign-flagged cruise ships. 

[2] Cruise and supplemental business expenditures estimated based on historical relationship. 

Source: HT A 20 1 0 Report. 
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Pro12osed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Develo12ment Exhibit III-G 

AVERAGE DAILY VISITOR EXPENDITURES FOR MAUl ISLAND 
2010 

Estimated, bz: Market [2] 
Expenditures [11 us Japan Canada Other 

Food and beverage: 
Restaurant food $23.40 $30.00 $18.20 $24.80 
Dinner shows and cruises 3.50 4.70 3.20 3.90 
Groceries and snacks 7.60 8.10 9.50 7.50 

Total food and beverage 34.50 42.80 30.90 36.20 

Transportation: 
Interisland airfare 2.80 2.10 1.60 4.80 
Ground transportation 0.80 4.60 0.90 2.70 
Rental vehicles 12.50 3.50 11.40 10.20 
Gasoline, parking, etc. 1.60 0.40 1.50 1.50 

Total transportation 17.70 10.60 15.40 19.20 

Shopping: 
Fashion and clothing 6.50 24.30 8.70 16.40 
Jewelry and watches 3.40 12.40 2.70 5.60 
Cosmetics, perfume 0.20 5.20 0.30 1.90 
Leather goods 0.50 29.70 0.50 3.70 
Hawaii food products 2.10 11.70 1.60 2.70 
Souvenirs 4.30 8.50 3.40 6.30 

Total shopping 17.00 91.80 17.20 36.60 

Entertainment and recreation 14.30 19.50 12.60 15.10 

Lodging 61.00 78.20 63.00 63.50 

All other expenses [3] 5.90 18.40 6.00 6.50 

Total $150.40 $261.30 $145.10 $177.10 

[ 1] Includes direct spending by visitors while in Hawaii as well as any prepaid package purchased 
before arrival. Did not include transpacific air costs to and from Hawaii, commissions paid to travel 
agents or portions of the package in another state or country. 

[2] Based on category expenditures for the State by market segment, weighted using the Maui Island 
ADC. 

[3] Includes cruise package and on-ship spending on U.S. Flagged Hawaii home-ported ships. On-ship 
spending by cruise visitors on U.S. Flagged Hawaii home-ported ships were included in the specific 
expenditure categories. 

Source: Jolm Child & Company, based on HTA 2010 Report. 
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Pro12osed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Develo12ment Exhibit III-H • ESTIMATED RETAIL EXPENDITURES AVAILABLE TO DOWNTOWN KIHEI AND 
OTHER SHOPPING CENTERS 
2010 

Capture 
Expenditures rate [11 us Japan Canada Other 

Food and beverage: 
Restaurant food 75% $17.55 $22.50 $13.65 $18.60 
Dinner shows and cruises 0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Groceries and snacks 95% 7.22 7.70 9.03 7.13 

Total food and beverage 24.77 30.20 22.68 25.73 

Transportation: 
Interisland airfare 0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Ground transportation 0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Rental vehicles 0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Gasoline, parking, etc. 0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Total transportation 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Shopping: 
Fashion and clothing 100% 6.50 24.30 8.70 16.40 
Jewelry and watches 100% 3.40 12.40 2.70 5.60 
Cosmetics, perfume 100% 0.20 5.20 0.30 1.90 
Leather goods 100% 0.50 29.70 0.50 3.70 
Hawaii food products 90% 1.89 10.53 1.44 2.43 
Souvenirs 90% 3.87 7.65 3.06 5.67 

Total shopping 16.36 89.78 16.70 35.70 

Entertainment and recreation 0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Lodging 0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

All other expenses 95% 5.61 17.48 5.70 6.18 

Total, rounded $46.70 $137.50 $45.10 $67.60 

[1] Estimated share of average daily retail expenditures (shown in Exhibit III-G) spent outside of 
the hotels. 

Source: Jolm Child & Company, based on HTA 2010 Report. 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit III-I 
IDSTORICAL AND PROJECTED VISITOR RET AIL EXPENDITURES BY VISITORS 
IN KIHEI-MAKENA 
2010-2030 

Total Retail Expenditures [ 1] 

Year us Japan Canada Other Total 

Historical: 
2010 $247.5 $4.1 $38.1 $35.9 $325.6 

Projected: 
2015 290.3 4.1 42.6 42.5 379.4 
2020 307.3 4.3 45.1 45.1 401.7 
2025 322.7 4.5 47.3 47.3 421.9 
2030 334.4 4.7 49.1 49.0 437.1 

Average annual % change 
Projected: 
2010-2015 3.2% 0.0% 2.3% 3.4% 3.1% 
2015-2020 1.1% 1.1% 1.1% 1.2% 1.1% 
2020-2025 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 
2025 -2030 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 

[1] In millions, expressed in constant 2010 dollars. 

Source: John Child & Company. 



ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit III-J • IDSTORICAL AND PROJECTED VISITOR RETAIL EXPENDITURES 
IN KIHEI-MAKENA [1] 
2010-2030 

Retail, ExceEt Groceries Groceries 

Year us JaEan Canada Other Total __!d.§_ JaEan Canada Other Total Total --- ---
Historical: 
2010 S209.3 S3.8 S30.4 S32.l 5275.7 S38.3 S0.2 57.6 S3.8 S49.9 S325.6 

Projected [I]: 
2015 245.4 3.8 34.1 38.1 321.3 44.9 0.2 8.5 4.5 58.1 379.4 
2020 259.8 4.1 36.1 40.3 340.2 47.5 0.2 9.0 4.7 61.5 401.7 
2025 272.8 4.3 37.9 42.3 357.3 49.9 0.3 9.5 5.0 64.6 421.9 
2030 282.7 4.4 39.2 43.8 370.2 51.7 0.3 9.8 5.2 66.9 437.1 

Average annual % change 
2010-2015 3.2% 0.0% 2.3% 3.4% 3.1% 3.2% 0.0% 2.3% 3.4% 3.1% 3.1% 
2015-2020 I. I% I. I% I. I% 1.2% l.l% l.l% l.l% I. I% 1.2% l.l% I. I% 
2020- 2025 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 
2025- 2030 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7% 

[I] In millions, expressed in constant 20 I 0 dollars. 

Source: John Child & Company. 



Total Retail Demand 

Based on the analysis, total retail expenditures by Kihei-Makena residents and visitors are projected to 
increase from about $528 million in 2010 to about $808 million by 2030. These expenditures include 
grocery sales that increase from about $103 million in 2010 to $165 million in 2030, and all other 
retail expenditures that increase from about $425 million in 2010 to about $644 million in 2030, as 
shown in Exhibit III-K. 

Estimated Retail Expenditures Captured in Kihei-Makena 

Based on the relative size of the resident and visitor components, and considering that expenditures 
would also be expected from residents and visitors from outside the market area, the capture rates 
within the Kihei-Makena area from resident and visitor expenditures to equate to total expenditures 
of about this level would be 80% and 100%, respectively. 

As a result, total retail expenditures captured in Kihei-Makena are projected to increase from about 
$487 million in 2010 to about $734 million in 2030, as shown in Exhibit III-L. 

According to the 2007 Census of Retail Trade, retail expenditures in Kihei-Makena totaled about 
$476 million and represented nearly 16% of the total sales in Maui County. Based on the most 
recent census, the estimated retail expenditures of $487 million in 2010 is considered reasonable. 

RETAIL SUPPLY 

The retail supply in Kihei-Makena is described under the following subheadings. 

Existing Supply 

Based on data from CoStar Group, Inc., Kihei-Makena includes about 1.3 million square feet of 
rentable area. Nearly 1.0 million square feet or about 74% of the inventory are in retail facilities, 
shown as follows: 

Rentable Commercial Area in Kihei-Makena 
(In square feet) 

%of 
Total total 

Retail 974,626 74% 
Office 338,489 26 

Total 1,313,115 100% 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit III-K 
PROJECTED TOTAL RETAIL EXPENDITURES IN THE KIHEI- MAKENA AREA [1] 
2010-2030 

Resident ExEenditures Visitor ExEenditures Total ExEenditures 
Other Other Other 

Year Groceries retail Total Groceries retail Total Groceries retail Total 

Historical: 
2010 $53.1 $148.9 $202.0 $49.9 $275.7 $325.6 $103.0 $424.6 $527.6 

Projected: 
2015 61.4 172.0 233.4 58.1 321.3 379.4 119.5 493.4 612.8 
2020 72.5 203.3 275.8 61.5 340.2 401.7 134.1 543.5 677.5 
2025 84.5 236.9 321.4 64.6 357.3 421.9 149.1 594.1 743.2 
2030 97.5 273.3 370.8 66.9 370.2 437.1 164.5 643.5 807.9 

[1] In millions, expressed in constant 2010 dollars. 

Source: John Child & Company. 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit III-L 
HISTORICAL AND PROJECTED TOTAL RETAIL EXPENDITURES CAPTURED IN 
THE KIHEI-MAKENA AREA [1] 
2010-2030 

Resident ExEenditures [2] Visitor Ex£enditures [3] Total ExEenditures 
Other Other Other 

Year Groceries retail Total Groceries retail Total Groceries retail Total 

Historical: 
2010 $42.5 $119.1 $161.6 $49.9 $275.7 $325.6 $92.4 $394.8 $487.2 

Projected: 
2015 49.1 137.6 186.7 58.1 321.3 379.4 107.2 458.9 566.2 
2020 58.0 162.6 220.6 61.5 340.2 401.7 119.5 502.8 622.3 
2025 67.6 189.5 257.1 64.6 357.3 421.9 132.2 546.7 679.0 
2030 78.0 218.6 296.7 66.9 370.2 437.1 145.0 588.8 733.7 

[1] In millions, expressed in constant 2010 dollars. 
[2] Assumes 80% of resident expenditures projected in Exhibit III-K are made in Kihei-Makena. 
[3] Equal to 100% of visitor expenditures projected in Exhibit III-K; considers purchases made by visitors staying 

outside Kihei-Makena. 

Source: John Child & Company. 



Most of the commercial activity is concentrated within central Kihei, along South Kihei Road and 
major thoroughfares between Kihei Road and Piilani Highway, as shown in Exhibit III-M. 

The commercial concentration in the Kihei-Makena area can be broadly characterized into four 
districts: 

• 
• North Kihei, East ofPiilani Highway- Mixed retail, office and warehouse uses 
• Central Kihei, along South Kihei Road, Piikea Avenue and Lipoa Street - Retail and office 

uses in shopping center settings 
• South Central Kihei along Kihei Road - Beach-oriented retailing 
• Wailea Resort - High-end retail and office uses 

The major commercial facilities in Kihei-Makena are identified in Exhibit III-N. The locations of the 
retail centers are shown in Exhibit III-0. 

The Central Kihei area, the vicinity of the proposed Downtown Kihei mixed-use development, 
includes nearly 430,000\ti or about 44% of the rentable retail area in Kihei-Makena, shown as 
follows: 

Major Retail Developments in the Central Kihei Area 

Kihei Center 
Azeka I & II 

Name 

Piilani Village Shopping Center 
Times Supermarket 
Lipoa Center 
South Maui Center 

Total 

Square 
feet 

42,596 
125,386 
151,792 

37,800 
45,199 
23,108 

426,881 

Of the retail inventory in Kihei-Makena, three supermarkets comprise about 114,000[fi, shown as 
follows: 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
CENTERS OF RETAIL ACTIVITY 
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ProEosed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use DeveloEment Exhibit III-N • IDENTIFICATION OF MAJOR RETAIL AND OFFICE COMPLEXES IN 
KIHEI-MAKENA 

Rentable Area ~sg.ft.) 
Occupancy 

Occupied Total rate 

Retail Complexes: 

The Shops At Wailea 196,183 196,183 100% 
Piiliani Village Shopping Center 149,417 151,792 98% 
Azeka I & II 125,386 125,386 100% 
Lipoa Center 44,439 45,199 98% 
Kihei Kalama Village 43,721 43,721 100% 
Kihei Center 40,655 42,596 95% 
Kihei Trade Center 23,504 23,504 100% 
Kukui Mall 39,017 40,782 96% 
Wailea Gateway Center 24,556 33,974 72% 
Kamole Shopping Center 24,826 29,926 83% 
South Maui Center 15,545 23,108 67% 
Kealia Beach Center 20,350 20,350 100% 
The Dolphin Plaza 17,756 20,112 88% 
Maalaea Store 16,837 16,837 100% 
Aloha Plaza 15,526 16,461 94% 
Kai Nani Village 13,923 13,923 100% 
Kamole Beach Center 11' 197 12,165 92% 
Kihei Pacific Plaza 5,080 11,760 43% 
All others 92,607 106,847 87% 

Subtotal- Retail Complexes 920,525 974,626 94% 

Office Comple.-oces: 

A-American Lipoa 84,885 84,885 100% 
Wailea Town Center 45,235 48,746 93% 
Premier Place 37,268 48,268 77% 
Park Plaza 26,743 35,000 76% 
Kihei Plaza 33,002 33,002 100% 
Kihei Gateway Plaza 21,410 21,410 100% 
South Shore Plaza 18,000 18,000 100% 
All others 37,039 49,178 75% 

Subtotal- Office Complexes 303,582 338,489 90% 

Total 1,224,107 1,313,115 93% 

Source: John Child & Company based on data from CoStar, as of August 4, 2011. 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit III-0 
LOCATIONS OF MAJOR RETAIL SHOPPING CENTERS Page 1 

Source: Google Earth. 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit III-0 
LOCATIONS OF MAJOR RETAIL SHOPPING CENTERS Page2 

Source: Google Earth. 



Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development Exhibit III-0 

LOCATIONS OF MAJOR RETAIL SHOPPING CENTERS Page 3 

Source: Google Earth. 



Supermarkets in Kihei-Makena 

Name 

Safeway 
Times 
Foodland 

Total 

Location 

Piilani Village 
Kihei Road 
Kihei Town Center 

Square 
feet 

55,000 
37,800 
21,000 

113,800 

Current occupancy rates vary by facility. Overall, CoStar repmts the retail occupancy rate is about 
94%, as previously shown in Exhibit III-N. 

Future Supply 

The Downtown Kihei project will be the only new commercial center to be within Central Kihei, 
below (west of) Piilani Highway. Future commercial development within Central Kihei will continue 
to be constrained by the lack of zoned land available for development. 

• Excluding the Downtown Kihei parcels, Central Kihei includes only 17 acres currently 
zoned for commercial or light industrial use. 

• Quarter-acre to half-acre lots in the Kihei Business Park comprise about one-half of the 
available land. The remaining lots are also less than 2 acres in size. 

• Because of their size, these lots are best suited for owner-user development and would not 
compete with the Downtown Kihei commercial component. 

New commercial development is planned on lands east ofPiilani Highway. These include a 350,000[ti 
retail center (Piilani Promenade) and 300,000[ti outlet mall (Maui Outlet Center) at the intersection 
of Piilani Highway and Kaonoulu Street, about 1.5 miles north of Downtown Kihei. According to its 
recent press release, California-based developer Eclipse Development Group expects construction 
could be completed by 2014. Its current development plans are shown in Exhibit III-P. 

Other commercially-zoned lands in the broader region include a 4-acre parcel in Maalaea Triangle and 
a 16-acre parcel in Wailea Resort. Their periphery locations within the region make them less 
desirable for retail development, and there are no near-term plans to develop these sites. 
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Another quality' development from 
Eclipse Development Group ~~~ 

For further information please go to: ecl ipsedevelopmentgroup.com G p 
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Future additions in Kihei-Makena will require rezoning and urbanization of lands east of Piilani 
Highway. These include the 1,150-unit Honua'ula master planned development. Current plans 
include 75,000[ti of commercial and retail uses divided between two retail centers and an additional 
25,000[ti within the golf clubhouse complex. According to the draft environmental impact statement, 
two-thirds of the development is expected to be built out and occupied by 2018. 

About 58 acres in the Maui Research and Technology Park (MRT) is also proposed for a mixed-use 
village center with office, live-work units, retail and a business hotel. However, the larger project is 
still in its entitlement phase, and the timeline for development is unknown. In addition, a retail 
component within MRT would target tenants within the park and would not be a significant source of 
competition for the Downtown Kihei commercial component. 

PROJECTED COMl\tiERCIAL SPACE REQUIREMENTS 

Average retail sales volumes, expressed in terms of a rate per square foot, are used to convert the 
projected retail expenditures to retail space requirements. Average sales volumes generated in Kihei
Makena consider operating results for commercial and retail facilities on Maui and elsewhere in the 
State ofHawaii. 

Considering the size of the trade area, the limited number of facilities (particularly grocery), and 
average income levels, sales volumes for grocery stores in Kihei-Makena are estimated to range from 
about $500/[ti to $750/[ti. Sales volumes for other retail facilities in Kihei-Makena are estimated to 
range from about $350/[ti to $450/[ti. 

Based on the estimated sales volumes and projected demand for retail goods, retail space requirements 
are presented in Exhibit III-Q and summarized as follows: 

• Grocery space requirements in Kihei-Makena are estimated to be between about 123,000[ti to 
185,000[ti in 2010 and are projected to increase to between 193,000[ti and 290,000[ti by 2030. 

• Space requirements for all other retail groups are estimated at between about 877,000[ti and 
1, 128,000[ti in 2010 and are projected to increase to between about 1,308,000[ti and 1,682,000 
by 2030. 

The additional new space demand for grocery and non-grocery retail groups is projected to total 
between 163,000[ti and 212,000[ti between 2010 and 2015, and between 11 O,OOO[ti and 146,000[ti 
between 2025 and 2030. At a 95% stabilized occupancy, the additional space requirements to meet the 
demand for non-grocery retail groups are projected as follows: 
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Proposed Downtown Kihei Mixed-Use Development 
PROJECTED SPACE DEMAND IN THE KIHEI- MAKENA AREA [1] 
2010-2030 

Exhibit III -Q 

Total SEace Reguirements ~SF~ [2] Total SEace Reguirements ~SF~ [3] 
grocery other retail 

Year expenditures Low High expenditures Low High 

Historical: 
2010 $92.4 123,000 185,000 $394.8 877,000 1,128,000 

Projected: 
2015 107.2 143,000 214,000 458.9 1,020,000 1,311,000 
2020 119.5 159,000 239,000 502.8 1,117,000 1,437,000 
2025 132.2 176,000 264,000 546.7 1,215,000 1,562,000 
2030 145.0 193,000 290,000 588.8 1,308,000 1,682,000 

[I] In millions, expressed in constant 2010 dollars. 
[2] Assumes average sales of $500/sq.ft. to $750/sq.ft. 
[3] Assumes average sales of$350/sq.ft. to $450/sq.ft. 

Source: John Child & Company. 



Additional Space Requirements for Grocery and Non-Grocery Retail Groups 
(In Square Feet) 

Additional Space Additional Space 
Demand Stabilized Reguirement 

Period Low High occupancy Low High 

Grocery: 
2010- 2015 20,000 - 29,000 95% 21,000 - 31,000 
2015- 2020 16,000 - 25,000 95 17,000 - 26,000 
2020- 2025 17,000 - 25,000 95 18,000 - 26,000 
2025-2030 17,000 - 26,000 95 18,000 - 27,000 

Non-grocery: 
2010- 2015 143,000 - 183,000 95 151,000 - 193,000 
2015- 2020 97,000 - 126,000 95 102,000 - 133,000 
2020- 2025 98,000 - 125,000 95 103,000 - 132,000 
2025- 2030 93,000 - 120,000 95 98,000 - 126,000 

Total 
2010- 2015 163,000 - 212,000 95 172,000 - 224,000 
2015- 2020 113,000 - 151,000 95 119,000 - 159,000 
2020- 2025 115,000 - 150,000 95 121,000 - 158,000 
2025- 2030 110,000 - 146,000 95 116,000 - 153,000 

PROJECTED MARKET SUPPORT 

The project will include about 257,000!ti of commercial space. However, about 44,000!ti is expected 
to be occupied by Cinetopia for a combination theatre-restaurant. Excluding the theatre space, 
Downtown Kihei will include about 213,000!ti of retail and ancillary office space available for lease, 
as follows: 

Downtown Kihei Commercial Gross Leasable Area (!ti) 

Planned 
Minus: theatre 

Balance 
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257,098 
(44,180) 

212,918 
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Key factors that enhance the potential of the Downtown Kihei mixed-use site for commercial-retail 
development include: 

• Large land area with level topography 

• Extensive frontage and prominence along Piikea Avenue, a major traffic corridor linking 
Kihei Road, the North-South Collector Road, and Piilani Highway 

• Location within the commercial retail center of Kihei, with synergies created from 
proximities to Piilani Village Shopping Center and other neighboring commercial centers 

• Central location within a residential community that is relatively large and is growing 

• Market area is augmented with a large number of visitor accommodations 

• Captive market from 150-room hotel also planned for Downtown Kihei. 

Of the commercial centers currently planned for Kihei, the Piilani Promenade would compete 
directly with Downtown Kihei for the new additional space demand. 

• The Maui Outlet Center will include big-box/outlet stores that would not compete directly 
with the neighborhood retail and office tenants that would be attracted to Downtown Kihei. 
However, the outlet center could attract residents and visitors from outside the Kihei-Makena 
region and generate additional demand that has not been considered in the analysis. 

• Development of additional commercial space in Honuaula and Maui Research and 
Technology Park will require entitlements, and is speculative at this time. 

Current site plans for Piilani Promenade show two large anchors and a garden center are 
expected. [1] Based on their respective GLAs, Downtown Kihei's fair share of the new space 
requirement would be about 42% of the total GLA including anchor spaces, and about 77% of in
line space excluding anchors, as follows: 

[1] The site plan shows a 160,000[;ti building, 104,084[;ti building, and 28,086[;ti garden center. 
Anchor tenants for Piilani Promenade have not been announced. However, tenants that have 
previously shown interest in the site include Target and Walmart. 
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Fair Share ofNew Retail Space Requirement 

Including Anchor{s) Excluding Anchor{s) 
%of Planned %of 

Project Anchor tenant Total total GLA {sq. ft.) total 

Downtown Kihei Cinetopia 257,098 42% 212,918 77% 
Piilani Promenade Not disclosed 356,984 58% 64,814 23% __ ___:_""""';:._;_ 

Total 614,082 100% 277,732 100% 

Compared to Piilani Promenade, Downtown Kihei is centrally located within walking distance to 
many of Kihei's visitor accommodations. As a result, Downtown Kihei would be expected to capture 
the majority of the visitor sales that currently account for about two-thirds of all expenditures made in 
the region. Downtown Kihei could also capture a significant share of the projected additional space 
requirement generated by resident demand because of its proximity to existing homes and the Piilani 
Shopping Center. 

At 60% share of the additional retail space requirements, the commercial component could achieve a 
stabilized occupancy by around 2020, shown as follows: 

Projected Market Support for the Downtown Kihei Commercial Component [1] 

Downtown Kihei Commercial Com12onent 
Additional Space 

Reguirement Per Period Cumulative 
Capture 

Period Low High rate Low High Low High 

2010-2015 172,000- 224,000 60% 103,000- 134,000 1 03,000 - 134,000 
2015-2020 119,000- 159,000 60 71,000- 95,000 174,000 - 229,000 
2020-2025 121,000- 158,000 60 73,000- 95,000 247,000 - 324,000 
2025-2030 116,000- 153,000 60 70,000- 92,000 317,000-416,000 

[1] Excludes 44,000[ti expected to be leased to Cinetopia. 
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QUALIFICATIONS OF JOHN CHILD & COMPANY 

SCOPE OF PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

Background 

John Child & Company is a professional corporation that specializes in real estate appraisal and 
consulting and business valuation. It is the only company in Hawaii with expertise in both real estate 
appraisals and business valuations and advises clients on both real estate and business decisions. 

John Child & Company was established by John F. Child, Jr. in 1937. The Company was the first 
finn to specialize in "market research" in Hawaii. Since 1937, the Company has provided a critical 
knowledge of real estate market conditions and trends gained from the strength of its market research. 
As a result, its clients have confidence that John Child & Company appraisal and valuation 
assignments are based on competent analysis and careful documentation, and its consulting 
assignments focus on the key issues and provide sound alternatives. 

The Company's professional team members hold local, regional, and national leadership positions in 
their professional organizations, helping to establish and promote the highest standards of professional 
practice and ethics for the industry. 

Real Estate Appraisal and Consulting 

The Company's real estate consulting and appraisal practice includes a range of specialized services 
covering real estate in Hawaii and the Pacific area. Professional services include: 

• Valuation of real estate 
• Litigation support 
• Arbitration 
• Market rent analysis 
• Highest and best use studies 
• Market and financial feasibility analyses 
• Economic and fiscal impact assessments 
• Valuation of fractional interests in real estate. 

Its assignments include all types of real estate interests such as fee simple, leasehold, leased fee, 
and other partial rights and fractional interests. Its assignments cover a variety of land uses and 
property types such as: 

• Office buildings and commercial property 
• Industrial property 
• Telecommunications facilities 
• Hotels and resort properties 
• Agricultural, conservation, and vacant land 
• Conservation easements 
• Shopping centers and retail facilities 
• Residential developments (single family, multifamily, and condominium) 

Qualifications ofJohn Child & Company 



QUALIFICATIONS OF JOHN CHILD & COMPANY 

• Master-planned and mixed-use projects 
• Golf courses 
• Healthcare facilities 
• Redevelopment projects 
• Special-purpose property 
• Timeshare properties. 

Business Valuation 

The Company's business valuation practice focuses on the valuation of closely-held businesses, 
including controlling and minority interests in corporations, partnerships, limited liability companies 
(LLCs), and family limited partnerships (FLPs). Its business valuation practice provides assistance in: 

• Estate planning, estate and gift tax reporting 
• Valuation of minority interests 
• Stock transfers and redemptions 
• Litigation support. 

REPRESENTATIVE ASSIGNMENTS 

The Company has provided real estate appraisal and consulting and business valuations for 75 years. 

Real Estate Consulting and Appraisal 

The Company's real estate appraisal and consulting practice covers a variety of properties and property 
interests. Real estate interests include fee simple, leasehold, leased fee, and other partial rights and 
fractional interests. Representative projects are listed as follows: 

Redevelopment 
Aloha Tower 
Honolulu Waterfront Master 
Development Plan 

Resorts 
Hawaiian Rivera (proposed) 
Hualalai 
Ka'anapali North Beach 
Kauai Lagoons 
Ka'upulehu 

Qualifications of John Child & Company 

Kakaako Redevelopment Plan 
Kakaako Waterfront Park 
Kapalama Development Complex 

Ko Olina 
Makena 
Manini'owali 
MaunaKea 
Princeville 

Pawaa Redevelopment 
Masterplan 

Regents International (proposed) 
Turtle Bay 
Waikoloa Beach Resort 
Wailea Resort 
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QUALIFICATIONS OF JOHN CIDLD & COMPANY 

Hotels 
Ala Moana Hotel 

Coco Palms 
Embassy Suites Ka'anapali 
Four Seasons Resort Hualalai 

Halekulani Hotel 
Hilton Hawaiian Village 
Hotel Hana Maui 
Hyatt Regency Maui 

Hyatt Regency Waikiki 
Kahala Hilton 

Shopping Centers 
Ala Moana 
Coconut Grove 
Enchanted Lakes 
Ewa Pointe Marketplace 

Hawaii Kai Shopping Center 
Hawaii Kai Towne Center 
Keauhou Shopping Center 

Golf Courses 
Asahi Kanko Olomana Course 
Dunes at Maui Lani 

Hawaii Country Club 
Hawaii Kai Golf Course 
Ka'anapali 
Kauai Lagoons (Kiele and 

Lagoons) 

Office Buildings 
1164 Bishop 
Ala Moana Building 
Ala Moana Pacific Center 

Amfac Towers 
ANA Kalakaua Center 
C. Brewer Building 

Commerce Tower 

Industrial Properties 
Airport Industrial Subdivision 

Airport Trade Center 
Bougainville 

Qualifications of John Child & Company 

Kea Lani Hotel 
Keauhou Beach Hotel 
Koa Kea Hotel 

King Kamehameha Kona 
Beach Hotel 

Kona Village 

Maui Marriott 
MauiPrince 
Maui Wailea Inter-Continental 

Hotel 

King's Village 

Koko Marina 
Kona Marketplace 
Koolau Center 
Lanihau Center 

Mililani 
Pearl City 

Ko Olina 
Mid-Pac Country Club 
Pearl Country Club 

Princeville (Makai and Prince) 
Sandalwood Golf Course 
Silversword Golf Course 

Davies Pacific Center 
Financial Plaza of the Pacific 
Grosvenor Center 
Harbor Court 
Hawaiian Life Building 

Hawaii National Bank 
HMSA Building 

Bougainville Commercial 
Center 

Halawa Center 

Pacific Beach Hotel 
Princeville Hotel 
Sheraton Poipu Beach 
Sheraton W aikiki 

W Hotel 
Wailea Beach Resort 
W aikiki Beachcomber 

Waikiki Circle Hotel 
W aikiki Resort Hotel 

Prince Kuhio Mall 
Princeville 
Royal Hawaiian 
Wailea Shopping Village 
Windward City 

Windward Mall 

W aikapu Country Club 
W aikele Golf Course 

Waikoloa (Kings) 
Waikoloa Village (two proposed) 
Wailea (Blue, Emerald, and Gold) 

James Campbell Building 
Pan Am Building 

Waialae Building 
Waikiki Bank of Hawaii Building 
Waikiki Trade Center 

Halawa Industrial Subdivision 

Hawaii Business Center 
Kapolei 
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Industrial Properties, Continued 
Kona Industrial Subdivision Manana 

Lihue Industrial Park Mapunapuna 
Makalapua Business Center Mill Town 

Residential 
Discovery Bay 
Ewa by Gentry 

Harbor Court 
Honolulu Park Place 
Imperial Plaza 
Kalele Kai 
Kamaole Heights 
Kamehame Ridge 

Healthcare 
Arcadia Retirement Residence 

Castle Medical Center 
Hawaii Medical Center, East 

and West 
Kahuku Medical Center 
Kapiolani Medical Center for 

Women and Children 

Ko Olina Fairways 
Lahaina Residential 
Makakilo 
Maui Eldorado 

Mawaena Kai 
Mililani 
Nauru Tower 

One Archer Lane 

Kauai Care Center 
Pali Momi Medical Center 
Ponds at Punalu'u 
Queen's Diagnostic Laboratories 

Services 

Agricultural, Conservation, and Conservation Easements 
Campbell Palehua and Kealia Pond 

Kahe Ranch Kona Forest Unit Access 
Dunbar Ranch 
Galbraith Trust Lands 
HanaRanch 
Honouliuli Forest Reserve 
Kanepuu Conservation 

Easement 
Kaupo Ranch Wai'u and 

Nu'u Lands 

Special Purpose 
Cemeteries/Memorial Parks 
Chinese Cultural Plaza 
Churches 

Convents 
Condominium and residential 

Lease-to-Fee conversions 
Hawaii Newspaper Agency 

Building 

Business Valuation 
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Kukaiau Ranch Conservation 
Easement 

Maka'alae Conservation 
Easement 

May's Landing 
McCandless Ranch 

Conservation Easement 

Hawaiian Home Land Claims 
Kapaa Land Fill 

Kaumalapau Harbor 
NAS Barbers Point Electrical 

Distribution System 
Outrigger Canoe Club 

Panasonic/Technics Center 
Waipahu 

Royal Capitol Plaza 
The Kahala Beach 
Uplands at Mauna Kea 
Victoria Tower 

Wailea GolfVistas 
Wailea Pualani Estate 

Regency at Hualalai 

Roselani Place 
Straub Hospital & Clinic 
Wilcox 

Moanalua Valley 
Palmyra Atoll 

Pupukea Property Conservation 
Easement 

Pu'u 0 Hoku Ranch 

Ulupalakua Ranch 
Conservation Easements 

W airnea Valley 
W ao Kele 0 Puna 

Schools 
State of Hawaii Airports 

Telecommunications Sites 
Tokai University 
Visitor Attractions 
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The Company's business valuation practice focuses on closely-held businesses in Hawaii. Business 
valuation assignments typically estimate the market value of controlling and minority interests in 
closely-held corporations or partnerships. 

These assignments are prepared to assist in estate planning and estate and gift tax reporting to the 
Internal Revenue Service. Business valuations are also used to assist in litigation, mergers, and 
acquisitions covering controlling and minority interests in the closely-held businesses. 

Valuations of closely-held businesses include: 

Corporations 
Aala Produce, Inc. - supplier of provisions to vessels 
Dowling Company, Inc. -real estate developer 
Finance Investment, Ltd. -real estate developer, investor, and provider of diversified financial services 
Gay & Robinson, Inc. - sugar grower 
Industrial Investors, Inc. - real estate investor and manager 
Jas W. Glover Holding Company, Ltd.- construction contractor 
K. Inouye Properties, Inc. - real estate investor and manager 
Loyalty Development Company, Inc.- real estate developer, investor, and manager 
Loyalty Enterprises, Ltd. - property management and insurance agency 
Palani Ranch Company, Inc.- cattle rancher 
Ponoholo Ranch Limited - cattle rancher 
Sen Plex Corporation - plumbing and air conditioning contractor, real estate manager 
SSFM Engineers - professional engineering services 

Limited Partnerships and Limited Liability Companies 
Aaron Properties Partners ofHilo- Hilo Burger King 
Caroline J. Robinson LLC - real estate investor 
CGB Partners - real estate investor 
Honolulu Open Medical Imaging, LLC - medical imaging facility 
J.L.P. Robinson LLC- real estate investor 
K.J.L. Associates - real estate investor and manager 
KSM Associates LLC - real estate investor 
KVH Partners - real estate investor 
Lanihau Properties LLC - real estate developer and manager 
Leong Brothers - real estate investor and manager 
Loyalty Investments - real estate investor 
Maui Quest, LLC - real estate investor and developer 
Robinson Kunia Land LLC - real estate investor 
Taihook Associates - real estate investor and manager 
Taira Family Limited Partnership- real estate investor 
The Mark A. Robinson Trusts - real estate investors 

Qualifications of John Child & Company 5 



QUALIFICATIONS OF JOHN CHILD & COMPANY 

CLIENTS 

The Company provides professional services to a range of clients representing private, non-profit, and 
public interests. Selected clients in private industry, non-profit organizations, and public agencies are 
listed. 

PRIVATE INDUSTRY 

Attorneys 
Alston Hunt Floyd & Ing 
Ashford & Wriston 
Bays Deaver Lung Rose & Halma 

Bendet Fidel! 
Blank Rome LLP (New York office) 

Cades Schutte 
Carlsmith Ball 
Case & Lynch 
Case Lombardi & Pettit 

Charles Adams Ritchie & Duckworth 
Chun Kerr Dodd Beaman & Wong 
Crockett & Nakamura 
Damon Key Leong Kupchak Hastert 
Dwyer Schraff Meyer Grant & Green 
Goodsill Anderson Quinn & Stifel 

Imanaka Kudo & Fujimoto 
Ing Horikawa Jorgensen & Endo 

Architects/Planners 
AM Partners, Inc. 
Belt Collins & Associates 
C.H. Guernsey & Company 

Cascadia PM 
Helber Hastert & Fee Planners 
Kober/Hanssen/Mitchell Architects 

Banks/Lenders 
American Savings Bank 
Bank of America 
Bank of Hawaii 
Central Pacific Bank 
Chemical Bank 

Citibank, N.A. 
City Bank 
Continental Bank, Chicago 

First Federal Savings and Loan Association 
First Hawaiian Bank 
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McCorriston Miller Mukai McKinnon 
Milberg LLP 
Ning, Lily & Jones 
Orloff, Lowenbach, Stife!man & Siegel, P.A. 
Oshima Chun Fong & Chung 
Paul Johnson Park & Niles 
Porter Tom Quitiquit Chee & Watts, LLP 
Price Okamoto Himeno & Lum 
Rush Moore 

Serle Court (London) 
Starn O'Toole Marcus & Fisher 

Tom Petrus & Miller, LLLC 
Torkildson Katz Moore Hetherington & Harris 

Van Buren Campbell & Shimizu 
Wagner Choi Verbrugge 
White&Tom 

Leo H. Daley/Alfred A. Yee Division 
PBRHawaii 
Parsons Brinkerhoff, Inc. 
RM Towill Corp. 
Townscape, Inc. 

Weston Solutions 

Fukuoka City Bank 

GE Capital Hawaii, Inc. 
GE Capital Real Estate 
GMAC Commercial Mortgage 
Hawaii National Bank 
Key Commercial Mortgage 

Liberty Bank, Connecticut 
Nippon Credit Bank 
Orix Corporation 
Sanwa Bank, Ltd. 
The Bank ofTokyo-Mitsubishi, Ltd. 
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Banks/Lenders, Continued 
The Chuo Mitsui Trust & Banking Co., Ltd. 
The Daiwa Bank, Ltd. 
The Industrial Bank of Japan, Ltd. 

Builders 
Armstrong Builders, Ltd. 
Charles Pankow Builders 

The Kyowa-Saitama Bank 
The Long-Term Credit Bank of Japan, Ltd. 
Wells Fargo Bank 

Pacific Construction Co., Ltd. 
Tokyu Construction Co., Ltd. 

Closely Held Corporations/Limited Partnerships/Family Trusts 
Akala Partners Loyalty Investments 
Gay & Robinson M & T Yamaguchi Family Limited Partnership 
Jas. W. Glover Holding Company, Ltd. Maui Quest LLC 
J.L.P. Robinson LLC Palani Trust 
KJL Associates Ponoholo Ranch, Limited 
KVH Partners and CGB Partners Sen Plex Corp. 
Lanihau Properties, LLC Sheridan Ing Marital Trust 
Leong Brothers Taihook Associates 
Loyalty Development The Mark A. Robinson Trusts 

Developers/Landowners 
A&B Properties, Inc. 
Aloha Towers Associates 
Bedford Properties, Inc. 

(fka Kaiser National Housing Corporation 
Development Company) 

Bradley Holdings 
Campbell Hawaiian Investors, LLC 
Central Pacific Realty 
Chiyoda Hawaii Corporation 
Cuzco Development U.S.A. LLC 
Dowling Company, Inc. 
Elleair Hawaii, Inc. 
Finance Realty 
Gentry Companies 
Hana Ranch Partners 
Hanalei Land Company 
Haseko (Hawaii), Inc. 
Hemmeter/Tokyu Waterfront Joint Venture 

Diversified Corporations 
Amfac/JMB Hawaii, Inc. 
- Amfac Property Development Co. 
Azabu USA Corporation 
Dole Foods (fka Castle & Cooke, Inc.) 
- Castle & Cooke Retail 
- Mililani Town, Inc. 
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James Campbell Company 
Kaneohe Ranch 
Kapolei Property Development, LLC 
McCandless Land & Cattle Company 
McCormack Properties 
Nansay Hawaii 
Niu Pia Farms 
0. G. Hawaii Corporation 
Pahio Development 
Pauahi Management Corp. 
Queen Emma Land Company 
Sam Koo Pacific, LLC 
Stone Companies 
Tesoro Hawaii Corporation 
The Myers Corporation 
Toyo Real Estate Co., Ltd. 
Ulupalakua Ranch Inc. 
Violet Hee Lum Properties, Inc. 

Oceanic Properties, Inc. 
Kitano Indo Gaisa Co., Ltd. 
Kokusai-Motorcars Co., Ltd. 
Nissho Iwai Corporation 
Shimizu Corporation 
Shinwa Golf Kabushiki Kaisha 
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Investors/Investment Bankers/Insurance Companies 
First American Title Company, Inc. 
IDG Realty, Ltd. 
ITOCHU Corporation (C. Itoh & Co., Ltd.) 
Mass Mutual 

Resort Operators/Owners 
Alpha U.S.A., Inc. 
Kapalua Land Company, Ltd. 
Kaupulehu Makai Venture (Hualalai Resort) 
Namalu LLC (Makena Resort) 

Retailers 
City Mill Co., Ltd. 
J.C. Penney Company, Inc. 
Kyotaru International 
Louis Vuitton Hawaii, Inc. 

Trust Companies and Trusts 
First Hawaiian Trust 
Hawaiian Trust Co., Ltd. 

NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS 
Castle Medical Center 
Chaminade College 
Hawaii Health Systems Corporation 
Hawaii Opera Theatre 
Hawaii Pacific Health 
Japan Association of Real Estate Appraisers 
Kamehameha Schools 
KCAA Pre-Schools of Hawaii 
Maui Coastal Land Trust 
National Tropical Botanical Garden 

PUBLIC AGENCIES 

Bank Regulatory Agencies 
Federal Depository Insurance Corporation (FDIC) 

City & County of Honolulu 
Honolulu Authority for Rapid Transportation 
Honolulu Public Transit Authority 
Department of Housing and Community 

Development 

County of Hawaii 
Department of Finance 
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Meridian Pacific 
The Equitable Life Assurance Society of the 

United States of America 

Princeville Development Company 
Shinwa International 
Turtle Bay Resort 
Wailea Resort Company, Inc. 

McDonald's Restaurants ofHawaii 
Safeway, Inc. 
Star Markets, Inc. 

Knudsen Trusts 
The Queen Lili'uokalani Trust 

Pacific Buddhist Academy 
Punahou School 
Queen's Health System 
Seagull Schools, Inc. 
Sisters of the Sacred Hearts 
St. Francis Healthcare Systems of Hawaii 
The Nature Conservancy 
Trust for Public Land 
Young Women's Christian Association (YWCA) 

Federal Home Loan Bank Board (FHLBB) 

Department of Design and Construction 
Department of the Corporation Counsel 

Department of Public Works 
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County of Kauai 
Department of Water 

Federal Agencies 
Internal Revenue Service 
National Business Center, Appraisal Services 

Directorate 
U.S. Attorney General 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resource 

Conservation Service 

Public Utilities 
Citizens Utilities Company- Kauai Electric 
Hawaiian Electric Industries (HEI, Inc.) 

State of Hawaii 
Attorney General 
Department of Hawaiian Home Lands 
Department of Land & Natural Resources 
Department of Transportation 

PROFESSIONAL TEAM QUALIFICATIONS 

U.S. Department of the Anny 
U.S. Department of the Navy 
U.S. Department of Interior, Fish & Wildlife 

Service 

Pacific Resources, Inc. 

Hawaii Community Development Authority 
Hawaii Housing Finance and Development 

Corporation 
Office of Hawaiian Affairs 

The professional team has a wide range of real estate experience gained through a variety of field 
experience, professional accomplishments, training, and education. Team members have earned their 
reputation for quality work and professional service. 

Professional Designations 

Team members hold designations earned from the major professional organizations. Team members 
have earned the MAl designation from the Appraisal Institute, the CRE (Counselor of Real Estate) 
from The Counselors of Real Estate, and ASA (Accredited Senior Appraiser) from the American 
Society of Appraisers. 

State Certification 

Members of the professional team are Certified General Appraisers under the State of Hawaii license 
and certification program. 

Other Qualifications and Training 

Professional team members are qualified as expert witnesses in the courts of Hawaii; actively 
participate in and serve as arbitrators and review appraisers; and continue to attend courses, seminars 
and workshops to strengthen their own specialized appraisal skills and education. 
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Professional Team Members 

Professional team members include: 

• Karen Char, MAl, CRE, ASA, President 
• Paul D. Cool, MAl, CRE, Vice President 
• Shelly H. Tanaka, Appraiser 

The education and professional experiences of team members are outlined in their accompanying 
resumes. 
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PAUL D. COOL, MAl, CRE 
Vice President 

Paul joined John Child & Company in 1972. He has appraised property on all the major islands in 
Hawaii. With this perspective, Paul understands the cyclical nature of Hawaii's real estate markets. He 
has also valued properties on the U.S. Mainland, Guam, and the island of Diego Garcia in the Indian 
Ocean. 

Paul has extensive knowledge of the valuation of partial takings, conservation easements and other 
atypical ownership interests, and compliance with the Unifonn Appraisal Standards for Federal Land 
Acquisitions and the U.S. Department of Transportation Unifonn Act ( 49 CFR Part 24). 

Paul serves in leadership positions in NAIOP Hawaii, the Hawaii Chapter of the Counselors of Real 
Estate, and the Appraisal Institute. 

Education 
• Bachelor of Business Administration, Business Economics and Quantitative Methods, 

University of Hawaii, 1980 

• Successfully completed various courses, workshops, and seminars, including: 
Appraisal Institute, National US PAP Update Course, 2010 
Appraisal Institute, Appraisal Curriculum Overview, 2010 
Appraisal Institute, Hotel Valuation, 2010 
Appraisal Institute, Hypothetical Conditions & Extraordinary Assumptions, Common 
Errors, and Appraiser Review, 2009 
Appraisal Institute, Business Practices and Ethics, 2009 
Appraisal Institute, Hawaii Lands, Historical Review, 2009 
Appraisal Institute, National USPAP Update Course, 2008 
Appraisal Institute, Litigation Skills for the Appraiser, 2008 
Appraisal Institute, Unifom1 Appraisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions, 2006 
American Society of Fann Managers & Rural Appraisers, Agricultural Lease 
Valuation, 2006 
Appraisal Institute, Conservation Easements, 2001 

Professional Associations 
• Member, Appraisal Institute (MAl designation) 

President, Hawaii Chapter, 2001 
Chair, Hawaii Chapter Membership Admissions, Development & Retention, 2004 - 20 12 
Chair, Hawaii Chapter Admissions Committee, 1997 
Chair, Hawaii Chapter External Affairs Committee, 1996 
Chair, Hawaii Chapter Candidate Guidance Committee, 1994 - 1995 
Member, Regional Ethics Panel, 1998 
Member, Young Advisory Council, 1996 
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PAUL D. COOL, MAl, CRE 
Vice President 

• Member, The Counselors of Real Estate (CRE designation) 
Chairperson, Hawaii Chapter, 2012, 2001 
Treasurer, Hawaii Chapter, 2009 
Alternate Chief Delegate, 20th Pan Pacific Congress - Auckland, New Zealand, 2000 
Alternate Chief Delegate, 19th Pan Pacific Congress - Singapore, 1998 

Other Real Estate Associations 
• Member, Hawaii Chapter ofNAIOP (NAIOP Hawaii) 

President, Hawaii Chapter, 2002 
Director, Hawaii Chapter, 2012 
Chair, Public Relations Committee, 2000 - 2009 
Treasurer, Hawaii Chapter, 2007 - 2008 
Chair, Kukulu Hale Awards of Excellence, 2004- 2005 
Chair, Membership Committee, 1998 - 1999 
Chair, Government Affairs Committee, 1997 

Public Service 
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• Member, Real Estate Appraiser Advisory Committee, Professional & Vocational Licensing 
Division, Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs, State of Hawaii, 2007- 2012 

• Advisory Committee Member, Regulated Industries Complaints Office, Department of 
Commerce and Consumer Affairs, State of Hawaii, 2004- 2012 

• Member, City & County of Honolulu Leasehold Conversion Task Group, 2004 

Professional Experience 
• Vice President, John Child & Company, Inc. (1972 to present) 

Professional Certification 
• The Appraisal Institute conducts a voluntary program of continuing education for its designated 

members. Members who meet the minimum standards of this program are awarded periodic 
educational certification. Paul D. Cool, MAI is certified under this program. 

State Certification 
• Certified General Appraiser, State of Hawaii, License Number CGA-71, expiring 

December 31,2013. 

Court Testimony 
• Qualified as an expert witness in the valuation of real property in the Courts of the State of 

Hawaii. 
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SHELLY H. TAN AKA 
Appraiser 

Shelly estimates the value of closely-held businesses and real estate in Hawaii. Her business valuation 
assignments include controlling and minority interests in corporations, partnerships, limited liability 
companies (LLCs) and family limited partnerships (FLPs). Because of her expertise in both real 
property and business valuation, she is able to effectively assist clients with their estate planning and 
gifting decisions, tax reporting, acquisitions and mergers, stock transfers and redemptions, and internal 
accounting. She has also worked on several class action lawsuits providing complex and timely analysis 
to assist in settlement negotiations. 

Shelly's real estate valuations include resort, commercial, industrial, residential, agricultural, and 
conservation properties on Oahu, Maui, Kauai, and Hawaii. Shelly has also appraised conservation 
easements, churches, hospitals, and other limited-market properties, and has completed market 
assessments and fiscal and economic impact studies for various projects. 

Education 

• Master of Business Administration with Distinction, University of Hawaii at Manoa, 1998 
• Bachelor of Arts, Psychology, Cum Laude, University of California at Los Angeles, 1994 
• Iolani School, Magna Cum Laude, 1990 

• Courses, workshops and seminars including: 
Appraisal Institute, Online Eminent Domain and Condemnation, 20 11 
Appraisal Institute, Online Appraising From Blueprints and Specifications, 2011 
Appraisal Institute, Business Practices and Ethics, 20 11 
Appraisal Institute, Hotel Valuation, 20 10 
Appraisal Institute, National USP AP Update Course, 2010 
Appraisal Institute, National USPAP Update Course, 2009 
Appraisal Institute, Advanced Applications, 2008 
Appraisal Institute, Report Writing and Valuation Analysis, 2008 
Highest & Best Use and Market Analysis, 2008 
Advanced Sales Comparison and Cost Approaches, 2008 
Appraisal Institute, Uniform Appraisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions, 2006 
Appraisal Institute, Case Studies in Limited Partnerships and Common Tenancy 
Valuation, 2005 
Appraisal Institute, Real Estate Finance, Value and Investment Perfonnance, 2005 
Appraisal Institute, Standards of Professional Practice, 2005 
Appraisal Institute, Advanced Income Capitalization, 2004 
Appraisal Institute, Appraisal Principles, 2001 
Appraisal Institute, Appraisal Procedures, 2001 
Appraisal Institute, Advanced Sales Comparison, 2000 
Appraisal Institute, Industrial Valuation, 1998 
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Appraiser 

Professional Association 
• Associate Member, Appraisal Institute 
• Director, Hawaii Chapter, 2012-2014 

State Certification 
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• Certified General Appraiser, State of Hawaii, License Number CGA-648, expiring 
December 31,2013. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

A. OBJECTIVE: 

Preliminary Engineering Synopsis for 
Krausz Downtown Kihei 

This treatise has been prepared as a preliminary engineering evaluation and summary of 
the proposed Krausz Downtown Kihei (KDK) project, including existing infrastructure in the 
vicinity of the project and anticipated project improvements. 

Additional relevant documents include the following: 

• A Preliminary Drainage Report has been prepared and is contained in APPENDIX "A". 

• A Traffic Engineering Consultant has been retained by the Applicant and a Traffic 
Impact and Analysis Report has been prepared (see "Traffic Impact Analysis Report, 
Krausz Companies Commercial Mixed-Use Development (Downtown Kihei), Kihei, 
Maui, Hawaii, Final Draft" (dated April 18, 2012; prepared by Austin, Tsutsumi & 
Associates, Inc). 

• A Geotechnical (Soils) Engineering Consultant has been retained by the Applicant and 
a Subsurface Investigation report has been prepared (see APPENDIX "B"). 

• A Wetlands Consultant has been retained by the Applicant to study the on-site 
topography, hydrology, vegetation and soil characteristics for the presence of wetlands 
{see "Wetland Survey, Piikea Properties, Azeka Parcels, Piikea Avenue, Kihei, Hawaii 
96753, T.M.K. (2) 3-9-02:76, T.M.K. (2) 3-9-02:158" [dated June 13, 2008; prepared by 
Malama Environmental (MEV, LLC) ]; and, "Wetland Survey, Piikea Properties, Piikea 
Avenue Parcels, Piikea Avenue, Kihei, Hawaii 96753, T.M.K. (2) 3-9-02:30" [ dated 
August 27, 2008; prepared by Malama Environmental (MEV, LLC) ] }. Thus no 
representation is made within this Preliminary Engineering Synopsis of the presence or 
lack of any presence of wetlands. It is further assumed that the Applicant's Architect 
has confirmed that all proposed improvements depicted on the Conceptual Architectural 
Site Plan (see EXHIBIT "C") are expected to be permitted pursuant to any applicable 
wetland constraints and regulations. 

B. SITE LOCATION: 

Kihei, on the island of Maui, is located on the southern slope, along the leeward side, of 
Haleakala, a dormant shield volcano rising up to approximately 10,000 ft. above mean sea 
level (M.S.L.). The KDK project site (see EXHIBIT "A") is located in Kihei, and is comprised 
of Tax Map Key parcels (2) 3-9-002: 030, 076, and 158. 
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It is situated (see EXHIBIT "B") approximately: 

• 1,200 ft. west (makai) of Piilani Highway; 
• 600 ft. east (mauka) of South Kihei Road; and, 
• 1,600 feet inland (easterly) from the Pacific Ocean. 

These parcels are situated on both sides of Pi'ikea Avenue (formerly known as Road "C") 
and: 

• To the west (makai) of Liloa Drive (formerly known as N-S Collector) and the recently 
constructed Kihei Greenway Multi-Use Trail; 

• To the east (mauka) of the existing Longs Drugs Retail Center and Azeka Place (Mauka 
Phase II) Commercial Center; 

• To the south (Wailea) of Vee's Orchard [ TMK (2) 3-9-046:017 ]; and, 
• To the north (Maalaea) of Haggai Institute. 

The recently completed Kihei Roundabout at the intersection of Pi'ikea Avenue and Liloa 
Drive (see Figures 1 and 2) abuts the southeast and northeast corners of North Parcel 30 
and South Parcel 76, respectively. 

Figure 1 • Recently Completed Kihei Roundabout at the Intersection of Pi 'ikea Ave. and Liloa Dr. at SE Corner of North Parcel 30 

Figure 2 • Recently Completed Kihei Roundabout at the Intersection of Pi'ikea Ave. and Liloa Dr. at NE Corner of South Parcel 76 
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The recently completed Kihei Greenway 
Multi-Use Trail (a linear, landscaped, 
multi-use greenway that extends from 
East Waipuilani Street to Lipoa Street) 
abuts the easterly (mauka) side of 
North Parcel 30 and South Parcel 76 
(see EXHIBIT "B" and Figure 3). 

The existing Piilani Village (Safeway) 
Shopping Center and the Piilani 
Gardens Apartment and Childcare 
Complex are located to the east 
(mauka), across Liloa Drive (see 
EXHIBIT "B"). 

An existing man-made Wetlands 
Replacement and Enhancement Site 
exists at the westerly (makai) end of 

Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 

Figure 3 - Recently Completed Kihei Greenway Multi-Use Trail Abutting 
Easterly (Mauka) Side of North Parcel 30 and South Parcel 76 (South 
Parcel 76 appears to the right in this photo) 

North Parcel 30, within an approximately 3.000 Ac. easement over and across North Parcel 
30 (see Figure 4). 

Figure 4 · Existing Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Site (at Westerly End of North Parcel30 and North of 
Pi'ikea Avenue) 

Another existing man-made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Site exists between 
South Parcel 76 and West Parcel 158, within an approximately 3.500 Ac. Parcel 80 (see 
Figure 5 & Exhibit "A"). 

Figure 5 • Existing Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Site (abutting Westerly End of South Parcel 76 and South of 
Pi'ikea Avenue) 
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Existing Pi'ikea Avenue (see EXHIBIT "B") begins at its easterly (mauka) terminus at Piilani 
Highway, then : 

• Extends westward (makai) between Piilani Village (Safeway) Shopping Center and the 
Piilani Gardens Apartment and Childcare Complex; 

• Crosses Liloa Drive at the Kihei 
Roundabout; 

• Continues westward (makai) 
between North Parcel 30 
(including the existing North man
made Wetlands Replacement and 
Enhancement Site), and South 
Parcel 76 and West Parcel 158 
and the existing South Man-Made 
Wetlands Replacement and 
Enhancement Site in Parcel 80; 

• Continues westward (makai) 
through the existing Longs Drugs 
Retail Center and existing Azeka 
Place (Mauka Phase II) 
Commercial Center (see Figure 
6); 

Figure 6- Piikea Avenue Continues Westward Between Existing Azeka 
Place (Mauka Phase II) Commercial Center and Existing Longs Drugs 
Retail Center, to South Kihei Road 

• With its westerly (makai) terminus at South Kihei Road. 

Improvements are also proposed within the Pi'ikea Avenue right-of-way, along the segment 
of Pi'ikea Avenue from just west (makai) of Liloa Drive to just east (mauka) of the existing 
Longs Drugs Retail Center and existing Azeka Place (Mauka Phase II) Commercial Center, 
which are described later in this synopsis. 

C. EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS: 

1. GENERAL: 

The project site is currently undeveloped and is not being used for any particular 
purpose. Natural vegetation in the undeveloped areas includes, but is not limited 
to, buffelgrass and kiawe trees. It is our understanding that: 

• The North Parcel 30 was previously partially disturbed around 1991 in 
conjunction with the construction of the adjoining existing Longs Drugs Retail 
Center and existing North Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and 
Enhancement Site. In addition : 
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• Two existing residential structures were present in the northeasterly end of 
North Parcel 30 at least through 2003; however, they are no longer 
present. 

• The South Parcel 76 was previously partially disturbed in conjunction with the 
construction of the adjoining existing South Man-Made Wetlands 
Replacement and Enhancement Site. 

• The West Parcel 158 was previously cleared, grubbed and graded around 
1990 in conjunction with the construction of the adjoining existing Azeka 
Place (Mauka Phase II) Commercial Center and existing Man-Made Wetlands 
Replacement and Enhancement Site. This parcel is currently being used as a 
composting site by a local school (see Figure 7). 

• A 24 feet wide driveway stub, from the existing Azeka Place (Mauka 
Phase II) Commercial Center up to the westerly (makai) edge of West 
Parcel 158, was master-planned and constructed in conjunction with the 
construction of the existing Azeka Phas'e II Commercial Center. This 
driveway stub is located approximately 100 ft. to the south (Wailea) of 
existing Pi'ikea Avenue. 

Figure 7- West Parcel158 (Currently Being Used as a Composting Site) 

According to the Soil Survey of Islands of Kauai, Oahu, Maui, Molokai, and 
Lanai, State of Hawaii, prepared by the United States Department of Agriculture, 
Soil Conservation Service, the predominant soil classifications found on the 
project site (see EXHIBIT "H") consist of: 

• Pulehu Series, Pulehu clay loam, 0-3 percent slopes (PsA). The Pulehu clay 
loam (PsA) is characterized as having moderate permeability, slow runoff and 
a slight erosion hazard. 

• Puuone sand, 7 to 30 percent slopes (PZUE). The Puuone sand (PZUE) is 
characterized as having rapid permeability above the cemented layer, slow 
runoff and moderate to severe wind erosion hazard. 
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• Jaucas sand, saline, 0 to 12 percent slopes (JcC). The Jaucas sand (JcC) is 
somewhat poorly drained in depressions but excessively drained on knolls. 

2. TOPOGRAPHY: 

The existing ground (see EXHIBIT "L") generally slopes in an easterly to westerly 
direction in the vicinity. 

• The Krausz North Parcel 30 slopes from an elevation of approximately(+) 27 
feet M.S.L. (at its easterly end abutting the existing Kihei Greenway Multi-Use 
Trail and existing Liloa Drive) to approximately (+) 4 feet M.S.L. (at its 
westerly edge abutting the existing North Man-Made Wetlands Replacement 
and Enhancement Site), with an average slope of approximately 1.2%. 

• The Krausz South Parcel 76 slopes from an elevation of approximately (+) 39 
feet M.S.L. (at its easterly end abutting the existing Kihei Greenway Multi-Use 
Trail and existing Liloa Drive) to approximately (+) 4 feet M.S.L. (at its 
westerly edge abutting the existing North Man-Made Wetlands Replacement 
and Enhancement Site), with an average slope of approximately 3.1 %. 

• The Krausz West Parcel 158 is relatively flat, and slopes in a westerly to 
easterly direction, from an elevation of approximately(+) 8 feet M.S.L. (at the 
westerly edge abutting the existing Azeka Place (Mauka Phase II) 
Commercial Center) to approximately(+) 7 feet M.S.L. (at the easterly edge 
abutting the existing Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement 
Site), with an average slope of approximately 0. 7%. 

3. FLOOD AND TSUNAMI ZONES: 

According to Panel 0586E of the Flood Insurance Rate Map, dated 
September 25, 2009 (see EXHIBIT "1"): 

• The majority of North Parcel 30 and South Parcel 76 [ TMKs: (2) 3-9-02:30 
and 76, respectively] are situated within Zone "X", which is designated as an 
area outside the 0.2% annual chance flood plain and of minimal flood hazard. 
A portion of the southwestern corners of both these Parcels (near the 
locations of the existing Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement 
Sites) are in Zone "AH", which indicates they are in special flood hazard areas 
subject to inundation by the 1 00-year shallow flood where flood depths are 
between one (1) and three (3) feet (usually areas of ponding) and Base Flood 
Elevation determined at Elevation 6. 

• The entire West Parcel 158 [ TMK: (2) 3-9-02: 158 ] is in Zone "AH", which 
indicates they are in special flood hazard areas subject to inundation by the 
1 00-year shallow flood where flood depths are between one (1) and three (3) 
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feet (usually areas of pending) and Base Flood Elevation determined at 
Elevation 6. 

The project site is not located within a tsunami zone [ which typically does not 
extend eastward (mauka) beyond South Kihei Road in this immediate area]. 

D. PROJECT BACKGROUND AND DESCRIPTION: 

Organized discussion and planning of a Downtown Kihei date back to at least 1998, when 
the County Department of Planning and the Kihei Community Association sponsored a 
Downtown Kihei Design Workshop. The area considered is depicted on the working base 
plan used at the workshop (see EXHIBIT "J") and was generally bounded by: 

• Piilani Highway as its easterly (mauka) limits, including: 

• The then-proposed Piilani Village (Safeway) Shopping Center, the Piilani Village 
(soccer field) Park immediately to the north of Piilani Village Shopping Center, and 
the Piilani Gardens Apartment and Childcare Complex (all of which have since been 
built); 

• The then-proposed Kihei Community and Aquatic Centers (which has since been 
built); 

• Existing Kihei Elementary and Lokelani Intermediate Schools; 

• Pacific Ocean as its westerly (makai) limits; 

• Through Yee's Orchard as its northerly (Maalaea direction) limits; and, 

• Through the Kihei Franks Light Industrial Subdivision as its southerly (Wailea direction) 
limits. 

It is our understanding that the Krausz Downtown Kihei Project was developed through 
extensive County and community input and refinements undertaken by the Applicant. The 
currently proposed onsite improvements for the Krausz Downtown Kihei project (see 
EXHIBITS "C" and "D") are expected to ultimately consist of: 

A total of approximately 350,000 s.f. of mixed use building floor area occupying 
approximately 20.937 Ac. [ Parcels 30, 76 and 128 (exclusive of the existing Man-Made 
Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Sites) ]. Anticipated uses include 
commercial (e.g., retail, restaurants, and accessory uses), office, accommodations 
(e.g., hotel), and entertainment (e.g., theater). 

• Access driveway connections to Pi'ikea Avenue and Liloa Drive. 
• Paved onsite driveways and paved onsite parking for approximately 1 ,200 vehicles, 

including electric vehicle charging stations. A two-story parking structure at the westerly 
(makai) end of South Parcel 76 is also planned (see EXHIBIT "C"). 
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• Additional onsite sitework improvements are expected to include: 
• Clearing, grubbing, and grading the three parcels (exclusive of the existing man-

made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Sites) (see EXHIBIT "E"). 
• Retaining walls, railing and perimeter fencing (where required). 
• Concrete curbs, gutters and paved mall walkways and sidewalks. 
• Asphalt or reinforced concrete paved driveways and parking areas. 
• Site lighting. 
• Underground drainage systems with drain inlets and subsurface drainage (detention) 

systems (see EXHIBIT "F"). 
• At-grade landscaped detention basins. 
• Underground wastewater (sewer) systems. 
• Underground water systems for potable water and fire protection. 
• Underground electrical, telephone, cable television systems (including streetlights, 

parking area lights, walkway/pathway lights, transformers, handholes and manholes, 
ground mounted cabinets, and appurtenances). 

• Underground gas system with supplemental above ground gas tanks. 
• Landscaping and irrigation (expected to be supplied from the County's R1 reclaimed 

water system where available). 

The construction of onsite improvements are expected to be phased as tenant 
commitments are progressively secured. 

Anticipated offsite infrastructure improvements along the abutting portions Pi'ikea Avenue 
and it's vicinity (and portions of Liloa Drive where utilities services are required to be 
brought into the site) are generally expected to typically consist of (where applicable) (see 
EXHIBIT "D"): 

• Clearing, grubbing, and grading the existing roadway corridor for roadway widening 
and profile refinements (exclusive of the existing man-made Wetlands Replacement 
and Enhancement Sites). 

• Roadway improvements consisting of: asphalt concrete or reinforced concrete 
pavement; concrete curb and gutters; concrete driveway aprons and curb cut 
wheelchair ramps; and concrete sidewalks. 

• Retaining walls, railing and fencing (where required). 
• Underground drainage systems with drain inlets and subsurface drainage (detention) 

systems (where required). 
• Underground wastewater collection and transmission systems (where required). 
• Underground water transmission and distribution systems for potable water and fire 

protection (where required). 
• Underground electrical, telephone, cable television systems (including streetlights, 

parking area lights, walkway/pathway lights, transformers, handholes and manholes, 
ground mounted cabinets, and appurtenances; where required). 

• Landscaping and irrigation (expected to be supplied from the County's R1 reclaimed 
water system; where available). 
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• Traffic signal system and appurtenances (at proposed signalized intersection along 
Pi'ikea Avenue). 

In addition, it is our understanding that the addition of a second left turn lane from east 
(mauka) bound Pi'ikea Avenue onto north (Maalaea) bound Piilani Highway (see EXHIBIT 
"B") has already been incorporated into the Engineering Division's Capital Improvements 6-
Year Plan for projects programmed into the STIP for Federal Funding (see EXHIBIT "K"). 

The existing Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement sites (previously 
constructed in 1990), are not expected to be disturbed by the proposed development. 

Temporary construction-phase measures are expected to be implemented from the 
inception of any ground disturbing activities, and maintained as required for erosion and 
sedimentation mitigation (e.g., dust fences, silt fences, filtration berms, temporary 
sedimentation basins, etc), pursuant to: 

• Chapter 20.08 of the Maui County Code, "Soil Erosion and Sedimentation Control"; 
• Construction Best Management Practices (BMPs) for the County of Maui (dated May 

2001 ); and, 
• Any applicable conditions and requirements of the project-specific National Pollutant 

Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit. 

All sitework construction is expected to conform to the recommendations and requirements 
of the Soils Engineer (who will be a professional engineer licensed to practice in the State 
of Hawai'i) and the applicable requirements of the Maui County code. The Owner is 
expected to retain the Soils Engineer to provide all construction phase monitoring and 
testing in accordance with the recommendations of the Soils Report and requirements of 
the County of Maui. 

II. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS AND TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT: 

A. EXISTING CONDITIONS: 

1. PIILANI HIGHWAY: 

Pi'ilani Highway, which provides access to Kihei and Wailea from areas north of 
Kihei, is a four-lane, undivided, State arterial highway (between it's northerly 
terminus at South Kihei Road I Mokulele Highway, and Kilohana Drive I Mapu 
Place), generally aligned in a north-south direction, parallel to the coastline and 
South Kihei Road. Pi'ilani Highway narrows to a two-lane, undivided highway from 
its intersection with Kilohana Drive I Mapu Place to its southerly terminus at Wailea 
Ike Drive. The shoulder areas of Pi'ilani Highway are designated as bicycle lanes. 
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Pi'ilani Highway is currently classified as an Urban Principal Arterial. The posted 
speed limit on Pi'ilani Highway is generally 40 miles per hour (mph). The speed limit 
on Pi'ilani Highway is 45 mph in the northbound direction from Wailea Ike Drive to 
Kilohana Drive; the southbound speed limit on this segment decreases from 45 mph 
to 25 mph as it approaches Wailea Ike Drive. 

The existing segment of Pi'ilani Highway north of Kilohana Drive was widened to 
four lanes in 2003. The remaining approximately 1 ,000 ft. of two-lane highway (from 
Kilohana Drive to its southerly terminus at Wailea Ike Drive) is expected to be 
widened to four lanes in the near future (the Final Environmental Assessment was 
filed earlier this year with Findings of No Significant Impact). 

2. PI'IKEA AVENUE (Road "C"): 

Pi'ikea Avenue (fka Road "C"), is oriented in an easterly (mauka) to westerly (makai) 
alignment, between Pi'ilani Highway and South Kihei Road (see EXHIBIT "B"), and 
was constructed as a joint County and private interest project (Road "C" I N-S 
Collector Federal Aid project) in 2001. Pi'ikea Avenue provides access to South 
Kihei Road and to existing abutting commercial and residential developments, and 
bisects the north and south phases of the Krausz Downtown Kihei project (between 
Liloa Drive and the existing Longs Drugs Retail Center and existing Azeka Place 
(Mauka Phase II) Commercial Center). 

Pi'ikea Avenue is a fully improved four-lane, undivided roadway from its easterly 
(mauka) terminus at Pi'ilani Highway to the existing signalized mid-block entrance to 
Piilani Village (Safeway) Shopping Center on the northerly side of Pi'ikea Avenue, 
which is also the main entrance to the Piilani Gardens Apartments and Child Care 
Complex on the southerly side of Pi'ikea Avenue. It then narrows to a two-lane, 
divided roadway as it approaches the Roundabout at the intersection of Pi'ikea 
Avenue and Liloa Drive. This segment of Pi'ikea Avenue is fully improved (with curb 
and gutters, sidewalks, curb inlets, fire hydrants, streetlights, etc.). 

A single-lane Roundabout, which abuts the easterly end of the Krausz Downtown 
Kihei projects, was constructed by the County in 2012 at the intersection of Pi'ikea 
Avenue and Liloa Drive (see Figures 1 and 2). Pedestrian crossings across both 
Pi'ikea Avenue approaches are provided with pedestrian-activated flashing beacons. 

Pi'ikea Avenue remains a two-lane roadway from the Roundabout to it's westerly 
(makai) terminus at South Kihei Road. This segment is only partially improved 
(shoulders are typically simply asphalt concrete with no curb and gutters or 
sidewalks, no streetlights, no drainage system, etc.). 

The posted speed limit along Pi'ikea Avenue is generally 20 mph (exclusive of the 
recently constructed Roundabout at the intersection of Pi'ikea Avenue and Liloa 
Drive). The posted speed limits are reduced to 15 mph through the Roundabout. 

10 



Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Preliminary Engineering Synopsis for Krausz Downtown Kihei 

3. LILOA DRIVE (N-S Collector): 

Liloa Drive (fka N-S Collector) , is oriented in a northerly (Maalaea) to southerly 
(Wailea) alignment, between its current northerly (Maalaea end) terminus at East 
Waipuilani Street and its southerly terminus at Halekuai St. (where it then continues 
into the recently completed South Maui Community Park as a private driveway). 
Liloa Drive was also constructed as a joint County and private interest project (Road 
"C" I N-S Collector Federal Aid project) in 2001, and provides circulation between 
East Waipuilani Street and Halekuai Street, and access to the adjoining commercial 
and residentia l developments. 

The single-lane Roundabout, which abuts the easterly end of the Krausz Downtown 
Kihei projects, was constructed by the County in 2012 at the intersection of Pi'ikea 
Avenue and Liloa Drive (see Figures 1 and 2). Pedestrian crossings across both 
Liloa Drive approaches are provided with pedestrian-activated flashing beacons. 

Two existing curbed driveways providing access to the Krausz Downtown Kihei 
project from Liloa Drive were master-planned and recently constructed by the 
County with the Roundabout project (see EXHIBIT "D"). 

• The North Driveway provides access from Liloa Drive to North Parcel 30. 
• The South Driveway provides a right turn in/out only access from Liloa Drive to 

the South Parcel 76 (see Figure 8). 

Figure 8- Right Turn In/Out South Access Driveway from Liloa Drive to South Parcel 76 

Liloa Drive is a fully improved two-lane, undivided roadway from its northerly 
(Maalaea end) terminus at East Waipuilani Road to Kauha'a Street (entrance to 
Meadowlands Subdivision - Phase II), with curbs and gutters on both sides, a 
sidewalk on the easterly (mauka) side, and the Kihei Greenway Multi-Use Trail on 
the westerly (makai) side. 
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It continues as a substantially improved two-lane, undivided roadway with curb and 
gutter and sidewalk along its easterly (mauka) side, and asphalt concrete shoulder 
and Kihei Greenway Multi-Use Trail on the westerly (makai) side to the Roundabout 
at the intersection of Pi'ikea Avenue and Liloa Drive. 

Liloa Drive continues from the Roundabout to Lipoa Street (see Figure 3) as a 
substantially improved three-lane, undivided roadway (two northbound lanes and 
one southbound lane) with curb and gutter and sidewalk along its easterly (mauka) 
side, and asphalt concrete shoulder and the Kihei Greenway Multi-Use Trail on the 
westerly (makai) side. 

The balance of Liloa Drive, from Lipoa Street to Halekuai Street, consists of a two
lane, undivided unimproved roadway with asphalt concrete paved shoulders (no 
curb and gutter, nor sidewalk). 

B. PRELIMINARY TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT: 

A preliminary Traffic Impact Assessment Report has been undertaken for the 
proposed project by a traffic engineering consultant (Austin Tsutsumi & Associates, 
Inc.) retained by the Client [ see "Traffic Impact Analysis Report, Krausz Companies 
Commercial Mixed-Use Development (Downtown Kihei), Kihei, Maui, Hawaii, Final 
Draft" (dated April18, 2012; prepared by Austin, Tsutsumi & Associates, Inc)]. 

Existing conditions, alternatives considered, and recommended roadway and traffic 
improvements (both project-specific and regionally) are identified and discussed in 
more detail therein. 

C. PROPOSED ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS: 

1. PIILANI HIGHWAY: 

A temporary, curbed landscape median currently exists along the northerly 
(Maalaea) edge of the existing left turn storage lane (for left turns from eastbound 
Pi'ikea Avenue to northbound Pi'ilani Highway) (see EXHIBIT "B"). A standard 
County Class "A" pavement section was installed all the way across this upper 
segment of Pi'ikea Avenue with the County's Road "C" I N-S Collector project when 
the project was completed in 2001, so that the temporary, curbed, mounded 
landscape median could be removed, and a second left turn lane easily be added in 
conjunction with the State's widening of Pi'ilani Highway to four lanes. However, this 
was never implemented by the County with the State's Pi'ilani Highway Four-Lane 
Widening Project that was completed in 2003, and a single left turn still exists at this 
location today. 

Traffic along the Pi'ikea Avenue eastbound left-turn storage lane (making 
northbound left turns onto Pi'ilani Highway) has been observed to occasionally 
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queue beyond the existing signalized mid-block entrance to Piilani Village (Safeway) 
Shopping Center and the Piilani Gardens Apartments and Child Care Complex. This 
in turn occasionally obstructs the left-turn movements for vehicles exiting the Piilani 
Village (Safeway) Shopping Center. 

These improvements were identified as a recommended improvement for the 
County's South Maui Community Park project (Phase I of the Park project was 
completed in 2011 ). Pursuant to the "Memorandum Of Understanding For 
Construction Of Offsite Roadway Improvements In The Vicinity Of South Maul 
Community Park [ TMK (2) 2-2-002:042]" (dated October 13, 2008) between the 
Department of Public Works and the Department of Parks and Recreation (see 
EXHIBIT "K"), the addition of a second left turn lane from east (mauka) bound Pi'ikea 
Avenue onto north (Maalaea) bound Piilani Highway (see EXHIBIT "B") should have 
already been incorporated into the Engineering Division's Capital Improvements 6-
Year Plan for projects programmed into the STIP for Federal Funding. However, this 
planned improvement does not appear to be documented in the latest STIP 
implementation schedule through 2016. 

2. PI'IKEA AVENUE: 

The single-lane Roundabout at the intersection of Pi'ikea Avenue and Liloa Drive 
(see Figure 2) was completed by the County in 2012. It is our understanding that 
this intersection appears to function adequately and thus no further improvements 
are proposed to the Pi'ikea Avenue approach to this intersection. 

Based on the Site Plan proposed by the Applicant (see EXHIBIT "C"), a total of four 
intersections along Pi'ikea Avenue are proposed for the Krausz Downtown Kihei 
Project, to provide access to North Parcel 30 and South Parcel 76 through four pairs 
of driveways (that are aligned across each other) (see EXHIBITS "C" and "E"). 

• The two pairs of easternmost (mauka-most) driveways are restricted to right turn 
in/out only to prevent conflicts with the Roundabout at the intersection of Pi'ikea 
Avenue and Liloa Drive. 

• To limit pedestrian crossings across Pi'ikea Avenue, cross walks are 
proposed only at the lower of these two upper intersections. 

• The main intersection (third intersection west or makai of the Roundabout, at the 
intersection of existing Pi'ikea Ave. and proposed onsite "C" Street) is proposed 
to be signalized, with crosswalks in both directions. 

• The western(makai)-most intersection is proposed to be unsignalized and will 
allow all turning movements. 

• The southerly (Wailea) driveway at this intersection is proposed to serve as 
access for the proposed parking structure at the west (makai) end of South 
Parcel76. 
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The segment of Pi'ikea Avenue 
through the project site is 
proposed to consist of two 
through lanes (one in each 
direction) and supplemental left 
and right turn lanes (see 
EXHIBIT "C" and "D", including 
Typical Section on EXHIBIT "D"). 
In addition, to facilitate an 
attractive, pedestrian-friendly 
streetscape (see Figure 9), the 
vertical alignment of the existing 
two-lane roadway will be refined 
to integrate Pi'ikea Avenue with Figure 9 -Integration of Pedestrian-Friendly Streetscape Along Pi'ikea 
the adjoining development Avenue (Conceptual Only, Looking North) 
parcels (see EXHIBIT "G"). 

Access to West Parcel 158 is proposed to be exclusively from the existing adjoining 
Azeka Place (Mauka Phase II) Commercial Center (see EXHIBITS "B" and "D"). 

3. LILOA DRIVE: 

Two existing curbed driveways providing access to the Krausz Downtown Kihei 
project from Liloa Drive (see EXHIBIT "D") were master-planned and recently 
constructed by the County with the Roundabout project. 

• The existing, curbed, three-lane driveway, providing access directly to Liloa 
Drive, will be extended further into North Parcel 30 and integrated into onsite 
circulation driveways. 

• The existing, curbed, two-lane, right turn in/out driveway, providing direct access 
to Liloa Drive, wi ll be extended further into the South Parcel 76 and integrated 
into the onsite circulation driveways. 

Pedestrian and bicycle connectivity is expected to be provided to the existing Kihei 
Greenway Multi-Use Trail between the easterly (mauka) edge of the project and 
Liloa Drive. 

The lane geometry of all intersections and accesses to the Krausz Downtown Kihei 
project are discussed in more detail in the TIAR. 
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Ill. DRAINAGE SYSTEM: 

A. EXISTING CONDITIONS: 

Since the existing ground generally slopes in an easterly to westerly direction in the 
vicinity (see EXHIBIT "L"), the majority of the onsite and offsite runoff for North Parcel 
30 and South Parcel 76, including existing Pi'ikea Avenue, generally sheet flows across 
the project site in an easterly to westerly direction, from its easterly end abutting the 
existing Kihei Greenway Multi-Use Trail and Liloa Drive, towards and into the 
downstream existing Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Sites on 
both sides of the existing Pi'ikea Avenue roadway. 

The segment of the existing Pi'ikea Avenue roadway and shoulder located between the 
existing Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Sites also drains into the 
adjoining Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Sites on both sides of 
the roadway. 

The relatively flat West Parcel 158 sheet flows across the project site in a westerly to 
easterly direction, from the existing Azeka Place (mauka Phase II) Commercial Center 
to the existing South Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Site. 

These existing Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Sites release 
incoming runoff into concrete drainage inlet structures that connects to the underground 
drainage system within these two retail centers, which convey the runoff to the County's 
existing underground drainage system along South Kihei Road, which then convey and 
discharge its runoff to the existing St. Theresa Regulation Reservoir that outlets to the 
ocean. 

According to our hydrologic analyses (see APPENDIX "A"), the existing pre
development project site currently generates approximately 21.0 cfs of onsite surface 
runoff (based on a 50-year recurrence interval, 1-hour duration storm; and, including a 
portion of the Pi'ikea Avenue right-of-way, but excluding the man-made wetlands 
replacement and enhancement easement). 

According to the previously approved drainage report for the existing Longs Drugs 
Retail Business Center (dated February 1989; by WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc.), 
the existing drainage system and inlet structure (30" RCP drainline) located east of the 
existing Longs Drugs Retail Center, within the existing North Man-Made Wetlands 
Replacement and Enhancement site, was designed to accommodate approximately 
14.4 cfs of total allowable runoff from the North Parcel 30 (TMK: (2) 3-9-0:30) when it 
developed in the future. This runoff is then conveyed to the existing regulation reservoir 
located south of St. Theresa Church, by existing drainlines along Piikea Ave. and the 
existing box culverts along S. Kihei Road. 
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Approximately 1.6 cfs of onsite surface runoff currently sheet flows from the northerly 
fringe of the North Parcel 30 in a northerly direction off the project site and into the 
adjoining Yee's Orchard property. 

Based on the previously approved drainage report for the existing Azeka Place 
Commercial Center (dated March 1989 by Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc.), the 
existing drainage system and inlet structure (36" ASRP drainline) located east of the 
Azeka Place (Mauka Phase II) Commercial Center, within the existing South Man-Made 
Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Site, was designed to accommodate 
approximately 17.8 cfs of total allowable runoff from the South Parcel 76 and West 
Parcel 158. This runoff is also then conveyed to the existing Regulation Reservoir 
located south of St. Theresa Church, by existing drainlines parallel to Pi'ikea Avenue 
and the existing box culverts beneath S. Kihei Road. 

Runoff from the existing 60 ft. wide Piikea Avenue right-of-way that currently sheet flows 
into the project site (with approximately half of the right-of-way flowing into the North 
Parcel 30; and, half into the South Parcel 76, West Parcel 158) ultimately drains into 
the existing North and South Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement 
Sites. 

A total of approximately 3.3 cfs (50-year, 1-hour storm) of offsite surface runoff is 
anticipated from adjoining areas easterly (mauka) of the project site is limited to the 
narrow strip between the easterly (mauka) edge of the project site and Liloa Drive 
curbing, which includes surface runoff from the Kihei Greenway Multi-Use Trail. This 
offsite runoff currently drains through the project site and into the two downstream 
existing North and South Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Sites. 

B. PROPOSED DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS: 

All drainage improvements are expected to be implemented pursuant to the current 
County of Maui's Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities. The existing pre
development drainage patterns will generally be maintained and any potential increase 
in runoff generated by the proposed project improvements will be mitigated so that the 
runoff released downstream will be no greater than what the existing downstream 
drainage were master-planned and designed to accommodate from the project site. 

The majority of the onsite and offsite runoff will be intercepted by drain inlets and 
conveyed by underground drainage systems to onsite detention basins (see EXHIBIT 
"F"), which will be sized to accommodate the fully developed project site (see 
APPENDIX "A"). 

Furthermore, in lieu of allowing onsite and offsite runoff to sheet flow and discharge 
directly into the existing man-made Wetlands Replacement And Enhancement Sites, as 
it is presently doing, the runoff will: 
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• First be intercepted by drain inlets (which will incorporate inserts with activated 
carbon filters); 

• Then be routed through the project's subsurface drainage systems (which will 
incorporate internal baffles to encourage siltation); and, 

• Then be routed through well-vegetated, above-ground Landscaped Detention Basins 
(which will have provisions for overflow with controlled release to the downstream 
existing Man-Made Wetlands Replacement and Enhancement Sites). 

In the absence of any onsite stormwater detention systems, a total of approximately 
65.1 cfs (50-year, 1-hour storm) of the onsite surface runoff could potentially have been 
generated after development of the project site (including improvements within the 
Pi'ikea Avenue right-of-way). However, a combination of Subsurface Detention 
Systems and above ground Landscaped Detention Basins will be implemented (see 
APPENDIX "A") to limit the peak onsite runoff to rates no greater than the master
planned and designed allowable release into the existing drainage systems from the 
previously approved Azeka Place (mauka Phase II) Commercial Center and the Longs 
Drugs Retail Center projects (see APPENDIX "A"). 

• The net release into the existing Longs Drugs Retail Center drainage system is 
expected to be approximately 14.0 cfs, ultimately less than the allowable 14.4 cfs 
from the previously approved drainage report. 

• The net release into the existing Azeka Place (Mauka Phase II) Commercial Center 
drainage system is expected to be approximately 17.3 cfs, ultimately less than the 
allowable 17.8 cfs from the previously approved drainage report. 

A portion of the existing onsite surface runoff from the northerly fringe of North Parcel 
30 which currently sheet flows off the property into the adjacent Vee's Orchard will be 
allowed to continue as it is presently doing so that there will be no net increase in onsite 
runoff leaving the project site. 

The proposed drainage plan incorporating subsurface drainage systems and two new 
onsite detention basins will attenuate any potential increase in post-development runoff, 
so that no more than the master-planned and designed allowable total release of 32.2 
cfs (that was identified in the previously approved Drainage Reports for the existing 
Longs Drugs Retail Center and existing Azeka Place (Mauka Phase II) Commercial 
Center) will be permitted to discharge downstream, and continue to flow downstream as 
it is presently doing. Therefore, since the onsite runoff discharging downstream will not 
exceed the master-planned and designed allowable release allocated for the developed 
project sites and are thus within the design capacity of the downstream drainage 
system, the proposed project improvements are not expected to adversely affect the 
downstream and adjoining properties. 
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IV. WASTEWATER SYSTEM: 

A. EXISTING CONDITIONS: 

An 8" sewerline (see EXHIBIT "F") was master planned and originally installed, along 
what would ultimately become the Road "C" or Pi'ikea Avenue roadway corridor, in 
1991, in anticipation of providing sewer service to the future easterly (mauka) residential 
and commercial developments. This existing 8" sewerline ties into a sewer manhole on 
South Kihei Road which then flows into a 1 0" sewerline, which carries the effluent by 
gravity flow northward along South Kihei Road approximately 500 feet to Sewer Pump 
Station No. 4. Sewer Pump Station No. 4 then pumps the effluent southward toward the 
Kihei Wastewater Reclamation Facility via a 12" force main. 

The County subsequently extended the 8" sewerline between the existing Longs Drugs 
Retail Center and existing Azeka Place (Mauka Phase II) Commercial Center 
approximately 1 ,600 I. f. to the east (mauka) along Pi'ikea Avenue, up through the 
intersection of Pi'ikea Avenue and Liloa Drive, in conjunction with the construction of the 
County's Federal Aid Road "C" I N-S Collector project in 2001. 

A Sewer Capacity Analysis was undertaken in 1997 (during the design phase for the 
County's Road "C" I N-S Collector Federal Aid Project), which confirmed that this Pi'ikea 
Avenue sewerline extension would have a peak design capacity of at least 530,000 
g.p.d., and adequate capacity to serve the proposed Piilani Village (Safeway) Shopping 
Center, the proposed Piilani Gardens Apartments and Child Care Complex, the future 
North Parcel 30, the future South Parcel 76, and the future West Parcel 158. Thus, 8" 
diameter sewer service laterals were installed at the lower corners of the Krausz 
Downtown Kihei North Parcel 30, the South Parcel 76, and the West Parcel 158. 

According to the Wastewater Reclamation Division, County of Maui, it is our 
understanding that flow to the Kihei Wastewater Reclamation Facility is currently 
approximately 4.0 MGD. The facility itself is designed for 8.0 MGD, which is well in 
excess of demand. Thus, there are no plans for expansion at this time. 

B. PROPOSED WASTEWATER IMPROVEMENTS: 

The existing sewer laterals from the existing 8" sewerline along Pi'ikea Avenue (see 
EXHIBIT "F") will be extended into the site, or where more optimum service points are 
required, a new sewer manhole will be installed along the existing 8" sewerline along 
Pi'ikea Avenue and a new 8" diameter sewer lateral will be extended into the site. The 
onsite wastewater system will typically consist of 8" diameter main sewerlines with 
sewer manholes and 6" diameter sewer service laterals with cleanouts to the individual 
building services. 
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C. ANTICIPATED WASTEWATER DEMANDS: 

Based on a Peak Flow Factor of 2.2 (which was used in the aforementioned 1997 
Sewer Capacity Analysis): 

• The 13.469 Ac. (net 10.469 Ac. excluding existing Man-Made Wetlands 
Replacement and Enhancement Site) North Parcel 30 is expected to generate a 
peak design wastewater flow of approximately 88,900 g.p.d. 

• The 9.092 Ac. South Parcel 76 is expected to generate a peak design wastewater 
flow of approximately 77,200 g.p.d. 

• The 1.376 Ac. West Parcel 158 is expected to generate a peak design wastewater 
flow of approximately 11,700 g.p.d. 

V. WATER SYSTEM: 

A. EXISTING CONDITIONS: 

1. POTABLE WATER SYSTEM: 

A potable water storage, transmission and distribution system, developed and 
managed by the County Department of Water Supply, services this area of Kihei. 
The 36" diameter high-pressure Central Maui Transmission Line and an 18" 
diameter transmission/distribution system serve the region, and are located along 
a utility corridor that runs in a north-south alignment (see EXHIBIT "F"), just 
outside of the easterly (mauka) perimeter of North Parcel 30 and South Parcel 
76, alongside the: 

• The Maui Electric Company's 69kV overhead transmission line; and 
• The County Wastewater Reclamation Division's 12-inch reclaimed (R1) water 

transmission/distribution line ; and, 
• The Kihei Greenway Multi-Use Trail. 

A 2.0 MG concrete reservoir (at overflow Elevation 248.00 M.S.L.) located 
immediately above Maui Research and Technology Park, and approximately 1.0 
mile easterly (mauka) of the project site, was constructed in 2000 by a joint 
venture between the County Department of Water Supply and Piilani Village. 
This reservoir is serviced from the existing 36" diameter Central Maui 
Transmission line, and is connected to the existing 18" diameter 
iransmission/distribuiion, ai Lipoa Sireei, and provides adequaie storage 
capacity to this area. 

In addition, a 12" diameter waterline was installed along Pi'ikea Avenue (see 
EXHIBIT "F"), from the existing 18" inch transmission/distribution system at the 
intersection of Pi'ikea Avenue I Liloa Drive to a point approximately 80 ft. west 
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(makai) of Liloa Drive, and temporarily plugged [ in anticipation for a future 
extension further west (makai) towards South Kihei Road to provide potable 
water service to future developments along Pi'ikea Avenue, between Liloa Drive 
and the existing Longs Drugs Retail Center and existing Azeka Place (Mauka 
Phase II) Commercial Center ], in conjunction with the County's Federal Aid 
Road "C" I N S Collector project. 

2. NON-POTABLE (R1) RECLAIMED WATER SYSTEM: 

A non-potable reclaimed water storage, transmission and distribution system, 
developed and managed by the County Department of Environmental 
Management, Wastewater Reclamation Division, services portions of this area of 
Kihei. 

The Kihei Wastewater Reclamation Facility (KWRF), which serves the South 
Maui area from Wailea to Sugar Beach, produces R-1 water, which is the highest 
quality of recycled water identified by the State of Hawaii's Department of Health. 

It potentially has a dry weather flow capacity and R1 water production capacity 
near 8.0 MGD. 

• In 2010, the daily average volume of R1 water used has been approximately 
1.8 MGD or approximately 50% of the total daily R-1 water produced. 

• As of August 20, 2012 (based on information provided by the Wastewater 
Reclamation Division): 

• The current R1 water production capacity is approximately 5 MGD, based 
on two retrofitted channels (each with a capacity of 2.5 MGD) I operation. 
A third channel (still with an older disinfection system) is currently not in 
operation. 

• The current influent flow to the KWRF is approximately 3.6 MGD. 
• Current peak R1 water used is approximately 2.0 MGD. 
• Recent peak reuse has been up to approximately 60% (which 

corresponded to a month of lower influent flow than the 3.6 MGD). 

A 12" diameter transmission/distribution system provides non-potable (R1) 
reclaimed water service to the region, and is located along a utility corridor that 
runs in a north-south alignment (see EXHIBIT "F"), just outside of the easterly 
(mauka) perimeter of North Parcel 30 and South Parcel 76, which is shared by: 

• The Maui Electric Company's 69kV overhead transmission line; 
• The County Department of Water Supply's 36" diameter high-pressure 

Central Maui Transmission Line and an 18" diameter transmission I 
distribution line; and, 

• The Kihei Greenway Multi-Use Trail. 

20 



WatTen S. Unemori Engineeting, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Preliminaty Engineering Synopsis for Krausz Downtown Kihei 

This reclaimed transmission line currently extends north along this corridor to 
East Waipuilani Road, then heads west (makai) along East Waipuilani Road to 
South Kihei Road. The Wastewater Reclamation Division plans to extend this 
transmission line to additional consumers in the vicinity. 

In addition, it is our understanding that service to the Kihei High School (with an 
expected consumption of approximately 0.2MGD) is being proposed. Although 
reuse consumption volumes and timelines are not know at this time, projects 
currently being served by reclaimed R1 water that is expected to expand its use 
in the future include Maui R& T Park, South Maui Community Park, and the 
Hokulani Golf Villas. 

A second 1.0 MG Tank is tentatively scheduled to be designed in FY 2015 and 
constructed in FY 2017, which will allow reclaimed R1 water to be used for a 
wider range of fire protection in the community. 

West Parcel 158 is located approximately 1 ,500 ft. west (makai) of the existing 
12" diameter reclaimed (R 1) water transmission line, and thus may have the 
option of providing landscape irrigation service from the County Department of 
Water Supply's potable water system along Pi'ikea Avenue. The ultimate source 
of landscape irrigation water will be determined during the future design phase 
for Krausz West Parcel 158. 

B. PROPOSED WATER IMPROVEMENTS: 

1. POTABLE WATER SYSTEM: 

The existing 12" diameter waterline along Pi'ikea Avenue that is currently 
terminated approximately 80ft. west (makai) of Liloa Drive (see EXHIBIT "F") will 
be extended westward (makai) along the Pi'ikea Avenue to provide potable water 
service for the proposed fire hydrants along Pi'ikea Avenue and to provide 
potable water service into North Parcel 30 and South Parcel 76, for domestic 
water service and fire protection. 

The existing 8" diameter waterline along Pi'ikea Avenue [from South Kihei Road, 
between the existing Longs Drugs Retail Center and existing Azeka Place 
(Mauka Phase II) Commercial Center] will be extended approximately 150 feet 
east (mauka) to provide potable water service for the proposed fire hydrants 
along Pi'ikea Avenue and to provide potable water service into West Parcel 158 
for domestic water service and fire protection. 

It is noted; however, that as of December 14, 2007, the County of Maui amended 
the Maui County Code to add a new chapter 14.12 "Water Availability". A letter 
issued to Engineering Consultants dated December 21, 2007, stated the 
following: "Effective immediately (pursuant to section 14.12.040), the director of 
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the Department of Water Supply shall provide written verification of a long-term, 
reliable supply of water as a condition for approval of subdivisions. Note the new 
code does not apply to subdivisions which had construction plans submitted to 
the Department of Public Works prior to December 14, 2007, pursuant to MCC 
Sections 18.20.150 through 18.20.170. Accordingly, the Department of Water 
Supply will no longer accept construction plans for the affected projects that do 
not have the verification of water supply. Plans inadvertently accepted by the 
Department of Water Supply will be returned to the transmitter." 

Thus, although the infrastructure to service this project is largely in place, the 
Applicant is expected to pursue a release of this condition from the Department 
of Water Supply, or develop private water sources for this project. 

Low water consumption fixtures are expected to be used and additional uses for 
reclaimed (R1) water (e.g., for flushing of water closets or portions of fire 
protection system) can be explored in the future as the County upgrades and 
improves it's reclaimed (R1) water storage and telemetry infrastructure as 
described below. 

Major tenants and groups of tenant spaces are expected to be sub-metered and 
proportioned to the tenant, as a means to monitor water consumption and 
provide an incentive to reduce water consumption. 

2. NON-POTABLE WATER SYSTEM: 

To conserve precious potable water resources, drought-tolerant and Hawaiian 
native plants are being considered, and all landscape irrigation is proposed to be 
serviced from the County's non-potable (R1) water system for North Parcel 30 
and South Parcel 76, and for any landscaping within the roadway right-of-ways. 
Metered non-potable (R1) irrigation service laterals will be installed, from the 
County's 12" diameter transmission/distribution system within the utility corridor 
that runs in a north-south alignment, just outside of the easterly (mauka) 
perimeter. Applicable County and State Department of Health permits will be 
obtained at the time of final design. 

West Parcel 158 is located approximately 1,500 ft. west (makai) of the existing 
12" diameter reclaimed (R 1) water transmission line, and thus may have the 
option of providing landscape irrigation service from the County Department of 
Water Supply's potable water system along Pi'ikea Avenue. The ultimate source 
of landscape irrigation water will be determined during the future design phase 
for West Parcel 158. 
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C. ANTICIPATED DOMESTIC, FIRE AND IRRIGATION WATER DEMANDS: 

1. ANTICIPATED DOMESTIC WATER DEMANDS: 

Depending on the ultimate tenant mix, average daily potable water demand is 
expected to range from 48,500 gpd to no more than 143,600 gpd. 

• Based on preliminary projections by the Mechanical Engineer (see APPENDIX 
"C"), the anticipated average daily potable water demand is expected to be at 
least 48,500 gpd (based on a maximum projected consumption of 17,700,000 
gallons per year). 

• Based solely on gross land area, the average daily potable water demand is not 
expected to exceed 143,600 gpd [ based on the generic 6,000 gpa for 
commercial development in Table 100-18, Domestic Consumption Guidelines, of 
the Water System Standards, Department of Water Supply, County of Maui, 
State of Hawaii (dated 2002) ]. 

Based on preliminary projections by the Mechanical Engineer (see APPENDIX "C"), 
the anticipated peak domestic water demands, and anticipated approximate potable 
water meter sizes, for the respective onsite components are tabulated below. 

Anticipated 
Preliminary Peak Anticipated Approximate 

Component Domestic Potable Domestic Potable Water 
Water Demand Meter Size 

(from Mechanical Engineer) 
North Parcel 30 - Hotel 

3" 
(including Pool & Cooling 245 g.p.m. 

(max. capacity 320 g.p.m.) 
Tower) 

Two (2) 1~" 
North Parcel 30 -

170 g.p.m. 
(max. capacity 200 g. p.m.) or 3" 

Balance (max. capacity 320 g. p.m.; for 
Tenant Flexibility) 

Two (2) 1W' 

South Parcel 76 190 g.p.m. 
(max. capacity 200 g.p.m.) or 3" 

(max. capacity 320 g.p.m.; for 
Ten ant Flexibility) 

West Parcel 158 70 g.p.m. 
1~" 

(max. capacity 100 g.p.m.) 

The projections above exclude landscape irrigation demands, which are expected to 
use reclaimed (R1) water. Detailed domestic potable water demand calculations for 
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both average daily demand and peak flow for sizing meters are expected to be 
developed based on the ultimate tenant mix at the time of final design. 

2. ANTICIPATED FIRE FLOWS: 

Based on preliminary projections by the Mechanical Engineer (see APPENDIX "D"), 
the anticipated fire flows for the respective onsite components are tabulated below, 
and are not expected to exceed approximately 1,500 g. p.m. (including the proposed 
Hotel in North Parcel 30). 

Anticipated Maximum 
Component Preliminary Fire Flow (from 

Mechanical Engineer) 

North Parcel 30 - Proposed Hotel 1,500 g.p.m. 

North Parcel 30 - Balance 1 ,500 g.p.m. 

South Parcel 76 1,500 g.p.m. 

West Parcel 158 TBD 

3. ANTICIPATED IRRIGATION WATER DEMANDS: 

Based on preliminary projections by the Landscape Architect (see APPENDIX "E"), 
the anticipated irrigation water demands for the respective onsite and offsite 
components are tabulated below. 

Anticipated Preliminary 

Component 
Landscape Irrigation 

Demand (plant establishment 
rate /long term normal rate) 

Krausz North Parcel 30 15,100 g.p.d. I 8,100 g.p.d. 

Krausz South Parcel 76 12,000 g.p.d. I 6,400 g.p.d. 

Krausz West Parcel 158 2,400 g.p.d. I 1,400 g.p.d. 

Pi'ikea Avenue Realignment & Improvements T.B.D. 

As of August 20, 2012, it is our understanding that the Wastewater Reclamation 
Division has confirmed that adequate capacity exists to provide the anticipated 
irrigation needs for this project with reclaimed R1 water. Adequate capacity is 
expected to be confirmed in the future, prior to the construction of this project, since 
expanded use of reclaimed R1 water is expected to occur in the future as discussed 
above. 
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VI. ELECTRICAL, TELEPHONE AND CATV SERVICE: 

A. EXISTING CONDITIONS: 

Electrical, telephone and cable TV service in the Kihei region is provided by Maui 
Electric Company, Ltd., GTE Hawaiian Tel., and Oceanic Time Warner Cable of Hawaii, 
respectively, along the primary overhead utility corridor for Maui Electric Company's 
69kV overhead transmission line, that runs in a north-south alignment, just outside of 
the easterly (mauka) perimeter of North Parcel 30 and South Parcel 76 (see EXHIBIT 
"D"). 

B. PROPOSED ELECTRICAL, TELEPHONE AND CATV IMPROVEMENTS: 

Electrical, telephone and cable TV service will be provided to the onsite buildings 
throughout the project via an underground onsite distribution system. Likewise, all new 
electrical, telephone and cable TV service along Pi'ikea Avenue is expected to be 
placed underground. 

VII. ANTICIPATED CONSTRUCTION COSTS: 

A. ORDER OF MAGNITUDE PROBABLE CONSTRUCTION COSTS: 

The projected order-of-magnitude probable construction costs for sitework 
improvements (including site electrical and landscaping/irrigation) for the respective 
onsite and offsite components are expected to be: 

Order-of-Magnitude 
Component Probable Construction 

Cost 

North Parcel 30 $7,500,000 

South Parcel 76 $6,800,000 

West Parcel 158 $ 1,300,000 

Pi'ikea Avenue Realignment & Improvements $2,900,000 

The above is subject to refinement based on scope of ultimate regulatory requirements 
from Federal, State and County agencies, public utilities, final design documents, and 
contemporary construction costs at the time the improvements will actually be 
constructed. 
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EXHIBITS 

A. Project Location Map 
B. General Plan 
C. Conceptual Architectural Site Plan 
D. Conceptual Site Plan 
E. Conceptual Site Grading Plan 
F. Conceptual Site Utility Plan 
G. Conceptual Plan and Profile, Pi'ikea Avenue 

Reconstruction (1 of 2; and, 2 of 2) 
H. Soils Classification Map 
I. Flood Insurance Rate Maps (1 of 3 thru 3 of 3) 
J. 1998 Downtown Kihei Planning Workshop Base Map 
K. Memorandum of Understanding for Construction 

of Offsite Roadway Improvements in the Vicinity 
of South Maui Community Park 
[ TMK (2) 02-02-002:042] Between Department 
of Public Works and Department of Parks and 
Recreation (dated October 13, 2008) 

L. Topographic Survey Map of Existing Grades 
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ZONE X 0586E 

(2) 3-9l-0(Q)2:(0)3(Q) 

FLOOD ZONE DEFINITIONS 

SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREAS SUBJECT TO INUNDATION BY THE 1% ANNUAL 
CHANCE FLOOD- The 1% annual chance flood (100-year flood), also known as the base 
flood, is the flood that has a 1% chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year. 
The Special Flood Hazard is the area subject to flooding by the 1% annual chance flood. 
Areas of Special Flood Hazard include Zone A, AE, AH, AO, V, and VE. The Base Flood 
Elevation (BFE) is the water-surface elevation of the 1% annual chance flood. Mandatory 
Hood insurance purchase applies in these zones: 

• Zone A: No BFE determined. 

Zone AE: BFE determined . 

• Zone AH: Flood depths of 1 to 3 feet (usually areas of pending); BFE determined. 

D Zone AO: Flood depths of 1 to 3 feet (usually sheet flow on sloping terrain); 
average depths determined . 

• Zone V: Coastal Hood zone with velocity hazard (wave action); no BFE determined. 

• Zone VE: Coastal flood zone with velocity hazard (wave action); BFE determined. 

• Zone AEF: Floodway areas in Zone AE. The Hoodway 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 carried 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 communities. 

• Zone XS (X shaded): Areas of 0.2% annual chance Hood; areas of 1% annual 
chance Hood with average depths of less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less 
than 1 square mile; and areas protected by levees from 1% annual chance flood. 

D Zone X: Areas determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain. 

OTHER FLOOD AREAS 

D ZoneD: Unstudied areas where flood hazards are undetermined, but flooding is 
possible. No mandatory flood insurance purchase requirements apply, but coverage 
is available in participating communities. 

EXHIBIT "I" - FLOOD INS 

PROPERTY INFORMATION 

COUNTY: 
TMKNO: 
PARCEL ADDRESS: 

FIRM INDEX DATE: 
LETTER OF MAP CHANGE(S): 
FEMA FIRM PANEL(S): 
PANEL EFFECTIVE DATE: 

PARCEL DATA FROM: 

IMAGERY DATA FROM: 

MAUl 
(2) 3-9-002-030 
1228 S KIHEI RD 
KIHEI, HI 96753 
SEPTEMBER 25, 2009 
NONE 
1500030586E 
SEPTEMBER 25, 2009 

MAY2012 

MAY2005 

IMPORTANT PHONE NUMBERS 

County NFIP Coordinator 
County of Maui 
Francis Cerizo, CFM 

State NFIP Coordinator 
Carol Tyau-Beam, P.E., CFM 

(808) 270-7771 

(808) 587-0267 

Disclaimer: The Department of Land and Natural Resources assumes 
no responsibility arising from the use of the information contained in this 
report. Viewers/Users are responsible for verifying the accuracy of the 
information and agree to indemnify the Department of Land and Natural 
Resources from any liability, which may arise from its use. 
Preliminary DFIRM Disclaimer: If this map has been identified as 
"PRELIMINARY", please note that it is being provided for commenting 
purposes only and is not to be use for official/legal decisions or 
regulatory compliance. 



ZONE X 

0586E 

(2) 3~9 ... 0)02:015 

FlOOD ZONE DEFINmONS 
SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREAS SUBJECT TO INUNDATION BY THE 1% ANNUAL 
CHANCE FLOOD-The 1% annual chance flood (100-year flood), also known as the base 
flood, is the flood that has a 1% chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year. 
The Special Flood Hazard is the area subject to flooding by the 1% annual chance flood. 
Areas of Special Flood Hazard include Zone A, AE, AH, AO, V, and VE. The Base Flood 
Elevation (BFE) is the water-surface elevation of the 1% annual chance flood. Mandatory 
flood insurance purchase applies in these zones: 
• Zone A: No BFE determined. 

Zone AE: BFE determined . 

• Zone AH: Flood depths of 1 to 3 feet (usually areas of ponding); BFE determined. 
D Zone AO: Flood depths of 1 to 3 feet (usually sheet flow on sloping terrain); 

average depths determined . 

• Zone V: Coastal flood zone with velocity hazard (wave action); no BFE determined. 

• Zone VE: Coastal flood zone with 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 carried 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 communities. 

• Zone XS (X shaded}: Areas of 0.2% annual chance flood; areas of 1% annual 
chance flood with average depths of less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less 
than 1 square mile; and areas protected by levees from 1% annual chance flood. 

D Zone X: Areas determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain. 

OTHER FlOOD AREAS 
0 ZoneD: Unstudied areas where flood hazards are undetermined, but flooding is 

possible. No mandatory flood insurance purchase requirements apply, but coverage 
is available in participating communities. 

PROPERTY INFORMATION 

COUNTY: 
TMKNO: 
PARCEL ADDRESS: 

FIRM INDEX DATE: 
LETTER OF MAP CHANGE(S}: 
FEMA FIRM PANEL(S}: 
PANEL EFFECTIVE DATE: 

PARCEL DATA FROM: 

IMAGERY DATA FROM: 

MAUl 
(2) 3-9-002-076 
PIIKEAAVE 
KIHEI, HI 96753 
SEPTEMBER 25, 2009 
NONE 
1500030586E 
SEPTEMBER 25, 2009 

MAY 2012 

MAY2005 

IMPORTANT PHONE NUMBERS 
Countv NFIP Coordinator 
County of Maui 
Francis Cerizo, CFM 

State NFIP Coordinator 
Carol Tyau-Beam, P.E., CFM 

(808) 270-7771 

(808) 587-0267 

Disclaimer: The Department of Lend and Natural Resources assumes 
no responsibility arising from the use of the infonnation contained in this 
report. Viewers/Users are responstble for verifying the accuracy of the 
information and agree to indemnify the Department of Land and Natural 
Resources from any liability, which may arise from its use. 

Preliminary DFIRM Disclaimer: If this map has been identified as 
"PRELIMINARY", please note that it is being provided for commenting 
purposes only and is not to be use for official/legal decisions or 
regulatory compliance. 

EXHIBIT "I"- FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAPS {2 OF 3} 



FLOOD ZONE DEFINITIONS 

SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREAS SUBJECT TO INUNDATION BY THE 1% ANNUAL 
CHANCE FLOOD- The 1% annual chance flood (100-year flood), also known as the base 
flood, is the flood that has a 1% chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year. 
The Special Flood Hazard is the area subject to flooding by the 1% annual chance flood. 
Areas of Special Flood Hazard include Zone A, AE, AH, AO, V, and VE. The Base Flood 
Elevation (BFE) is the water-surface elevation of the 1% annual chance flood. Mandatory 
flood insurance purchase applies in these zones: 

• Zone A: No BFE determined. 

• Zone AE: BFE determined . 
• Zone AH: Flood depths of 1 to 3 feet (usually areas of ponding); BFE determined. 

0 Zone AO: Flood depths of 1 to 3 feet (usually sheet flow on sloping terrain); 
average depths determined . 

• Zone V: Coastal flood zone with velocity hazard (wave action); no BFE determined. 
• Zone VE: Coastal flood zone with 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 carried 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 communities. 
• Zone XS (X shaded): Areas of 0.2% annual chance flood; areas of 1% annual 

chance flood with average depths of less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less 
than 1 square mile; and areas protected by levees from 1% annual chance flood. 

D Zone X: Areas determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain. 

OTHER FLOOD AREAS 

0 ZoneD: Unstudied areas where flood hazards are undetermined, but flooding is 
possible. No mandatory flood insurance purchase requirements apply, but coverage 
is available in participating communities. 

EXHIBIT "I" - FL 

ZONE X 

PROPERTY INFORMATION 

COUNTY: 
TMKNO: 
PARCEL ADDRESS: 

FIRM INDEX DATE: 
LETTER OF MAP CHANGE(S): 
FEMA FIRM PANEL(S): 
PANEL EFFECTIVE DATE: 

PARCEL DATA FROM: 

IMAGERY DATA FROM: 

MAUl 
(2) 3-9-002-158 
PIIKEAAVE 
KIHEI, HI 96753 
SEPTEMBER 25, 2009 
NONE 
1500030586E 
SEPTEMBER 25, 2009 

MAY 2012 

MAY2005 

IMPORTANT PHONE NUMBERS 
County NFIP Coordinator 

County of Maui 
Francis Cerizo, CFM 

State NFIP Coordinator 
Carol Tyau-Beam, P.E., CFM 

(808) 270-7771 

(808) 587-0267 

Disclaimer: The Department of Lend end Natural Resources assumes 
no responsibility arising from the use of the infonnation contained in this 
report. Viewers/Users ere responsible for verifying the accuracy of the 
information and agree to indemnify the Department of Land end Nature/ 
Resources from any liability, which may arise from its use. 

Preliminary DFIRM Disclaimer: If this map has been identified as 
"PRELIMINARY~ please note that it is being provided for commenting 
purposes only end is not to be use for officiaV/egel decisions or 
regulatory compliance. 
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EXHIBIT "J" -1998 DOWNTOWN KIHEI PLANNING WORKSHOP BASE MAP 



CHARMAINE TAVARES 
Mayor 

MILTON M. ARAKAWA, A.I.C.P. 
Director 

MICHAEL M. MIYAMOTO 
Deputy Director 

Telephone: (808) 270-7745 
Fax: (808) 270-7975 

COUNTY OF MAUl 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

ENGINEERING DIVISION 
200 SOUTH HIGH STREET 

WAILUKU, MAUl, HAWAII 96793 

October 13, 2008 

MEMO TO: Tamara Horcajo, Director 

RALPH NAGAMINE, L.S., P.E. 
Development Services Administration 

CARY YAMASHITA, P.E. 
Engineering Division 

BRIAN HASHIRO, P.E. 
Highways Division 

Department of Parks and Recr~~. ' 

THROUGH: Cary Yamashita, Chief (\ AIXt'O""" , J 
Engineering Division \..frO at 

FROM:/. £lilian Arakawa, Director ~d ~ 
I Department of Public Works 

COpy : Pat Matsui 
Planning and Development Division 
Department of Parks and Recreation 

SUBJECT: MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING FOR CONSTRUCTION OF 
OFFSITE ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS IN THE VICINITY OF SOUTH 
MAUl COMMUNITY PARK [ TMK (2) 2-2-002:042] 

This' confirms that the following roadway improvements, in the vicinity of the proposed 
South Maui Community Park, have been incorporated into the Engineering Division's 
Capital Improvements 6-Year Plan for projects programmed into the STIP for Federal 
Funding: 

• Second left turn lane at intersection of Piilani Highway I Piikea Avenue (for east 
or mauka bound traffic on Piikea Avenue making left turns onto Piilani Highway, 
to head north on Piilani Highway); and, 
Traffic signals (when warranted) at the existing intersection of Piilani Highway I 
Welakahao Street. 

In addition, a 4-way stop is expected to be incorporated into the future intersection of 
Uloa Drive and Welakahao Street as part of the future North-South Collector Road 
Improvements project (currently under design by Engineering Division). 

If you have any questions, please call Joe Krueger of Engineering Division at 270-7745. 

CY/JK(ED08-681 ) 
S:\ENG\ALL\Joe\Letters\194-Park.wpd 

EXHIBIT "K" - MEMO OF UNDERSTANDING FOR CONSTRUCTION OF OFFSITE ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS 
IN THE VICINITY OF SOUTH MAUl COMMUNITY PARK [TMK (2) 2-2-002:042] BETWEEN DEPARTMENT OF 

PUBLIC WORKS AND DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION (DATED ~CTOBER 13, 2008) 
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I. PURPOSE 

Preliminary Drainage Report 
for 

Krausz Downtown Kihei 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

This report has been prepared to examine the existing drainage conditions and the 
proposed drainage plan for the proposed Krausz Downtown Kihei project. 

II. PROPOSED PROJECT 

A. Site Location 

The project site is located in Kihei, on the island of Maui, and in the State of 
Hawaii, and is comprised of Tax Map Key parcels (2) 3-9-002: 030, 076, and 
158. These parcels are located approximately 1 ,500 ft from the ocean, and are 
situated along both sides of Pi'ikea Avenue (Road "C"), south of Yee's Orchard, 
north of the Haggai Institute, immediately west (makai) of the Roundabout at the 
intersection of Pi'ikea Avenue/Liloa Drive (N-S Collector), and east (mauka) of 
the existing Azeka Place (mauka Phase II) Commercial Center and Longs Drugs 
Retail Center and the existing man-made wetlands replacement and 
enhancement sites (see Exhibit 1 ). The existing Piilani Village (Safeway) 
Shopping Center and existing Piilani Gardens Apartments and Child Care 
Complex are located to the east (mauka) of the project site, across Liloa Drive. 
Required offsite improvements are expected to include, but are not limited to, 
work on Piikea Ave. between the Longs Drugs Retail Center and the ext'g 
Roundabout; work on Piikea Ave. between the signalized entrance to Piilani 
Village Shopping Center and the Piilani Highway intersection; and work on a 
portion of Liloa Drive, in areas fronting the project site. 

B. Project Description 

The Project Site is anticipated to be a Commercial development and occupy a 
total area of approximately 22.4± acres (excluding existing wetland easement 
and including Pi'ikea Ave. Improvements) on both sides of Pi'ikea Avenue. 
Improvements are expected to include, but are not limited to, the following: 

• Commercial shops, restaurants, offices, theatre, hotel and their associated 
driveways and parking areas (including a parking structure); 

• Concrete curbs, gutters, and paved mall walkways and sidewalks; 
• Underground drainage systems consisting of drain inlets, subsurface 

detention systems (up to 72" diameter perforated pipe), above ground 
detention basins, and drainage piping (shallow concrete box culverts or 
smaller diameter parallel drainlines may be used where vertical 
clearances are limited); 

• Underground wastewater systems; 
• Underground water systems for potable water and fire protection; 

1 
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• Underground gas system with supplemental above ground gas tanks; 
• Modifications to the existing Pi'ikea Avenue (roadway widening, turning 

lanes, profile revisions, etc.); 
• Retaining walls; 
• Underground electrical, telephone, cable television systems (including 

streetlights, parking lot lights, underground conduits, handholes, etc.); 
and, 

• Landscaping and Irrigation (expected to be supplied from Maui County's 
R-1 reclaimed wastewater system). 

Improvements are not expected to extend into the existing man-made wetlands 
replacement and enhancement sites (previously constructed in 1990), and 
therefore are not expected to be disturbed by the proposed development. 

Typical temporary construction-phase measures to control erosion and wind 
blown silt are expected to be implemented during the mass grading phase as 
required (e.g., dust fences, silt fences, filtration berms, siltation and infiltration 
basin, etc.). Furthermore, upon completion of the proposed grading and 
improvements, all disturbed areas that are still exposed (and not paved or 
otherwise landscaped) will be grassed as required to minimize erosion. 

All site work construction is expected to conform to the recommendations and 
requirements of the Soils Engineer (who will be a professional engineer licensed 
to practice in the State of Hawaii) and the applicable requirements of the Maui 
County code. The Owner is expected to retain a Soils Engineer to provide all 
construction phase monitoring and testing in accordance with the soils report. 

Ill. EXISTING CONDITIONS 

A. Topography and Soil Conditions 

The project site is currently undeveloped and is not being used for any particular 
purpose. The existing ground generally slopes in an easterly (mauka) to westerly 
(makai) direction, from an elevation of approximately (+) 38 feet M.S.L. to 
approximately (+) 4 feet M.S.L., with an average slope of approximately 2.3%. 
Properties east (mauka) of Liloa Drive are developed and consist of Piilani 
Village Shopping Center and Piilani Gardens Apartments and Childcare 
Complex. Azeka Place (mauka Phase II) Commercial Center and Longs Drugs 
Retail Centers located west (makai) of the project site are both developed 
properties with slopes generally consistent with Pi'ikea Avenue. Natural 
vegetation in the undeveloped areas includes, but is not limited to, buffelgrass 
and kiawe trees. 

According to the Soil Survey of Islands of Kauai, Oahu, Maui, Molokai, and 
Lanai, State of Hawaii, prepared by the United States Department of Agriculture, 
Soil Conservation Service, the soil classifications predominantly found on the 
project site are the Pulehu Series, Pulehu clay loam, 0-3 percent slopes (PsA), 
Puuone sand, 7 to 30 percent slopes (PZUE) and Jaucas sand, saline, 0 to 12 
percent slopes (JcC) (See Exhibit 2). The Pulehu clay loam (PsA) is 
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characterized as having moderate permeability, slow runoff and a slight erosion 
hazard. The Puuone sand (PZUE) is characterized as having rapid permeability 
above the cemented layer, slow runoff and moderate to severe wind erosion 
hazard. The Jaucas sand (JcC) is somewhat poorly drained in depressions but 
excessively drained on knolls. 

B. Existing Drainage Conditions 

Presently, the majority of the onsite and offsite runoff generally sheet flows 
across the project site in an easterly to westerly direction and into the 
downstream existing man-made wetlands replacement and enhancement sites 
located immediately mauka of the Longs Drugs Retail Center and Parcel 158 
(see Exhibit 4). According to our calculations, the existing pre-development 
project site (including a portion of the Pi'ikea Avenue right-of-way, but excluding 
the existing man-made wetlands replacement and enhancement easement) 
currently generates approximately 21.0 cfs of onsite surface runoff (based on a 
50-year recurrence interval, 1-hour duration storm). Two existing concrete inlet 
structures located within the existing man-made wetland replacement and 
enhancement sites, collect and convey the runoff through the retail centers' 
underground drainage systems, and eventually into the County's existing 
drainage system along South Kihei Road. 

According to the previously approved drainage report for the Longs Drugs Retail 
Business Center (dated February .1989 by Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc.), 
the existing drainage system and inlet structure (30" RCP drainline) located east 
of the Longs Drugs Retail Center within the existing man-made wetlands 
replacement and enhancement site, was designed to accommodate 14.4 cfs of 
total allowable runoff from the north Parcel 30 (TMK: (2) 3-9-0:30). The 
intercepted runoff is then conveyed to the existing regulation reservoir located 
south of St. Theresa Church, by means of underground drainlines in Piikea Ave. 
and box culverts beneath South Kihei Road. 

In addition, based on the previously approved drainage report for the Azeka 
Place Commercial Center (dated March 1989 by Warren S. Unemori 
Engineering, Inc.), the existing drainage system and inlet structure (36" ASRP 
drainline) located east of the Azeka Place (mauka Phase II) Commercial Center 
within the existing wetlands replacement and enhancement site, was designed to 
accommodate 17.8 cfs of total allowable runoff from the south Parcel 76 and 
west Parcel 158 (TMKs: (2) 3-9-0:76 and 158) and convey the intercepted runoff 
to the existing box culvert previously installed by the County within South Kihei 
Road and eventually to the existing regulation reservoir located south of St. 
Theresa Church that outlets to the ocean. 

Runoff from the existing 60 foot wide Piikea Avenue right-of-way currently sheet 
flows into the project site (with approximately half of the right-of-way flowing into 
the north Parcel 30 and half into the south Parcel 76, 158 and 80, based on the 
crown of the existing road), and into the two downstream existing man-made 
wetlands replacement and enhancement sites. 
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Offsite mauka surface runoff is comprised of the area west (makai) of the Liloa 
Road (N-S Collector) curbing that currently sheet flows into the project site (see 
Exhibit 4). A total of approximately 3.3 cfs (50-year, 1-hour storm) is generated 
from these upstream offsite areas that drains onto the project site and into the 
two downstream existing man-made wetlands replacement and enhancement 
sites. 

Based on the existing grades of Parcel 30 (north), approximately 1.6 cfs (approx. 
1.4 Ac.) sheet flows in a northerly direction off the project site and into the 
adjoining Vee's Orchard property. 

C. Flood and Tsunami Zone 

According to Panel 0586E of the Flood Insurance Rate Map, dated September 
25, 2009, a majority of north Parcel 30 and south Parcel 76 (TMKs: (2) 3-9-02:30 
and 76) are situated within Zone "X", which is designated as an area outside the 
0.2% chance flood plain and of minimal flood hazard (see Exhibit 3). A portion of 
the southwestern corners of both these Parcels (near the locations of the existing 
man-made wetlands replacement and enhancement sites) along with the entire 
west Parcel 158 [TMK: (2) 3-9-02: 158] are in Zone "AH", which indicates they 
are in special flood hazard areas subject to inundation by the 1 00-year shallow 
flood where flood depths are between one (1) and three (3) feet (usually areas of 
pending), with the base flood elevation determined at elevation 6. 

The project site is not located within a tsunami zone. 

IV. DRAINAGE PLAN 

A. Description 

The general drainage plan that will be implemented for the proposed 
improvements shall include minimal alterations to the existing pre-development 
drainage patterns, and mitigating the increase in runoff generated by the 
proposed project improvements such that the runoff released downstream will be 
no greater than the planned design capacity of the existing drainage systems. 

The majority of the onsite surface runoff generated by the proposed project will 
be intercepted by new curbing and curb-and-gutters, curb inlet and grated inlet 
type catch basins (with Kristar carbon based filters, or approved equal), and 
conveyed to new onsite detention basins by the project's underground drainage 
system, which has been sized to accommodate the fully developed project site 
(see Exhibit 5). The majority of the onsite runoff will be routed through the 
project's subsurface drainage systems before going into the well vegetated 
detention basins which have provisions for overflow with controlled release to the 
downstream existing man-made wetlands replacement and enhancement sites 
as it is presently doing. 

In the absence of any onsite stormwater detention systems, a total of 
approximately 65.1 cfs (50-year, 1-hour storm) of the onsite surface runoff could 

4 



WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Drainage Report for Krausz Downtown Kihei 

potentially have been generated after development of the project site (including 
improvements within the Piikea Avenue right-of-way). However, a combination of 
subsurface detention systems and above ground detention basins will be 
implemented (see Appendix B for preliminary detention calculations) to limit the 
peak onsite runoff to rates no greater than the planned allowable release for the 
existing drainage systems from the previously approved Azeka Place (mauka 
Phase II) Commercial Center and the Longs Drugs Retail Center projects (See 
Appendix A-5). The net release into the existing Longs Drugs Retail Center 
drainage system is expected to be approximately 14.0 cfs, ultimately less than 
the allowable 14.4 cfs from the previously approved drainage report. The net 
release into the existing Azeka Place Commercial Center drainage system is 
expected to be approximately 17.3 cfs, ultimately less than the allowable 17.8 cfs 
from the previously approved drainage report. Therefore, since the onsite runoff 
discharging downstream will not exceed the allowable release of the existing 
downstream drainage systems, it will be allowed to continue to flow downstream 
through the County's existing drainage system as it is presently doing. Table 1 
below presents a summary of the relevant hydrologic analyses undertaken. 

Parcel No. Pre- Post-Dev Mitigative Measure 
Dev Onsite Subsurface Detention 

Onsite Runoff*- Drainage Basins 
Runoff* Before System 

(cfs) Mitigation (l.f.; size) 
(cfs) 

30 (North)** 8.5 31.9 200 (72") #1 

76 (South) 8.1 26.7 325 (72") #1 and #2 

158 (West) 1.7 4.2 200 (42") N/A 

Pi'ikea 
Avenue 5.7 7.1 0 #1 

*See Appendix A for total drainage area calculations 
(above component runoff values are conservative, not 
intended to be added, and is used solely for 
conservatively sizing the respective mitigative measures) 

**Excludes man-made wetland replacement site 

Table 1. Pre/Post Drainage Summary for Developable Areas 

A portion of the post-development runoff from the south parcel will be routed 
through the north parcel and into Detention Basin No.1 (see Exhibit 5). However, 
the Detention Basin No. 1 will be sized to accommodate this additional runoff 
from the south parcel, such that no more than the allowable release (per the 
previously approved Longs Drugs Retail Center drainage report) will be permitted 
to discharge into the downstream drainage system. 

The runoff generated by the proposed development of the west Parcel 158 (TMK 
(2) 3-9-0: 158) will be mitigated by an approximately 200 ft. long 42" subsurface 
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drainage system that will release runoff to the existing drainage system within the 
Azeka Place (mauka Phase II) Commercial Center at a rate no greater than the 
allowable release design capacity of the existing system. 

A portion of the existing onsite surface runoff from the northerly fringe (approx. 
0.3 Ac.) of the project site that currently sheet flows off the property into the 
adjacent Vee's Orchard will be allowed to continue as it is presently doing so that 
there will be no net increase in onsite runoff leaving the project site. 

B. Hydrologic Calculations 

The hydrologic calculations are based on the "Rules for the Design of Storm 
Drainage Facilities in the county of Maui", Title MC-15, Chapter 4 and the 
"Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", Technical Paper No. 43, 
dated 1962. The rational method was used to estimate the runoff for this project. 

Rational Formula used: 

Where: 

Q =CIA 

Q = Rate of Flow ( cfs) 
C = Runoff Coefficient 
I = Rainfall Intensity (inch/hour) 

A = Area (Acre) 

The design storm used in the calculations for this project is based on a 50-year 
recurrence interval, 1-hour duration precipitation of approximately 2.0 inches. 

APPENDIX A contains the hydrologic calculations used to determine the impact 
of the proposed project in terms of drainage conditions by comparing the peak 
flows from before and after development. 

C. Conclusion 

All drainage improvements are expected to be implemented pursuant to the 
current County of Maui's Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities. 
Although the proposed project improvements could potentially generate 
approximately 44.1 cfs of additional runoff, the construction of subsurface 
drainage systems and two new onsite detention basins will attenuate the 
increase in post-development runoff, so that no more than the allowable total 
release of 32.2 cfs (that was identified in the previously approved Drainage 
Reports for the existing Longs Drugs Retail Center and existing Azeka Place 
Commercial Center) will be permitted to discharge downstream, and continue to 
flow downstream as it is presently doing. Therefore, it is our professional opinion 
that the proposed project improvements are not expected to adversely affect the 
downstream and adjoining properties. 

V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Reports\Drainage\Drainage Report-OO.doc 
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APPENDIX A-1 

Pre-Development Runoff Calculations (By Parcels) 
(North Parcel 30, South Parcel 76, West Parcel158 and Portion of Pi'ikea Avenue) 



HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: PRE-DEVELOPMENT (TOTAL) 

Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

Objective: To determine the total pre-development onsite surface runoff for the 
proposed Downtown Kihei project site. Areas include North Parcel 30 
(excluding existing wetland easement), South Parcel 76, West Parcel158 
and portion of Pi'ikea Avenue. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.)= 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 
Area (Ac.): 

Paved Area (Ac.): 
Grassed Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Unimproved Area Coefft*: 
Paved Runoff Coefft, C: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft, C: 

4. Time of Concentration: 
Approx. Elev. Diffl. (ft.): 

Higher Elev. (ft.): 
Lower Elev. (ft.): 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 
Average Slope: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C X I X A (cfs): 

27 
4 

•see Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui . Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: PRE-DEVELOPMENT-PARCEL 30 (NORTH) 

Objective: To determine the pre-development onsite surface runoff for North Parcel 30 
of the proposed Downtown Kihei project site. Calculation excludes the 
existing wetlands easement. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.)= 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 
Area (Ac.): 

Wetland Area- Exclude from Calc (Ac.) 
Net Developable Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Unimproved Area Coefft*: 

4. Time of Concentration: 
Approx. Elev. Diffl. (ft.): 

Higher Elev. (ft.): 
Lower Elev. (ft.): 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 
Average Slope: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C X I X A (cfs): 

27 
4 

•see Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: PRE-DEVELOPMENT-PARCEL 76 (SOUTH) 

Objective: To determine the pre-development onsite surface runoff for South Parcel 76 
of the proposed Downtown Kihei project site. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 
Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Unimproved Area Coefft*: 

4. Time of Concentration: 
Approx. Elev. Diffl. (ft.}: 

Higher Elev. (ft.}: 
Lower Elev. (ft.): 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 
Average Slope: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C xI x A (cfs): 

39 
4 

9.1 

0.3 

35 

885 
3.95% 

27 

2.96 

8.1 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

Date: MaY 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: PRE-DEVELOPMENT-PARCEL 158 (WEST) 

Objective: To determine the pre-development onsite surface runoff for West Parcel158 
of the proposed Downtown Kihei project site. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R( 50 Yr.-1 Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 
Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Unimproved Area Coeff't*: 

4. Time of Concentration: 
Approx. Elev. Diff'l. (ft.): 

Higher Elev. (ft.): 
Lower Elev. (ft.): 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 
Average Slope: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q =CxlxA(cfs): 

8 
7 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: MaY, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: PRE-DEVELOPMENT (PORTION OF PI'IKEA AVE) 

Objective: To determine the pre-development surface runoff generated in a 
portion of the existing Pi'ikea Ave. corridor that is being affected by the 
proposed Downtown Kihei project site. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 
Total Area (Ac.): 

Paved Area (Ac.): 
Grassed Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Unimproved Area Coefft*: 
Paved Runoff Coefft, C: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft, C: 

4. Time of Concentration: 
Overland (Grass) 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 
Average Slope: 

Overland Travel Time- Grassed (min.): 

Overland (Paved) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time- Paved (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr. ): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C X I X A (cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Drainage Report for Krausz Downtown Kihei 

APPENDIX A-2 

Post-Development Runoff Calculations (By Parcels) 
(North Parcel 30, South Parcel 76, West Parcel158 and Portion of Pi'ikea Avenue) 



HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST -DEVELOPMENT (TOTAL) 

Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

Objective: To determine the post-development onsite surface runoff for the proposed 
Downtown Kihei project site. Areas include North Parcel 30 (excluding 
existing wetlands easement), South Parcel 76, West Parcel 158, and portion 
of Pi'ikea Avenue. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.)= 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 
Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

Paved Area (Ac.): 

Paved Coetrt: 
Landscaped Coetrt (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn *): 

Weighted Runoff Coetrt: 

Overland (Grass) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time- Grassed (min.): 

Overland (Paved) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time- Paved (min.): 

Pipe Travel Time 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Velocity (fVs): 
In-Pipe Travel Time (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C xI x A (cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren 5. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST-DEVELOPMENT-PARCEL 30 (NORTH) 

Objective: To determine the post-development onsite surface runoff for North Parcel 30 
of the proposed Downtown Kihei project site. Drainage calc excludes the 
area of the undisturbed existing wetlands easement. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.)= 2.0 inches 

2. Area: 
Total Area (Ac.): 

Wetland Area - Exclude from Calc (Ac.) 
Net Developed Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 
Paved Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 
Paved Coefft: 

Landscaped Coefft (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn*): 
Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 
Overland (Grass) 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 
Average Slope: 

Overland Travel Time- Grassed (min.): 

Overland (Paved) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time- Paved (min.): 

Pipe Travel Time 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Velocity (fUs): 
In-Pipe Travel Time (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C X I x A {cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST-DEVELOPMENT-PARCEL 76 (SOUTH) 

Objective: To determine the post-development on site surface runoff for South Parcel 76 
of the proposed Downtown Kihei project site. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 
Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

Paved Area (Ac.): 

Paved Coetrt: 
Landscaped Coetrt (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn *): 

Weighted Runoff Coetrt: 

Overland (Grass) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time - Grassed (min.): 

Overland (Paved) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time - Paved (min.): 

Pipe Travel Time 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Velocity (fUs): 
In-Pipe Travel Time (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C xI x A (cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST-DEVELOPMENT-PARCEL 158 (WEST) 

Objective: To determine the post-development onsite surface runoff for West Parcel 
158 of the proposed Downtown Kihei project site. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 
Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 
Paved Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 
Paved Coefft: 

Landscaped Coefft (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn *): 
Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 
Overland (Grass) 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 
Average Slope: 

Overland Travel Time- Grassed (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C X I X A (cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST-DEVELOPMENT (PI'IKEA AVE) 

Objective: To determine the post-development surface runoff for a portion of 
the Pi'ikea Ave. corridor that is being affected by the Downtown 
Kihei project site. 

I. 50-Yr. - 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 
Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 
Paved Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 
Paved Coefft: 

Landscaped Coefft (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn*): 
Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 
Overland (Grass) 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 
Average Slope: 

Overland Travel Time- Grassed (min.): 

Overland (Paved) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time- Paved (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C xI x A (cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Drainage Report for Krausz Downtown Kihei 

APPENDIX A-3 

Offsite Runoff Calculations 
(North Parcel 30, South Parcel 76, and Pi'ikea Avenue) 



HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: TOTAL OFFSITE RUNOFF 

Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

Objective: To determine the total pre and post-development offsite surface runoff for 
the proposed Downtown Kihei project site. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Area: 
Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

Paved Area (Ac.): 

Paved Coeff't: 
Landscaped Coeff't (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn*): 

Weighted Runoff Coeff't: 

Overland (Grass) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time- Grassed (min.): 

Overland (Paved) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time- Paved (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C X I X A {cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: OFFSITE RUNOFF PARCEL 30 (NORTH) 

Objective: To determine the pre and post-development offsite surface runoff for Parcel 
30 of the proposed Downtown Kihei project site. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Area: 
Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 
Paved Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 
Paved Coefft: 

Landscaped Coefft (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn*): 
Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 
Overland (Grass) 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 
Average Slope: 

Overland Travel Time- Grassed (min.): 

Overland (Paved) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time - Paved (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr. ): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C xI x A (cfs): 

•see Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: OFFSITE RUNOFF PARCEL 76 (SOUTH) 

Objective: To determine the pre and post-development offsite surface runoff for Parcel 
76 of the proposed Downtown Kihei project site. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 
Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

Paved Area (Ac.): 

Paved Coeff't: 
Landscaped Coefft (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn*): 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

Overland (Grass) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time -Grassed (min.): 

Overland (Paved) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time- Paved (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C xI x A (cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: OFFSITE RUNOFF (PI'IKEA AVE) 

Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May 2012 

Objective: To determine the pre and post-development offsite surface runoff sheet 
flowing down Pi'ikea Ave. from the existing Roundabout and Liloa Drive. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 
From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 

R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Area: 
Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 
Paved Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 
Paved Coefft: 

Landscaped Coeff't (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn*): 
Weighted Runoff Coeff't: 

4. Time of Concentration: 
Overland (Grass) 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 
Average Slope: 

Overland Travel Time - Grassed (min.): 

Overland (Paved) 
Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 
Overland Travel Time- Paved (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

5. Intensity: 
Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 
Q = C X I X A (cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Drainage Report for Krausz Downtown Kihei 

APPENDIX A-4 

Pre-Development Runoff Calculations (By Discharge Point) 
(Existing Inlet Structure No. 1, Existing Inlet Structure No. 2, and Adjacent Northern Parcel) 



WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: PRE-DEVELOPMENT TOTAL (INLET STRUCTURE N0.1) 

Objective: To determine the total pre-development surface runoff discharging 
into the existing downstream Inlet Structure No. 1. Note that 
calculation takes into account both onsite (including wetlands) and 
offsite runoff. See Exhibit "4", Drainage Area 1. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(SO Yr.-1 Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 

Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 

Paved Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Paved Coefft: 

Unimproved Area Coefft*: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

5. Intensity: 

6. Total Runoff: 

Overland {Grass) 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 

Overland Travel Time- Grassed (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

Intensity (in./hr.): 

Q = C xI x A (cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: PRE-DEVELOPMENT TOTAL (INLET STRUCTURE NO.2) 

Objective: To determine the total pre-development surface runoff discharging 
into the existing downstream Inlet Structure No. 2. Note that 
calculation takes into account both onsite and offsite runoff. See 
Exhibit "4", Drainage Area 2. 

I. 50-Yr. - 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 

Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 

Paved Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Paved Coefft: 

Unimproved Area Coefft*: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

5. Intensity: 

6. Total Runoff: 

Overland (Grass) 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

Intensity (in./hr.): 

Q = C X I X A (cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 

12.3 

10.7 

1.7 

0.95 

0.30 

0.39 

1,300 

2.5% 

25.5 

3.03 

14.5 

V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-rept\Drainage Post Development per DISCHARGE POINT {50 yr)-00 



WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

Date: March, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: PRE-DEVELOPMENT {TO NORTH PARCEL) 

Objective: To determine the pre-development surface runoff currently 
discharging into the adjacent northern parcel from project site. See 
Exhibit "4", Drainage Area 3. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.)= 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 

Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 

Paved Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Paved Coefft: 

Unimproved Area Coefft*: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

5. Intensity: 

6. Total Runoff: 

Overland (Grass) 

Approx. Runoff Length (ft.): 

Average Slope: 

Overland Travel Time- Grassed (min.): 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

Intensity (in./hr.): 

Q = C x I x A {cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Drainage Report for Krausz Downtown Kihei 

APPENDIX A-5 

Post-Development Runoff Calculations (By Discharge Point) 
(Existing Inlet Structure No.1, Existing Inlet Structure No.2, and Adjacent Northern Parcel) 



Table A-5: Post-Development Drainage Summary 

Allowable Post-Dev. Discharge 

Discharge Point Runoff 
(Q, cfs) Drainage Area Discharge 

No.* (Q, cfs) 

Ext'g Longs Drugs Retail Center 
1A 10.1 ** 

Drainage System 14.4 
(Ext'g Inlet Structure No. 1) 18 3.9 

Total 14.0 

2A 9.5** 

28 2.1** 
Ext'g Azeka's Place Phase II 

Drainage System (Ext'g 17.8 2C 2.0 
Inlet Structure No. 2) 

2D 3.7 

Total 17.3 

* See Exhibit 5 For Drainage Areas 
** Post-Development Discharge Taken from the Estimated Outflow 

of the Proposed Detention Systems (See Appendix B) 

Net 
Increase 

(cfs) 

0 

0 



WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST-DEVELOPMENT (DETENTION BASIN N0.1) 

Objective: To determine the post-development onsite and offsite surface runoff intercepted and 
conveyed to the proposed Detention Basin No. 1. Calculations include tributary areas 
from Pi'ikea Ave. Liloa Drive and South Parcel. Basin outlets into existing 
downstream Inlet Structure No. 1 (See Appendix B-1 for Basin outlet calculations). 
See Exhibit "5", Drainage Area 1A. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Area: 

Total Area (Ac.): 

Tributary Area From North Parcel (Ac.): 

Tributary Area From South Parcel (Ac.): 

Tributary Area From Pi'ikea Right-of-Way (Ac.): 

Tributary Area From Liloa Right-of-Way (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Ave. Coefft from North Parcel (See Appendix A-2): 

Ave. Coefft from South Parcel (See Appendix A-2): 

Ave. Coefft from Pi'ikea: 

Ave. Coefft from Liloa: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

(Tc Adopted from Post-Dev. Calc of North Parcel) 

5. Intensity: 

Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 

Q = C x I x A (cfs): 

Note: Detention Basin Outflow "Q(out)" is approximately 10.1 cfs (See Appendix B-1) 
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WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST-DEVELOPMENT (DISCHARGE FROM 

REMAINING AREAS INTO EXT'G INLET STRUCTURE N0.1) 

Objective: To determine the post-development surface runoff generated by the project 
site, Pi'ikea Ave, and the existing wetlands that discharges downstream into 
the Ext'g Inlet Structure No. 1. See Exhibit "5", Drainage Area 1 B. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 

Total Area (Ac.): 

Onsite Area, Grassed (Ac.): 

Piikea Ave (Ac.): 

Ext'g Wetlands (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Landscape Coefft (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn*): 

Piikea Coefft*: 

Wetlands Coefft: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

(Tc Adopted from Post-Dev. Calc of North Parcel) 

5. Intensity: 

Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 

Q = C x I x A {cfs): 

·see Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

Date: May 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST-DEVELOPMENT (DETENTION BASIN NO.2) 

Objective: To determine the post-development onsite and offsite surface runoff intercepted 
and conveyed to the proposed Detention Basin No.2. Calculations include 
tributary areas from Pi'ikea Ave. and Liloa Drive. Basin outlets to the existing 
downstream Inlet Structure No. 2 (See Appendix B-2 for basin outlet calculations). 
See Exhibit "5", Drainage Area 2A. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Area: 

Total Area (Ac.): 

Tributary Area From South Parcel (Ac.): 

Tributary Area From Liloa Right-of-Way (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Ave. Coefft from South Parcel (See Appendix A-2): 

Ave. Coefft from Liloa: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

(Tc Adopted from Post-Dev. Calc of South Parcel) 

5. Intensity: 

Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 

Q = C xI x A (cfs): 

Note: Detention Basin Outflow "Q(out)" is approximately 9.5 cfs (See Appendix B-2) 
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WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST-DEVELOPMENT (42" SUBSURFACE DRAIN) 

Objective: To determine the post-development onsite and offsite surface runoff intercepted 
and conveyed to the proposed 42" Subsurface Drain in Parcel158 (west). The 42" 
subsurface drain outlets to the existing Azeka Phase II drainage system (See 
Appendix B-3 for subsurface drain outlet calculations). See Exhibit "5", Drainage 
Area 28. 

I. 50-Yr. - 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Area: 

Total Area (Ac.): 

Paved Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Landscaped Coefft (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn*): 

Paved Coefft: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

(Tc Adopted from Post-Dev. Calc of West Parcel} 

5. Intensity: 

Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 

Q = C X I X A (cfs): 

Note: Detention Basin Outflow "Q( out)" is approximately 2.1 cfs (See Appendix B-3) 

1.1 

1.0 

0.1 

0.22 

0.93 

0.87 

8.0 

4.4 

4.1 

V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-rept\Drainage Post Development per DISCHARGE POINT (50 yr)-00 



WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST-DEVEVELOPMENT (DISCHARGE FROM 

REMAINING AREAS INTO EXT'G INLET STRUCTURE NO. 2) 

Objective: To determine the post-development surface runoff generated by the project 
site and Pi'ikea Ave that discharges downstream into the Ext'g Inlet Structure 
No. 2. See Exhibit "5", Drainage Area 2C. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 

Total Area (Ac.): 

Onsite Area, Grassed (Ac.): 

Piikea Ave (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Landscaped Coefft (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn*): 

Piikea Coetrt: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

5. Intensity: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

(Tc Adopted from Post-Dev. Calc of South Parcel) 

Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 

Q = C x I x A (cfs): 

•see Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: EXISTING WETLANDS (PARCEL 80) 

Objective: To determine the surface runoff generated within the existing wetlands 
replacement and enhancement site (South Parcel 80), that discharges 
into the existing downstream Inlet Structure No. 2. See Exhibit "5", 
Drainage Area 20. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 

Total Area (Ac.): 

Landscaped Area (Ac.): 

Paved Area (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Paved Coefft: 

Unimproved Area Coefft*: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

(Adopted from Tc of Drainage Area 2A) 

5. Intensity: 

Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 

Q = C xI x A (cfs): 

·see Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 

3.5 

3.5 
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0.95 

0.30 
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17.0 
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Warren 5. Unemori Engineering, Inc. 
Wells Street Professional Center 
2145 Wells Street , Suite 403 
Wailuku, Maui , Hawaii 96793 

Date: May, 2012 

HYDROLOGIC CALCULATIONS: POST-DEVELOPMENT DISCHARGE SHEET 

FLOWING INTO PROPERTY TO THE NORTH (YEE'S ORCHARD) 

Objective: To determine the post-development surface runoff discharging into 
the adjacent property to the north from the project site. See Exhibit 
"5", Drainage Area 3. 

I. 50-Yr.- 1 Hr. Rainfall: 

From "Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the Hawaiian Islands", for Kihei, Maui, 
R(50 Yr.-1 Hr.) = 2.0 inches 

2. Total Area: 

Total Area (Ac.): 

Onsite Area, Grassed (Ac.): 

Onsite Area, Paved (Ac.): 

3. Runoff Coefficents: 

Landscaped Coefft (Ave. Heavy Soil Lawn*): 

Paved Coefft: 

Weighted Runoff Coefft: 

4. Time of Concentration: 

5. Intensity: 

Time of Concentration (min.): 

(Tc Adopted from Post-Dev. Calc of North Parcel) 

Intensity (in./hr.): 

6. Total Runoff: 

Q = C x I x A ( cfs): 

*See Table 2 of the "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the County of Maui" 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Drainage Report for Krausz Downtown Kihei 

APPENDIX 8 

PRELIMINARY DETENTION BASIN ESTIMATION CALCULATIONS 



WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. Civil and Strnctural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Drainage Report for Krausz Downtown Kihei 

APPENDIX B-1 

Preliminary Detention Basin No. 1 Calculations 



Type .... Master Network Summary Page 1.01 

Name .... Watershed 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

MASTER DESIGN STORM SUMMARY 

Default Network Design Storm File, ID IDF Storms 

Return Event 

50 

Rainfall 
Type 

I-D-F Curve 

IDF ID 

Krausz Kihei (50 

MASTER NETWORK SUMMARY 
Rational Method -- q/Qp 

(*Node=Outfall; +Node=Diversion;) 
(Trun= HYG Truncation: Blank=None; L=Left; R=Rt; LR=Left&Rt) 

Return HYG Vol Qpeak Qpeak 
Node ID Type Event ac-ft Trun hrs cfs 

----------------- ------ ---------- --------- --------
*OUT 10 JCT 50 1. 839 1.4500 10.05 

POND 10 IN POND 50 2.905 R .6500 46.95 

POND 10 OUT POND 50 1. 839 1. 4500 10.05 

SUBAREA 10 AREA 50 2.906 L .6600 48.49 

S/N: 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 5:51 PM 

Max 
Max WSEL Pond Storage 

ft ac-ft 
-------- ------------

7. 64 1.870 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 



Type .... Vol: Elev-Area Page 2.01 

Name .... POND 10 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Cornrn\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

Elevation 
(ft) 

4.00 
5.00 
6.00 
7.00 
8.00 
9.00 

10.00 

Planimeter 
(sq. in) 

Area Al+A2+sqr(Al*A2) 
(acres) (acres) 

. 4100 .0000 

.4700 1.3190 

.5200 1. 4844 

.5800 1.6492 

.6400 1.8293 

.7000 2.0093 

.7600 2.1894 

POND VOLUME EQUATIONS 

Volume 
(ac-ft) 

.000 

.440 

.495 

.550 

.610 

. 670 

.730 

Volume Sum 
(ac-ft) 

.000 

.440 

.934 
1. 484 
2.094 
2.764 
3.494 

* Incremental volume computed by the Conic Method for Reservoir Volumes. 

Volume= (1/3) * (EL2-EL1) * (Areal+ Area2 + sq.rt. (Areal*Area2)) 

where: ELl, EL2 
Areal,Area2 
Volume 

S/N: 

= Lower and upper elevations of the increment 
Areas computed for ELl, EL2, respectively 

= Incremental volume between ELl and EL2 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 5:51 PM 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 



Type .... Pond Routing Summary Page 3.01 

Name .... POND 10 OUT Tag: 50 Event: 50 yr 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Cornm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

Storm ... Krausz Kihei (50 Tag: 50 

LEVEL POOL ROUTING SUMMARY 

HYG Dir V:\Projdata\06proj\06059 - Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Cornm\Calcs\drain\p 
Inflow HYG file 
Outflow HYG file 

NONE STORED - POND 10 IN 50 
NONE STORED - POND 10 OUT 50 

Pond Node Data 
Pond Volume Data 
Pond Outlet Data 

No Infiltration 

INITIAL CONDITIONS 

Starting WS Elev 
Starting Volume 
Starting Outflow 
Starting Infiltr. 

POND 10 
POND 10 
Outlet 1 

4.00 
.000 

.00 

.00 

ft 
ac-ft 
cfs 
cfs 

Starting Total Qout= .00 cfs 
Time Increment .0500 hrs 

INFLOW/OUTFLOW HYDROGRAPH SUMMARY 

Peak Inflow 
Peak Outflow 

Peak Elevation 
Peak Storage = 

MASS BALANCE (ac-ft) 

+ Initial Vol 
+ HYG Vol IN 

Infiltration 
HYG Vol OUT 
Retained Vol 

46.95 cfs 
10.05 cfs 

7. 64 ft 
l. 870 ac-ft 

.000 
2.905 

.000 
1. 839 
1. 066 

at 
at 

.6500 hrs 
1.4500 hrs 

Unrouted Vol -.000 ac-ft (.000% of Inflow Volume) 

WARNING: Inflow hydrograph truncated on right side. 

S/N: 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 5:51 PM 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 



Type .... Rational Q/Qp Hyg Page 4.01 

Event: 50 yr Name .... SUBAREA 10 Tag: 50 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

Storm ... Krausz Kihei (50 Tag: 50 

Tag 

50 

Tag 

50 

RATIONAL METHOD HYDROGRAPH USING Q/Qp TEMPLATE 
Q/Qp Template File/ID: Q/Qpl 

Q CiA * Units Conversion; Where Conversion 43560 I (12 * 3600) 

Freq File IDF Curve 

50 Krausz Kihei (50 

Tc = .2200 hrs 

Freq c c adj I c I Area 
(years) factor I final in/hr acres I 
------ ------ 1-----------------------------1 

50 .780 1. 000 I .780 3.8488 16.020 
-----------------------------

HYG file 
HYG ID 
HYG Tag 

SUBAREA 10 
50 

Peak Discharge 
Time to Peak 
HYG Volume 

48.49 cfs 
.6600 hrs 
2.906 ac-ft 

WARNING: Hydrograph truncated on left side. 

HYDROGRAPH ORDINATES (cfs) 
Time Output Time increment = .0500 hrs 

I 

Peak Q 
cfs 

48.49 

hrs I Time on left represents time for first value in each row. 
---------l--------------------------------------------------------------

.0100 I .46 2.78 5.09 7.41 9.72 

.2600 I 10.98 11.97 12.96 13.95 17.63 

.5100 1 25.35 33.06 40.78 48.49 43.42 

.7600 1 38.35 33.28 28.21 25.19 23.54 
1.0100 1 21.89 20.23 18.60 17.06 15.52 
1.2600 1 13.97 12.43 11.51 10.73 9.96 
1.5100 1 9.19 8.60 8.27 7.94 7.60 
1.7600 1 7.27 7.16 7.05 6.94 6.83 
2.0100 1 6.72 6.61 6.50 6.39 6.02 
2.2600 I 4.58 3.15 1.72 .29 .00 

S/N: 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 5:51 PM 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 



50 

40 

- 30 
{3 ..._.. 
3: 
0 u:: 

20 

10 

1 2 

Hydrograph 
SUBAREA 10 50 

Detention Basin No. 1 

3 4 5 6 7 

Time (hrs) 





WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Drainage Report for Krausz Down town Kihei 

APPENDIX B-2 

Preliminary Detention Basin No. 2 Calculations 



Type .... Master Network Summary Page l. 01 

Name .... Watershed 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

MASTER DESIGN STORM SUMMARY 

Default Network Design Storm File, ID IDF Storms 

Return Event 

50 

Rainfall 
Type 

I-D-F Curve 

IDF ID 

Krausz Kihei (50 

MASTER NETWORK SUMMARY 
Rational Method -- q/Qp 

(*Node=Outfall; +Node=Diversion;) 
(Trun= HYG Truncation: Blank=None; L=Left; R=Rt; LR=Left&Rt) 

Return HYG Vol Qpeak Qpeak 
Node ID Type Event ac-ft Trun hrs cfs 

----------------- ---------- --------- --------
*OUT 10 JCT 50 1.058 1.1000 9.46 

POND 10 IN POND 50 1.163 .8500 15.09 

POND 10 OUT POND 50 l. 058 1.1000 9.46 

SUBAREA 10 AREA 50 1.163 .8500 15.09 

S/N: 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 4:59 PM 

Max 
Max WSEL Pond Storage 

ft ac-ft 
-------- ------------

6.85 .378 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 



Type .... Vol: Elev-Area Page 2.01 

Name .... POND 10 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

Elevation 
(ft) 

4.00 
5.00 
6.00 
7.00 
8.00 

Planimeter 
(sq.in) 

Area Al+A2+sqr(Al*A2) 
(acres) (acres) 

.0900 .0000 

.1200 .3139 

.1500 .4042 

.1800 .4943 

.2100 .5844 

POND VOLUME EQUATIONS 

Volume 
(ac-ft) 

.000 

.105 

.135 

.165 

.195 

Volume Sum 
(ac-ft) 

.000 

.105 

.239 

.404 

.599 

* Incremental volume computed by the Conic Method for Reservoir Volumes. 

Volume= (1/3) * (EL2-EL1) * (Areal+ Area2 + sq.rt. (Areal*Area2)) 

where: ELl, EL2 
Areal,Area2 
Volume 

S/N: 

= Lower and upper elevations of the increment 
Areas computed for ELl, EL2, respectively 

= Incremental volume between ELl and EL2 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 4:59 PM 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 



Type .... Pond Routing Summary Page 3.01 

Name .... POND 10 OUT Tag: 50 Event: 50 yr 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

Storm ... Krausz Kihei (50 Tag: 50 

LEVEL POOL ROUTING SUMMARY 

HYG Dir V:\Projdata\06proj\06059 -Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comrn\Calcs\drain\p 
Inflow HYG file 
Outflow HYG file 

NONE STORED POND 10 IN 50 
NONE STORED - POND 10 OUT 50 

Pond Node Data 
Pond Volume Data 
Pond Outlet Data 

No Infiltration 

INITIAL CONDITIONS 

Starting WS Elev 
Starting Volume 
Starting Outflow 
Starting Infiltr. 

POND 10 
POND 10 
Outlet 1 

4.00 
.000 

.00 

.00 

ft 
ac-ft 
cfs 
cfs 

Starting Total Qout= .00 cfs 
Time Increment .0500 hrs 

INFLOW/OUTFLOW HYDROGRAPH SUMMARY 

Peak Inflow 
Peak Outflow 

Peak Elevation 
Peak Storage = 

MASS BALANCE (ac-ft) 

+ Initial Vol 
+ HYG Vol IN 

Infiltration 
HYG Vol OUT 
Retained Vol 

15.09 cfs 
9.46 cfs 

6. 85 ft 
.378 ac-ft 

.000 
1.163 

.000 
1.058 

.105 

at 
at 

.8500 hrs 
1.1000 hrs 

Unrouted Vol -.000 ac-ft (.001% of Inflow Volume) 

S/N: 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 4:59 PM 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 



Type .... Rational Q/Qp Hyg Page 4.01 

Name. . . . SUBAREA 10 Tag: 50 Event: 50 yr 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Cornrn\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

Storm ... Krausz Kihei (50 Tag: 50 

Tag 

50 

Tag 

50 

RATIONAL METHOD HYDROGRAPH USING Q/Qp TEMPLATE 
Q/Qp Template File/ID: Q/Qpl 

Q CiA * Units Conversion; Where Conversion 43560 I (12 * 3600) 

Freq File IDF Curve 

50 Krausz Kihei (50 

Tc = .2833 hrs 

Freq c c adj c I Area I 
(years) factor I final in/hr acres I 
------ ------ 1-----------------------------1 

50 .780 1.000 I .780 3.5394 5.420 
-----------------------------

HYG file 
HYG ID 
HYG Tag 

SUBAREA 10 
50 

Peak Discharge 
Time to Peak 
HYG Volume 

15.09 cfs 
.8500 hrs 
1.163 ac-ft 

HYDROGRAPH ORDINATES (cfs) 
Time Output Time increment = .0500 hrs 

I 

Peak Q 
cfs 

15.09 

hrs I Time on left represents time for first value in each row. 
---------1--------------------------------------------------------------

.oooo I .oo .56 1.12 1.68 2.24 

.2500 1 2.80 3.25 3.49 3.73 3.97 

.5000 I 4.21 4.45 5.77 7.63 9.50 

.7500 1 11.36 13.22 15.09 13.86 12.64 
1.0000 1 11.41 10.19 8.96 8.01 7.61 
1.2500 1 7.22 6.82 6.42 6.02 5.64 
1.5000 1 5.26 4.89 4.52 4.14 3.77 
1.7500 I 3.59 3.40 3.21 3.03 2.84 
2.0000 1 2.69 2.61 2.53 2.45 2.37 
2.2500 I 2.29 2.25 2.22 2.19 2.17 
2.5000 1 2.14 2.11 2.09 2.06 2.03 
2.7500 1 2.01 1.98 1.85 1.50 1.15 
3.0000 1 .81 .46 .12 .00 

S/N: 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 4:59 PM 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 
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WarrenS. Unemori Engineering, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
Drainage Report for Krausz Downtown Kihei 

APPENDIX 8-3 

Preliminary 42" Subsurface Detention System Calculations 



Type .... Master Network Summary Page 1.01 

Name .... Watershed 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

MASTER DESIGN STORM SUMMARY 

Default Network Design Storm File, ID IDF Storms 

Return Event 

50 

Rainfall 
Type 

I-D-F Curve 

IDF ID 

Krausz Kihei (50 

MASTER NETWORK SUMMARY 
Rational Method -- q/Qp 

(*Node=Outfall; +Node=Diversion;) 
(Trun= HYG Truncation: Blank=None; L=Left; R=Rt; LR=Left&Rt) 

Return HYG Vol Qpeak Qpeak 
Node ID Type Event a e-ft Trun hrs cfs 

----------------- ------ ---------- --------- --------
*OUT 10 JCT 50 .084 .5500 2.07 

POND 10 IN POND 50 .153 .4000 4.21 

POND 10 OUT POND 50 .084 .5500 2.07 

SUBAREA 10 AREA 50 .153 L .3990 4.22 

S/N: 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 5:25 PM 

Max 
Max WSEL Pond Storage 

ft ac-ft 
-------- ------------

6.01 .079 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 



Type .... Vol: Elev-Volume Page 2.01 

Name .... POND 10 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Cornrn\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

USER DEFINED VOLUME RATING TABLE 

S/N: 

Elevation 
(ft} 

.00 
2.00 
3.00 
4.00 
5.00 
6.00 
7.00 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00} 

Volume 
(ac-ft} 

.000 

.014 

.031 

.051 

.069 

.079 

.080 

5:25 PM 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 



Type .... Pond Routing Summary 

Name .... POND 10 OUT Tag: 50 

Page 3.01 

Event: 50 yr 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

Storm ... Krausz Kihei (50 Tag: 50 

LEVEL POOL ROUTING SUMMARY 

HYG Dir 
Inflow HYG file 
Outflow HYG file 

Pond Node Data 
Pond Volume Data 
Pond Outlet Data 

No Infiltration 

INITIAL CONDITIONS 

Starting ws Elev 
Starting Volume 
Starting Outflow 
Starting Infiltr. 

V:\Projdata\06proj\06059 
NONE STORED - POND 10 
NONE STORED - POND 10 

POND 10 
POND 10 
Outlet 1 

.00 
.000 

.00 

.00 

ft 
ac-ft 
cfs 
cfs 

Starting Total Qout= .00 cfs 
Time Increment .0500 hrs 

INFLOW/OUTFLOW HYDROGRAPH SUMMARY 

Peak Inflow 
Peak Outflow 

Peak Elevation 
Peak Storage = 

MASS BALANCE (ac-ft) 

+ Initial Vol 
+ HYG Vol IN 

Infiltration 
HYG Vol OUT 
Retained Vol 

4.21 cfs 
2.08 cfs 

6. 01 ft 
.079 ac-ft 

.000 

.153 

.000 

.084 

.069 

at 
at 

Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\p 
IN 50 
OUT 50 

.4000 hrs 

.5500 hrs 

Unrouted Vol -.000 ac-ft (.000% of Inflow Volume) 

S/N: 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 5:25 PM 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 



Type .... Rational Q/Qp Hyg Page 4.01 

Event: 50 yr Name .... SUBAREA 10 Tag: 50 

File .... V:\Projdata\06proj\06059- Krausz Piikea & Liloa MU Comm\Calcs\drain\prelim-drn-r 

Storm ... Krausz Kihei (50 Tag: 50 

Tag 

50 

Tag 

50 

RATIONAL METHOD HYDROGRAPH USING Q/Qp TEMPLATE 
Q/Qp Template File/ID: Q/Qp1 

Q CiA * Units Conversion; Where Conversion 43560 I (12 * 3600) 

Freq File IDF Curve 

50 Krausz Kihei (50 

Tc = .1330 hrs 

Freq c c adj c I Area I 
(years) factor I final in/hr acres I 
------ ------ 1-----------------------------1 

50 .870 1. 000 I . 870 4.5000 1. 070 
-----------------------------

HYG file 
HYG ID 
HYG Tag 

SUBAREA 10 
50 

Peak Discharge 
Time to Peak 
HYG Volume 

4.22 cfs 
.3990 hrs 

.153 ac-ft 

WARNING: Hydrograph truncated on left side. 

HYDROGRAPH ORDINATES (cfs) 
Time Output Time increment = .0500 hrs 

I 

Peak Q 
cfs 

4.22 

hrs I Time on left represents time for first value in each row. 
---------l--------------------------------------------------------------

.0490 I .33 .66 .93 1.08 1.22 

.2990 I 2.00 3.11 4.22 3.49 2.76 

.5490 I 2.20 1.96 1.72 1.50 1.27 

.7990 I 1.05 .94 .83 .74 .70 
1.0490 I .65 .62 .61 .59 .57 
1.2990 I .56 .47 .26 .06 .00 

S/N: 

Bentley PondPack (10.01.04.00) 5:25 PM 

Bentley Systems, Inc. 

6/21/2012 
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Warren S. Unemori Engineen'ng, Inc. Civil and Structural Engineers • Land Surveyors 
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Geotechnical Engineering Report 

Geotechnical Services Are Performed lor 
Specific PUrposes, Persons, and Projects 
Geo1ectmical engineers structure their services to meet the specific needs o1 
their clients. A geotedmical engineering study conductedtor a civil engi
neer may not iulfill the needs of a construction conlractor our~en arwlhar 
civil engineer. Be.causeeach geotechnical engineering study is unique. each 
geotechnical engineering report is unique, prepared so!elyfor1he clienl No 
one except you should rely on your geotechnical engineering repo~ without 
first conterrirt;~ with the geoteChnical· englneer who prepared fl And no one 
-not even you -should apply the report for any purpose or project 
except the ooo originally contemplated. 

Head the Full fte)IO:rt 
Serious problems have occurred t»::aust~thoss relylno oo a geotechnical 
engineering rnport did not read il all. Do riot rely on an executive summary. 
Do not read selected elements only~ 

A Geotechnical EnglneeriJJU R~port Is Based on 
A unique Set ill PrD)ect-SpeciliC Factors 
Gee technical engineers consider a number of unique, projoct-specilic iac
tors when establishing the scope of a study. Typical factDrs include: too 
client's goals, objectives, and risk management preferences; the general 
nature olthe slructure involved, Its size, and configuration; lne location of 
lhe stnJcture on the site; and other planned or e>:islino site Improvements, 
such as access roads, parking lots, and underground utilities. Unless tne 
geotechnical engineer •A'ho. ronductad the study specifically indirntes oth
erwise, do not rely on a geotechnical engineering report \hal was.: 
• not prepared 1or you, 
+ not prepared ior your project, 
• not prepared for the specific site explored, or 
• wmpleted before important projoot changes were made. 

Typical changes that can erode the reliabiilty of an existinn geotechnical 
engineering report Include those that atfe~;t 
• tile function of the proposed structure, as when its chaw;Jed !rom a 

pdf!(ing garage to an otlice building, or from a ligh1 industrial plant 
to a refrigerated warehouse, 

• elevation, configuration, location. orientation. or weight of the 
proposed structure, 

• composilicn of lhe design team, or 
• project ownership. 

As a general rule, afways inform your g€Otectmical engineer of project 
changes-wan minor ones-and request an assessment of their Impact. 
Geotechnical engineers cannor accept raspansibifity or liabililyfarprob!ems 
that ocr;rJT bP..c.ause their reports do not conskier developments Of '#filch 
they wem not lnforrred. 

SUbsurface Conditions can Change 
A geotechnical engineering report is based on conditions that exls~ at 
the time the study was performed. Do not rely on a geolecnnkafengineer~ 
ing teportwhose adequacy may have been affected by: the passage of 
!!me: by man-made events, suCh as construction on or adjaoont to the site; 
or by natuJal events. such as floods, earthquakes, or groundwater nuctua~ 
lions. A/ways contoct the geotecllnirnl engineer before applying the report 
to determine if it is still rei iable. A minor amount of ~ditlonal testing or 
analysis could prev£nt major problems. 

Most Geotechnical FindintJs Are Professional 
Opln1ons 
Site exploration identifies subsurface conditions only at those points whsre 
subsurface tests am conducted or samples are taKen. Geotechnical engi
neers feYiew field and laboratory data and then apply their professional 
judgment to render an opinion about subsur1ace conditions thraiJ.Qhout the 
site. Actual subsurface conditions may differ-sometimes significantly
from 1hose indicated In your report. Retaining the geotechnical engineer 
who developed your report to provide construction observation is 1h3 
most effective method ot managing the risks associated with unanticipated 
cond.itions. 

A Report's Recommendations Are /'lot Anal 
Do nol overrely on the construction recommendations included in your 
report. Those recornrrrendations are not final, because geotechnical engi
neers develop them principally from judgment and opinion. GeotEchnical 
engineers can finalize their recomf11endations on'y by cbsfflving actual 
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subsurface conditions revealed during construclion. The geolechnic.al 
engineer wha de~-eloped your report cannot assume responsibilily or 
liability lor the reports recommendations ff !hal engineer does not perform 
construction obseNJffon. 

A Geotechnical Engineering Report Is Subject to 
Misinterpretation . 
Olher design !earn members' misinterpretation of geo1echnical engineering 
reports has re;ulted in costly problems. Lower that risk try having )lOUr geo
technical engineer confer wnh appropriate members of 1m design team alter 
submitting the report. Also retain your geotechnical engineer to review ~rli· 
nent elements of the design team's plans and specifications. Contractors can 
also misinterpret a geo1ethnlcal engineerlng report. Reduce 1hat risk by 
having your geolechnirnl engineer participate in prebid and prm:onstruclion 
conferences, and by providing construction observation. 

Do Not Redraw the Engineer•s Logs 
Gootechnical engineers prepare 1inal boring and testing logs based upon 
their interpretation of field logs and laboratory data. To prevent errors or 
omissions, the logs inr:luded in a ge:Jtechnical engineering report should 
never be redrawn for inclusion in mchiter:lural or other design drawings. 
Only photographic or electronic reprodw:tion is acceptable, bill recognize 
fflat sep;Jraling logs !10m the report can eievate risk 

Glve Contractors a complete Report and 
GUidance 
Some owners and design professionals mistakenly believe lhey can rmke 
contractors liable for unanticipated subsuriace conditions by limiting what 
the~· provide lor bid preparation. To help prevent costly problems, give con" 
tractors the complete geotechnical engineering report, butprelace it vhtll a 
~learly written Jetter of transmfttal.ln that letter, advise conuactors that the 
report was not prepared for purposes of bid development and that the 
report's accuracy is limited; encourage them to confer with the geotechnical 
engineer who prepared llle report (a modest fee may be required) and/or to 
conduct addtlional study Ia obtain the specific types of lnfonmtion they 
need or pref~. A preb!d conference can also be valuable. Be sure contmc
tors 11awJ. sufficient time to perform additional study. Only 1hen might you 
be in a position to give contractors the best informallon available to yoo, 
while requiring them to at least share some ollhe financlal responslbiiiUes 
stemming from unanticipated conditions. 

Road Responsibility PPovisions Closely 
Some clients. design professionals. and contractors do not recognize that 
geotechnical engineering is far less exact than other engineering disci
plines; This lack of understanding has created unrealistic expectations thai 
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ha. ve led to disappointments, r:laim.s •. and disputes. To help reduce the risk l. 
of such outcomes, geotechnical engineers commonly include a varlety ol 
explanatory provisions in their reports. Sometimes labeled "limitations" 
many of these provisions indicate where geota.ilnlcal engineers' responsi- ' 
bflities begin and end, to help others recognize their own rESponsibilities 
and risks. Read t!J8s8 provisions closely. Ask questions. Your geotechnical 
enQineer should respontllully and frankly. 

Geoenvironmental Concerns Are Not Covered 
The equipment techniques, and personnel used to perform a {}9Mnviron
men/al study differ significantly from those used lo perform a geotechnical 
study. For that reason, a geotectmical engfneerlng report does nol usually 
relate any geoenvironmental findings, conclusions, or recommendations; 
e.g., about the likelihood of encountering underground storage tanks or 
regulated conlaminants. Unanlk:lpated errvlronmental pmblems hal'8 led 
to numerous project failures. 11 you have not yet cbtained your own geoen
vironma!ltallnformation, ask your geotechnical consultant lor rlsk man
agement guidance. Do not rely on an envlron~JWntal report prepared for 
someone else. 

Obtain Professional Assistance To Deal Willi Mold 
Diverse strategies caa be applied during build!n~ design, cons1ruction. 
operation, and maintenance to prevent signifir:ant amounts or mold from 
growing on indoor surfar::es. To be eHective, all such strategles should be 
devised for the rJxpress purpose ol mold prevention, integrated Into a com· 
prehensive plan, and executed with diligent oversighl by a professional 
mold pr~ent1Qn consullanl Because- just a small aiMUnt of water or 
moisture can lead to the developJJient of severe mold infestations. a num
ber o1 mold prevention strategies focus on keeping building surfaces dry. 
While groundWater, water infiltration, and similar Issues may have been 
addressed as part of 1he geotechnical engineering study whose findings 
are conveyed in !his report, the geotechnical engineer in charge of this 
project is not a mold prevention consultant: none of the services pet· 
formed in r:unnec/Jon wilb the gootechnftalenglncer's study 
were des;gned or conducted lor t/Je purpase of mold preven
tion. Proper lmplementallon oflhFJ recommendations conveyed 
In this reporl will not ofitse/f be suffioietTI to prevent mold 
from growinnln or on the structure Involved. 

RelY! on Your ASFE-Member Geotechnclal 
Enomeer for Additional Assistance 
Membership in ASFE/TI-E BEST PEOPLE ON EARn! exposes geotechnical 
engineers Ia a •Hfde arra~' of risk management techfliques that can be ol 
genuioo benefit for everyone lnvo!wd with a construction project. Conier 
wllh you ASFE-member geotE>:::hnical engineer for more lnforrrntion. 

ASFE 
THE BEST PEOPLE ON EARTll 

8811 Colesville Road/Suite G106. Silva• Spring, MD 20910 
Telephone: 301/565-2733 Facsimile: 301/589-2017 

e·mail: info@asle.org WNw.a:sle.org 

Copyli~/11 2004 by ASfE. Inc. !Jup/icarlon. reprvdur:/ion, or copying oltilis dor:UfTlllill, In 1f11ols or In p:;lt, by arrJ mf!ans w!Jatsoovor. is srr/ntJy prohibited, except Mill ASFE5 
spoc.i!h; wrllten permissirm. Excerpting, quo!lr.g, Ql othetwLw. ext/7JCiing oorll/rm I rom this documcnr is pumltted oo1y 11~lh tile express writtM p~rmlsslon of ASF£, and cmy lor 

p!Jtpo:;ils of schtllarly researc" or !Jook review. Only members of ASFE !Tl.lY l!S~ ;his documel'it as e com{iement to or os en efemBnt of a g~atectmlr.al mulnrerlno taporl. Arry otnet 
firm, i;wYvfdua/, or olher enh'Jy /har so~$ //lis documem wllhlM beffi{J ~·n ASFF mam!Jer could be commitlirl(lr.eq/{(Jent or lntelllional (llllutiule.nt) mJsrBprMflnlat.'-an, 

I!GERll.'lJ41.CMAP 
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The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
44 Montgomery Street, Suite 3300 
San Francisco, California 94104 

Attention: Mr. David Pyle 
Vice President 

Oahu Office 
96-1416 Waihona Place 
Pearl City, Hawaii 96782-1973 
(808) 455-6569 
FAX (808) 456-7062 
E-mail: fge@fgeltd.com 

Subject: Preliminary Subsurface Investigation Report 
Piikea-Lilao Commercial Mixed-Use Project 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 
T.M.K. No.: 3-9-02: 30, 76 and 158 

Maui Office 
360 Papa Place, Suite 103 
Kahului, Hawaii 96732-2464 
(808) 873-0110 
FAX (808) 873-0906 

We have completed a preliminary subsurface investigation for the site of the proposed 
Piikea-Lilao Commercial Mixed-Use Project in Kihei, Maui, Hawaii. This report 
summarizes our findings and conclusions. This work was completed in general 
accordance with our November 21, 2006 Proposal and your November 28, 2006 
authorization to proceed. 

The start of the fieldwork for the investigation was initially delayed until July 2007, 
pending the clearance of access to the proposed boring locations by· others. In 
accordance with our previous discussions with The Krauss Companies, the investigation 
was then temporarily placed on hold pending the resolution of other matters regarding the 
site. The work resumed in July 2008 after notification from Warren S. Unemori 
Engineering Inc. (WSUE), the Project Civil Engineer that the work was resuming. 

This report addresses the originally planned construction indicated in the November 13, 
2006 Conceptual Plans. However, from our discussions with WSUE, we understand that 
the originally planned construction may be completely revised in the near future. This 
report summarizes the general subsurface conditions at the site, the ramifications of the 
soil conditions on the currently planned construction, and provides general geotechnical 
guidelines for the geotechnical aspects of the project's design and construction. A final 
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design level investigation should be completed, with additional test borings and 
laboratory testing, after more detailed plans for the site are developed. 

Project Considerations - The November 13, 2006 Conceptual Site Plan by 
Perkowitz+Ruth Architects, the Project Architect, indicates that the proposed site of the 
Piikea-Lilao Commercial Mixed-Use Project includes 3 lots on the western (downhill) 
side of Lilao Drive, and on both sides of Piikea Avenue in Kihei. The general area is 
shown on the Project Location Map, Figure 1 in Appendix A. 

The site covers a combined total area of about 26 acres. The largest lot of the parcel is on 
the northern side of Piikea Avenue and covers a total area of about 15.5 acres. The 
westernmost, approximately 4 acres of this lot, is used as a storm water detention basin, 
and we understand, is designated as a wetland area. The remaining 2 lots of the parcel 
are on the southern side of Piikea Avenue and cover areas of about 9.1 and 1.4 acres. 
These 2 lots are separated by another designated wetland area. The f.4-acre lot is on the 
western side of the wetlands area with the 9.1-acre lot on the eastern side. 

The existing topography within the parcel generally slopes down gently toward the west 
at an estimated average gradient of about 5 percent. The August 24, 2007 Topographic 
Survey Map by WSUE indicates that the ground surface elevations range from about 
Elev. 38 in the southeastern corner of the site, adjacent to Lilao Drive, down to about 
Elev. 5 along the western edge of the l.4-acre lot. 

The eastern, uphill portion of the site is covered with knee-high grass and occasional 
bushes. The portions of the properties immediately east of the existing wetlands are 
heavily overgrown with dense trees and bushes. The l.4-acre lot, immediately west of 
the wetlands on the southern side of Piikea Avenue, is relatively level and covered with 
short, sparse grass. 

The 2006 Conceptual Plan indicates that the development will include commercial shops, 
offices, townhouses, and apartments, and their associated parking areas. The commercial 
shops and offices are planned in the eastern half of the site. These buildings will be 
constructed along both the northern and southern edges of the property and along both 
sides of Pi ike a Avenue, which will be widened as part of the overall development. 

The townhouse and apartment buildings are planned just east of the wetlands on both 
sides of Pi ike a Avenue. We understand that the new construction will maintain minimum 
horizontal setbacks of at least 20 feet from the edge of the wetland areas. 

The preliminary concepts indicate that the new structures will vary from one to three 
stories in height. The structures are anticipated to use concrete slab-on-grade lower 
floors. Although no loading information is currently available, we have assumed that the 
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column and wall loads of the structures will not exceed 60 kips and 3 kips per foot, based 
on our experience with similar-sized structures. 

No detailed grading information has been developed at this preliminary stage. However, 
we understand that site grading will likely be limited to cuts and fills of less than 5 feet in 
depth and thickness, respectively. Both graded slopes and retaining walls are anticipated 
to support the grade differences resulting from the site grading. 

Preliminary Subsurface Investigation - Five test borings were drilled on July 5 and 6, 
2007 at the approximate locations shown on the attached Site and Boring Location Plan, 
Figure 2 in Appendix A. The borings were drilled to depths of 8 to 20 feet below the 
existing ground surface using a Mobile B-34 truck-mounted drilling rig advancing 4-inch 
diameter continuous flight augers, wash boring equipment, and NX coring tools. The 
materials encountered in the borings are shown on the Boring Logs, Figures 3 through 7 
in Appendix A. A Boring Log Legend is included as Figure 8. 

Relatively undisturbed samples of the subsurface soils were obtained at selected depths 
with a 3.0-inch O.D. split-spoon sampler, and a 2.0-inch O.D. Standard Penetration Test 
(SPT) split-spoon sampler. Both samplers were driven by a 140-pound hammer falling 
30 inches. The number of blows required to advance the sampler the final 12 inches into 
the soil mass was recorded and is shown on the Boring Logs. The blow counts of the 3.0-
inch diameter sampler have not been converted to equivalent SPf blow counts. 

Laboratory Atterberg Limits and gradation tests were performed on samples obtained 
from the borings to assist in the classification of the soils. A Laboratory California 
Bearing Ratio (CBR) test was performed on a recompacted bulk sample of the 
predominant near-surface soils to evaluate its recompacted expansion potential and 
pavement support characteristics. The results of the laboratory tests are shown on the 
Boring Logs, where appropriate, and are summarized in Table I in Appendix B. Selected 
test results are shown on Figures 9 through 15 in Appendix B. 

General Subsurface Conditions - The test borings indicate that site is underlain by 2 
general subsurface conditions. Borings 2, 4, and 5 indicate that the majority of the 
higher, eastern portion of the site is generally underlain by 0 to 3 feet of alluvial (water
deposited) soils over weathered gravel-sized volcanic rock fragments, or Aa clinker, 
which extend to depths of between 4 and 8~ feet below the existing ground surface. In 
Boring 5, the weathered clinker was encountered at the ground surface. 

The weathered clinker is underlain by intact basalt, which extends to the bottom of 
Borings 2 and 4, and to a depth of 7Yz feet in Boring 5. In Boring 5, an approximately 
I8-inch thick void was encountered in the basalt at a depth of 7Yz feet. The void was 
underlain by clinker, which extends to the bottom of this boring. 
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Boring 1, which was drilled immediately east of the wetlands area in the northern half of 
the site, encountered about 6 inches of fill, which was generated by the clearing 
operations required to access the boring location. The fill is underlain by about 14 feet of 
beach sands over the weathered clinker and basalt. The basalt extends to the bottom of 
the boring at a depth of 20 feet below the existing ground surface. Boring 3, which was 
drilled immediately west of the wetland in the southern half of the site, found about 5 feet 
of previously placed fill over beach sands which extend to the bottom of this boring at a 
depth of 10 feet. 

The fill encountered in Boring 3 generally consists of silty sands, which are classified as 
SM soils under the Unified Soil Classification (USC) system. The fill generally exhibits 
dense relative densities, which typically suggest high shear strengths. The fill appeared 
to have been adequately compacted at the location of Boring 3. 

The beach sands generally consist of poorly graded sands and silty sands, which are 
classified as SP and SM soils under the USC. The sands generally exhibit medium dense 
relative densities, which indicate moderate shear strengths and compressibility. 

The alluvium generally consists of moderately plastic silty clays with sand and gravel. 
These soils exhibit Liquid Limits (LL's) of 45 to 46 and Plasticity Indices (PI's) of 20 to 
21 and are classified as CL soils under the USC. Laboratory swell tests performed on 
relatively undisturbed samples of the alluvial clay indicated low swells of between 0.1 
and 1.3 percent when tested at their in-situ moisture content under a 100 pounds per 
square foot (p.s.f.) surcharge load. The alluvial soils exhibit hard consistencies, which 
suggest relatively high shear strengths and low compressibility. 

The weathered clinker generally consists of dense to very dense silty sands with gravel 
and is classified as an SM soil under the USC. The clinker encountered below the void at 
a depth of about 9 feet in Boring 5, consists of poorly graded gravel-sized rock fragments 
and is classified as a GP soil under the USC. Based on its high relative densities, the 
clinker likely possesses moderate to high shear strengths and low compressibility. A 
laboratory bearing ratio test performed on a re-molded sample of the silty sand clinker 
indicates a California Bearing Ratio (CBR) of 15 with 0.6 percent swell when 
recompacted to at least 95 percent of its maximum dry density at its optimum moisture 
content. 

Intact basalt was found in all of the borings, except Boring 3, at depths ranging from 4 to 
17lh feet below the existing ground surface. In general, the basalt appeared shallower in 
the southern side of the site, as indicated by Borings 4 and 5, and deeper in the northern 
side of the site as shown in Borings 1 and 2. The basalt is generally moderately to 
slightly weathered and occasionally broken. The basalt is medium hard to hard. 
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Groundwater was encountered at depths of about 8 and 5 feet in Borings 1 and 3, 
respectively, which were drilled adjacent to the wetland areas. These depths correspond 
to between about Elev. 0 to Elev. 2 and appeared to correspond to the water levels in the 
adjacent wetlands. Groundwater was not encountered in the remaining borings of this 
investigation. 

Discussion and Conclusions - The findings of the preliminary investigation indicate that 
the site is generally underlain by relatively competent beach sands or alluvium over 
weathered clinker and intact basalt. No highly compressible, highly expansive, or 
inherently weak soils were encountered in any of the borings. 

The current preliminary design schemes ,indicate that a setback of 20 feet will be 
maintained between the edges of the existing wetlands and the site grading and new 
construction. At this distance, we do not anticipate that the wetlands will be affected by 
the site grading or the new construction from a geotechnical engineering viewpoint. Nor 
do we anticipate that the materials within the wetlands will significantly impact the 
geotechnical aspects of the site grading and new construction. 

About 5 feet of fill was encountered in Boring 3, which was drilled in the lower, l.4-acre 
lot on the western side of the wetland area on the southern side of Piikea Avenue. While 
the fill encountered in the boring exhibited dense relatively densities and appeared 
adequately compacted, pockets of loose, uncompacted fill are potentially present within 
the fill. 

To densify the fill and detect any potential pockets of loose, uncompacted fill, areas 
designated to receive the new construction within this portion of the site should be proof
rolled with a large, vibratory compactor prior to the start of the grading operations. 
Similarly, the beach sands encountered in the lower, western portion of the site in the 
15.5-acre lot on the northern side of Piikea Avenue should be proof-rolled to densify 
potentially loose pockets of the near-surface sands. 

The majority of the site's shallow excavations within the alluvium, beach sands, and 
weathered clinker, can likely be completed using relatively standard heavy earthmoving 
equipment. Excavations within these materials will likely generate predominantly low 
expansion, 3-inch minus materials, which are suitable for re-use as fill provided all 
organics and other deleterious materials are removed and they are properly placed and 
compacted. 

Basalt was encountered at depths as shallow as 4 feet below the existing ground surface 
in the test borings. The basalt is generally hard and occasionally broken and will be 
difficult to excavate. The use of heavy rock excavating equipment should be anticipated 
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to facilitate the removal of the basalt in deeper cut areas, and similarly deeper site 
excavations such as utility trenches. 

The excavations within the basalt will likely generate large, boulder-sized rock 
fragments, which are unsuitable for re-use as fill in the shallow fills anticipated at the 
site. Significant crushing and screening of the excavated basalt should be anticipated 
prior to its re-use as fill. 

Groundwater was encountered in 2 of the borings, which were drilled in the lower, 
western portions of the site, at depths corresponding to between about Elev. 0 and Elev. 
2. Dewatering should be anticipated for utility trenches and similar site excavations 
approaching these levels. 

We believe that the on-site materials will generally provide relatively good support for 
the new residential and commercial structures using relatively standard shallow 
foundation systems. Foundations bearing within the sand fills in the lower, 1.4-acre lot 
south of Piikea Avenue, and within the beach sands encountered in the lower, western 
portion of the 15.5-acre lot north of Piikea Avenue, can likely be designed for allowable 
bearing pressures of between 1,500 p.st. and 2,000 p.st. Minimum footing widths and 
embedment depths of 18 inches should be anticipated for foundation bearing on these 
materials. 

The on-site beach sands encountered in the lower, western portion of the site possess 
little or no binder. The use of forms should be anticipated for the footing excavations 
within these soils to prevent caving of the excavation sidewalls into the footing bearing 
levels. The use of shoring and bracing should be anticipated for deeper excavations in 
the beach sands. 

Foundations bearing on the alluvium and weathered clinker, or fills constructed with 
these materials, can likely be designed for allowable bearing pressures of between 2,500 
p.st. and 3,500 p.st. with reduced minimum embedment depths of between 12 and 18 
inches. Foundations bearing entirely upon basalt can likely be designed for higher 
allowable bearing pressures of 6,000 p.st. to 8,000 p.st. 

An 18-inch deep void was encountered within the basalt at a depth 71h. feet below the 
existing ground surface in Boring 5, which was drilled near the southwestern corner of 
the site. Foundation probing may be required for foundations bearing within the basalt 
layer, to evaluate the presence of voids beneath the future building areas. 

Based on the assumed maximum column and wall loads of 60 kips and 3 kips per foot, 
respectively, estimated maximum total and differential settlements of less than Yz inch are 
anticipated. 
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The majority of the on-site soils exhibit low expansion potentials. Overexcavation of 
expansive soils, and subsequent replacement with low expansion fill, is not anticipated 
beneath concrete slabs-on-grade throughout most of the site. However, although the 
moderately plastic alluvial clays are anticipated to exhibit low expansion, pockets of 
moderately expansive soils are not uncommon within alluvial formations. Occasional 
overexcavation and replacement of expansive soils may be required in localized areas. 

The on-site soils should also generally provide adequate support for retaining walls of up 
to 10 feet in height. Retaining wall foundations can likely be designed for maximum toe 
pressures of up to 2,500 p.sJ. for foundations supported on the sand fills or beach sands, 
and maximum toes pressures of about 4,000 p.sJ. for retaining wall foundations 
supported on the weathered clinker. 

Where used as backfill behind retaining walls, the on-site beach sands and weathered 
clinker will likely exert active and at-rest lateral earth pressures of about 35 and 55 
pounds per cubic foot (p.cJ.), respectively, equivalent fluid pressure. 

For foundation lateral support, foundations bearing on the beach sands and clinker can be 
designed for an estimated friction factor of 0.50. Foundations bearing entirely upon basalt 
may use a friction factor of 0.60. These soils should also provide passive lateral 
resistance of about 275 p.cJ. to 300 p.cJ. equivalent fluid pressure for yielding walls. 
Passive resistance should be disregarded for non-yielding walls, for walls founded within 
5 feet of the top of slopes, and for the upper 12 inches of footing embedment. 

Permanent fill slopes constructed with the on-site soils can likely be sloped as steep as 2 
Horizontal to 1 vertical (2H: 1 V) for slopes up to 10 feet in height. Permanent cut slopes 
within the weathered clinker can likely be sloped as steep as l.5H:IV for heights of up to 
10 feet without benches. Slopes exceeding these heights are not anticipated on this 
project and should be individually evaluated, should they occur. 

The on-site alluvial soils, weathered clinker, beach sands, and basalt should provide 
relatively good pavement support. For the asphalt-paved driveways and parking areas 
restricted from heavy truck traffic, a pavement section consisting of 2 inches of Asphalt 
Concrete over 6 inches of Aggregate Base Course should provide adequate pavement 
support for the anticipated light traffic of passenger vehicles and small pick up trucks. In 
areas subjected to heavy truck traffic, the Asphalt Concrete thickness will likely need to 
be increased to at least 3 inches, depending on the actual design traffic anticipated. 

Limitations - This preliminary report has been prepared for the exclusive use of The 
Krausz Companies, Inc. for the Piikea-Lilao Commercial Mixed-Use Project in 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii. In the preparation of this report, we have strived to perform our 
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services in a manner consistent with that level of care and skill ordinarily exercised by 
members of the geotechnical profession practicing under similar conditions in Hawaii. 
No other warranty, expressed or implied, is made. 

Our services for this project were limited to reviewing the available soils information for 
the general area and drilling five test borings to develop preliminary geotechnical 
guidelines to assist in the site evaluation and cost estimating purposes. A full-scale 
subsurface investigation should be completed for the actual design and construction of 
the project once more detailed design information is available. This report should not be 
used for the final design and construction of the proposed building without written 
confirmation from Fewell Geotechnical Engineering, Ltd. (FGE). 

The analysis, conclusions, and preliminary recommendations of this report are based in 
part upon the limited data obtained in the borings and upon the assumption that the soil 
conditions do not deviate from those observed. If any variations or undesirable 
conditions are encountered during construction, or if the proposed construction will differ 
from that planned at the present time, FGE should be notified so that supplemental 
recommendations can be given. The conclusions and recommendations contained in this 
report shall not be considered valid unless the changes are reviewed and the conclusions 
of this report are modified or verified in writing. 

The scope of work for this investigation was limited to conventional geotechnical 
services and did not include any environmental evaluations or assessments. Silence in 
the report regarding any environmental aspects of the site does not indicate the absence of 
potential environmental problems. 

Unanticipated soil conditions are commonly encountered and cannot be fully determined 
by soil samples, test borings, or test pits. Such unexpected conditions frequently require 
that additional expenditures be made to attain a properly constructed project. Some 
contingency funds are recommended to accommodate such potential extra costs. 

The boring locations were determined in the field based on measurements from existing 
physical features. The boring elevations were estimated from the August 24, 2007 
Topographic Survey Map by WSUE. The locations and elevations of the borings should 
be considered accurate only to the degree implied by the methods used. 

Groundwater was encountered in Borings 1 and 3 during this investigation at the depths 
and times indicated on the Boring Logs. Groundwater was not encountered in the 
remaining three borings of this investigation. However, it must be noted that fluctuations 
in the level of the groundwater may occur due to variations in rainfall, tides, seepage, and 
other factors not present at the time the measurements were made. 
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We appreciate the opportunity to be of service to you on this project. Should you have 
any questions pertaining to any aspect of this report, or if we can be of further assistance 
to you, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Respectfully submitted, 

FEWELL GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING, LTD. 

~+ 
By Timothy J. Cavanaugh P.E. 

Itjc:ajs:fse 

Attachments 



APPENDIX A 

Preliminary Subsurface Investigation Summary 

Project Designation: 

Location: 

Project Location Map: 

Boring Location Plan: 

Drilling Contractor: 

Drilling Equipment: 

Drilling Method: 

Boring Summary: 

Boring Depth 

1 20.0' 
2 13.5' 
3 10.0' 
4 8.0' 
5 8.0' 

Totals 59.5' 

Date Started: July 5, 2007 

N.E. =None Encountered 

Boring Log Legend 

Piikea-Lilao Commercial 
Mixed-Used Project 

Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Figure 1 

Figure 2 

Hawaii Test Borings, Inc. 

Mobile B-34 

lxl 4-inch Auger 
I I 5-inch Auger 
I I Wash 

Number 
of Samples 

6 
5 
4 
2 
J: 

19 

Length of 
NX Core 

2.5' 
5.0' 
0.0' 
3.0' 
5.0' 

15.5' 

I I HQ Core 
/x!NX Core 

File: 2714.01 

Depth to Boring Log 
Water Table Figure No. 

8.0' 
N.E. 
5.0'. 
N.E. 
N.E. 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 

Date Completed: July 6, 2007 

8 
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REFERENCE: 
KIHEI QUADRANGLE 

SCALE: 1 :24000 U.S.G.S. TOPOGRAPHIC MAP 

F.G.E. Ltd. 

PROJECT LOCATION MAP 

Piikea-Lilao Commercial Mixed-Used Project 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 
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September 2008 

Figure 1 
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Figure 3 
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Boring: 2 File: 2714.01 
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Figure 4 
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Figure 7 
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APPENDIXB 

Laboratory Testing Summary 

Project Designation: Piikea-Lilao Commercial 
Mixed-Used Project 

Location: Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Sample 
No. 

California Bearing Ratio: A 

Gradatign Curves: 1-1 
1-5 
2-3 
3-2 
5-1 

Plasticity Chart: 2-2 
4-1 
A 

File: 2714.01 

Figure 
Designation 
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10 
11 
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13 
14 
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15 
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APPENDIX C 

Preliminary Domestic Water Demand Calculations 
(from Mechanical Engineer) 
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APPENDIX D 

Preliminary Fire Flow Demand Calculations 
(from Mechanical Engineer) 



ft silversword engineering 

12009 

FIRE FLow CALCULATIONS 
for 

DOWN TOWN KIHEI 
BUILDING A 

TMK (2) 3-9-02:20 
PI'IKEA AVENUE 
KIHEI, MAUl, HI 

March 29, 2012 

Reference for Fire Flow Calculations is the 'Uniform Fire Code Handbook' 1997 
Appendix Ill-A, Table A-111-A-1. 

1. Type of Construction: 
Type A Occupancy [Retail/Restaurant): 

Floor Area ::: 1 6,524 s.f. 
CMU Building 
Fire Sprinkler 
Concrete floor 
Non-combustible Roofing 
Construction Type (NFPA 220): V(111) 

2. Fire Flow Requirements: 
Fire Flow ::: 2,250 gpm for 1 6,524 s.f. 

3. Fire Flow Reduction for fire sprinklers [H.5.2): 
2,250 gpm x 75%::: 1,687.5 gpm fire flow credit 
2,250 gpm- 1,687.5::: 562 gpm or minimum of 1,500 gpm. 

4. Fire Flow required 1,500 gpm. 

Reference for Hydrant location and distribution is the 'Uniform Fire Code' 1997 
Appendix 111-B, Table A-111-B-1: One fire hydrant is required with an average spacing of 
500' with a maximum distance of 250' from any point on access road to hydrant. 

This work was prepared by 
me or under my supervision 

Michael Conway 
04/30/Y2. 

Expiration Date of the License 

civil & mechanical 
137 1 lower main street, suite 2 
wailuku, maui, hawaii 96793 
phone 808 244-8239 fax 242-77 46 email: ssword@maui.net 
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FIRE FLow CALCULATIONS 
for 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
BUILDING G 

TMK (2) 3-9-02:20 
PI'IKEA AVENUE 
KIHEI, MAUl, HI 

March 29, 2012 

Reference for Fire Flow Calculations is the 'Uniform Fire Code Handbook' 1997 
Appendix 111-A, Table A-111-A-1. 

1. Type of Construction: 
Type A Occupancy (Retail/Restaurant/Medical): 

Fire Area (A) = 29,159 s.f.; Total [14,781 s.f./first fl, 10,609 s.f./second 
floor (2 Stories)] 

CMU Building 
Fire Sprinkler 
Concrete floor 
Non-combustible Roofing 
Construction Type (NFPA 220): V(111) 

2. Fire Flow Requirements: 
Fire Flow= 3,000 gpm for 29,159 s.f. 

3. Fire Flow Reduction for fire sprinklers (A.5.2): 
3,000 gpm x 75% = 2,250 gpm fire flow credit 
3,000 gpm- 2,250 = 750 gpm or a minimum of 1,500 gpm. 

4. Fire Flow required 1,500 gpm. 

Reference for Hydrant location and distribution is the 'Uniform Fire Code' 1997 
Appendix 111-B, Table A-111-B-1: One fire hydrant is required with an average spacing of 
500' with a maximum distance of 250' from any point on access road to hydrant. 

This work was prepared by 
me or under my supervision 

Michael Conway 
04/'2l0/\2 

Expiration Date of the License 

civil & mechanical 
1371 lower main street, suite 2 
wailuku, maui, hawaii 96793 
phone 808 244-8239 fax 242-7746 email: ssword@maui.net 
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12009 

FIRE FLow CALCULATIONS 
for 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
BUILDING H 

TMK (2) 3-9-02:20 
PI'IKEA AVENUE 
KIHEI, MAUl, HI 

March 29, 2012 

Reference for Fire Flow Calculations is the I Uniform Fire Code Handbook' 1997 
Appendix 111-A, Table A-111-A-1. 

1. Type of Construction: 
Type M Occupancy (Retail/Restaurant): 

Fire Area (A)= 29,159 s.f.; Total [18,550 s.f./first fl, 10,609 s.f./second 
floor (2 Stories)] 

CMU Building 
Fire Sprinkler 
Concrete floor 
Non-combustible Roofing 
Construction Type (NFPA 220): V(111) 

2. Fire Flow Requirements: 
Fire Flow= 3,000 gpm for 29,159 s.f. 

3. Fire Flow Reduction for fire sprinklers (A.5.2): 
3,000 gpm x 75% = 2,250 gpm fire flow credit 
3,000 gpm- 2,250 = 750 gpm or a minimum of 1,500 gpm. 

4. Fire Flow required 1,500 gpm. 

Reference for Hydrant location and distribution is the I Uniform Fire Code' 1997 
Appendix 111-B, Table A-111-B-1: One fire hydrant is required with an average spacing of 
500' with a maximum distance of 250' from any point on access road to hydrant. 

This work was prepared by 
me or under my supervision 

Michael Conway 
04/30/\2 

Expiration Date of the License 

civil & mechanical 
1371 lower main street, suite 2 
wailuku, maui, hawaii 96793 
phone 808 244-8239 Fax 242-77 46 email: ssword@maui.net 



12009 

silversword engineering 

FIRE FLow CALCULATIONs 
for 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
BUILDING J 

TMK (2) 3-9-02:20 
PI'IKEA AVENUE 
KIHEI, MAUl, HI 

March 29, 2012 

Reference for Fire Flow Calculations is the 'Uniform Fire Code Handbook' 1997 
Appendix 111-A, Table A-111-A-1. 

1. Type of Construction: 
Type M Occupancy (Retail/Restaurant): 

Fire Area (A) = 27,383 s.f.; Total [17,378 s.f./first fl, 10,005 s.f./second 
floor (2 Stories)] 

CM U Building 
Fire Sprinkler 
Concrete floor 
Non-combustible Roofing 
Construction Type [NFPA 220): V(111) 

2. Fire Flow Requirements ( H .5.1 ) : 
Fire Flow= 3,000 gpm for 27,383 s.f. 

3. Fire Flow Reduction for fire sprinklers (H.5.2): 
3,000 gpm x 75% = 2,250 gpm fire flow credit 
3,000 gpm- 2,250 = 750 gpm or a minimum of 1,500 gpm. 

4. Fire Flow required 1,500 gpm. 

Reference for Hydrant location and distribution is the 'Uniform Fire Code' 1997 
Appendix 111-B, Table A-111-B-1: One fire hydrant is required with an average spacing of 
500' with a maximum distance of 250' from any point on access road to hydrant. 

This work was prepared by 
me or under my supervision 

Michael Conway 
04/'2l0/\2 

Expiration Date of the License 

civil & mechanical 
13711owermain street, suite 2 
wailuku, maui, hawaii 96793 
phone 808 244-8239 fax 242-7746 email: ssword@maui.net 
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FIRE FLow CALCULATIONS 
for 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
BUILDING M 

TMK (2) 3-9-02:76 
PI'IKEA AVENUE 
KIHEI, MAUl, HI 

March 29, 2012 

Reference for Fire Flow Calculations is the 'Uniform Fire Code Handbook' 1997 
Appendix 111-A, Table A-111-A-1. 

1. Type of Construction: 
Type A Occupancy (Retail/Office/Restaurant): 

Fire Area (A) = 26,185 s.f.; Total [13, 146 s.f./first fl, 13,039 s.f./second 
floor (2 Stories)] 

CM U Building 
Fire Sprinkler 
Concrete floor 
Non-combustible Roofing 
Construction Type (NFPA 220): V(111) 

2. Fire Flow Requirements: 
Fire Flow= 3,000 gpm for 26,185 s.f. 

3. Fire Flow Reduction for fire sprinklers (A.5.2): 
3,000 gpm x 75% = 2,250 gpm fire flow credit 
3,000 gpm- 2,250 = 750 gpm or a minimum of 1,500 gpm. 

4. Fire Flow required 1,500 gpm. 

Reference for Hydrant location and distribution is the 'Uniform Fire Code' 1997 
Appendix 111-B, Table A-111-B-1: One fire hydrant is required with an average spacing of 
500' with a maximum distance of 250' from any point on access road to hydrant. 

This work was prepared by 
me or under my supervision 

Michael Conway 
04/~G/\2 

Expiration Date of the License 

civil & mechanical 
1371lowermain street, suite 2 
wailuku, maui, hawaii 96793 
phone 808 244-8239 fax 242-77 46 email: ssword@maui.net 
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FIRE FLow CALCULATIONS 
for 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
BUILDING N 

TMK [2) 3-9-02:76 
PI'IKEA AVENUE 
KIHEI, MAUl, HI 

March 29, 2012 

Reference for Fire Flow Calculations is the 'Uniform Fire Code Handbook' 1997 
Appendix 111-A, Table A-111-A-1. 

1. Type of Construction: 
Type M Occupancy [Retail/Office): 

Fire Area [A) = 36,645 s.f.; Total [17,984 s.f./first fl, 18,661 s.f./second 
floor [2 Stories)] 

CMU Building 
Fire Sprinkler 
Concrete floor 
Non-combustible Roofing 
Construction Type [NFPA220): V [111) 

2. Fire Flow Requirements: 
Fire Flow = 3,500 gpm for 36,645 s.f. 

3. Fire Flow Reduction for fire sprinklers [A.5.2): 
3,500 gpm x 75% = 2,625 gpm fire flow credit 
3,500 gpm- 2,625 = 875 gpm or a minimum of 1,500 gpm. 

4. Fire Flow required 1,500 gpm. 

Reference for Hydrant location and distribution is the 'Uniform Fire Code' 1997 
Appendix 111-B, Table A-111-B-1: One fire hydrant is required with an average spacing of 
500' with a maximum distance of 250' from any point on access road to hydrant. 

This work was prepared by 
me or under my supervision 

Michael Conway 
04/30/\2 

Expiration Date of the License 

civil & mechanical 
137/lowermain street, suite 2 
wailuku, maui, hawaii 96793 
phone BOB 244-B239 fax 242-7746 email: ssword@maui.net 
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12009 

FIRE FLow CALCULATIONS 
for 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
BUILDINGS 

TM K (2) 3-9-02:7 6 
PI'IKEA AVENUE 
KIHEI, MAUl, HI 

March 29, 2012 

Reference for Fire Flow Calculations is the 'Uniform Fire Code Handbook' 1997 
Appendix 111-A, Table A-111-A-1. 

1. Type of Construction: 
Type M Occupancy (Retail): 

Fire Area (A) = 5,208 s.f.; (1 Story) 
CMU Building 
Fire Sprinkler 
Concrete floor 
Non-combustible Roofing 
Construction Type (NFPA 220): V (111) 

2. Fire Flow Requirements: 
Fire Flow= 1,500 gpm for 5,208 s.f. 

3. Fire Flow Reduction for fire sprinklers (A.5.2): 
1,500 gpm x 75% = 1,125 gpm fire flow credit 
1,500 gpm -1,125 = 375 gpm or a mininmum of 1,500 gpm. 

4. Fire Flow required 1,500 gpm. 

Reference for Hydrant location and distribution is the 'Uniform Fire Code' 1997 
Appendix 111-B, Table A-111-B-1: One fire hydrant is required with an average spacing of 
500' with a maximum distance of 250' from any point on access road to hydrant. 

This work was prepared by 
me or under my supervision 

Michael Conway 
04/~0/'\2 

Expiration Date of the License 

civil & mechanical 
1371 lower main street, suite 2 
wailuku, maui, hawaii 96793 
phone 808 244-8239 fax 242-7746 email: ssword@maui.net 
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12009 

FIRE FLow CALCULATIONs 
for 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
BUILDING T 

TMK (2) 3-9-02:7 6 
PI'IKEA AVENUE 
KIHEI, MAUl, HI 

March 29, 2012 

Reference for Fire Flow Calculations is the 'Uniform Fire Code Handbook' 1997 
Appendix 111-A, Table A-111-A-1. 

1. Type of Construction: 
Type M Occupancy (Retail): 

Fire Area (A) = 5,208 s.f.; ( 1 Story) 
CMU Building 
Fire Sprinkler 
Concrete floor 
Non-combustible Roofing 
Construction Type (NFPA 220): V (111) 

2. Fire Flow Requirements: 
Fire Flow= 1,500 gpm for 5,208 s.f. 

3. Fire Flow Reduction for fire sprinklers (A.5.2): 
1,500 gpm x 75% = 1,125 gpm fire flow credit 
1,500 gpm -1,125 = 375 gpm or a mininmum of 1,500 gpm. 

4. Fire Flow required 1 ,500 gpm. 

Reference for Hydrant location and distribution is the 'Uniform Fire Code' 1997 
Appendix 111-B, Table A-111-B-1: One fire hydrant is required with an average spacing of 
500' with a maximum distance of 250' from any point on access road to hydrant. 

This work was prepared by 
me or under my supervision 

Michael Conway 
0/\/30/\2 

Expiration Date of the License 

civil & mechanical 
1371 lower main street, suite 2 
wailuku, maui, hawaii 96793 
phone 808 244-8239 Fax 242-77 46 email: ssword@maui.net 
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12009 

FIRE FLow CALCULATIONS 
for 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
BUILDING V 

TMK (2) 3-9-02:76 
PI'IKEA AVENUE 
KIHEI, MAUl, HI 

March 29, 2012 

Reference for Fire Flow Calculations is the 'Uniform Fire Code' 1997 Appendix 111-A, Table 
A-111-A-1. 

1. Type of Construction: 
Type A Occupancy (Theatre): 

Fire Area (A)= 39,762 s.f.; (1 Story) 
CMU Building 
Fire Sprinkler 
Concrete floor 
Non-combustible Roofing 
Construction Type (NFPA 220): II (111) 

2. Fire Flow Requirements: 
Fire Flow= 3,000 gpm for 39,762 s.f. 

3. Fire Flow Reduction for fire sprinklers (A.5.2): 
3,000 gpm x 75% = 2,250 gpm fire flow credit 
3,000 gpm- 2,250 = 750 or a minimum of 1,500 gpm. 

4. Fire Flow required 1,500 gpm. 

Reference for Hydrant location and distribution is the 'Uniform Fire Code' 1997 
Appendix 111-B, Table A-111-B-1: One fire hydrant is required with an average spacing of 
500' with a maximum distance of 250' from any point on access road to hydrant. 

This work was prepared by 
me or under my supervision 

Michael Conway 
04/30/\2 

Expiration Date of the License 

civil & mechanical 
1371 lower main street, suite 2 
wailuku, moui, hawaii 96793 
phone 808 244-8239 Fox 242-77 46 email: ssword@moui.net 



12009 

silversword engineering 

FtRE FLow CALCULATIONs 
for 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
HOTEL 

TMK (2) 3-9-02:30 
PI'IKEA AVENUE 
KIHEI, MAUl, HI 

July 23, 2012 

Reference for Fire Flow Calculations is the 'Uniform Fire Code Handbook' 1997 
Appendix 111-A, Table A-111-A-1. 

1. Type of Construction: 
Type R-1 Occupancy (Hotel): 

Fire Area (A) = 93,000 s.f.; Total [23,250 s.f./floor (4 Stories)] 
CMU Building 
Fire Sprinkler 
Concrete floor 
Non-combustible Roofing 
Construction Type (NFPA 220): V( 111) 

2. Fire Flow Requirements (Table A-111-A-1 ): 
Fire Flow= 5,500 gpm for 93,000 s.f. 

3. Fire Flow Reduction for fire sprinklers (Appendix III-A.5.2): 
5,500 gpm x 75% = 4,125 gpm fire flow credit 
5,500 gpm- 4,125 = 1,375 gpm or a minimum of 1,500 gpm. 

4. Fire Flow required 1,500 gpm. 

Reference for Hydrant location and distribution is the 'Uniform Fire Code' 1997 
Appendix 111-B, Table A-111-B-1: One fire hydrant is required with an average spacing of 
500' with a maximum distance of 250' from any point on access road to hydrant. 

This work was prepared by 
me or under my supervision 

Michael Conway 
04/30112 

Expiration Date of the License 

civil & mechanical 
1371 lower main street, suite 2 
wailuku, maui, hawaii 96793 
phone 808 244-8239 fax 242-77 46 email: ssword@maui.net 
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APPENDIX E 

Preliminary Landscape Irrigation Demand 
(from Landscape Architect) 



PRELIMINARY LANDSCAPE IRRIGATION DAILY DEMAND 
FOR 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

Prepared by : 

Russel Y. Gushi, ASLA 
Landscape Architect 
44 S. Market Street 

Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793 

April 13, 2012 

Preliminary estimates for the landscape irrigation daily average water demand for the 
three parcels which comprises the project site are based on two different plant type 
categories: shrubs and groundcovers, and grasses. The shrubs and groundcovers are 
identified by two subcategories: Native Hawaii/drought tolerant Plants and 
Introduced/ornamental Plants. The irrigating times are separated into two different 
watering time periods: the plant establishment period and long term on-going irrigation 
period. 

The following calculations are for irrigating the landscape planting areas for the 
Downtown Kihei project are based on the assumed and estimated landscape areas for the 
site plan prepared by Stoutenborough Architects, dated February 29, 2012. 

Lot# 1 (North ofPi'ikea Ave): 

I. Plant Establishment Irrigation Period (Approx. 90-120 days): 

A. Shrubs/Ground Covers: 
1. Hawaiian Native/drought-tolerant Plants: 

28,700 s.f.(total area) x .052 in. (weekly irrigation rate) x 7.481(gallonage 
conversion) x 2.3 (plant establishment time factor)= 25,679 gals/wk. 

3,668 gals/day 
2. Introduced/ornamental Plants: 

23,200 S.f. X .1 04 in. X 7.481 X 2.3 

B. Grasses: 
1. Introduced Grasses: 

29,000 S.f. X .125 in. X 7.481 X 1.4 

41 ,515 gals/wk. 
5,931 gals/day 

= 37,966 gals/wk. 
5,424 gals/day 

Sub total. ............................................................ 15,023 gals./ day 



Downtown Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 
April 13,2012 
Page 2 of4 

II. Long Term Irrigation Period (On-going): 

A. Shrubs/Ground Covers: 
1. Hawaiian Native/drought-tolerant Plants: 

28,700 s.f.(total area) x .052 in. (weekly irrigation rate) x 7.481 (gallonage 
conversion) = 11,165 gals/wk. 

2. Introduced/ornamental Plants: 
23,200 s.f. x .104 in. x 7.481 

B. Grasses: 
1. Introduced Grasses: 

29,000 s.f. x .125 in. x 7.481 

1,595 gals/day 

18,050 gals/wk. 
2,579 gals/day 

= 27,119 gals/wk. 
3,874 gals/day 

Sub total. ........................................................... 8,048 gals./day 

Lot # 2 (South of Pi' ike a Ave): 

1. Plant Establishment Irrigation Period (Approx. 90-120 days): 

A. Shrubs/Ground Covers: 
1. Hawaiian Native/drought-tolerant Plants: 

42,100 s.f.(total area) x .052 in. (weekly irrigation rate) x 7.481 (gallonage 
conversion) x 2.3 (plant establishment time factor) = 37,668 gals/wk. 

2. Introduced/ornamental Plants: 
9,300 s.f. x .104 in. x 7.481 x 2.3 

B. Grasses: 
1. Introduced Grasses: 

22,500 s.f. x .125 in. x 7.481 x 1.4 

5,381 gals/day 

16,642 gals/wk. 
2,377 gals/day 

= 29,456 gals/wk. 
4,208 gals/day 

Sub total. ............................................................. 11,966 gals./day 



Downtown Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 
April 13,2012 
Page 3 of4 

II. Long Tenn Irrigation Period (On-going): 

A. Shrubs/Ground Covers: 
1. Hawaiian Native/drought-tolerant Plants: 

42,100 s.f.(total area) x .052 in. (weekly irrigation rate) x 7.481(gallonage 
conversion) = 16,377 gals/wk. 

2. Introduced/ornamental Plants: 
9,300 s.f. x .104 in. x 7.481 

B. Grasses: 
1. Introduced Grasses: 

22,500 s.f. x .125 in. x 7.481 

2,340 gals/day 

7,236 gals/wk. 
1,034 gals/day 

= 21,040 gals/wk. 
3,006 gals/day 

Sub totaL ........................................................... 6,380 gals./day 

Lot # 3(West of Existing Wetland): 

1. Plant Establishment Irrigation Period (Approx. 90-120 days): 

A. Shrubs/Ground Covers: 
1. Hawaiian Native/drought-tolerant Plants: 

6,950 s.f.(total area) x .052 in. (weekly irrigation rate) x 7.481(gallonage 
conversion) x 2.3 (plant establishment time factor) = 6,218 gals/wk. 

2. Introduced/ornamental Plants: 
1,500 s.f. x .1 04 in. x 7.481 x 2.3 

B. Grasses: 
1. Introduced Grasses: 

5,650 s.f. x .125 in. x 7.481 x 1.4 

888 gals/day 

2,684 gals/wk. 
384 gals/day 

7,397 gals/wk. 
1,057 gals/day 

Sub totaL ............................................................ 2,329 gals./day 



Downtown Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 
April 13,2012 
Page 4 of4 

II. Long Term Irrigation Period (On-going): 

A. Shrubs/Ground Covers: 
1. Hawaiian Native/drought-tolerant Plants: 

6,950 s.f.(total area) x .052 in. (weekly irrigation rate) x 7.481(gallonage 
conversion) = 2,704 gals/wk. 

2. Introduced/ornamental Plants: 
1,500 s.f. x .1 04 in. x 7.481 

B. Grasses: 
1. Introduced Grasses: 

5,650 s.f. x .125 in. x 7.481 

386 gals/day 

1,167 gals/wk. 
168 gals/day 

5,284 gals/wk. 
755 gals/day 

Sub total. ........................................................... 1,309 gals.lday 

Average Maximum Daily Peak Flow Rate: 60 gpm 
Minimum psi Requirement: 65 psi 

Landscape irrigation system shall be scheduled to operate over a 24-hour cycle period 
during the plant establishment period (90 - 120 days after initial planting), then scheduled 
to operate only during the evening hours (non-peak usage hours) to minimize evaporation 
and transpiration. 
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Botanical and Fauna Surveys 



BOTANICAL AND FAUNA SURVEY 

for 

THE KRAUSZ COMPANIES 

KIHEI MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT 

KIHEI, MA UI, HAWAII 

by 

ROBERT W. HOBDY 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANT 

Kokomo, Maui 
March 2009 

Prepared for: Krausz Companies, Inc. 

BOTANICAL AND FAUNA SURVEY 
KRAUSZ COMPANIES KIHEI MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT 

KIHEI, MAUl 



INTRODUCTION 

The Krausz Kihei Mixed Use Development project lies on approximately 32.5 acres 
ofland (TMKs (2) 3-9-02:30,76,80,158) in central Kihei. It is bounded on the north 
by a mango orchard, on the east by Liloa Drive and on the south and west by 
residential and commercial properties. The property is bisected by Piikea Avenue. 
This study was initiated in fulfillment of environmental requirements of the planning 
process. 

SITE DESCRIPTION 

This property is located on a coastal plain about 1,600 feet from the ocean. The 
terrain slopes very gradually down from east to west with elevations varying 
between 20 f1. and 10ft. above sea level. Soils are Pulehu Clay Loam, 0 - 3% 
slopes (PsA) in the upper portions of the property and are Puuone Sand, 7-30 % 
slopes (PZUE) and Jaucus Sand, Saline, 0-12% slopes (J cC) in the lower areas 
where ground water is within 30 in. of the surface (Foote et ai, 1972). Vegetation is 
open grassland in the upper areas and grades into denser trees and shrubs in the 
lower area. Annual rainfall averages a very dry 10 in. per year with the bulk of it 
falling during the winter months. 

The lower western part of the property has two man-made wetland ponds, one 
5 acres in size and the other 3 acres in size, that were constructed in 1991 in 

consultation with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service as a mitigation for the development of nearby wetlands by a previous 
property owner. 

BIOLOGICAL HISTORY 

The project area was once a dry native savannah with a scattering of trees and shrubs 
such as wiliwili (El:vthrina sandwicensis), 'ohe (Reynoldsia sandwicensis) and 'a'ali'i 
(Dodonaea viscosa) and a variety of other native grasses and vines. Nearly two 
centuries of cattle (Bos taurus) grazing and more recently browsing by axis deer (Axis 

axis) have greatly reduced the diversity and numbers of native plants. Wildfires have 
repeatedly swept through these dry grasslands all but eliminating them. The native 
plants have been replaced by hardy non-native species that can survive both grazing 
and fires. 

SURVEY OBJECTIVES 

This report summarizes the findings of a flora and fauna survey of the proposed 
Krausz Companies Kihei Mixed Use Development Project which was conducted in 
March 2009. 
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The objectives of the survey were to: 

1. Document what plant, bird and mammal species occur on the property or may 
likely occur in the existing habitat. 

2. Document the status and abundance of each species. 

3. Determine the presence or likely occurrence of any native flora and fauna, 
particularly any that are Federally listed as Threatened or Endangered. If such 
occur, identi ty what features of the habitat may be essential for these species. 

4. Determine if the project area contains any special habitats which iflost or 
altered might result in a significant negative impact on the flora and fauna in 
this part of the island. 

5. Note which aspects of the proposed development pose significant concerns for 
plants or for wildlife and recommend measures that would mitigate or avoid 
these problems. 

BOTANICAL SURVEY REPORT 

SURVEY METHODS 

A walk-through botanical survey method was used following a route to ensure 
complete coverage of the area. Areas most likely to harbor native or rare plants such 
as gullies or rocky outcroppings were more intensively examined. Notes were made 
on plant species, distribution and abundance as well as terrain and substrate. 
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DESCRIPTION OF THE VEGETATION 

The vegetation in this project area can be placed in three distinct categories. The 
first is a dry savannah which consists of two predominant species, buffelgrass 
(Cenchrus ciliaris) and widely scattered kiawe trees (Prosopis pallida). The second is a 
dense kiawe and shrub thicket also with two predominant species, kiawe and 
sourbush (Pluchea carolinensis) that grows in the area with a shallow water table. The 
third is made up of the two manmade ponds with wetland plants that grow either in 
the water or on the damp banks. Predominant species here include makaloa (Cyperus 

laevigatus), kaluha (Bolboschoenus maritimus subsp. paludosus) and pickleweed (Bat is 

maritima). 

A total of 61 plant species were recorded during the course of the survey. Of these 
11 are native to Hawaii: 'aheahea (Chenopodium oahuense), makaloa, kaluha, 'aki'aki 
(Sporobolus virginicus), "akulikuli (Sesuvium portulacastrum) , 'ilima (Sidafallax), kipukai 
(Heliolropium curas.I'avicum), pohuchue (Ipomoea pes-caprae), 'uhaloa (Waltheria indica), 

popolo (Solanum americanum) and 'ae'ae (Bacopa monnieri). Seven of these plants are 
associated with the wetland habitat. The remaining 50 species are non native plants 
including 5 ornamentals and 45 common weeds. 

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDA TIONS 

The majority of the savannah and the kiawe-shrub areas are dominated by non
native plants that have been heavily impacted over many years by grazing animals, 
fires and human disturbances. Only in the wetland ponds do the native plants make 
up a significant portion of the vegetation. Of the 11 native plants species only one, 
the 'aheahea, is endemic only to the Hawaiian Islands. It is found on all the larger 
Hawaiian Islands in a variety of coastal, dry land and subalpine habitats and is not 
uncommon. The other 10 native species are indigenous to Hawaii as well as to a 
number of other Pacific islands and are all widespread and common. No federally 
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listed Endangered or Threatened species (USFWS, 1999) were found on the property, 
nor do any plants proposed for such status occur here. 

The wetland pond habitat comprises a special habitat type that is already being 
protected under provisions of a mitigation agreement. It will be addressed in more 
detail in the fauna report. 

Since there are no rare or protected plant species on the property, the botanical 
resources outside of the protected wetlands are not of significant concern. The 
proposed project on the non-wetland areas is not expected to have a significant 
negative impact on the botanical resources there or in the Kihei region. 

PLANT SPECIES LIST 

Following is a checklist of all those vascular plant species inventoried during the 
field studies. Plant families are arranged alphabetically within two groups: 
Monocots and Dicots. Taxonomy and nomenclature of the flowering plants 
(Monocots and Dicots) are in accordance with Wagner et al. (1999). 

For each species, the following information is provided: 

1. Scientific name with author citation 

2. Common English or Hawaiian name. 
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3. Bio-geographical status. The following symbols are used: 

endemic = native only to the Hawaiian Islands; not naturally occurring anywhere 
else in the world. 

indigenous= native to the Hawaiian Islands and also to one or more other 
geographic area(s). 

non-native= all those plants brought to the islands intentionally or accidentally 
after western contact. 

4. Abundance of each species within the project area: 

abundant= forming a major part of the vegetation within the project area. 
common = widely scattered throughout the area or locally abundant within a 

portion of it. 
uncommon = scattered sparsely throughout the area or occurring in a few small 

patches. 
rare = only a few isolated individuals within the project area. 

SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME STATUS ABUNDANCE 

MONOCOTS 

ARECACEAE (Palm Family) 

Washingtonia rohusta H. Wendland Mexican Washintonia non-native rare 

ASPHODELACEAE (Asphodel Family) 

Aloe vera (L.) Burm. fil. common aloe non-native rare 

CYPERACEAE (Sedge Family) 
Bolboschoenus maritimus (L.) palla subsp. 

(A.Nels.) T.Koyama kaluha indigneous uncommon 

Cyperus /aevigatus L. makaloa indigenous uncommon 

POACEAE (Grass Family) 

Cenchrus ciliaris L. buffelgrass non-native abundant 
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Chloris barbata (L.) Sw. 

Eleusine indica (L.) Gaertn. 

Eragrostis amabilis (L.) Wight & Arnott 

Eragrostis pectinacea (Michx.) Nees 

Panicum maximum Jacq. 

Panicum repens L. 

Sporobolus pyramidatus (Lam.) Hitch. 

Sporobolus virginicus (L.) Kunth 

DICOTS 

AIZOACEAE (Fig-marigold Family) 

Sesuvium portulacas/rum (L.) L. 

AMARANTHACEAE (Amaranth Family) 

A triplex semibaccata R. Br. 

Atriplex suberecla Yerd. 

Amaranthus spinosus L. 

SCIENTIFIC NAME 
Chenopodium murale L. 

Chenopodium oahuense (Meyen) Aellen 

ANACARDIACEAE (Mango Family) 

Schinus terebinlh(fblius Raddi 

ASTERACEAE (Sunflower Family) 

Bidens pilosa L. 

Crassocepha!um crepidioides (Benth.) S. Moore 

Lactuca sativa L. 

Pluchea carolinensis (Jacq.) G.Don 

Pluchea indica (L.) Less. 

Senecio madagascariensis Poir. 

Sonchus oleraceus L. 

Tridax procumbens L. 
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swollen fingergrass non-native uncommon 

wiregrass non-native rare 

Japanese lovegrass non-native rare 

Carolina lovegrass non-native uncommon 

Guinea grass non-native rare 

torpedo grass non-native rare 

----------------- non-native rare 

'aki'aki indigenous rare 

'akulikuli indigenous rare 

Australian saltbush non-native rare 

------------------ non-native rare 

spiny amaranth non-native rare 

COMMON NAME STATUS ABUNDANCE 
'aheahea non-native uncommon 

'aheahea endemic rare 

Christmas berry non-native rare 

Spanish needle non-native rare 

redflower ragleaf non-native rare 

wild lettuce non-native rare 

sourbush non-native rare 

Indian fleabane non-native common 

fire weed non-native rare 

pualele non-native rare 

coat buttons non-native rare 



Verbesina encelioides (Cav.) Benth. & Hook. golden crown-beard non-native uncommon 

BATACEAE (Saltwort Family) 

Bat is maritima L. pickleweed non-native uncommon 

BORAGINACEAE (Borage Family) 

Heliotropium curassavicum L. kipukai indigenous rare 

He!iotropium procumbens Mill. fourspike heliotrope non-native rare 

CARYOPHYLLACEAE (Pink Family) 

Spergu!aria marina (L.) Griseb. saltmarsh sand spurry non-native rare 

CASUARINACEAE (She-oak Family) 

Casuarina equisetifolia L. common ironwood non-native rare 

CONVOLVULACEAE (Morning Glory Family) 

Ipomoea pes-caprae (L.) R. Br. pohuehue indigenous rare 

SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME STATUS ABUNDANCE 
Merremia aegvptia (L.) Urb. hairy merremia non-native rare 

EUPHORBIACEAE (Spurge Family) 

Chamaesyce hirta (L.) Millsp. hairy spurge non-native rare 

Chamaesyce hyperic(fo/ia (L.) Millsp. graceful spurge non-native rare 

Chamaesyce prostrata (Aiton) Small prostrate spurge non-native rare 

Ricinus communis L. Castor bean non-native rare 

FABACEAE (Pea Family) 

Acaciafarnesiana (L.) Willd. klu non-native rare 

Crotalaria incana L. fuzzy rattlepod non-native rare 

Crotalaria pal/ida Aiton smooth rattlepod non-native rare 

Gliricidia sepium (Jacq.) Steud. madre de cacao non-native rare 

lndigofera hendecaphyl!a Jacq. creeping indigo non-native rare 

Leucaena !eucocepha!a (Lam.) deWit koa haole non-native uncommon 

Macroptilium !athyroides (L.) Urb. wild bean non-native rare 

Neonotonia wightii (Wight & Arnott) Lackey glycine non-native rare 
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Prosopis pallida (Hum b. & Bon pl. ex Willd.) Kunth kiawe non-native common 

MALVACEAE (Mallow Family) 

Abutilon grandifolium ( Willd.) Sweet hairy abutilon non-native rare 

Malva parvijlora L. cheese weed non-native rare 

Malvastrum coromande/ianum (L.) Garcke false mallow non-native rare 

Sidafa/lax Walp. 'ilima indigenous uncommon 

Waltheria indica L. 'uhaloa indigenous uncommon 

NYCTAG!NACEAE (Four-o'clock Family) 

Bougainvillea spectabilis Willd. bougai nvi Ilea non-native rare 

PLANTAGINACEAE (Plantain Family) 

SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME STATUS ABUNDANCE 
Bacopa monnieri (L.) Pennell 'ae'ae indigenous rare 

PORTULACACEAE (Purslane Family) 

Portulaca oleracea L. pigweed non-native rare 

SOLANACEAE (Nightshade Family) 

Nicandra physalodes (L.) Gaertn. apple of Peru non-native rare 

Nicotiana glauca R.C. Graham tree tobacco non-native uncommon 

Solanum americanum Mill. popolo indigenous rare 
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FAUNA SURVEY REPORT 

SURVEY METHODS 

A walk-through survey method was conducted in conjunction with the botanical 
survey. All parts of the project area were covered. Field observations were made 
with the aid of binoculars and by listening to vocalizations. Notes were made on 
species, abundance, activities and location as well as observations of trails, tracks, 
scat and signs of feeding. A few hours were spent observing bird life around the 
ponds at different times of the day and during the evening. In addition the evening 
visit was made to record crepuscular activities and vocalizations and to see if there 
was any evidence of occurrence of the Hawaiian hoary bat (Lasiurus einereus semotus) 

in the area. 

RESULTS 

MAMMALS 

Just one mammal species was recorded within the project area during three site visits. 
Taxonomy and nomenclature follows Tomich (1986.) 

Axis deer (..Axis axis) - Trails and signs of feeding were observed on the north 
side of the property adjacent to the mango orchard. Deer are present throughout the 
Kihei area and make forays into populated neighborhoods during the dry season. 
They become active at night so are rarely seen. 

Other mammals likely to inhabit the property include Rats (Rallus spp.) and mice (Mus 

domestieus). These rodents feed on seeds, fruits and herbaceous vegetation in such 
habitats. Domestic and feral cats (Felis ealus) as well as mongoose (Herpestes 
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auropunctatus) would also be expected here. These carnivores hunt for rodents and 
birds in such areas. 

A special effort was made to look for the native Hawaiian hoary bat which is listed 
as an Endangered species. These bats have been observed in the past around the 
Waiakoa Stream estuary about 2 miles north of the property. When present in an 
area these bats can be easily identified as they forage for insects, their distinctive 
flight patterns clearly visible in the glow of twilight. No evidence of such activity 
was observed though visibility was excellent. In addition a bat detection device 
(Batbox HID) was employed, set to the frequencies of 27,000 to 28,000 hertz which 
this species is known to use. No bats were detected using this device. 

BIRDS 

Birdlife was fairly abundant in the area due to the diversity of habitats and the 
seasonal green condition of the vegetation. Fifteen species of birds were observed 
including three native waterbirds during three visits to the property. Taxonomy and 
nomenclature follow American Ornithologists' Union (2005). 

Common myna (Acridotheres Iristis) Pairs of mynas were seen throughout the 
property at all times 0 f day. 

Zebra dove (Geope/ia striata) -- Many of these small doves were seen feeding on 
seeds in clearings. 

House sparrow (Passer domeslicus) Small groups of sparrows were seen feeding on 
insects and grubs in kiawe trees. These birds are common around human structures. 

Northern cardinal (Cardinalis cardinalis) - Several individuals and pairs were seen and 
heard calling from kiawe trees. 

Spotted dove (Slreplopelia chinensis) - Several individuals of these large doves were 
seen in kiawe trees or in flight over the property. 

Ae'o, Black-necked stilt (Himantopus mexicanus knudseni) - Several of these endemic 
and Endangered stilts utilize and occasionally breed in the two existing mitigated 
wetlands and can be observed there at all times of the day and in the evening. 

Auku'u, Black-crowned night-heron (Nyclicorax nyclicorax hoaclli) - A few of these 
indigenous herons utilized the wetland habitat during the day and evening. They 
feed on small fish, snails and crustaceans in the shallow water. 

Gray francolin (Francolinuspondicerianus) - Families of these francolins were seen in 
the margins of clearing where they feed on insects and their calls were heard. 
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African silverbill (Lonchura cantans) - Flocks of these tiny tan birds were seen 
feeding in grasslands or resting in trees. 

Chicken (Gallus gallus) - Two flocks of wild chickens were seen scratching for 
insects under dense kiawe thicks. Their crowing could be heard from a distance. 

Red-crested cardinal (Paroaria coronata) - A few of the bright red-headed cardinals 
were seen feeding and calling in kiawe trees. 

'Alae ke'oke'o, Hawaiian coot (Fulica alai) - Two of these endemic and Endangered 
'alae were seen in the wetland ponds swimming about and feeding along the 
shoreline. 

Japanese white-eye (Zosteropsjaponicus) - Two of these small green birds were seen 
in a kiawe tree and making their high-pitched twittering calls. 

Java sparrow (Padda oryzivora) - Two of these small colorful birds were seen in a 
tree near the project boundary. 

House finch (Carpodacus mexiccll1us) - Two of these finches were heard chattering in a 
kiawe tree near the road. They prefer habitat with ironwood trees where they feed 
on seeds. 

A few other non-native birds might be expected to occasionally use this property and 
some migratory birds such as the Pacific golden plover (Pluvialisfulva) would utilize 
the wetland shorelines, but these migratory birds have recently departed for their 
arctic breeding grounds. 

INSECTS 

While insects in general were not tallied, one native Sphingid moth, Blackburn's 
sphinx moth (Manduca blackhurni) has been put on the Federal Endangered species list 
and this designation requires special focus (USFWS 2000). Blackburn's sphinx 
moth occurs on Maui although it has not been found in this area. Its native host 
plants are species of 'aiea (Nothocestrum) and a non-native alternative host plant is 
tree tobacco (Nicotiana glauca). There are no 'aiea on or near the project area, but 
about 40 young tree tobacco shrubs were found. Each of these plants were carefully 
examined but no Blackburn's sphinx moth or their larvae were observed. 
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

All of the fauna species found in the dryland portions of this property are 
common non-native species that are of no special environmental concern, nor are 
there any special habitats in this portion of the property. The two wetland ponds, 
however, are both special habitat and support two Endangered bird species the ae'o 
and the 'alae ke'oke'o. While there are no plans to alter these ponds in any way, the 
development of the adjacent lands could place structures and human activities close 
enough to disturb these birds. 

Hawaiian stilts and coots have both shown an ability to get used to nearby structures 
and vehicular traffic to some degree but are less adaptable to humans. They become 
agitated by human activity nearby and may be discouraged from breeding and 
nesting. In order for these Endangered birds to successfully utilize these two 
mitigated wetlands as intended they need adequate space and visual screening to 
ensure a sufficient comfort level. It is recommended that development planning 
allow for at least 30 f1. between any structures and the wetland perimeter fences and 
specify the planting of a dense hedge just outside the perimeter fences that is at least 
10ft. tall (such as oleander) to create a visual barrier for the birds and their habitat. 

Seabirds including the Endangered ua'u and the Threatened 'a'o were not found on 
this property and are highly unlikely to utilize such an area. Yet these birds are 
known to f1y over these lowlands in the evenings to get to their burrows high in the 
mountains. Young birds which are fledging during the fall months are particularly 
vulnerable to being confused by bright lights and they are prone to crash and be 
injured or killed. It is recommended that any outdoor lights in the proposed project 
be hooded to direct the light downward so the light is not visible from above. 
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ANIMAL SPECIES LIST 

Following is a checklist of the animal species inventoried during the field work. 
Animal species are arranged in descending abundance within two groups: Mammals 
and Birds. For each species the following information is provided: 

1. Common name 

2. Scientific name 

3. Bio-geographical status. The following symbols are used: 

endemic = native only to Hawaii; not naturally occurring anywhere else 
in the world. 

indigenous ::~ native to the Hawaiian Islands and also to one or more 
other geographic area(s). 

non-native = all those animals brought to Hawaii intentionally or 
accidentally after western contact. 

migratory = spending a portion of the year in Hawaii and a portion 
elsewhere. In Hawaii the migratory birds are usually in the 
overwintering/non-breeding phase of their life cycle. 

4. Abundance of each species within the project area: 

abundant = many flocks or individuals seen throughout the area at all 
times of day. 

common = a few flocks or well scattered individuals throughout the 
area. 

uncommon = only one flock or several individuals seen within the 
project area. 

rare :--= only one or two seen within the project area. 
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COMMON NAME 

MAMMALS 

Axis deer 

BIRDS 

Common myna 

Zebra dove 

House sparrow 

Northern cardinal 

Spotted dove 

Ae'o, Black-necked stilt 

Auku'u, Black-crowned night-heron 

Gray francolin 

African silverbill 

Chicken 

Red-crested cardinal 

'Alae ke'oke'o, Hawaiian coot 

Japanese white-eye 

Java sparrow 

House finch 

SCIENTIFIC NAME STATUS ABUNDANCE 

Axis axis non-native rare 

Acridotheres tristis non-native common 

Geopelia striata non-native common 

Passer domesticus non-native common 

Cardinalis cardinalis non-native common 

Streptopelia chinensis non-native common 

Himantopus mexican us knudseni endemic uncommon 

Nycticorax nycticorax hoactli indigenous uncommon 

Franco lin us pondicerianus non-native uncommon 

Lonchura can tans non-native uncommon 

Gallus gallus non-native uncommon 

Paroaria coronata non-native uncommon 

Fulica alai endemic rare 

Zosterops japonicus non-native rare 

Padda oryzivora non-native rare 

Carpodacus mexicanus non-native rare 
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APPENDIXE. 

Department of the Army 
Approval of Longs Drugs 

Center Wetland Mitigation 
Plan, TMK Nos. (2) 3-9-

002:030 and 109 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S Ani.,<Y ENGINEER DISTRICT. HONOLULU 

n SHAFTER. HAWAII ~~-!>4~0 

Mf'\.YTO 
A TTENTIO+< OF 

Operations Division 

Mr. George R. Killam 
Design Manager 
Longs Drug Stores, Inc. 
141 N. Civic Drive 
Walnut Creek, California 

Dear Mr. Killam: 

NOV 1 l 1990 

. · .... \' .... . . . .·~ .. ~ 

This is in response to your September 26, 1990 
letter submitting the Proposed Mitigation Plan for 
Wetlands at Longs Drugs Retail Business Center~ Kihei, 
Maui, Hawaii, TMK: 3-9-03: 30, 109. The work would 
involve the placement of 3.8 acres of fill in wetlands 
for a commercial development and includes 3 acr.es of 
wetland enhancement adjacent to the project site as 
well as 6 acres of wetland enhancement at Kanaha Pond 
State Wildlife Sanctuary, Kahului, Maui, Hawaii. 

Based on this understanding, I have determined 
that the proposed work is authorized by the Corps 
Nationwide (NW) permit authority in accordance with 
Federal Regulations at 33 CFR 330.5 (as) (26), and with 
the special conditions listed below. Excerpts from the 
regulations which list the conditions and management 
practices of this authorization are enclosed for your 
information and compliance (Encl 1). 

The following special conditions shall be 
incorporated as part of the permit: 

a. Prior to initiation of any additional wetland 
fill work, the permittee shall provide written evidence 
of agreements with the owners of the adjacent Fern 
parcel where mitigation work is to be performed and 
with the State of Hawaii for work at Kanaha Pond State 
Wildlife Sanctuary. Failure to provide this written 
evidence shall invalidate this authorization. 

b. All mitigation work shall be performed as 
described in the document, "Proposed Mitigation Plan 
for Wetlands at Longs Drugs Retail Business Center, 
TMK: 3-9-03: 30, 109, Kihei, Maui, Hawaii,• as amended 
September 26, 1990 and on the accompanying plan, as 
revised September 25, 1990. 
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c. A schedule of the construction work will be 
submitted to the Operations Division within 30 days of 
the NW authorization. Details of the construction 
drawings shall be coordinated with and incorporate the 
design guidance recommendations of the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, as contained in the enclosed design 
criteria and drawing (Encl 2). 

d. The permittee shall use best efforts to 
complete the construction of the mitigation plan within 
one (1) year of NW authorization. A performance bond, 
or other formal financial commitment satisfactory to 
the Corps, equal to one hundred percent of the contract 
price shall be held by a third party to complete the 
construction of the mitigation wetland should the 
wetland construction fail to be completed within the 
time specified. Evidence of securing the bond or 
financial commitment shall be provided to the Corps of 
Engineers within 30 days of award of the construction 
contract. 

e. Upon completion of the mitigation work, an 
onsite inspection will be held to evaluate the ~uccess 
of the work and document the baseline for completion of 
the wetland mitigation. Quarterly letter reports 
summarizing the waters levels, salinity, vegetation 
cover and use of the wetland by endangered waterbirds 
and migratory shorebirds shall be submitted by the 
permittee to the Corps of Engineers for the first year. 
Subsequent monitoring requirements as well as 
reasonable modifications that may be required to assure 
the continued existence of the wetlands will be 
determined at annual onsite inspections to be held 
thereafter. 

f. All features of the mitigation wetland will be 
continuously maintained as compensation for the 
placement of fill authorized by this permit until a 
substitution of mitigation plan may be authorized, 
provided that such substitution is acceptable ~o the 
Corps of Engineers, in consultation with the O.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Services and the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, or until such time as the 
designation of wetlands for this area has been removed, 
withdrawn or has been declared invalid." 

g. This permit authorization shall be recorded at 
the Bureau of Conveyances. The permittee shall provide 
an endorsed copy of the filed permit to the Corps of 
Engineers within 60 days of the issuance of this 
permit. 
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In addition to these conditions and management 
practices, you are advised that: 

a. Nationwide permits do not obviate the need to 
obtain other Federal, state or local authorizations 
required by law. 

b. Nationwide permits do not grant any property 
rights or exclusive privileges. 

c. Nationwide permits do not authorize any injury 
to the property or rights of others. 

d. Nationwide permits do not authorize 
interference with any existing or proposed Federal 
project. 

This verification will be valid until the 
nationwide permit is modified, reissued, or revoked. 
All the nationwide permits are scheduled to be 
modified, reis~ued or revoked prior to January 13, 
1992. It is incumbent upon you to remain informed of 
changes to the nationwide permits. We will issue a 
public notice announcing the changes when they occur. 
Furthermore, if you commence or are under contract to 
commence this activity before the date the nationwide 
permit is modified or revoked, you will have twelve 
months from the date of the modification or revocation 
to complete the activity under the present terms and 
conditions of this nationwide permit. 

Sincerely, 

1E:~flf;;\;Lq~e. 
Chief, Operations Division 

Enclosures 

Copies Furnished: 

US FWS, Honolulu Office 

US EPA, Region IX, San Francisco, CA. 
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The following ~pecial conditions must be follO\:Ied in order 
for the nationwide permits identified in paragraph (a) of this 
section to be valid: 

(1) That any discharge of dredged or fill material will not 
occur in the proximity of a public water supply intake; 

(2) That any discharge of dredged or fill material will not 
occur in areas of concentrated shellfish production unless the 
discharge is directly related to & shellfish harvesting activity 
authorized by paragraph (a) (4) of this section; 

(3) That the activity will not jeopardize a threatened or 
endangered species as identified under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA), or destroy or adversely modify the critical habitat of 
such species. In the case of federal agencies, it is the 
agencies' responsibility to comply with the requirements of the 
ESA. If the activity may adversely affect any listed species or 
critical habitat, the district engineer must initiate Section 7 
consultation in accordance with the ESA. In such cases, the 
district engineer may: 

(i) Initiate section 7 consultation and then, upon 
completion, authorize the activity under the nationwide permit by 
adding, if appropriate, activity specific conditions, or 

(ii) Prior to or concurrent with section 7 consultation 
he may recommend dis.cretionary authority (see section 330.8) or 
use modification, suspension, or revocation procedures (see 33 
CFR 325.7). 

(4) That the activity shall not significantly disrupt the 
mov~ment of those species of aquatic life indigenous to the 
waterbody (unless the primary purpose of the fill is to impound 
water); 

(5) That any discharge of dredged or fill material shall 
consist of suitable material free from toxic pollutants (see 
section 307 of the Clean Water Act) in toxic amounts; 

(6) That any structure or fill authorized shall be properly 
maintained; 

(7) That the activity will not occur in a component of the 
National Wild and Scenic River Syatem1 nor in a river officially 
designat~d by Congress as a sstudy riverD for possible inclusion 
in the syst~m. uhile the riv~r is in an officially study status; 

(8) That the activity shall not cause an unacceptable 
interfer0nc~ ~ith navigation; 
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(9) That, if the activity may adversely affect historic 

properties which the National Park Service has listed on, or 
determined eligible for listing on, the National Register of 
Historic Places, the permittee will notify the district engineer. 
If the district engineer determines that such historic properties 
may be adversely affected, he will provide the Advisory Council 
on Historic Preservation an opportunity to comment on the effects 
on such historic properties or he will consider modification, 
suspension, or revocation in accordance with 33 CFR 325.7. 
Furthermore, that, if the permittee before or during prosecution 
of the work authorized, encounters a historic property that has 
not been listed or determine eligible for listing on the National 
Register, but which may be eligible for listing in the National 
Register, he shall immediately notify the district engineer, 

(10) That the construction or operation of the activity will 
not impair reserved tribal rights, including, but not limited to, 
reserved water rights and treaty fishing and hunting rights; 

(11) That in certain stated, an individual state water 
quality certification must be obtained or waived (see § 330.9); 

(12) That in certain states, an individual state coastal 
zone management consistency concurrence must be obtained or 
waived (see § 330.10); 

(13) That the activity will comply with regional conditions 
which may have been added by the division engineer (see § 
330.8(a)), and 

(14) That the management practices listed in § 330.6 of this 
part shall be followed to the maximum extent practicable. 

il'· 
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MAN6GEMENT PRACTXCES 

In addition to the conditions specified in the attached 
sheet, the f~llowing management practices shall be followed, to 
the maximum extent practicable, in order to minimize the adverse 
effects of these discharges on the aquatic environment. Failure 
to comply with these practices may be cause for the district 
engineer to recommend, or the division engineer to take, 
discretionary authority to regulate the activity on an individual 
or regional basis. 

(1) Discharges or dredged or fill material into waters of 
the United States shall be avoided or minimized through the use 
of other practical alternatives. 

(2) Discharges in spawning areas during spawning seasons 
shall be avoided. 

(3) Discharges shall not restrict or impede the movement of 
aquatic species indigenous to the waters or the passage of normal 
or expected high flows or cause the relocation of the water 
(unless the primary purpose of the fill is to impound waters). 

(4) If the discharge creates an impoundment of water, 
adverse impacts on the aquatic system caused by the accelerated 
passage of water and/or the restriction of its flow shall be 
minimized. 

(5) Discharge in wetlands areas shall be avoided. 

(6) Heavy equipment working in wetlands shall be placed on 
mats. 

(7) Discharges into breeding areas for migratory waterfowl 
shall be avoided. 

(8) All temporary fills shall be removed in their entirety. 
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REPLY TO 
ATTeNtiON OF 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
II S ARMY ENGINEER OlsrnlCT. HONOLULU 

FT. SHAFTER, HAWAII 9M..'I$-!).UO 

Operations Division OCT S 0 1900 

Mr. LawrenCe N. C. 1ng 
lng, Kushi & Ige 
2145 Wells Street, Suite 204 
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793-2222 

Dear Mr. 1ng: 

To: 808 521 9210 

This is in response to your letter, dated August 30, 
1990, submitting the amended mitigation plan for the 
Azeka Building Corporation's Azeka Place project in 
Kihei, Maui. The work would involve the placement of 
4.2 acres of fill in wetlands for a commercial 
development and includes 3.5 acres of wetland 
creation/enhancement. 

Based on this understanding, I have determined that 
the proposed work is authoti~ed by the Corps Nationwide 
(NW) permit authority in accordance with Federal 
Regulations at 33 CFR 330.5(a) (26), and with the 
6pecial conditions listed below. Excerpts f(om the 
regulations which list the conditions and management 
practices of this authorization are enclosed for your 
information and compliance (Encl 1). 

The following special conditions shall be 
incorporated as part of the permit: 

a. All mitigation work shall be performed as 
described in the document, "Proposed Mitigative 
Measures for Wetlands at Azeka ~lace Commercial Center, 
TMR: 3-9-02: 28, 76, 80, Kihei, Maul, Hawaii", as 
amended August 27, 1990, and on the accompanying plan, 
as revised August 24, 1990. . 

b. A schedule of the construction work will be 
submitted to the Operations Division within 30 days of 
the NW authorization. Details of the construction 
drawings shall be coordinated with and inco(porate the 
design guidance recommendations of the u.s. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, as contained in the enclosed design 
criteria and drawing. (Enel 2) 

P.l 
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c. The permittee shall use best efforts to complete 
the construction of the mitigation plan within one (1) 
year of NW authorization. A performance bond, ot other 
formal financial commitment satisfactory to the Corps, 
equal to one hundred percent of the contract price 
shall be held by a third party to complete the 
construction of the mitigation wetland should the 
wetland construction fail to be completed within the 
time specified. Evidence of securing the bond or 
financial commitment shall be provided to the Corps of 
Engineers within 30 days of award of the construction 
contract. 

d. Upon completion of the mitigation work, an 
onsite inspection will be held to evaluate the success 
of the work and document the baseline for completion of 
the wetland mitigation. Quarterly letter reports 
summarizing the waters levels, salinity, vegetation 
cover and use of the wetland by endangered waterbirds 
and migratory shorebirdS shall be submitted by the 
permittee to the Corps of Engineers for the first year. 
Subsequent monitoring requirements as well as 
reasonable modifications that may be required to assure 
the continued existence of the wetlands will be 
determined at annual onsite inspections to be held 
thereafter. 

e. All features of the mitigation wetland will be 
maintained in perpetuity as compensation for the 
placement of fill authorized by this permit~ however, 
future substitution of mitigation measures may be 
authorized, provided that such substitution is 
acceptable to the Corps of Engineers, in consultation 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

f. This permit authorization shall be recorded at 
the Bureau of Conveyances. The permittee shall provide 
an endorsed copy of the filed permit to the Corps of 
Engineers within 60 days of the issuance of this 
permit. 

In addition to these conditions and management 
practices, you are advised that, 

a. Nationwide permits do not obviate the need to 
obtain other Federal, state or local authorizations 
required by law. 

P.2 
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b. Nationwide petmit9 do not grant any property 
rights or exclusive privileges. 

c. Nationwide permits do not authorize any injury 
to the property or rights of others. 

d. Nationwide permits do not autho(ize interference 
with any existing or proposed Federal project. 

This verification will be valid until the nationwide 
permit is modified, reissued, or revoked. All the 
nationwide pe(mits are scheduled to be mOdified, 
reissued or revoked prior to Janua~y 13, 1992. It is 
incumbent upon you to ~emain informed of changes to the 
nationwide permits. We will issue a public notice 
announcing the changes when they occur. Furthermore, 
if you commence or are under contract to commence this 
activity before the date the nationwide permit is 
modified or revoked, you will have twelve months from 
the date of the modification or revocation to complete 
the activity under the present terms and conditions of 
this nationwide permit. 

SincerelYt 

Jtat(.~~J tJMh:zit' 
stanley ~. Arakaki 
Chief t Operations Division 

Enclosures 

Copies Furnished: 

US FWS, Honolulu Office 

US EPA, Region IX, San Francisco, CA. 

P.3 
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CONDITIONS. TO NATIONWlPE PERMITa 

The following special conditions must be followed 1n order 
for the nationwide permits identified in paragraph (a) of this 
section to be valio: 

(1) That any discharge of dredged or fill matecial will not 
occur in the proximity of a public water supply intake1 

(2) That any discharge of dredged or fill ma~erial will not 
occur in areas of concentrated shellfish production unless the 
dischatge is directly related to a shellfish harvesting acti~ity 
authorized by paragraph (a) (4) of this section, 

(3) That the activity will not jeopa(dlze a threatened or 
endangered species as identified under the Endangered Species Act 
rEBA), or destroy or adversely modify the critical habitat of 
such species. In the case of federal agencies, it is the 
agencies' responsibility to comply with the requirements of the 
ESA. If the activity may adversely affect any listed species or 
critical habitat, the distriot engineer must initiate Section 7 
consultation in accordance with the ESA. In such cases, the 
districc engineer may; 

(1) Initiate section 7 consultation and then, upon 
completion, authorize the activity unde( the nationwide permit by 
adding, if appropriate, activity specific conditions, or 

(ii) Prior to or ooncurrent with section 7 consultation 
he may recommend discretionary authority (see section 330.8) or 
use modification, suspension, or revocation procedures (see 33 
erR 325.7). 

(4) That the acti~ity shall not signifioantly distupt the 
movement of thoae species of aquatic life indigenous to the . 
waterbody (unless the primary purpose of the fill is to impound 
water): 

(5) That any discharge of dredged or fill material sh~ll 
consist of suitable material free from toxic pollutants (see 
section 307 of the Clean wa~er Act) in toxic amounts; 

(6) That any structure or fill authorized shall be properly 
maintained, 

(7) That the activity will not occur in a component of the 
National Wild and scenic River System; nor in a r!ver officially 
designated by Congress as a -study river- for possible inclusion 
in the system, ~hile the tiver is in an officially study status: 

(8) That the activity shall not cause an unacceptable 
interference with navigation; 
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(9) That, if the activity may adversely affect historic 
properties which the National ~ark Service has liated on, o~ 
determined eligible for listing on, the National Register of 
Historic Places, the permittee will notify the district engineer. 
If the district engineer determines that such historic properties 
may be adversely affected, he will provide the Advisory Council 
on Historic Preservation an opportunity to comment on the effects 
on such historic properties or he will consider modIfication, 
suspension, or revocation in accordance with 33 eFR 325.7. 
Furthermore, that, if the permittee before or during prosecution 
of the work authorized, encounters a historic proper~y that has 
not been listed or determine eligible for listing on the National 
Register, but Which may be eligible for listing in the National 
Register, be shall immediately notify the district engineer; 

(10) That the construction or operation of the activity will 
not impair reserved tribal rights, including, but not limited to, 
reserved water rights and treaty fishing and hunting rights: 

(11) That in certain stated, an individual state water 
quality ce(tification must be obtained or waived (see § 330.9)1 

(12) That in certain states, an individual state coastal 
zone management consistency concUrrence must be obtained or 
waived (see § 330.10)~ 

(13) That the activity will comply with regional conditione 
which may have been added by the division engineer (see § 
330.8(a)1 and 

(14) That the management practices listed in § 330.6 Qf this 
part shall be followed to the maximum extent practicable. 
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MANAgeMENT PRACTICE~ 

In addition to the conditions specified in the attached 
sheet, the fqllowiog management practices shall be followed, to 
the maximum extent practicable, in order to minimize the adverse 
effects of these discharges on the aquatic environment. Failure 
to comply with these practices may be cause for the district 
engineer to recommend, or the division engineer to take, 
discretionary authority to requlate the ac~lvlty on an individual 
or regional basis. 

(ll Discharges or dredged or fill material into waters of 
the United states shall be avoided or minimized through the use 
of other practical alternatives. 

(2) Discharges in spawning areas during spawning seasons 
shall be avoided. 

(3) Discharges shall not restrict or i~pede the movement of 
aquatic species indigenous to the waters or the passage of normal 
or expected high flows or cause the relocation of the water 
(unless the primary purpose of the fill is to impound waters). 

(4) If the discharge creates an impoundment of water, 
adverse impacts on the aquatic system caused by the accelerated 
passage of water and/or the restriction of its flow shall be 
minimized. 

(5) Discharge in wetlands areas shall be avoided. 

(6) Heavy equipment working in wetlands shall be placed on 
mats. 

(7) Discharges into breeding areas for migratory waterfowl 
shall be avoided. 

(8) All temporary fills shall be removed in their entirety. 
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DESIGN CRITERIA FOR WETLAND MITIGA nON 
AZEKA PLACE COMMERCIAL CENTER, KillEI, MAUl 

U.S. FISH & WlLDLIFE SERVICE LTR, DATED OCTOBER 10, 1990 

The mitigation wetland shall be constructed and maintained in 
general conformance with the following design criteria and drawing: 

1. Water depths within the wetland shall range from 0 - 0.5 feet, exclusive 
of the moat. 

2. The diameter of the nesting islands shall range from 2 - 10 feet when 
the water su.rface elevation is at 2.0 feet MSL. 

3. The distance between islands shall be at least 50 feet. 

4. The maximum height of the islands above the water level :shall be O.S 
feet. 

5. The slope of the islands shall be no greater than 5%. 

6. Wetland vegetation, such as pickleweed (Batis maritim~), makai 
(BQ.!hQa~hQenus maritimus = Scirpus maritimus), and water hyssop (BacoR! 
monnierD shaH be planted by the permittee to provide cover and food for 
endangered and migratory waterbirds. Vegetation cover on the islands 
shall be maintained by the applicant to not exceed 30% of the exposed 
mudflat when the water surface elevation is at 2 feet above MSL. 

7. A moat and chain-link fence shall be constructed along the perimeter of 
the mitigation wetland to deter predators and people from entering the 
wetJand. The moat shall be approximately 2-feet deep, and have a bottom 
width of no less than 10 feet. Encroachment of vegetation across the moat 
shall be controlled by the permittee. 

8. A 4-foot-high chain-link fence shall be constructed along the outside 
boundary of the moat. The bottom 8-12 inches of the fence shall be buried 
below grade to reduce the potential for predators from crawling or digging 
under the fence. The perimeter fence shall include a secured gate to allow 
access into the wetland for maintenance purposes. 

9. A hedge of vegetation shall be planted along the outside boundary of 
the fence line to provide a visual buffer between the wetland and the 
surrounding urban developments. Except at the viewing platform, the 
vegetation buffer shall be 10 feet in width. 
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Piikea Parcel Wetland Determination Summary 

Prepared by 
Malama Environmental (MEV, LLC) 

August 26, 2008 
MEV Project # 0807-0106 

On August 12 & 13, 2008, MEV conducted a wetland determination field survey on the 
subject property parcel consisting of one (I) separate parcel including vacant land and a 
previously constructed wetland. The purpose of this survey was to determine if areas with 
wetland conditions, as defined by the Army Corps of Engineers' (COE) criteria, were 
located on-site. 

SITE LOCATION 

The project area is located approximately 1,700 feet east of the Pacific Ocean in the 
seaside community of Kihei, Maui, Hawaii. Sec Figure L Appendix A. The parcel TMK 
number is (2)-3-9-002:30. Parcel 30 is located due east of Longs Shopping Center and 
lies immediately north of Piikea Avenue (southern boundary). The western portion of the 
subject property consists of a constructed wetland area (fenced) and the remaining 
portion of the subject site consists of undeveloped, sparsely vegetated land. Total acreage 
for Parcel 30 consists of approximately 13.469 acres. See Figure 2, Appendix A. 

SITE HISTORY 

Prior to conducting the field survey, aerial photographs were analyzed to determine the 
historical uses of the parcel to determine if areas with wetland conditions (ponding water, 
etc.) could be identi tied. MEV reviewed aerial photographs dated 1950, 1963, 1971, 
1975, 1987,1998 and 2007. See chronological review below. 

Areas of potential surface water ponding were noted on the subject site in a 1963 aerial 
photo. Most surface water ponding was noted within the western portion of the subject 
property and along the southern property boundary in the southwestern location of the 
site (approximately I acre of ponded water). 

1950 - Undeveloped and sparsely vegetated land with some clearing in the western 
portion of the property and along the southern boundary in the southwestern location of 
the site. 

1963 - Prominent surface water ponding noted in the western portion and along the 
southern boundary in the southwestern location of the site (approximately I acre of 
ponded water). 

1971 - Surface water ponding is no longer present. Site remains undeveloped and 
partially vegetated. 

1975 - No significant changes. 

1987 - No ponding noted. Structure noted in the northeast comer with related unpaved 
paths. Sparsely vegetated and cleared land in the vicinities of historic surface water 
ponding. 

MEV Project #0807-0106 C()f~fidentia/ and Privileged 
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1998 - A constructed wetland forms the western portion of the subject property and 
approximates most of the same area as the previously noted natural wetland in the 1963 
photo. Possible wetland indicator vegetation noted at the southeastern border of the 
constructed wetland. The remainder of the site consists of undeveloped vegetated land 
with several structures located in the northeastern corner. 

2007 - No significant changes. 

FIELD SURVEY 

Parcel 30 consists of a predominantly undeveloped, vegetated lot with a constructed 
wetland located in the western portion. Only the immediate eastern boundary along the 
constructed wetland and a small portion along the southern boundary are low-lying with 
wetland indicator plants. Thereafter, the property elevation rises quickly eastward 
effectively eliminating any wetland indicators. 

Five (5) boreholes (BH-1 through BH-5) were excavated on this parcel. BH-1 is located 
approximately 30-40 feet east of the constnJctcd wetland's fence line and 180 feet north 
of Piikea A venue in an area of wetland indicator plants. BH-2 is located adjacent to an 
unpaved road and approximately 40 feet southeast of BH-1. BH-3 is located 
approximately I 0 feet east of the unpaved road and I 00 feet north of Piikea A venue. 
BH-4 is located due south of BH-3 and approximately 25 feet north of Piikea Avenue. 
BH-5 is located in a low-lying area with wetland indicator plants approximately 50 feet 
north of Piikea A venue and 120 feet east of the constructed wetland. These locations 
were chosen due to their close proximity to the constructed wetland and/or to their close 
proximity to areas of surface water ponding noted on a historical aerial photo. See Figure 
2 and Photos 2 thru 8, Appendix A. 

Eastward, from the five (5) low-land borehole sites, was not evaluated by MEV due to 
the elevated topography and Jack of wetland characteristic features. 

See Appendix A for a Regional Setting Map (Figure I) and Site Plan (Figure 2). The 
approximate locations of the above-noted five (5) boreholes are noted in Figure 2. 

The COE Routine Wetland Determination Data Forms that were used for this project are 
located in Appendix B. 

SOIL SURVEY 

According to historical aerial photographs of this region, the western portion of Parcel 30 
became a constructed wetland in the early 1990's. An unpaved road trends northward 
located approximately 60 feet east of the wetland. This road is berrned 1-2 feet above the 
natural surrounding surface soils and has a constructed gravel cap. This unimproved 
road effectively separates the marginal wetland segments. 

Both BH-1 and BH-2 were excavated to the west of the unpaved road to depths of 
twenty-one (21) inches and twenty-three (23) inches respectively. Reducing conditions 
and low-chroma soils were noted in both BH-1 and BH-2. No sulfidic odors were 
encountered. Both BH-1 and BH-2 arc located within a low-lying wetland transitional 
area adjacent to the constructed wetland. Sec Photos 2-5, Appendix A. 

BH-3 was excavated to the east of the unpaved road to a depth of nineteen ( 19) inches. 
Reducing conditions and low-chroma soils were noted in BH-3, however no fetid (foul
smelling) odors were present in BH-3. The surface elevation rises significantly 
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approximately 5 feet east of BH -3 thereby eliminating any wetland classification. 
Although BH-3 was found to have some hydric soil indicators, MEV believes this 
borehole lies on the marginal edge of a wetland. 

BH-4 was excavated to a depth of eighteen (18) inches. BH-4 is located in a low-lying 
area immediately east of the unpaved road and also contains reducing conditions and 
low-chroma soils. This borehole has interfingering mottled organics in the upper horizon 
consisting of slightly fetid odors. See Photos 2 & 6, Appendix A. 

BH-5 was located northeast of BH-4 in a low-lying area with previous water ponding 
indicators. BH-5 was excavated to a depth of eighteen (18) inches. A salty precipitate 
skim with a thin strongly sulfidic organic horizon makes up the ground surface in this 
area. At a depth of approximately 4 inches, lies another organic horizon with fetid odors 
indicating historic water level fluctuation in this area. See Photos 7 & 8, Appendix A. 

COE Data Fornls on BH-I through BH-5 are located in Appendix B. 

WETLAND HYDROLOGY 

A 1963 historical aerial photo showed prominent surface water ponding in the western 
portion and along the southern boundary in the southwestern location of the site. 

Currently no areas east of the constructed wetland were inundated at the time of the site 
reconnaissance. However, MEV noted the area containing BH-5 showed characteristics 
of recent (past year) surface water ponding. 

BH-I and BH-4 had saturated soils located at depths ofless than twelve (12) inches. BH-
2 and BH-3 had depths to saturated soils of 12-12.5 inches respectively after open-hole 
conditions greater than one hour duration and are considered marginal for wetland 
hydrology. 

BH-5 had several additional primary wetland hydrology indicators including sediment 
deposits on the ground surface, historic water marks and drift lines. Although the depth 
to saturated soils for BH-5 is borderline for wetland characteristics, MEV believes this 
area would likely meet wetland qualifications for surface water ponding for at least a two 
week period per year. 

COE Data Forms for BH-I through BH-5 are located in Appendix B. 

VEGETATION 

A narrow strip of wetland vegetation is located along the eastern boundary of the 
constructed wetland and in patches of low-lying areas east of the unpaved road in the 
southwestern pOliion of the property. 

The majority of wetland indicator vegetation encountered consisted of the facultative 
species Pluchea indica (Indian fleabane) and Sesuvium portulacastrum (akulikuli). One 
(I) obligate wetland plant, Batis maritima (akulikuli-kaI) was also noted in limited extent 
along the eastern boundary of the constructed wetland and in the location ofBH-5. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Based on the borehole excavations and vegetation survey MEV has concluded that BH-l, 
BH-2, BH-3, BH-4 and BH-5 have the necessary triple combination of the following 
wetland indicators (hydric soils, hydrophytic vegetation, and wetland hydrology). Two 
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boreholes (BH-2 and BH-3) are considered to have marginal parameters. A 1963 
historical aerial photo indicated that significant surface water ponding occurred on the 
western and southwestern portion of the site; however, this was not noted in any other 
year prior to or after 1963. The constructed wetland on-site was established during the 
1990's. 

MEV concludes that 3, non-contiguous, depressed areas of the subject site have all three 
(3) wetland parameters. The estimated areas for each wetland was measured by foot-pace 
within the wetland designated boundary. The first area is in the immediate area of BH-1 
and BH-2 and extends northward along the eastern boundary of the constructed wetland. 
The estimated area was measured by foot-pace within the wetland designated boundary 
and is approximately 6,000 square feet in size and is not connected on the surface to the 
wetland area located to the west. The second area includes BH-3 and BH-4 and is a 
triangular area located southwest of the unpaved road. The area is approximately 2,200 
square feet in size. The third area is located in the vicinity of BH-5 and is approximately 
2,000 square feet in size. These 3 locations combined measure approximately 0.23 of an 
acre. See Figure 2, Appendix A. 

MEV believes these areas were historically connected to (eastern limit or transition zone) 
the larger, natural wetland area located in the western portion of the subject site during 
the early 1960's. However, it should be noted that no surface water ponding was noted 
(on historical aerial photos), after the 1970's and post engineered wetland construction. 

MEV concludes that though the three previously mentioned areas contain the required 
parameters to be classified as wetlands, given their combined size (less than 0.25 of an 
acre) and non-contiguous nature, it may not satisfy the requirements of the COB's 
wetland definition. We further conclude that these areas currently act as a transition zone 
between upland conditions east of the unpaved road and the adjacent on-site constructed 
wetland. 

MEV recommends that proper development planning be undertaken to ensure that any 
future development does not negatively impact the on-site constructed wetland in the 
western portion of the property. A narrow vegetated buffer zone, which could include the 
delineated wetland transition zone of this study, is recommended. 

Under the Clean Water Act, Section 404, the Army COE has final jurisdictional control 
of wetlands. For areas less than 1/.i acre, formal on-site delineation is not required which 
simplifies the notification and jurisdictional determination process. The engineered 
wetland's, construction may have been an approved mitigation factor for any 
development on the remainder of Parcel 30. If this is verified by the COE, a 
jurisdictional determination and/or pe1mit may be already applied to work on Parcel 30. 
Otherwise, a COE pre-construction notification process will determine if the COE claims 
jurisdiction and requires a Wetland Permit Application. 

MEV Field Investigators 

Mr. John Vuich, Geologist (soils and hydrology) 
Ms. Amy Mathis, Environmental Technician {soils, hydrology and mappmg) 
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APPENDIXA 
• Figure 1 - Regional Setting Map 

• Figure 2 - Site Plan with Borehole Locations 

• Site Photographs 
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FIGURE 1: REGIONAL SETTING MAP 
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FIGURE 2: SITE PLAN & BOREHOLE LOCATIONS 
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MEV PROJECT #0807-0106 

PHOTO 1 

Aerial view of the subject property 
and adjacent properties. 

Note that the western portion is a 
constructed wetland. 

Photo source: http://maps.live.com/ 
Photo date 2008. 

PHOTO 2 

Northerly view of the subject 
Property with the approximate 
locations of BH-1, BH-2 and BH-3. 

The constructed wetland induded in 
the property parcel is 
located farther to the west. 

Note the unpaved road trending 
northward. 

PHOTO 3 

Northwesterly view of BH-1 vicinity 
and the on-site constructed 
wetland. 

Note the wetland indicator 
vegetation. 



I 

MEV PROJECT #0807-0106 

PHOTO 4 

BH-1 has all three wetland 
parameters. 

Note the wetland characteristic 
vegetation and the excavated low
chroma soils indicating reducing 
conditions are present. 

PHOTOS 

BH-2 has marginal hydrology and 
vegetation indicators and hydric soils 
are present. 

Note the light colored soil hOrizons 
indicating reducing conditions are 
present. 

PHOTO 6 

BH-4 has wetland hydrology and 
hydric soils indicators. Vegetation 
indicators are marginal. The depth 
to water in the borehole is 12 inches. 
Soil saturation occurred at 7 inches. 

Note the light colored soil horizons 
indicating reducing conditions are 
present and the organic streaking in 
the upper horizon. 
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MEV PROJECT #D807-O I 06 

PHOTO 7 

Low-lying depressed area with 
wetland hydrology indicators. This 
area previously contained ponding 
water, and is the location where 
BH-5 was excavated. 

Note the salty precipitate on the 
surface and the obligate vegetation. 

PHOTOS 

BH-5 has all three wetland 
parameters. 

Note the white salty precipitate on 
the ground surface indicating 
evaporation of previous water 
ponding in the area. 

Note the organic streaking in the 
upper horizon and the lower light 
colored, grayish soil horizons 
indicating reducing conditions are 
present. 
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APPENDIXB 
COE Wetland Determination Data Forms 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION 
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) 

ProjecUSite: PIIKEA KIHEI Date: 08/12/08 

ApplicanUOwner: THE KRAUSZ COMPANIES, INC. County: MAUl 

Investigator: A. MATHIS J. VUICH State: HAWAII 
----·-------· .. 

Do Normal Circumstances Exist on the site? @ No Community ID: Akulikuli kai 

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? Yes ~ Transect ID: Parcel 30 

Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes Plot ID: BH-1 

(If needed, explain on reverse.) 

VEGETATION 

Dominant Plant Sgecies Stratum Indicator 
1. Batis maritima (akulikuli kai) Herb FACW 
2. P/uchea Indica (Indian fteabane) Shrub FAC* 

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-) 

70% FACW & 30% FAC* 

Remarks: 

HYDROLOGY 

_x_ Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): 
__ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge 
_x_ Aerial Photographs 
__ Other 

_ No Recorded Data Available 

Field Observations: 

Depth of Surface Water: n/a _ (in.) 

Depth to Free Water in Pit: ...-:1§..._ (in.) 

Depth to Saturated Soil: _8 __ (in.) 

Remarks: 

I Wetland hydrology Indicators: 
Primary Indicators: 

__ Inundated 
_x_ Saturated in Upper 12 Inches 
__ Water Marks 
__ Drift Lines 
__ Sediment Deposits 
__ Drainage Patterns in Wetlands 

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required): 
__ Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12" 
____ Water-Stained Leaves 
___ FAC-Neutral Test 
__ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

··-··-· .. --------·-.. ·--------------------------1 

BH-1 is within 30-40 feet of the constructed wetland due west. The fence line around the western lot 
perimeter has been bermed approximately 1 foot. Fifty feet to the east is a bermed unpaved road with a 
gravel cover. 
Total hole depth is 21". 
*Depth to free water in the pit after 60 minutes is 10 inches. 
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SOILS 

Map Unit Name 
(Series and Phase): BH -1 

Taxonomy {Subgroup): PsA. Puleh clay loam 

Profile Description: 

Depth Matrix Color 
(inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) 

0"- 3" A 5YR-3/2 

3' -6.5" AS 5YR-3/3 

6.5'- 7' E 7.5YR-4/3 

7" -9.5' SA 5YR-2.5/1 

9.5"-13" CS 7.5YR -5/1 

13'-21' c 5YR-4/1 

Hydric Soil Indicators: 

Histosol -
_ Histic Epipedon 

Sandy Soils 
Sulfidic Odor -

_ Aquic Moisture Regime 
~ Reducing Conditions 
___..! Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors 

Remarks: 

Horizon CB is totally saturated. 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?~ No 

Wetland Hydrology Present? @ No 

Hydric Soils Present? @ No 

Remarks: 

-------- ·- --------------- Drainage Class: 
Field Observations 

Confirm Mapped Type? @ No 

Mottle Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions, 
(Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast Structure, etc. 

Sandy clay, 20% organics 
. {roots) sliqhtly indurated. 

5YR-4/4 
Silty sandy clay, minor 
organics with roots, coral 
rich sand. Very moist 
Medium sand with minor si~. 
70% beach sand, 30% 
volcanics 
Clay silty sand, 70%sand, 
30% si~ 

Silty coarse sand, 80% coral 
beach sand, 20% volcanics 

Sand, beach and volcanic 
well rounded. 

Concretions -
~ High Organic Content in Surface Layer 

_Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils 
_ Listed on Local Hydric Soils List 
_ Listed on National Hydric Soils List 
_Other (Explain in Remarks) 

(Circle) 

1 Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland@ No 

I ----------------1 

Approved by HOUSACE 3/92 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION 
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) 

Project/Site: PIIKEA KIHEI Date: 08/13/08 

Applicant/Owner: THE KRAUSZ COMPANIES INC. County: MAUl 

Investigator: A. MATHIS J. VUICH Slate: HAWAII 
- - @ Do Normal Circumstances Exist on the site? No Community ID: Pluchea indica 

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? Yes ~ Transect ID: Parcel 30 

Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes Plot ID: BH-2 

(If needed, explain on reverse.) 

VEGETATION 

Dominant Plant S[:!ecies Stratum Indicator 
1. P/uchea Indica (Indian fleabane) Shrub FAC' 

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-) 

100% FAC*. 
-

Remarks: 

HYDROLOGY 

_x_ Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): Wetland hydrology Indicators: 
__ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators: 
_x_ Aerial Photographs Inundated --
-- Other _x_ Saturated in Upper 12 Inches 

- No Recorded Data Available Water Marks --
Drift Lines 

=Sediment Deposits 
Field Observations: __ Drainage Patterns in Wetlands 

Depth of Surface Water: n/a (in.) 
Secondary Indicators (2 or more required}: 

__ Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12" 
Depth to Free Water in Pit: _2L (in.) -- Water-Stained Leaves 

Depth to Saturated Soil: _1L (in.) -- FAG-Neutral Test 
__ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

Remarks: 

'Depth to free water in the pit after 24 hours is 17 inches. 
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SOILS 

Map Unit Name 
(Series and Phase): BH -2 

Taxonomy (Subgroup): PsA, Puleh clay loam 

Profile Description: 

Depth Matrix Color 
(inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) 

0'- 4' A 7 .SYR-2.5/2 

4'- 7" AE 7 5YR-4/3 

7'- 9.5' E 7.5YR-4/3 

9.5' -15' CB 7.5YR-5/3 

15'-23' c 10YR-6/3 

Hydric Soil Indicators: 

Histosol -
_ Histic Epipedon 

Sandy Soils 
Sulfidic Odor 

__ Aquic Moisture Regime 
_x_Reducing Conditions 
_x_Gieyed or Low-Chroma Colors 

Remarks: 

BH-2 borders an unpaved gravel road. 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?~ No 

Wetland Hydrology Present? 

Hydric Soils Present? 

9 No 

@No 

- Drainage Class: 
Field Observations 

Confirm Mapped Type? @ No 

Mottle Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions, 
(Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast Structure, etc. 

Loam. 20% organics and 
roots. Moist 

7.5YR-4/4 Loam, 10%organics and 
roots. Moist 
Loamy medium sand, 80% 

7.5YR-4/4 beach sand, 20% volcanics. 
Moist 
Loamy coarse sand, 80% 
beach sand, 20% volcanics. 
Saturated 
Coarse sand, 70% beach 
sand, 30% volcanics. 

Concretions -
_ High Organic Content in Surface Layer 

~ Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils 
____ Listed on Local Hydric Soils List 
_ Listed on National Hydric Soils List 
_Other (Explain in Remarks) 

(Circle) 

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland@ No 

1----------------·--------------....l.----·-·~-·--·-------------l 

Remarks: low-chroma colors noted in horizons CB and C. Organic streaking noted in the AE horizon. 

Approved by HQUSACE 3/92 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION 
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) 

ProjecUSite: PIIKEA KIHEI 

ApplicanUOwner: THE KRAUSZ COMPANIES. INC. 

Investigator: A. MATHIS J. VUICH 

Date: 08/13/08 

County: MAUl 

State: HAWAII 

Do Normal Circumstances Exist on the site? @ No Community ID: Pluchea indica 

~ Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? Yes Transect ID: Parcel 30 

Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes Plot ID: BH-3 

(If needed, explain on reverse.) 

VEGETATION 

Dominant Plant Species Stratum Indicator 

1. Pluchea Indica (Indian fleabane) Shrub FAG' 

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-) 

100% FAC'. -------·--
Remarks: 

Surface above first horizon is littered with recently placed shredded bark. 

HYDROLOGY 

_x_ Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): I Wetland hydrology Indicators: 
__ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge I Primary Indicators: 
_x_ Aerial Photographs __ Inundated 
__ Other 

1 
_x_ Saturated in Upper 12 Inches• 

_No Recorded Data Available i Water Marks 

1--------------·--------l =Drift Lines 
1 Sediment Deposits 

Field Observations: r -·- Drainage Patterns in Wetlands 
I Secondary Indicators (2 or more required): 

Depth of Surface Water: n/a (in.) __ Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12" 

Depth to Free Water in Pit: _1_8 __ (in.) __ Water-Stained Leaves 
__ FAC-Neutral Test 

Depth to Saturated Soil: ..:1k.§_ (in.) __ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

Remarks: 

• Depth to saturated soil within BH-3 is borderline and is located within a transitional wetland zone. 

L-----------------------------------------------------------------~ 
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SOILS 

Map Unit Name 
(Series and Phase): BH -3 Drainage Class: 

Field Observations 
Taxonomy (Subgroup): PsA, Puleh clay loam Confirm Mapped Type? @No 

Profile Description: 

Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions, 
(inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast Structure, etc. 

0'. 2' A Dark brown Organics present 

2' -4' AB Medium brown Mineral silty clay 

4' -8' E Light brown 

8' -13' CE Light 
loam brown/gray 

13"-19' c Light 
Sand - medium to coarse brown/gray 

Hydric Soil Indicators: 

Histosol Concretions - -
_ Histic Epipedon - High Organic Content in Surface Layer 

Sandy Soils 
Sulfidic Odor -- Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils 

__ Aquic Moisture Regime - Listed on Local Hydric Soils List 
_x_Reducing Conditions - Listed on National Hydric Soils List 
__ Gieyed or Low-Chroma Colors - Other (Explain in Remarks) 

Remarks: 

BH-3 is an exploratory borehole to determine wetland boundary. Full description was not needed. 
No fetid odors noticed in any horizons. Other parameters were marginal. 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?@ No 

Wetland Hydrology Present? 

~ 
No 

(Circle) 

Hydric Soils Present? No 
Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland@ No 

s 

·- - -~-

Remarks: BH-3 has very marginal wetland characteristics and is considered to be borderline wetland within 
a transitional zone. 

.. _ _._I.......,.. ___ O 

Approved by HQUSACE 3/92 



' 
L. 

I 
I 

I 

DATA FORM 
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION 
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) 

ProjecUSite: PIIKEA KIHEI Date: 08/13/08 

ApplicanUOwner: THE KRAUSZ COMPANIES, INC. County: MAUl 

Investigator: A. MATHIS J VUICH State: HAWAII 
----

~ Do Normal Circumstances Exist on the site? No Community ID: Pluchea indica 

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? Yes ~ Transect ID: Parcel 30 

Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes Plot ID: BH-4 

(If needed, explain on reverse.) 

VEGETATION 

Dominant Plant SQecies Stratum Indicator 
1. Pluchea Indica (Indian fteabane) Shrub FAC' 
2. Prosopis pal/ida (kiawe) Tree FACU-
3. loomoeapescaprae(pohuehue) FACU-

--~·--------
Woody vine 

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-) 

60% FAc•, 30% pohuehue, 10%_FAC~~-~· ----~---
Remarks: 

HYDROLOGY 

_x_ Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): 
__ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge 
_x_ Aerial Photographs 

Other 
No Recorded Data Available 

Field Observations: 

Depth of Surface Water: 

Depth to Free Water in Pit: 

Depth to Saturated Soil: 

!Y.E_ (in.) 

_1_2_ (in.) 

_7 __ (in.) 

Wetland hydrology Indicators: 
Primary Indicators: 

Inundated 
_x_ Saturated in Upper 12 Inches 

Water Marks 
Drift Lines 

__ Sediment Deposits 
__ Drainage Patterns in Wetlands 

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required): 
__ Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12" 

Water-Stained Leaves 
FAC-Neutral Test 

=Other (Explain in Remarks) 

1------·---------·----·-------·-- '--------------------------1 
Remarks: 
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SOILS 

Map Unit Name 
(Series and Phase): BH -4 

Taxonomy (Subgroup): PsA. Puleh clay loam 

Profile Description: 

Depth Matrix Color 
(inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) 

0'- 3' A 7.5-3/2 

3' -8' E 10YR-4/3 

8" -18' EC 1 OYR -5/3 

Hydric Soil Indicators: 

Histosol -
_ Histic Epipedon 

Sandy Soils: 
Sulfidic Odor 

__ Aquic Moisture Regime 
_LReducing Conditions 
_X_Gieyed or Low-Chroma Colors 

Remarks: 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?~ No 

Wetland Hydrology Present? <§) No 

Hydric Soils Present? (§) No 

Remarks: 

Drainage Class: 
Field Observations 

Confirm Mapped Type? @ No 

Mottle Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions, 
(Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast Structure, etc. 

Clay loam with mottled 
10YR-2/1 organics. Fetid odor 

present. 

10YR-3/2 Loamy med-coarse sand 
with few mottled organics. 
Loamy coarse sand, 80% 
beach sand, 20% volcanics. 
Saturated. 

Concretions -
_ High Organic Content in Surface Layer 

__lS Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils 
_ Listed on Local Hydric Soils List 
_ Listed on National Hydric Soils List 
__ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

(Circle) 

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland@ No 

-

Approved by HQUSACE 3/92 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION 
( 1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) 

ProjecUSite: PIIKEA KIHEI I Date: 08/13/08 

ApplicanUOwner: THE KRAUSZ COMPANIES, INC. County: MAUl 

Investigator: A. MATHIS J. VUICH State: HAWAII 
-----·-·-··----~---·-

Do Normal Circumstances Exist on the site? Yes No Community ID: akulikuli kai 

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? Yes ~ Transect ID: Parcel 30 

Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes N Plot ID: BH-5 

(If needed, explain on reverse.) 

VEGETATION 

Dominant Plant Species Stratum Indicator 
1. Balis maritima (akulikuli kai) Shrub FACW 
2. Ipomoea pescaprae (pohuehue) Woody vine FAC-
3. Nicotiana glauca (tree tobaccol_ ____________ . __________ _;T.:..:re""e ____ , _____ F_AC_-__ ··-

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-) 

60% F AC*, 30% pohuehue, 1 0% FACU-. 

Remarks: 

80% akulikuli FACW, 10%pohuehue, FAC-. 10% tree tobacco FAC-. 

HYDROLOGY 

_x_ Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): 
__ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge 
_x_ Aerial Photographs 
__ Other 

_ No Recorded Data Available 

1-------------·-·------·---·-·---·-· 

Field Observations: 

Depth of Surface Water: n/a (in.) 

Depth to Free Water in Pit: _17 __ (in.) 

Depth to Saturated Soil: 12 (in.) 

Remarks: 

Wetland hydrology Indicators: 
Primary Indicators: 

__ Inundated 
~Saturated in Upper 12 Inches• 
~Water Marks 

X Drift Lines 
X Sediment Deposits 

__ Drainage Patterns in Wetlands 
Secondary Indicators (2 or more required): 

Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12" 
=Water-Stained Leaves 

FAC-Neutral Test 
=Other (Explain in Remarks) 

---------------------1 

• Current climatic dry period, but BH-5 would likely meet the period of at least 2 weeks of water ponding per 
year. 



SOILS 

Map Unit Name 
(Series and Phase): BH -5 Drainage Class: 

Taxonomy (Subgroup): PsA, Puleh clay loam 
Field Observations 

Confirm Mapped Type?@ No 

Profile Description: 

Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions, 
(inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast Structure, etc. 

0' -0.25" Salt 
5YR-8/1 

White salty precipitate. 
precipitate 

~--
Organic rich, fetid odor 0.25'- 0. 75' 0 7.5YR-2.5/1 

0.75'-3.75' A 7.5YR-3/3 Silty clay with 10% roots 
and orqanics. ----- --

3.75"-5. 75" Historic 0 7.5YR-2.5/1 Clay loam with some 
orqanics. 

5.75" -9.7 5" E 7.5YR-5/1 Sandy clay loam 

I 9.75"-18" CE 10YR-5/2 Loam 

Hydric Soil Indicators: 

- Histosol Concretions 
_ Histic Epipedon X High Organic Content in Surface Layer I 

Sandy Soils: 
__LSulfidic Odor ~ Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils 
__ Aquic Moisture Regime ....... _ Listed on Local Hydric Soils List 
_X_Reducing Conditions __ Listed on National Hydric Soils List 
_X_Gieyed or Low-Chroma Colors __ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

Remarks: 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

I 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?~ No 
r.:;::;:.,. (Circle) 

Wetland Hydrology Present? ~ No 
~ Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland~ No 

Hydric Soils Present? ~ No ~ 
1--------------·-·--·--·--l ___________________ ....., 

Remarks: 

r 
Approved by HQUSACE 3/92 
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MALAM A 
Environmental 

JOHNS. VUICH 
President & CEO 

STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS: 

AREAS OF EXPERTISE 

ENVIRONMENTAL 

M. S. Geological Engineering, University of Arizona 
B. S. Geological Engineering, University of Arizona 

Registered Geologist (California) 
Registered Environmental Assessor (California) 

Certzjied Environmental Manager (Nevada) 

...,.. Site Assessments, Phase I, II, III Investigations 

...,.. Underground Storage Tank Closure 

...,.. Asbestos Inspection and Monitoring, Management Planning, and 
Abatement Project Design and Removal 

...,.. Lead-Containing Paint Surveys and Inspections, and Disturbance 
Design and Removal 

...,.. Site Characterization for Remedial Investigations 

...,.. Facility Operation Compliance Audits-ISO 14000 Audits 

...,.. Soils/Groundwater Remediation 
...,.. Hazardous Waste Management 
...,.. Risk Assessment Investigations 
...,.. RCRA Compliance and Closure Prqjects 
...,.. Expert Witness/Litigation Support 
...,.. Industrial Hygiene Qualified/Competent Person 
...,.. Mold/Fungi Sampling, Remediation and Abatement Design and 

Removal 

GEOLOGICAL ...,.. Hydrogeology 
...,.. Geologic Hazards Analysis 
...,.. Subsurface Excavations and Drilling Investigations and Sampling 

Rev. 7/06 

P.O. Box 880487, Pukalani, H/96788-048711 (808) 573-0200 Phone (808) 573-0210 Fax 
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RELEVANT EXPERIENCE 

Owner-President • MEV, LLC. 
Maui, HI • (June 2006- Present) 

John S. Vuich 
Continued 

Consulting services and project management for remediation projects, property transfers, sampling and 
site characterization plans, hazardous and toxic waste management, underground storage tanks, 
regulatory compliance, permit applications and litigation support. 

Owner-President • Vuich Environmental Consultants, Inc. 
Maui and Honolulu, Oahu • (March, 1994- Present) 
Licensed contractor for asbestos, mold and lead-based paint abatement, general demolition and 
construction cleanup. 

Project Manager • Various Environmental and Geological Companies 
Southwest U.S.A • (1972-1994) 
Hazardous materials' and environmental assessment. Site characterization and remediation. 

OTHER CERTIFICATIONS AND TRAINING 

T 

T 

T 

Asbestos & Demolition Contractor (C-19, C-24) HI LIC #21212 
Accredited Asbestos Contractor/Supervisor 
Continuing Education in Hazardous Materials Management, Environmental Studies and Environmental 
Regulations. 

Rev. 7/06 

P.O. Box 880487, Pukalani, H/96788-0487• (808) 573-0200 Phone (808) 573-0210 Fax 
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Company Position 

Responsibilities 
and Duties: 

Experience: 

Training & 
Education 

Rev. 7-06 

MALAM A 
Environmental 

STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS 
for 

Amy Mathis, Environmental Technician 

Environmental Technician 

• Assist on Phase I & II Environmental Site Assessments/Investigations 
• Assist on Phase III Remediation Projects 
• Assist on Underground Storage Tank (UST) Closures 
• Assist on Asbestos Inspections 
• Assist on Lead-Based Paint Inspections 
• Assist on Indoor Air Quality Investigations 
• Erosion Control Plan (BMP) Development 
• QNQC Officer for Sampling Projects 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 

• 

• 

• 

Soil Investigations/Remediation 
UST Removal and Closure 
Hazardous Materials Management 
Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Projects (Inspections) 
Air Quality Sampling for Particulate and Microbiological Contaminants 
Wetland Delineations 
Environmental Report Writing and Compilation 
Ornithological counts/data collections 
Entomological counts/data collections 
Chemical technician specializing in wet chemical methods, analytical 
instrumentation and sample preparation. 
Geological mapping 
Vegetation mapping 

Bachelor of Science, Geology with Environmental Science Option 
New Mexico Institute of Mining and Technology, 1996-1999. 
Bachelor of Fine Arts, Music with minors in Fine Art and Theater 
Kutztown Uniwrsity Pennsylvania 1991-1995. 
24-hr OSHA HAZWOPER Course 

h:::~l:&~~~,;_~~<.~~~.;.;i~~~~...o:-q; .... ,"r~iOi~'o'4:4~.;;1;c~~·;n"«>;;·a-x:·-,,u,..~~~V":1'<.i~~itF%'Sfiti:lttlrtHHi'l.lfif¥z .... ·'ftW"JtrW-at''~)tf):.~,i.~~~Y. 

P.O. Box BB04B7, Pukalani, HI 967B8-04B7• (BOB) 573-0200 Phone (BOB) 573-0210 Fax 
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MEV, LLC 
MALAMA ENVIRONMENTAL 

WETLAND SURVEY 
Piikea Properties 

• • • • • • • 

Subject Site: 

AZEKA PARCELS 
PIIKEA AVENUE 

KIHEI, HAWAll 96753 
T.M.K. (2) 3-9-02:76 

T.M.K. (2) 3-9-02:158 

' \ 

• 

"J ~-::::;::; for: 

THE KRAulsz COMPANIES, INC. 
44 MONTGOMERY, SUITE 3300 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 941 04 

• 
ATTN: MR. DAVID PYLE 

Conducted and Compiled by: 
Malama 8nvixonmental (MEV, LLC) 
Ml~V Project Numher #0805-0098 
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Azeka Parcels W ctland Determination Summary 

Prepared by 
Malama Environmental (MEV, LLC) 

June 13, 2008 
MEV Project# 0805-0098 

On May 15, 2008, MEV conducted a wetland determination field survey on the subject 
property parcels consisting of two (2) separate parcels of vacant land. The purpose of this 
survey was to determine if areas with wetland conditions, as defined by the Army Corps 
of Engineers' (COE) criteria, were located on-site. 

SITE LOCATION 

The project area is located approximately I ,700 feet east of the Pacific Ocean in the 
seaside community of Kihei, Maui, Hawaii. See Figure I, Appendix A. The parcels' 
TMK numbers are (2)-3-9-002:076 and (2)-3-9-002: 158. Parcel 76 is located 
immediately east of an engineered wetland area (fenced) and Parcel 158 is located 
immediately east of the Azeka II Shopping Center. Both parcels of land are separated by 
the constructed wetland located on Parcel 80. Parcel 76 consists of approximately 9.0 
acres and Parcel 158 consists of approximately 1.4 acres. The subject parcels lie 
immediately south of Piikea A venue (northern boundary). See Figure 2, Appendix A. 

SITE HISTORY 

Prior to conducting the field survey, aerial photographs were analyzed to determine the 
historical uses of the two parcels to determine if areas with wetland conditions (ponding 
water, etc.) could be identified. MEV reviewed aerial photographs dated 1950, 1963, 
1971, 1975, 1987, 1998 and 2007. See chronological review below. 

A limited area of potential surface water poncling was noted on Parcel !58 in a 1963 
aerial photo. Most surface water ponding was noted on the adjoining properties to the 
west and north of Parcel 158. Limited amounts of transitional wetland plant indicators 
were potentially identified on isolated portions of both Parcels 158 and the western edge 
of Parcel 76. 

Parcel 158 

1950 - Undeveloped and mostly vegetated shrubs, trees and herbs. Road traverses the 
center of the site in an east-west direction. 

1963- Possible surface water ponding noted in northwest corner. Otherwise, no changes 
noted. Substantial wetland areas noted off-site, immediately to the west and north. 

1971- No ponding noted. Partially cleared land and partially heavily vegetated. 

1975 No significant changes. 

1987 - No ponding noted. Additional vegetation clearing ncar the south portion of 
parcel. Small structures noted in southeast cmncr uf lot. 

1998 -- Lot cleared of vegetation and graded to current conditions. Constructed wetland 
noted on eastern adjacent property. 

2007 - No significant changes. 
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Parcel 76 

1950 -- Northern portion heavily vegetated. Southern portion less vegetated. 

1963 - Northwest portion is an orchard. West and southwest boundaries are heavily 
vegetated with low-lying vegetation and shrubs and limited tree stands. Suspect wetland 
area (due to vegetation, no ponding noted) lies immediately to the west on the adjacent 
Parcel 80. Residential structures on-site noted. cast of orchard. 

1971- More densely vegetated along west and southwest boundary. The suspect wetland 
vegetation noted on western adjacent property has been cleared. Bare soils visible. No 
ponding. 

1975 --No significant changes. 

1987 -- No significant changes. Orchard appears fallow. Large residential structure 
removed. Suspect transitional wetland vegetation (possible Pluchea indica) remains in 
southwest corner of lot and on adjacent parcel to the west. 

1998 -Orchard and most structures removed. Transitional wetland vegetation still noted 
in southwest corner and portions along west boundary. Constructed wetland located 
immediately to the west on adjacent Parcel 80. 

2007- No significant changes. 

FIELD SURVEY 

Parcel 158 consists of a prcdomin:mtly undeveloped, graded lot with no significant 
structures. This land parcel's surface was well above (3 feet) the adjacent property's 
(Parcel 80) constructed wetland's surface water leveL 

Two (2) boreholes (BH-1 and BH-2) were excavated on this parcel. BH-1 is located near 
the central eastern boundary of the lot and is situated 18 feet west of the constructed 
wetland's fence line of Parcel 80. BH-2 is located ncar the northwest corner of Parcel 
158. These locations were chosen due to their close proximity to the constructed wetland 
and/or to their close proximity to areas of surface water ponding noted on a historical 
aerial photo. See Figure 2 and Photos 2 thru 5, Appendix A. 

Parcel 76 consists of a predominantly undeveloped, vegetated lot. Significant homeless 
activity was noted on this site. Three (3) small su·uctures including a former open-shaft 
groundwater well remain on-site. Only the immediate western portion of Parcel 76 is 
low-lying and is situated adjacent to the constructed wetland located on Parcel 80. This 
narrow area has wetland indicator plants. The property elevation rises quickly as one 
heads eastward on-site, effectively eliminating any wetland indicators. 

Significant vegetation removal (mechanical) had recently taken place along the western 
boundary of Parcel 176. Very deep vehicle (heavy equipment) tracks were noted in the 
soils in this area. See Photos 6, 7 & 15, Appendix A. 

Two (2) boreholes (BH-3 and BH-4) were excavated on Parcel 76. BH-3 is located in the 
southwest corner of the parcel in a low-lying area with wetland indicator plants. This 
borehole is 15 feet east of the constructed wetland's fence line located on Parce180. BH-
4 is located slightly east and north of BH-3_ These locations were chosen due to their 
low-lying positions and their close proximity to the constructed wetland. This area was 
also noted to have suspect wetland vegetation as identified on historical aerial photos. 
See Figure 2 and Photos 6 thru 15, Appendix A. 
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Boreholes were not documented by MEV in the west-central or northwestern property 
boundaries of Parcel 176. These areas were previously surveyed by Vuich Environmental 
in 2004 and were determined not to be within a wetland. MEV verified this in the field 
but did notre-document the excavations. 

See Appendix A for a Regional Setting Map (Figure I) and Site Plan (Figure 2). The 
approximate locations of the above-noted four (4) boreholes and two (2) boreholes from a 
previous survey (Vuich 2004) arc noted in Figure 2. 

The COE Routine Wetland Determination Data Forms that were used for this project are 
located in Appendix B. 

SOIL SURVEY 

Parcel 158 - A significant amount of fill material was historically placed onto this parcel 
and graded. Historical photos indicate that this took place in approximately 1990, at the 
time when Parcel 80 (adjacent parcel) was constructed into a wetland. An undetermined 
amount of the excavated soils from Parcel 80 were likely placed onto Parcel 158. Further, 
a layer of crushed rock of varying thickness was placed onto the surface of the dredged 
soils and graded. 

Both BH-1 and BH-2 were excavated to depths of twenty (20) inches and nineteen ( 19) 
inches respectively. No reducing conditions, low-chroma colors or sulfidic odors were 
encountered. The upper nine (9) to twelve ( 12) inches consisted of gravel fill material. 

COE Data Forms on BH-1 and BH-2 are located in Appendix B. 

Parcel 76 -- The soils located on-site along the northwestern boundary of Parcel 76 had 
likely been disturbed for several years during agricultural use as a mango orchard. Hydric 
soils were not encountered in this area during a 2004 survey conducted by Vuich 
Environmental. See Figure 2, Appendix. 

Reducing conditions and low-chroma soils were noted in BH-3. A possible faint sulfidic 
odor was also noted. BH-3 was noted to have hydric soils present, however, this area 
appeared to be very small and isolated. Sec Photos 8 & 9. Appendix A. 

BH-4 was located slightly eastward and northward of BH-3, however, did not contain 
hydric soils. See Photo 13. Appendix A. 

Other boreholes (not documented) were excavated at nearby locations located east, north 
and northeast of BH-3 and were also determined not to have hydric soils, further 
indicating that this area of hydric soils is very small and non-contiguous. This was also 
evident in some of the deeper machinery tracks located in this area. 

COE Data Forms for BH-3 and BH-4 are located in Appendix B. 

WETLAND HYDROLOGY 

A 1963 historical aerial photo showed very limited surface water ponding on a portion of 
Parcel 158. No other signs of surface water ponding were noted on any other aerial 
photos for the two (2) parcels. 

This survey was conducted within one (I) day after a significant rainfall event had 
occurred in the Kihei area. No areas of the property were inundated at the time of the site 
reconnaissance. 

MEV Project #0805-0098 Conjidenrial and Privileged 3 



Parcel 158 - BH-1 and BH-2 were not saturated within the upper twelve ( 12) inches and 
groundwater was not encountered in either borehole excavation. No primary or secondary 
wetland hydrology indicators were noted. COE Data Forms for BH-1 and BH-2 are 
located in Appendix B. 

Parcel 76- BH-3 had saturated soils at a depth of eleven (II) inches, however, the depth 
to free water in the pit was twenty-three (23) inches. These saturated soils were likely 
related to the relatively recent heavy rainfall in the region. An additional primary wetland 
hydrology indicator noted at BH-3 was sediment deposits on the ground surface. BH-3 
was determined to have wetland hydrology present, however, this parameter was 
marginal. 

BH-4 had saturated soils located at a depth of twelve ( 12) inches. This was the only 
primary wetland hydrology indicator noted at this location. Free water in the pit was 
encountered at twenty-one (21) inches. BH-4 was determined to have wetland hydrology 
present, however, this parameter was marginal. 

COE Data Forms for BH-3 and BH-4 are located in Appendix B. 

VEGETATION 

COE Data Forms on the four (4) borehole sites for the two (2) parcels are located in 
Appendix B. 

Parcel 158- No wetland indicator plants vvcre noted on Parcel I 58 in the vicinity of the 
borehole locations. 

Parcel 76- Only a very narrow strip of wetland vegetation is located along the western 
property boundary of Parcel 76. The majority of this vegetation is established along the 
southern portion of the extreme western boundary, adjacent to the constructed wetland 
located on Parcel 80. 

The majority of wetland indicator vegetation encountered consisted of the facultative 
species Pluchea indica (Indian neabanc) and Sesuvium portulacas/rum (akulikuli). One 
(I) obligate wetland plant, Baris maritima (ak..ulikuli-kai) was also noted in limited extent 
along the western boundary. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Parcel 158 - Based on the borehole excavations and vegetation survey MEV has 
concluded that the entirety of Parcel 158 docs not to have the necessary triple 
combination of the following wetland indicators (hydric soils, hydrophytic vegetation, 
and wetland hydrology). A 1963 historical aerial photo indicated that limited surface 
water ponding occurred on a very small portion of the site, however, this was not noted in 
any other year prior to or after 1963. It appears that any substantial wetland area was 
previously located on both the western and northern adjacent properties. 

Parcel 158 appeared to be disturbed or altered to varying degrees up until approximately 
1990 when it was filled and graded to its current condition. 

It should be noted that Parcel !58 was historically part of the western adjoining property, 
Parcel 28. In 1997, the western adjoining property was divided forming Parcel 158. 
Parcel 28 had wetlands located on-site and the mitigation of those wetlands included the 
construction of the engineered wetland currently located on Parcel 80. 
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Based on the current field conditions and the historical information noted above, MEV 
concludes that Parcel 158 is not currently within a wetland and that any possible 
historical wetland conditions that were located on-site were dealt with properly with the 
mitigation work completed for the Azcka II Shopping Center that was overseen by the 
Corps of Engineers. 

This above determination should be confirmed by the COE (i.e. if mitigation work is 
satisfactory and completed to COE requirements.) 

Parcel 76 - Based on the survey conducted by MEV and Vuich Environmental (2004 
survey), MEV concludes that a small, non-contiguous, depressed area of Parcel 76 has all 
three (3) wetland parameters. This area is in the immediate area of BH-3 (southwest 
portion of Parcel 76) and extends slightly northward along the immediate western 
boundary. This area has been identified on Figure 2, Appendix A. The area is 
approximately 3,000 square feet in size (<III 01

h of an acre) and is not connected on the 
surface to the wetland area located on the western adjacent property (Parcel 80). 

MEV believes this area was historically cnnncctcd to (eastern limit or transition zone) a 
!urger, potential wetlund area (due to suspect vegetation identified in historical aerial 
photos) that was locuted on the western adjoining property. Parcel 80. However, it should 
be noted that no surface water ponding was ever nutcd (on historical aerial photos) on 
Parcel 80, prior to the construction of the engineered wetland. 

MEV concludes that though the southwestern portion of Parcel 76 in the vicinity of BH-3 
contains the required parameters to be classified as a wetland, given its size and non
contiguous nature, it may not satisfy the requirements of the COE's wetland definition. 
We further conclude that this area on Parcel 76 currently acts as a transition zone 
between upland conditions on Parcel 76 and the adjacent, constructed wetland boundary 
on Parcel 80. 

MEV recommends that proper development planning be undertaken to ensure that any 
future development does not negatively impact the adjacent constructed wetland on 
Parcel 80. A narrow vegetated buffer zone, which could include the aforementioned 
transition zone on Parcel 76, is recommended. 

Under the Clean Water Act, Section 404. the Army COE has final jurisdictional control 
of wetlands. Approximately 3,000 square feet (less than III 0 of an acre) may be 
considered wetlands in the south-western corner of Parcel 76. Typically, pre
construction notification to the COl: is required. For areas less than 11<l acre, formal on
site delineation is not required which simplifies the notification and jurisdictional 
determination process. Since the adjacent Parcel 80 is und engineered wetland, its 
construction may have been an approved mitigation factor for developing Parcel I 58 and 
possibly Parcel 76. If this if verified by the COE. a jurisdictional determination and/or 
permit may be ulrcady applied to work on Parcel 76. Otherwise, a COE pre-construction 
notification process will determine if the COE claims jurisdiction and requires a Wetland 
Permit Application. 

MEV Field Investigators 

Mr. John Vuich. Clcologist (soils and hydrology) 
Mr. Jeffrey Kermock. Environmental SCientist (soils. hydrology and mapping) 

MEV Project #0805-0098 Cm1fldential and Privileged 5 



APPENDIX A 
• Figure 1 - Regional Setting Map 

• Figure 2 - Site Plan with Borehole Locations 

• Site Photographs 
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FIGURE 1: REGIONAL SETTING MAP 

SUBJECT SITE 

o Subject Property 

• Projected Groundwater Flow 

,...___ Regional Surface Water Flow 
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FIGURE 2: BOREHOLE LOCATIONS (2008 & 2004 Survey) 

LEGEND 

0 BOREHOLE LOCATION 2004 

• BOREHOLE LOCATION 2008 

- TMK BOUNDARY$ 

~ MARGINAL WETLAND 
CONDITIONS 

2004 Survey conducted by Vuich Environmental 
Consultants, Inc. on November 10, 2004. 

2008 Survey conducted by Malama Environmental 
on May 15, 2008. 
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PIIKEA AVE 

MEV PROJECT #0805-0098 

PHOTO 1 

Aerial view of the subject property's 
parcels (76 & 158) and adjacent 
properties. 

Parcel 80 is located between the two 
subject property parcels and 
consists of an engineered wetland 
constructed in the early 1990's. 

Photo source: http://maps.live.com/ 
Photo date 2008. 

PHOT02 

Southerly view, across Piikea 
Avenue, of Parcel 158. Parcel158 
consists of a predominantly 
undeveloped, graded lot. 

The approximate locations of 
Boreholes 1 & 2 (BH -1 & 2) are 
indicated. 

Parcel 80, an engineered wetland is 
located on the left side of the photo. 

Note: Photos 2 thru 15 taken on 
5/15/08. 

PHOT03 

Easterly view of BH-1 located on 
Parcel 158. The view is towards the 
adjacent engineered wetland on 
Parcel80. Parcel 76 is noted 
further east on the opposite side of 
the wetland. 

BH-1 is located 18 feet west of the 
wetland property boundary (fence) . 



PARCEL 158 

MEV PROJECT #0805·0098 

PHOTO 4 

BH-l had no wetland parameters. 
This site has been significant ly 
altered by the placement of fi ll 
material over the native soils. 

PHOTOS 

Northerly view of BH-2 located on 
Parcel 158. This borehole 
description was similar to BH·l 
noted above, with no wetland 
parameters present. 

PHOTO 6 

Southerly view of the southwestern 
corner of Parcel 76 where isolated 
wetland parameters have been 
identified. 

The location of Boreholes 3 & 4 are 
noted. 

This area had been recently cleared 
of vegetation with heavy mechanical 
equipment. Deep tracks were noled 
in Ihe soils. 
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PHOT07 

Northerly view of the southwestern 
portion of Parcel 76 where limited 
wetland parameters have been 
determined. 

BH-3 is located 15 feet east 
(mauka) of the engineered wetland 
boundary fence. All three wetland 
parameters were identified at BH-3. 

BH-4 is located 45 feet east 
(mauka) of the engineered wetland 
boundary. This borehole had 
marginal hydrology and vegetation 
indicators, however, hydric soils 
were absent. 

PHOTOS 

Westerly view of BH-3, towards the 
engineered wetland on Parcel 80. 

BH-3 is located 15 feet east (mauka) 
of the engineered wetland boundary 
fence. This borehole had evidence 
of all three wetland parameters. 

PHOT09 

Near vertical view of BH-3. Note the 
low-chroma soils that were 
excavated. 
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PHOTO 10 

Westerly view of Borehole 4, located 
on Parcel 76. Parcel 80 (engineered 
wetland) is visible in the background. 

Borehole 4 is located approximately 
25 feet further east (mauka) of BH-3 
and 45 feet east of the engineered 
wetland. 

BH-4 did not have the wetland 
parameter of hydric soils. 

PHOTO 11 

Southerly view of BH-4, located on 
Parcel76. 

PHOTO 12 

Northerly view of BH-4 located on 
Parcel76. 
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PHOTO 13 

Near vertical view of BH-4. 

Hydric soils were not noted at this 
borehole and was determined to be 
located outside of the wetland area. 

PHOTO 14 

Southerly view along the border 
between the subject site (Parcel 76) 
and Parcel 80, an engineered 
wetland. 

Wetland parameters fade near the 
northern portion of Parcel 76's 
western boundary. A previous 
survey conducted by Vuich 
Environmental (2004) indicated that 
this area did not contain all three 
wetland parameters. Historical 
photos indicated that this area 
(northwest portion of Parcel 76) was 
a mango orchard for several 
decades. See also Photo 15. 

PHOTO 15 

Southerly view along the western 
portion of the subject site (Parcel 
76) . This photo was taken slightly 
east (mauka) of Photo 14. 

Wetland parameters fade near the 
northern portion of Parcel 76's 
western boundary. 

This area has been recently cleared 
of vegetation by heavy machinery. 



APPENDIXB 
COE Wetland Determination Data Forms 
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WETLAND DETERMINATIONS 
ATYPICAL SITUATIONS 

DATA FORM 3 

Applicant Name: The Krauz Companies, Inc. Appl. No. 001 
--~--------------

Project Name: Azeka Parcel, Piikea - Parcel 158 Location: Kihei 

Island Maui Plot/Hole No: BH-1 Date 5-15-08 -------------- --------

A. VEGETATION: 

1. Type of alteration : 

2. Effect on vegetation: 
3. Previous vegetation : 

4. Wetland (hydrophytic) 
Vegetation previously? 

B. SOILS: 

1. Type of alteration : 

2. Effect on soils : 
3. Previous soils : 

4. Wetland (hydric) 
Soils previously? 

C. HYDROLOGY: 

1. Type of alteration : 

2. Effect on hydrology : 

3. Previous hydrology : 
4. Wetland Hydrology 

Previously? 

Likely grubbing_Qf__~E::!.§~Qn and then placement of fill material (gravel cap). 

Total removal of natural plants. Newly established plants have different soil 
and hydrologica]_~_ndition~!_o_c_o_nt_e_;__n_d_w_i_th_. ____________________ __ 
Possible P/uchea indica, Prosopis pal/ida, Batis maritima, and I or Sesuvium portu/acastrum 

Not confirmed, but likely No 

Placement of dredged fill material (from Parcel 80) and transported fill (gravel 
cap- up to 1 footJ.Q_Q_~~b1_ __________________ _ 

Native soils buried. 
Likely Jaucas Sand as per USDA-=s~o:_;_il ~s.::_urv'--'-"e.Ly _____________ _ 

Unknown but 
possibly in 

Yes localized areas No 

Placement and grading of dredged fill material and gravel cap on native soils. 

• Possible change in surface water flow (stormwater). 
• IncreasiD_g_gepth to grounqwater level from surface. 

Poor drainage and possible infrequent surface water ponding. Groundwater 
depth _r11_()re shall()\fl/. _ _ ____________ _ 

Not verified but likely 
Yes in localized areas. No 

ATTACH DOCUMENTS TO SUPPORT DATA ABOVE 

Characterized By : _J_e_ff_r_ey.___K_e_rm_o_d_e ____________ Title: Field Scientist 

John Vuich Field Geologist 

-· 

\\ Vuichserver\shared\MEV LLC SERVER\MEV PROJECTS\Wetlands\Azeka Parcels Piikea Kihei 0805-0098\Report\Parcel158 Atypical Data Form BH-
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION 
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) 

Project/Site: AZEKA PARCELS PIIKEA. KIHEI 

Applicant/Owner: AZEKA BUILDING CORPORATION 

Investigator: J. KERMODE J. VUICH 

Date: 05/15/08 

County: MAUl 

State: HAWAII 

Do Normal Circumstances Exist on the site? ~No Community ID: Grass on Fill 

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? • No Transect ID: Parcel158 

Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes<;:} Plot ID: BH-1 

(If needed, explain on reverse.) 
---·--- -·-·- -- . ·--- ---· -· .. ··-

VEGETATION 

Dominant Plant SQecies Stratum Indicator 
1. Non-native grass Herb n/a 

2. Prosopis pal/ida (Kiawe) Tree FACU-

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-) 

0% (5% FACU-) 

Remarks: 

Limited growth on gravel fill transported from quarry rock. 

15% bare ground. 

- --- ·- -- ·- -

HYDROLOGY 

l 
.X . _Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): 1! Wetland hydrology Indicators: 

____ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge 
1 

Primary Indicators: 
_ L ... Aerial Photographs ! Inundated 

......... Other I Saturated in Upper 12 Inches 
No Recorded Data Available 1 Water Marks 

It--------- ________________ _J Drift Lines 
1 Sediment Deposits 

Field Observations: Drainage Patterns in Wetlands 

Depth of Surface Water: -'-"n/-"'-a __ (in.) 
Secondary Indicators (2 or more required): 

Depth to Free Water in Pit: not observed (in.) 

Depth to Saturated Soil: not observed (in.) 

--------·---------·-·--------------- ,, ___ ,________ ---'-.. .. 

Remarks: 

Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12" 
Water-Stained Leaves 
FAG-Neutral Test 
Other (Explain in Remarks) 

- ---··----------·---------------------41 

Borehole located 18 feet inland from fence line of the adjacent property's (Parcel 80) constructed wetland. 
Borehole is situated at the property's longitudinal midpoint. Slightly moist soil noted 14"-20". 

\\Vuichsendlslwred\lvfEV LLC SERVER\MEV PROJCCIS\\\',•i/ands'vb•ka f'arc!'is Piikea Kihei 0805-0091N<eponV'arcel /58 BH
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SOILS 

Map Unit Name 
(Series and Phase):. __ ... BH -1 _ 

Taxonomy (Subgroup): JcC, Jaucas Sand 

Profile Description: 

Drainage Class: ~-----------
Field Observations 

Confirm Mapped Type? Yes~ 

Depth 
(inches) 

Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions, 
Structure, etc. Horizon 

Coarse 
Gravel Cap 

(Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast 

0"- 6' 

6" -12" 

12"- 20" 

Fine Gravel 
Cover 

A 

Hydric Soil Indicators: 

___ Histosol 
Histic Epipedon 
Sulfidic Odor 

7.5YR- 4/3 

...... Aquic Moisture Regime 
_____ Reducing Conditions 
____ Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors 

Brown 

Concretions 

Top of Original Soil Horizon 
(Parcel158) or possibly 
dredged material from Parcel 
80. Coral sand, trace silt and 
clay. 

_ High Organic Content in Surface Layer 
Organ1c Streaking in Sandy Soils 
Listed on Local Hydric Soils List 
Listed on National Hydric Soils List 
Other (Explain in Remarks) 

lt--------------------·-·----~--~--~---------~-·--·--------------------11 

Remarks: 

12"-20" soil has coarse coral sand and loam with probable plant parts/organic debris. Likely the original "A" 
horizon. 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes G:£:} 
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes @ 
Hydric Soils Present? Yes ~ 

Remarks: 

* Atypical Situation refers to the following: 

1. Land has been cleared of original vegetation. 

(Circle) 

this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? Yes ~ 

2. Dredged fill material from man-made constructed wetland located to the east (adjoining lot) has likely 
been placed on subject parcel's native soils. 

3. Transported gravel cap of crushed volcanic rock ('/• "-2" diameter) is approximately 6" thick. 

These aspects cause a loss of naturally occurring plants, loss of possible hydrology parameter and burial of 
any potential hydric soils. 

See Attached Atypical Form for BH-1. 

Approved by HOUSACE 3/92 

\\Vuichsen·er\1-IUired\MLV LL(' SERVER\!vf/:'1' Pl/O./E("J:\\Weilands'v1;:ekl1 Parcels Ptikea Kihei 0805-0098\Repon\Parce/ /58 BH
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION 
( 1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) 

-·" --- -- - ---·---- - ---·-

Project/Site: AZEKA PARCELS. PIIKEA. KIHEI Date: 05/15/08 

Applicant/Owner: AZEKA BUILDING CORPORATION County: MAUl 

Investigator: J. KERMODE J. VUICH. State: HAWAII 

Do Normal Circumstances Exist on the site? ~ No Community ID: Grass on Fill 

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? Ye No Transect ID: Parcel158 

Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes ~ Plot ID: BH-2 

(If needed. explain on reverse.) 
.. 

VEGETATION 

Dominant Plant SQecies Stratum Indicator 

1. Non-native grass Herb n/a 

2. Pluchea indica (Indian fleabane) Shrub FAC* 

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL. FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-) 

5% FAC*. -·----·---------·--

Remarks: 

Limited growth on gravel fill transported from quarry rock. 

15% bare ground. 

HYDROLOGY 

.. L Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): 
_____ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge 
... L. Aerial Photographs 

.. Other 
No Recorded Data Available 

Field Observations: 

Depth of Surface Water: n.a. (in.) 

Depth to Free Water in Pit: not observed (in.) 

Depth to Saturated Soil: not observed (in.) 

Remarks: 

Slightly moist soil noted below 16". 

Dug hole 15 feet inland from northwest corner of lot. 

I 

I 
Wetland hydrology Indicators: 

Primary Indicators: 
. Inundated 

____ Saturated in Upper 12 Inches 
Water Marks 

.. Drift Lines 
..... Sediment Deposits 

Drainage Patterns in Wetlands 
i Secondary Indicators (2 or more required): 

1

1 

.. Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12" 

1

'.

11

! Water-Stained Leaves 
FAC-Neutral Test 
Other (Explain in Remarks) 

.. .L ...... -. -·-· ·-·-------------------- .. -----------
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SOILS 

Map Unit Name 
(Series and Phase): _ 

Taxonomy (Subgroup): JcC, Jaucas Sand 

Profile Description: 

Depth 
(inches) 

0"- 9" 

9" -19" 

Horizon 

Top Cap 

Hydric Soil Indicators: 

Histosol 
Histic Epipedon 
Sulfidic Odor 

Matrix Color Mottle Colors 
(Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) 

TRANSITIONAL 

7.5YR - 1/J 

__ Aquic Moisture Regime 
____ Reducing Conditions 
___ Gieyed or Low-Chroma Colors 

Drainage Class: _________ _ 
Field Observations 
Confirm Mapped Type? Yes@ 

Mottle Texture, Concretions, 
Abundance/Contrast Structure, etc. 

Very Dark Brown 

Concretions 

Coarse Crushed Volcanic 
Rocks (1/4"- 2" dia) 

Coral Sand, Clay and Silt 

_ High Organic Content in Surface Layer 
_ Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils 

___ Listed on Local Hydric Soils List 
__ Listed on National Hydric Soils List 

Other (Explain in Remarks) 

~-----------------------------------------------~1 

Remarks: 

Partially indurated (cemented with clay and coral/lime mud) with lighter colored nodules. Low moisture 16"+. 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

r 
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes @ 
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes G;> 
Hydric Soils Present? Yes@ 

(Circle) 

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? Yes @ 

~---------------------------------~----------------------------------------~1 

Remarks: 

See Atypical Form for BH-1. Same scenario. 

Approved by HOUSACE 3/92 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION 
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) 

Project/Site: _ ___,_A--'-'Z=E"'-K"-A'-'P'-'A'""R'-'-C=EL=S"-'---'-P---'-1'-'-IK=E"-A'-'--'-'K-'-'-IH-'-"E=I ________ _ Date: 05/15/08 

Applicant/Owner: AZEKA BUILDING CORPOR"-'A'-'-T'-"10'-'-N,___ ___ _ County: ~M"""'A~U_,_I ___ _ 

Investigator: J. KERMODE J VUICH, __ _ 

Do Normal Circumstances Exist on the site? 

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? 

Is the area a potential Problem Area? 

(II needed, explain on reverse.) 

g 
Yes 

Yes 

No 

~ 

State: HAWAII 

Community ID: akulikuli _ 

Transect ID: Parcel 76 

Plot ID: BH-3 

~~=~~=~=~=~~~--~---~-~=-=···--··-----===~=~===='~==~~~~~~-JJ 

VEGETATION 

Dominant Plant SQecies Stratum Indicator 

1. Sesuvium potulacastrum or akulikuli Herb FACW 

2. Pluchea indica or Indian fleabane Woody shrub FAC* 

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-) 

35% FACW & 35% FAC' -
Remarks: 

Bare ground 30%. Evidence of very recent vegetation clcanng with heavy machinery noted (deep tracks in 
soil). 

HYDROLOGY 

__ r__ Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): 
Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge 

_____ L Aerial Photographs 
Other 

No Recorded Data Available 

--- ----------- ....... -- -·-·. -- ---·---·---------- ...... ---------- .. 

Field Observations: 

Depth of Surface Water: n.a. (in) 

Depth to Free Water in Pit: 23 (in.) 

Depth to Saturated Soil: • 11 (in.) 

Remarks: 

Total hole depth is 24". 

-

Wetland hydrology Indicators: 

Primary Indicators: 
Inundated 

~Saturated in Upper 12 Inches 
Water Marks 
Drift Lines 

_X_ Sediment Deposits 
Drainage Patterns in Wetlands 

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required): 
Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12" 
Water-Stained Leaves 
FAG-Neutral Test 

_____ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

*Recent localized downpour in area of the subject site. Due to having precipitation within the previous 24 
hours, the upper 11" consisted of damp soil. The saturated soil is not consistent to the total depth. 

BH-3 is located 15' east of the man-made wetland boundary (fence) of Parcel 80. 

"===============·:o-=· =--=-===============d 

\\Vuich.l·t·n·n'lsiwred\MEV IIC SER\'I:R\MEV PRO.II:C1:\\Wc·ilands\•Leka Parcels l'iikea Kihei 0805--009/i\Repon\Parce/ 7() BH-
3.tfo,· 





DATA FORM 
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION 
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) 

~ " ---- "---- ~~~ ·- -- ---- ----·-·----- - ------- ----

Project/Site: AZEKA PARCELS PIIKEA. KIHEI 

--- Date: 05/15/08 

Applicant/Owner: AZEKA BUILDING CORPORATION County: MAUl 

Investigator: J" KERMODE J. VUICH" State: HAWAII 

Do Normal Circumstances Exist on the site? ~ No Community ID Pluchea indica 

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? Yes ~ Transect ID: Parcel76 

Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes Plot ID: BH-4 

(If needed, explain on reverse.) 
~- -- --·--·- -" - - . -- -

VEGETATION 

-- -· .. - - ... - ------ - ---···· . -··---- - ----~---· ------------

Dominant Plant Sgecies Stratum Indicator 
1 Pluchea indica or Indian fieabane Woody Shrub FAC* 
2. Sesuv1um potulacastrum or akulikuli Herb FACW 
3. Prosopis pal/ida or kiawe Tree FACU-

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAG (excluding FAG-) 

80% FAG* Trace FACW Trace FACU-

Remarks: 

Area appears to have been recently cleared of vegetation by heavy machinery. Bare ground noted_ 

HYDROLOGY 

L Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks) Wetland hydrology Indicators: 
Stream. Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators: 

"_x Aerial Photographs Inundated 
Other _X_ Saturated in Upper 121nches 

-"- No Recorded Data Available Water Marks 
Drift Lines 
Sediment Deposits 

Field Observations: Drainage Patterns in Wetlands 

Depth of Surface Water: n_a_.- (in") 
Secondary Indicators (2 or more required): 

_ Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12" 
Depth to Free Water in Pit: 21 (in.) 

- --~-

Water-Stained Leaves 

Depth to Saturated Soil: 12 (in") 
FAG-Neutral Test 
Other (Explain in Remarks) 

-------
Remarks: 

BH-4 is located 40' east of the wetland boundary fence for Parcel 80. 

Recent heavy rains in Kihei area_ 
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SOILS 

Map Unit Name 
(Series and Phase):____ BH-4 _____ _ Drainage Class: _________ _ 

Field Observations 
Taxonomy (Subgroup): PZUE (Puuone Sand) and PsA (Pulehu clay loam) Confirm Mapped Type? Yes@ 

Profile Description: 

Depth 
(inches) Horizon 

0"- 2" AO 

2'' -12" AE 

12"- 21" EA 

Hydric Soil Indicators: 

Histosol 
-·-- Histic Epipedon 
____ Sulfidic Odor 

Matrix Color 
(Munsell Moist) 

__ . Aquic Moisture Regime 
Reducing Conditions 
Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors 

Mottle Colors 
(Munsell Moist) 

Mottle Texture, Concretions, 
Abundance/Contrast Structure, etc. 

Dark Brown Organics and Clay Loam 

Medium Brown Sandy Clay Loam 

Brown Sandy Loam and Silt 

Concretions 
_ .. High Organic Content in Surface Layer 

Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils 
Listed on Local Hydric Soils List 
Listed on National Hydric Soils List 
Other (Explain in Remarks) 

lf-------------------------------------------------11 

Remarks: 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

--- -- - --· -· ---- - -- --· ---·-- -· 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?~ No (Circle) 

Wetland Hydrology Present? @ No (Marginal) 
(Circle) 

Hydric Soils Present? Yes Gig) Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? Yes @ 
~----

Remarks: 

Hydrology parameter is marginal. 

Hydrophytic vegetation is marginal. Mostly FAC'. 

BH-4 is located 40' east of the wetland boundary fence for Parcel 80 and approximately 75' from the 
southern property boundary line. 

This point demonstrates that the wetland parameters disappear rapidly, heading eastward of the engineered 
wetland and northward of BH-3. 
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Abstract 

Xamanek Researches, LLC conducted an Archaeological Inventory Survey (AIS) 
including 23.937 acres of land on Tax Map Key (TMK) 3-9-002:030 (por.), 076, and 158. 
Parcel 030 is also known as Lot 10-A, Parcel 076 as Lot 11-A-1-A and Parcel 158 as Lot 
11-A-3-2. The subject area is located in the town of Kihei within Waiohuli-Keokea 
Ahupua 'a, Wailuku District, Maui Island. The study was conducted on behalf of the 
landowners Krausz Kihei One, LLC and Krausz Kihei Two, LLC. 

Archaeological fieldwork began on 25 September 2009 and continued 
intermittently through II November 2009. Follow-up investigation was carried out on 14 
and 15 December 2009. Fieldwork consisted of both surface and subsurface 
investigations throughout the subject area. Subsurface testing included eight hand 
excavated shovel probes, eleven controlled hand excavated I m square Test Units (TUs), 
and twenty controlled mechanical Backhoe test Trench (BT) excavations. 

Historic properties were identified and documented. Two Statewide Inventory of 
Historic Places (SII-JP) numbers were assigned during the survey (50-50-04-6669 and 50-
50-04-6670 Features A and B). The two sites include three component features: one low 
lying rock wall with associated concrete foundations and two concentrated surface areas 
of traditional Hawaiian cultural remain scatters with subsurface component features. 

Archaeological monitoring is warranted for any potential future clearing, 
grubbing, or grading activities. An archaeological monitoring program shall be 
established, in order to mitigate any potential future inadvertent discoveries that may 
occur in the subject area. 
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Introduction 

Xamanek Researches, LLC conducted an Archaeological Inventory Survey (AIS) 
for 23.937 acres of land on Tax Map Key (TMK) 3-9-002:030, 076, and 158. Parcel 030 
is also known as Lot 10-A, Parcel 076 as Lot 11-A-1-A and Parcel 158 as Lot 11-A-3-2. 
The subject area is located in the town of Kihei within Waiohuli-Keokea Ahupua ·a, 
Wailuku District, Maui Island (Figures I and 2). 

Portions of the subject area have been previously disturbed by former mechanical 
grading activities. The western portion of parcel 030 is designated as an existing wetland 
enhancement area. The majority of the subsurface deposition throughout the project area 
is comprised of Aeolian sand. 

This report presents a compilation of information regarding the identification and 
documentation of historic properties within the subject area. During the fieldwork portion 
of this archaeological inventory survey, a I 00% pedestrian survey was undertaken on the 
project area with 5 meter spacing. The wetland areas were not included in the systematic 
pedestrian sweeps of the surface area. Subsurface sampling included extensive hand and 
mechanical testing. The identification and recordation of two archaeological sites 
occurred. Both sites are now listed on the Statewide Inventory of Historic Places. 

This study was prepared following the Department of Land and Natural 
Resources, State Historic Preservation Division Hawai' i Administrative Rules (HAR 13-
276) and is also in compliance with Maui County guidelines, rules, and 
recommendations. This report presents information gathered from a combination of 
background research and field survey results. Interpretation, evaluation, and 
recommended mitigation measures are provided. 
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Study Area 

The study area consists of c. 23.937 acres delineated on the Maui County Tax 
Map Key as TMK [2] 3-9-02: 030 (13.469 acres), 076 (9.092 acres), and 158 (1.376 
acres). The subject area is located in KThei, Waiohuli-Keokea Ahupua 'a, Wailuku 
District, Island of Maui. 

The subject area is bisected by Pi' ikea A venue, east of LTioa Drive (AKA "N/S 
Collector Road") and west of the Longs Drugs shopping center. The subject area is 
located approximately 500 meters or about one-half kilometer east of the shoreline. 
Elevations range from approximately one meter (3 .3 feet) above mean sea level along the 
western or makai boundary to about 11.7 meters (38.4 feet) above mean sea level on the 
eastern or mauka boundary. 

Natural History 

KThei is generally sunny, warm, and dry throughout the year with an average 
annual high temperature of 86 degrees Fahrenheit and average low temperature of 63 
degrees Fahrenheit. In general, northeast trade-winds occur more than 80% of the year. 
The months of June through August are commonly warmer and the cooler months are 
usually January through March. Average rainfall varies from under I 0 inches per year to 
20 inches per year in higher elevations. Rainfall is seasonal, with the majority of wet 
weather occurring during the colder or winter months. 

Vegetation in the area includes introduced kiawe trees (Prosopis pal/ida), koa 
haole trees (Leucaena leucocephela), and ironwood trees (Casuarina equisetifolia). The 
area is covered with various invasive grass species, lantana (Lantana camara) and 
common annual succulent weeds. 

Soils in the project area are assigned to: .Jaucas sand, saline, 0-12 percent of slope 
(JcC) occurs near the ocean and water table is shallow with salts accumulated on the 
surface. This type of soil drains poorly in low areas and is well drained on higher ground. 
It is used for pasture, wildlife habitation, and urban development (Foote, et. al., 1972, p. 
49). Unmarked human burials have been located throughout this type of soil in the area, 
and across Maui. The eastern portion of the study area is located in an area of generally 
thin, eroded soil deposits and exposed bedrock outcrops. 
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Historical Background 

Mythological and Traditional Accounts 

The subject area is located in the modern division of Wailuku District, formerly 
within the traditional boundary known as the Kula Moku. Kula was a relatively minor 
political territory under the jurisdiction of West Maui chiefs. It is an arid region with no 
perennial streams, located on the western slope of Mount Haleakala. The primary 
traditional resources of the upland area of the Kula district were dry forest products, and 
produced various dryland agricultural products, such as the staple sweet potatoes (Kolb, 
July 1997, p. 25). Within the larger traditional land division, there are several long, 
narrow Ahupua 'a that stretch from the top of the volcano to the ocean shore (Figure 3 and 
Figure 4). 

Ku Ia land is described by Handy and Handy ( 1972, pg. 51 0) as: 

... open country, or plain, as distinct from valley or stream bottom, and has 
long been used as a term to distinguish between dry, or "kula land" and 
''wet-taro land". This is an essential characteristic of Kula, the central 
plain of Maui which is practically devoid of streams .... Kula was widely 
famous for its sweet-potato plantations. 'Uala [sweet potato] was the 
staple of life here ... 
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Post-Contact 

By the 1840s, the increased number of whaling ships anchoring off of Maui's 
shores created a substantial market for produce such as sweet and Irish potatoes, which 
grew well in the Kula region. Irish potatoes were coveted more highly, however, and 
became of greater importance in the produce trade, particularly during the California 
Gold Rush. They were transported from the Kula fields to the shore, where they were 
often sold directly to ships that called at Kalepolepo. From there, they were shipped to 
Lahaina, where the bulk ofthc whaling fleet moored. 

The California Gold Rush began in 1848, which resulted in a potato boom on 
Maui that commenced in the fall of 1849. Captain John Halstead established a trading 
post1 in 1849 in the village of Kalepolepo, in order to take advantage of this commercial 
activity. He built a large Pennsylvania Dutch-style, 3-story residence next to the south 
wall of Kalepolepo Fishpond. His trading station was located on the first floor of this 
structure. It was known locally as the Koa House. Halstead's large prominent house stood 
as a landmark for nearly one hundred years2 -and was visited by the King 
Kamehamehas Ill, IV and V between 1850 and 1870. 

Kuykendall (1938, p. 313) refers to an article in the Polynesian in November of 
1849: 

The call for [potatoes] is loud and pressing, as some vessels bound for 
California have taken as many as 1,000 barrels each. The price is high, and 
the probability is that the market cannot be supplied this autumn. Kula, 
however, is full of people ... preparing the ground for planting, so that if 
the demand from California shall be urgent next spring as it is now the 
people will reap a rich harvest. 

Coastal Waiohuli-Keokea appears to have been relatively unaffected by the 
upland ''potato boom'', which lasted only a few years. For the most part, the coastal area 
was allegedly fairly sparsely occupied by people who primarily concentrated on the 
exploitation of marine resources. 

The Mahele, or Division, defines the process of the mid-1800 land tenure system 
change, which essentially divided land into three categories: ( 1) Crown Land (for the 
occupant of the throne), (2) Government Land, and (3) Konohiki Land (set aside for 245 
of the highest ranking Ali'i). The philosophy of private property had been introduced to 
the islands. All of the lands were subject to the rights of native tenants. If the common 
people (maka 'ainana), or "Native Tenants", met certain criteria and filed land claims 

1 Captain Halstead arrived in Lahaina from New York in 183 8, and married the chiefess Kauwikikilani 
Davis. granddaughter of Isaac Davis, Kamehameha l's advisor. 
2 In 1946 it was abandoned and was leased by the KThei Yacht Club, the members of which tried to burn it 
down because it was so unsafe. Several attempts failed, but eventually the Maui Fire Department was 
called in and succeeded in reducing it to ashes in August of 1946 (Kolb, 1997, p. 70). 
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under specific guidelines, a Land Commission Award (LCA) was issued. Further efforts 
for native tenant land rights required paying hefty commutation in addition to conducting 
expensive land surveys (with limited surveyors available) then finally, a land grant may 
be awarded. The awarded lands are referred to as Kuleana. 

No Land Commission Awards were issued for the subject area. Two of the parcels 
are listed as Grants. Parcel 030 is listed as Grant 10115 and Parcel 076 is listed as Grant 
8112. All three of the subject parcels were later referred to as a portion of the Waiohuli
Keokea Beach Homesteads. 

Despite the relatively low population reported living in the overall Kihei area, the 
trading village of Kalepolepo represented a relatively large concentration of people, and 
it was felt that they were in need of spiritual guidance. To this effect, the construction of 
a small stone church began around 1843 at Kalepolepo near the trading post, under the 
direction of David Malo. 

David Malo was the son of a soldier in the army of Kamehameha I, and was born 
in 1793 on the Big Island. He later moved to Lahaina in the 1820s, where he came under 
the influence of Reverend William Richards and was converted to Christianity. With the 
establishment of Lahainaluna I [igh School in 1831, David Malo enthusiastically enrolled 
as one of its first students. In 1843 he was licensed to the Christian ministry, and assigned 
to a congregation in Kalepolepo. He began the construction of Kilolani Church, which 
continued until 1852. [t was completed shortly before the death of David Malo on 
October 21, 1853. Following his death, the Kilolani Church congregation dispersed, and 
never met again at Kalelepolepo. A fire is said to have damaged the structure, while a 
flood in the 1880s also impacted the little stone church. The ruins of this church are listed 
on the National Register of Historic Places and on the Statewide Inventory of Historic 
Places (SIHP 50-50-09-1587). Religious services were once again conducted at the ruins 
of this church in 1976. It is known today as "Trinity-Church-By-The-Sea". 

Another popular economic activity in the area was cattle ranching, which had 
become a booming enterprise by the 1880s. Large sections of land in the Lower Kula area 
became pastureland, and large sections of Crown land were leased for grazing acreage. 
Two large ranches operated in this part of Maui-Ka' ono' ulu Ranch, and Haleakala 
Ranch. The latter was founded in I 888-and presently is owned by the Baldwin Family. 
It still maintains several thousand cattle on its 32,000 acres. 

Ka' ono' ula Ranch lands were originally part of an LCA to H. Hewahewa (LCA 
8452 made up of 5715 acres), and LCAs 8452: 19 and 20 to A. Keohokaole. In the 1860s, 
ranch lands were obtained by a young Chinese immigrant, Young Hee, who was forced to 
return to China in the 1890s to settle family problems. At that time, the lands were 
acquired by William H. Cornwell, and they became the Cornwell Ranch. Harold W. Rice 
purchased the property in 1916, and Ka' ono' ulu Ranch is currently operated by his 
grandson, Henry Rice, and consists of nearly 9000 acres in its entirety. 
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A smaller ranch was also located in the general vicinity of the project area
Kama'ole Ranch. An article in The Maui News (December 19, 1908) states that Antone 
F. Tavares of Makawao "purchased S, Ahmi's Kamaole Ranch property for $8,500.00. 
The ranch, located in droughty Kula district was a fine piece of property." The article 
goes on the say that Mr. Ahmi refused a former offer for $9,500.00 when he was asking 
$15,000.00 for it.3 

The Maui News (March 7, 1928) noted: 

Senator A. F. Tavares has sold Kamaole Ranch to Haleakala Ranch for 
approximately $110,000. For himself he retains the title to the cottage on 
the place and about 5.95 acres surrounding it. .. At present there are about 
500 head of cattle running over the ranch and the purchasers have an 
option on this live stock at $40 per head. Kamaole ranch has an area of 
approximately 1500 acres. It adjoins the Ulupalakua ranch which is owned 
by Frank F. Baldwin. Alexander and Baldwin, Ltd. is agent for Haleakala 
ranch and the purchase of Kamaole brings together two properties which 
occupy many thousands of acres of cattle land on the slopes of Haleakala. 
Kamaole is to be continued by the purchasers as a cattle ranch. 

A portion of the Waiohuli Ahupua'a lies within the Makawao District, which was 
considered Government Land following the Mahele. It was officially designated Crown 
Land in 1890 by King Kalakaua (Wong-Smith, 1990, B-3). While a good deal of 
agricultural activity took place in the mid- and latter 1800's in the upland Kula region, 
little activity is noted for the lower portions. Again, no Land Commission A wards (LCA) 
of native kuleana (house and/or garden plots) are found within the project area, nor were 
any claimed. Since the early part of the 20th century, the general area has been used 
primarily for cattle ranching. The importation of alien grass species such as buffel grass 
(Cenchrus ciliaris) for livestock feed has greatly altered the natural flora of the area. In 
addition, ranching activities have no doubt impacted any archaeological features that may 
have once been present in the project area. 

During the early 20th century, there was little to attract people to South Maui, 
except good fishing and fine beaches. Only about 350 people made KThei their home at 
this time. Finally, in 1932, the government offered I I beach lots for sale-the Waiohuli
Keokea Homesteads-with the hope of spurring development of a desirable residential 
district. The current study area is portion ofthese homestead lands. 

An article in The Maui News dated November I I, 1931 reports that the coveted 
Kihei Beach lands "will be opened for Public Sale in the near future for home building". 
Those in favor of the sale, say that it would promote development of the Kihei area into a 

1 Mr. Ahmi was also known as Sun Mei. a notable personage in Kula in the early part of the century. In 
I 901 he was arrested for stealing cattle. and he sued for false imprisonment a few weeks later. In I 903 he 
was indicted in a police bribery case. but was later acquitted. He was also involved in civil suits. and tax 
cases. as well as being outspoken in political matters during 1904 and 1905. By 1906 his property was 
listed in a sheriffs sale, and sold in I 908 (Bartholomew, 1985). 
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better-class residential district. The chief of the opposition for the sale was Senator 
Harold W. Rice, who maintained that the area should be preserved as government 
property and should be turned over to homesteaders. 

As it turned out there was little interest in the "coveted" KIhei lands, and only 6 of 
the parcels were sold. By 1950, farmland could be purchased for about $225 per acre and 
residential lots sold for 5 to 10 cents a square foot (Bartholomew and Bailey, p. 142). 
KIhei was not considered a desirable living area, for the most part, due to the general dry, 
dusty and hot conditions. 

A few years after the partition of these homestead lots, World War II erupted, and 
this part of South Maui was soon dominated by the military. During World War II, 
military activity heavily impacted KIhei (Photo # 1). Such activities included operations 
of the Naval Combat Demolition Training and Experimental Base, the Kama'ole 
Amphibious Training Base, and the Pu'unene Naval Air Station. Archaeological evidence 
of such military activity was found by Xamanek Researches during an inventory survey 
in Ka' ono' ulu Ahupua 'a approximately 2.5 kilometers to the south (Fredericksen, et. a\., 
July 1994). 

An article on the front page of The Maui News dated June 9, 1945, gave 
information about the placing off-limits of land located in KIhei-Makena. It reads: 

Beginning at the north at the southern boundary of the property of William 
Harvey, tax map key 390257, which is approximately 3.3 miles south of 
the pier located across Makena road from the KIhei Store and ending at 
the south of the southern end of the Naval Air Station, Puunene, recreation 
beach five miles south of the pier across from the KIhei Store, and 
extending from the western boundary of Makena road to an imaginary 
extension of the shore line of Maalaea bay extending at all point 2000 
yards seaward of the actual shoreline thereof. The northern and southern 
boundaries of the area described herein have been identified by placing of 
out-of-bounds signs thereon. 

The prohibition applied to military as well as civilian personnel, with the 
exception of those attached to the Naval Combat Demolition Training and Experimental 
Base, the Kama'ole Amphibious Training Base, and the Pu'unene Naval Air Station. 
They were allowed to use the facilities of the Naval Air Station recreation beach situated 
within the area. Kalama Park was accessible, but persons had to remain within the park 
boundaries, and could not swim, wade, or fish in the waters adjacent to the park under 
any circumstances. However, civilians living within the restricted area were allowed 
access to their homes. 

Only in fairly modern times-from the 1960s on-has KIhei taken on importance 
as a place of residence and commerce. At present, it is one of Maui's busiest tourist 
destinations, with condominium/hotel development, and associated commercial activities. 
At the same time, with the increase of population, it has become a major residential area. 
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Photo # 1: Aerial view of Kama' ole Beach area in Kihei during the 1940s, showing 
military installations (probably the Kama'ole Amphibious Training Base). 

[Bartholomew and Bailey, p. 142). 
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Previous Archaeological Study 

Winslow Walker carried out the first island-wide assessment of notable sites on 
Maui in I 929- I 930. Walker (I 93 I) identified 23 heiau and an L-shaped enclosure within 
the Kula area. The following 5 heiau were listed within Keokea and Waiohuli Ahupua 'a: 

Keokea 

Site 208 is located on the hill 50 yards back of the Kula Sanatorium. It is a small 
rough platform 22 by 25 feet. It was probably a rain ko 'a (Ibid., p. 274). 

Site 2 I 0 is located several hundred yards below the Papakea heiau. It is a walled 
enclosure of a 'a construction measuring 65 x 90 feet and assumed to be originally 
L-shaped. The front of the heiau is double terraced and the inside was divided 
into a large court and a higher platform terrace (Ibid., p. 276). 

Site 2 I I is located below the Molohai heiau in line with the Haleakala Church 
and Pu'u Kali. It is constructed of a 'a with no ili'ili pavement, only rough paving 
near the northern end indicating a platform. This heiau measures 83 x 90 feet 
facing the ocean with 6 to 9 feet thick walls 4 to 5 feet high (Ibid., p. 277). 

Waiohuli 

Site 2 I 2 is located about a mile northeast of heiau Kaumiumimua in a stretch of 
a 'a. It is a small walled notched shaped heiau. It measures only 50 x 4 I feet. The 
walls are 3-4 feet thick. At the east end there is evidence of pavement. There is a 
small enclosure at the outside of the heiau but it appears to be more modern. 
There was coral located on the heiau but no pebbles (Ibid., p. 278). 

Sites 2 I 3 and 2 I 4 are located about a half a mile below the country road and just 
south of the second tank. Kaimupe' elua (Site 2 I 3) is a heiau on a rocky knoll 
(DHHL lands- permanent preservation). The top area is a natural level spot which 
has been modified while the northeast side is built of stone up to I 0 feet tall. The 
southeast side is constructed of a 'a cobbles and forms an enclosure for a house at 
the south corner. The interior measures 52 x 55 feet. There is a high platform in 
the center, II x 20 feet and 4 feet high. A pit is found on the top. The front of the 
heiau opens to the sea and the naturally occurring levels may have served as 
terraces. Some coral is present. Pauhu (Site 214) was a large heiau that was 
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destroyed when the present road was built. Pauhu heiau was 60 x 66 feet and 
contained two divisions (Ibid., p. 279). 

The subject parcels (TMK 3-9-02:030, 076 and 158) are located within Waiohuli
Ke6kea. Because of recent developments, Waiohuli has been the subject of several 
archaeological studies within the last 20 years (Figure 5 and Table I). 

In 1986, Joseph Kennedy conducted a surface archaeological reconnaissance 
survey for the Silversword Golf Course project, and reported in a brief summary letter 
that no archaeological features were found in the approximately I 25-acre survey area. 

Two large archaeological surveys were carried out on behalf of the Department of 
Hawaiian Homes Lands (DHHL) in Waiohuli and Ke6kea. The Bishop Museum 
conducted a survey of c. 800 acres in 1986. A total of 113 sites, composed of 252 features 
were located (Riford, October 1986). Additional work was recommended and has 
subsequently been carried out on portions of this land. PHRI conducted an extensive 
inventory survey of 1,025 acres in DHHL Ke6kea and Waiohuli subdivisions between 
1,800-3,000 feet above mean sea level in early 1989. One hundred sixty sites with several 
multi-component features were identified-I 08 in Ke6kea, and 52 in Waiohuli Ahupua 'a 
to the south. The various site types identified included habitation and agricultural 
complexes, enclosures for possible pre-Contact ceremonial uses, ranch-era animal 
containment features, and human burials (Brown and Haun, 1989). 

In the upland region, PHRI conducted an archaeological inventory survey of the 
proposed Keokea and Waiohuli Subdivision for the Department of Hawaiian Home 
Lands (Brown and Haun, 1989). Later, the University of Hawaii-Manoa held an 
archaeological field school at some of the features in the summer of 1994, under the 
direction of Michael Kolb. Both of these studies identified numerous pre-Contact 
traditional Hawaiian sites, indicating extensive pre-Contact habitation and agricultural 
activity in the upland region. 

Two of the first studies in the lowland portion of Waiohuli, were conducted in 
association with the construction of the Pi'ilani Highway (Cox, 1976; Cordy, 1977). 
Former stud ies by Cox (1976) along the coastal area included information about two 
heiau, Kalaihi Heiau (in the neighboring ahupua'a of Ka'ono'ulu), and Kealaipoa Heiau 
in Waiohuli ahupua' a. He also mentions 3 fishponds noted from historic sources, one of 
which may have been rebuilt by Kamehameha I. Cordy found wall remnants at the mouth 
of Waipuilani Gulch (Site 1704), which may be the remains of one of these ponds (1977). 
Cordy also located Site 1705, mentioned below, which was in the Pi'ilani Residential 
Subdivision. 

Two archaeological inventory surveys were conducted in the general area of the 
current project area. One was by Environmental Impact Study Corporation (EISC) in 
1982, and the other was by PHRI in July of 1989, for Baldwin Pacific's Pi'ilani 
Residential Community, Phase I (TMK 2-2-002: por 042). 
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The EISC study identified one historic property, which was described as "a 
possible alignment of very loosely stacked basalt extending down slope from an outcrop 
knoll" (1982, pg. B-4). No further work was recommended because of low research 
potential. The PHRI survey, conducted by Theresa Donham (July, 1989), encompassed 
114 acres situated along the west side of Pi'ilani Highway, between KIhei Elementary 
School and Lokenani Intermediate School and the northern border of Waiohuli Ahupua'a. 
During that survey 5 new sites were discovered, and 2 others relocated-[Site -2476 was 
assigned by the EISC project, and Site -1705 was initially recorded by Cordy during the 
archaeological reconnaissance survey for the Army Corps of Engineers (1977)]. 

Theresa Donham's work on the seven sites determined that 2 were actually 
bulldozer push piles, so they were not assigned SI HP numbers. The other 5 sites were 
mapped and tested in order to determine their significance. Cordy's Site -1705 was 
described as a bi-face wall, possibly a corral. Sites -2473 and -2475 were thought to be 
historic dependency structures associated with ranching activities. Site -2475 consists of 
2 stone cairn features, one of which was recommended for data recovery, as it was 
thought it might contain human remains. The fifth site, Site -2476 is a complex of 5 rock 
alignments, which may have had an agricultural function (Donham, 1989, pp. 8-14). 

Archaeological data recovery was undertaken in 1990 on Site -2475, to determine 
if it was a burial complex. Subsurface test excavations did not yield evidence of human 
remains, or cultural deposits, (midden or charcoal etc). However, further data recovery 
"indicated that it was a terrace complex covering a major portion of the natural terrace 
crest and its slopes" (Donham, 1990: 10). The site was interpreted as an agricultural 
complex and appeared "to represent relatively intensive modification of natural slopes for 
purposes of planting" (ibid.). The rock alignments that make up nearby Site -2476 may 
also be additional agricultural terracing. The location of the site, one-half mile mauka of 
the "coastal zone", was an area more heavily exploited than the "intermediate zone" in 
general. Donham suggests the possibility of seasonal usage during periods of increased 
rainfall, or simply the response to land availability pressures in the coastal zone 
(Donham, 1990: 10). 

On the grounds of Lokelani Intermediate School, southeast of the current subject 
area, Xamanek Researches conducted exploratory subsurface excavations a rock shelter, 
(Site -3193) in July of 1993 (Fredericksen, et aI., September 1993). The rock shelter 
measured 5.5 meters in length, extended a maximum of 1.6 meters inward, and had a 
maximum interior height of 0.85 meters. The ceiling was dome shaped and dropped to 
the ground level at either side. A large kiawe tree, which had recently burned, had 
formerly grown at the drip line. The site appeared to have been used intermittently, and 
contained marine shell midden, traditional Hawaiian artifacts and over 100 pieces of 
volcanic glass flakes. Much of the volcanic glass was interpreted as the by-product of 
knapping activity. Midden consisted primarily of pipipi (Nerita picea), cowrie (Cypraea 
sp.), and cone shell (Conus sp.). Artifacts consisted of bone picks, coral abraders and a 
piece of worked bone. Three hearths were excavated, and charcoal from one produced a 
radiocarbon date of AD 1560-1800 (270 + __ 120 RCYBP). 
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In 1994, Xamanek Researches conducted an archaeological inventory 
survey and data recovery along the corridor of the proposed County of Maui collector 
road, identified as ''Road C". The subject area consisted of an approximate 150 foot wide 
corridor that connected South KThei Road with Pi' ilani Highway. A single archaeological 
site was documented as a low overhang rock shelter (SI HP 50-50-1 0-3529). The 
archaeological site appeared to be a portion of a lava tube, extending at least 2 meters 
back from the opening. Subsurface investigation revealed a 20 to 25 centimeter thick 
cultural deposit approximately 20 to 25 square meters west of the rock shelter and 
extended up to 16 meters west, north and south from the rock overhang. Marine shell 
midden and several indigenous artifacts were discovered including a small coral abrader, 
a small coral file, a possible bone fishhook blank, the shank of a 2-piece bone fishhook, a 
fish bone pick, a pencil urchin file, 2 utilized basalt flakes, and 23 volcanic glass flakes. 
Based on radiocarbon analysis, the site was in use during the late pre-Contact period, 
most likely around the mid-1600s (Fredericksen and Fredericksen August 1995). 

Additional archaeological work was conducted west adjacent - or makai - of the 
study area by Xamanek Researches for the Azeka II Shopping Center and Longs Drug 
Center (Fredericksen, et. al., 1990a and 1990b ). No significant archaeological findings 
were discovered. liowever, identification of the wetland areas was established at this 
time, and subsequently the Federal and State Wetlands Sanctuary developed. A parcel at 
the intersection of Lower KThei Road and Lipoa was also surveyed (Fredericksen, et. al., 
February 1994), and there were no significant archaeological findings. The study area 
would have likely been near or partly within a wetlands area directly east or mauka of the 
coastal zone sand dunes in ancient times. 

Table I: Selected Archaeological Projects in the Area 

Authors Nature of work Findings 

Burgett, TMK: 3-9-12: 13. Monitoring rive sites w/20 features-2 habitation sites, I 
McGerty Dunn at KThei Public Library. habitation and shrine (ko 'a), I habitation and probable 
and Spear June Kama· ole ahupua 'a. burial, and I scatter of human remains. 
1996 Date ranges AD 1280 to c. 1800. 
Donham, 1989 Inventory survey of Pi' ilani 5 Surface sites, including agricultural terrace (Site 

Residential Community, Phase 2475). Suggests ''coastal perimeter zone" be added to 
1-TMK 2-2-02: por. 42. Cordy's model. 
Waiohuli ahupua ·a 

1990 Phase II-Keokea ahupua 'a Similar, but fewer features 
Fredericksen. TMK: 3-9-20: 7. Inventory No significant findings. 
W. & D .. 1990 survey. 

July 1990a Monitoring for Azeka Place. Wetlands-no significant archaeological findings. 

July 1990b Monitoring for Longs Drugs. Findings as above. 

1991 TMK: 3-9-17: 26. Inventory No significant findings. 
survey. 

1992 TMK: 3-9-04: 79. Additional Scattered surface human remains in large sand dune 
inventory work. area. 
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Fredericksen, TMK: 2-2-02: 21. Inventory Rock shelter (Site 3193) with hearths and volcanic 
D., E., W. survey and data recovery. glass debitage, shellfish midden. Dated AD 1560-
September 1993 1800 (270 +/- 120 RCYBP). 

TMK: 3-9-30: 21. Inventory No significant findings. 
August 1994 survey. 
Fredericksen, E .. TMK: 3-9-18: l. Inventory 11 sites including rock shelter (Site 3541) dated AD 
D .. W. survey. 1520 to c. 1800 (220 +/- 60 RCYBP). 
June 1994 

TMK: 3-9-01: 16 and 2-22-02: 21 surface sites, including walls, military cairns, 
July 1994 por. 15. Inventory survey. modified rock piles, and 1 petroglyph (Site 3746). 

TMK: 3-9-02:91-94. 133-135. Wetlands--no significant archaeological findings. 
February 1994 Inventory survey. 

Open area site, indigenous artifacts, and hearth-
TMK: 3-9-18: 17 and 3-9-20: radiocarbon date: AD 1295 to 1495 (530 +/- 80 BP). 

November 1994 27. Subsurface testing Site 
2636 

Fredericksen. E. TMK: 2-2-02: por 66, 67; 3-9- Wetlands near South KThei Road. Rock overhang 
& D. 02: 109. l nventory survey. shelter (Site 3529). Volcanic glass debitage, 
April 1995 indigenous artifacts, shellfish midden. 

Data recovery on Site 3529. Additional indigenous artifacts. 3 radiocarbon dates: 
Fredericksen. E. AD 1470-c.1800 (260 +/- 70 BP; 240 +/- 60 BP; 230 
&D. +!- 60 BP). 
September 1996 
Fredericksen. D. TMK: 2-2-02: por. 69. Data Rock enclosure. temporary habitation, and activity 
& E. recovery on Site 4 727 area of coral tool manufacture. 
2000 

TMK: 3-9-l 0: 75 and 78 Habitation site remnant (Site 5003) with possible 
2001 associated human burial. 

TMK: 3-9-20: 34 Coastal habitation site remnant (Site 5170). 
2002 Radiocarbon date of220 +/-50 BP. 
Hammatt and Inventory survey, Kama'ole Historic house platform, 2 ko 'a (Sites 2633 and 
Shideler ahupua'a 2637). 
1989 and 1992 
Kennedy 1986 Archaeological reconnaissance No significant findings in 125-acre area. 

of Silversword golf course. 
Neller. Earl TMK: 3-9-12:3. Investigated finds of human remains. 
1982 Reconnaissance survey of 

Kalama Park 
Pantaleo eta!.. Inventory Survey of KThei Historic sites, food midden scatter. 
1991 school lots. Kama'ole lands. --1---
Rotunno- TMK: 3-9-18: !-Diamond No significant findings. 
Hazuka and Resort parcel. 
Pantaleo 199 I 
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Settlement Patterns and Predicted Findings 

Settlement Patterns 

The study area lies within what has been referred to as the "barren zone" or 
"intermediate zone" as postulated by Cordy ( 1977). The "barren zone" area has been 
defined as the location between the inhabited coastal and inland zones. Because of 
generally inhospitable conditions, little human activity is anticipated, with the exception 
of intermittent and/or transitory habitation. Donham's identification of agricultural 
terraces mauka of the study area, and more recent unpublished archaeological research 
suggests that the perimeter of the coastal zone may have been more heavily utilized for 
food production activity then Cordy's model. Donham noted that agricultural activity 
could have been intermittent during seasonal increases in rainfall, or periods of overall 
increased moisture. Donham explains another zone to designate this area known as the 
"coastal perimeter zone". 

At present, there are relatively few traditional Hawaiian archaeological sites 
identified in the "intermediate zone'·. A few radiocarbon dates have been obtained, the 
majority of which seem to fall within the late pre-Contact to early post-Contact period, 
suggesting that relatively little human activity occurred in this region prior to that time. 
Cordy ( 1977, p. 12) postulated that the few sites that would be found in the "intermediate 
zone" would be temporary in nature, and would be "associated with transportation routes 
(e.g. trails)". Additional archaeological research may prove more traditional Hawaiian 
land use and habitation than previously postulated. 

Predictive Model 

Ranching and post-contact agricultural activities have impacted portions of the 
Kula area. It is noteworthy that the Irish potato boom in the mid-1800s brought about the 
adaptive reuse and/or expansion of traditional Hawaiian dry land field systems in areas 
throughout Maui. Based on background research, the expected findings could include 
possible pre-Contact agricultural site remnants, and/or temporary habitation site 
remnants, possibly containing associated human burials. In addition, post-contact 
agricultural site remnants and/or house sites may be present. Finally, plantation era, 
ranch-era, or World War II associated sites could also be expected in the project area. 
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Field Methods 

Xamanek Researches, LLC conducted an archaeological inventory survey at 
TMK: [2] 3-9-002: 030 (por.), 076, and 158. The subject area consists of three land 
parcels, two of which are separated by Pi'ikea Avenue and adjacent to a wetland area. 

Archaeological fieldwork was conducted by archaeologists, Hugh Cotlin, B.A. 
and Jonas K. Madeus, B.A., with Erik Fredericksen (SHPD Permit 1 0-07) as the project 
director and principal investigator for the project. Fieldwork was initiated on 25 
September 2009 and continued intermittently through 11 November 2009. Follow-up 
fieldwork was carried out on 14-15 December 2009. A total of 14 field work days was 
expended on the field portion of the archaeological inventory survey. 

Archaeological field investigation consisted of a I 00% surface pedestrian survey 
(excluding the wetland areas), 20 mechanically excavated Backhoe test Trenches (BTs), 
controlled hand excavation of II Test Units (TUs), and the manual excavation of eight 
manual Shovel Tests (STs). The pedestrian inspection of the project area was 
accomplished through systematic sweeps generally oriented east/west at 5-10 meter 
intervals. The pedestrian survey began in the southwest corner of the project parcels and 
continued northeast. All identified features were recorded and documented with written 
site descriptions, site maps, and digital photographs. Detailed site plan view maps were 
drawn utilizing tape and compass technique. Sites were plotted onto the project area map 
with reference points such as corner stakes and other survey land marks. Site boundaries 
were determined by the extension of identified cultural materials. Architectural 
construction patterns, location, site type, and subsurface testing were some factors used in 
site function determination. 

Nine of the 20 backhoe tests were systematically placed and excavated on the 
northern portion of the subject area upon TMK [2] 3-9-002: portion of parcel 030 (Photo 
#2). Nine backhoe tests were excavated on the southeast portion on TMK [2] 3-9-002: 
parcel 076 (Photo #3). Two backhoe test trenches were excavated on the southwest 
portion on TMK [2] 3-9-002: parcel 158 (Photo #4 ). Five hand excavated test units and 
four manual shovel tests were excavated at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. Six test units 
and four shovel tests were excavated at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 

All screened materials were sifted through I /8th inch mesh hardware cloth. 
Recovered portable cultural remains were placed in plastic bags, labeled with the 
appropriate provenience information, and sent for analysis to the Xamanek Researches 
laboratory at Pukalani, Maui. The mechanical backhoe test trenches were closely 
monitored. Trench locations and profiles were documented. The identified charcoal and 
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recovered artifacts were also sent to the Xamanek Researches, LLC lab for analysis. Back 
dirt piles were spot checked with rakes and screens, to make sure nothing was 
inadvertently missed during monitoring. All portable remains are stored on-site at the 
Xamanek Researches, LLC facility in Pukalani, MauL 

Following subsurface excavations, a representative wall from each of the test 
units, shovel tests and the backhoe trenches was hand scraped with a trowel to aid in 
recording the soil stratigraphy. The wall profiles were mapped to scale and described 
using Munsell soil colors and U.S Soil Conservation Service terminology. The completed 
subsurface tests were measured then photographed and finally, backfilled. 

Photo # 2: Overview of the north parcel, view to the north. 
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Photo # 3: Overview of the southeast parcel, view to the southwest. 

Photo # 4: Overview of the southwest parcel, view to the northwest. 
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Results of Fieldwork 

The archaeological inventory survey fieldwork resulted in the documentation and 
listing of two historic properties within the subject area (Table 2 and Figure 6). The two 
sites are comprised of three component features; or designated areas, one of which is 
determined to be a post-contact feature and the other two analyzed as pre-Contact 
archaeological features. The new sites listed on the Statewide Inventory of Historic 
Places (SIHP) consist of: a post-Contact rock wall (SIHP 50-50-04-6669); and two pre
Contact scatters of cultural material remains (SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Features A and B). 
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Table 2: Inventory survey results and tested features 

State Site Temporary Feature Type Function Probable age Length Width Height Shape Condition 
# Site# 

Interior Exterior 

50-50-04- Post-contact 
6669 XR-1 Rock wall Habitation 104m 0.6-1.0 m 0.3 m Linear poor 

50-50-04- Temporary Precontact 
6670 XR-2 A* Scatter habitation 21.6 m 17.3 m Oval Poor 

50-50-04- Temporary Precontact 
6670 XR-2 B* Scatter habitation 35.0 m 24.0m Oval Poor 

' ··-- ..... ·--- -- ---·-- '-- ···- ---- ' 
• =Tested feature 
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Figure 6: Topographic map of the project area by Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc., depicting SIHP 50-50-04-6669 and 50-50-04-6670, Features A and B. 
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SITE: 50-50-04-6669 
SITE TYPE: Rock wall and Concrete Footings 
FUNCTION: Habitation 
PROBABLE AGE; Post-Contact 
TOTALFEATURES: I 
DIMENSIONS: I 0.4 m E/W by 0.6-1.0 m N/S 
CONDITION: Poor 
SIGNIFICANCE: Criterion "d" 
DESCRIPTION: Site 50-50-04-6669 is composed of a low and collapsed 
rock wall remnant situated along the east portion of the subject area's northern parcel 
(030), east of Uloa Drive and north of Pi' ikea Avenue (Figure 7 and Photo #5). The rock 
wall is built between three aligned concrete posts, indicating post-Contact construction. 
The site is most likely associated to a former residential building on this property. The 
rock wall section is constructed of small to medium localized sub-angular basalt boulders 
and cobbles stacked one to two courses high to a maximum height of 0.3 m. 
Decomposing milled wood was noted. Marine shell midden ('opihi) with water worn 
cobbles and pebbles were also documented adjacent to the wall, indicating the feature 
may have been reutilized; but leading to the supposition that the function of the site is 
related to post-Contact habitation. 
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Figure 7: Plan view map ofSIHP 50-50-04-6669. 
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Photo # 5: Overview of Site 50-50-04-6669 view to the west. 

SITE: 
SITE TYPE: 
FUNCTION: 
PROBABLE AGE; 
TOT AL FEATURES: 
DIMENSIONS: 

50-50-04-6670 Features A and B 
Cultural Material Scatter 
Temporary habitation 
Pre-Contact 
2 Areas 
Feature A: 21.6 m NE/SW by 17.3 m NW/SE 
Feature B: 35.0 m N/S by 24.0 m E/W 

CONDITION: Poor 
SIGNIFICANCE: Criterion "d" 
DESCRIPTION: SIHP 50-50-04-6670 is composed of two defined areas 
located at the central and east portions of the southeast parcel (076) south of Pi'ikea 
Avenue. The site, including both features, covers a total area of approximately 100 
meters east/west by 31 meters north/south between the elevations of 8 to 25 feet above 
mean sea level. The site is located on the top of a relatively flat and gentle slope. The two 
areas, or features, consist of cultural material remain scatters. Both site and feature 
boundaries were established by defining the outermost edges of the surface scatter. The 
general area appears to have been previously disturbed by mechanical grubbing and 
grading. There is a soil berm, or push-pile, located adjacent to the northwest side of 
Feature A. Despite the previous disturbance, test results indicate that this area was 
utilized for temporary habitation during prehistoric times. 

50-50-04-6670 Featu re A is a scatter of cultural remains situated 
approximately 35 meters west of LTioa Drive and 75 meters east of Feature B. The scatter 
of cultural material has been designated Feature A, which measures 21.6 meters 
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northeast/southwest by 17.3 m northwest/southeast (Figure 8, Photo #6 and Photo #7). 
The cultural material identified on the surface included various types of bi-valve and 
gastropod marine shell midden (Echinoderm, Conus, Cypraea, Tellinidae, and 
unidentified gastropods), crab shell (crustacean), and included both brain and branch 
coral fragments. Surface collections consisted of four coral abraders (A-I through A-4), 
one unworked basalt flake (debitage), and one larger piece of unworked coral. For more 
details on the surface findings, and detailed information on the subsurface findings, refer 
to the forthcoming Test Results sections. 

SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Feature A was subject to surface collection as well as 
subsurface testing including four Shovel Test excavations (ST 1-4), and five formal Test 
Unit excavations (TU \-5). Collections contained a variety of cultural material including 
marine shell midden, sea urchin, coral and basalt flakes. 

The subsurface matrix consisted of brown fine to medium sandy silt, or cultural 
Layer I, overlaying a dark yellowish brown fine to medium natural silty sand. All of test 
excavations exposed the presence of cultural materials within the surface through the 
upper silty Layer I to approximately 10/20 centimeters below the existing surface. No 
cultural materials were observed or recovered from the lower silty sand stratum (Layer 
II). The hand excavated shovel tests and test units were placed and excavated within the 
concentrated surface cultural material scatters in order to investigate the features 
horizontally and also to determine the extent of site boundaries. The clear distinction of 
site boundaries proved somewhat difficult, due to prior ground disturbance caused by 
mechanical grubbing activities. 
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Figure 8: Plan view map of SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Photo# 6: Overview of the thick grass at Site 50-50-04-6670 A, view to the southwest. 
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Photo # 7: Close up ofa concentrated cultural material remains at Site 50-50-04-6670, 
Feature A, view to the south. 

Test Results 

The test areas were intentionally chosen and placed throughout Feature A within 
the surface concentrations of cultural remains. The subsurface test excavations helped 
acquire adequate information in order to analyze the probable function and age of Feature 
A. Test results are summarized in Table 4 and Table 5. 

Various types of marine shell midden were collected during both the surface 
pedestrian survey and subsurface testing. Five coral abraders (A-l through 5), a piece of 
ochre, unworked basalt flakes, unworked coral pieces, volcanic glass fragments, a basalt 
ground stone fragment, charcoal, a small non-diagnostic mammal bone fragment, 
hihiwai, and a bee-bee pellet, were also collected during Feature A testing. Cultural 
material was recovered on the surface and throughout Layer I (generally 0-10120 
centimeters below the existing surface). On average, final depths ranged between 20-35 
centimeters below the existing surface. 

SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Feature A: Shovel Tests 1-4 

Four shovel tests CST 1-4) were excavated throughout the area of SIHP 50-50-04-
6670 Feature A. All four square ST excavations each measured 0.50 x 0.50 meters and all 
of the tests resulted in the discovery of cultural remains. 
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Shovel Test-1 

ST -1 was the northernmost square shovel test excavation in the area that 
measured 0.50 x 0.50 meters Figure 9 and Photo #8). Cultural material remains included 
marine shell midden (Conus, Cypraea, Thaididae, Echinoderm, or sea urchin, and 
unidentified gastropods). Findings within ST -1 also included a small non-diagnostic 
mammal bone fragment. The final depth of ST -1 was 20 centimeters below the existing 
surface. The base of excavation contained a mixture of basalt and lithified sand cobbles 
and pebbles. 
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Figure 9: West wall profile of ST-1 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Photo# 8: Overview of ST-1 west wall at SIHP -6670, Feature A. 
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Shovel Test-2 

ST -2 was the easternmost square shovel test excavation in the area that measured 
0.50 x 0.50 meters (Figure 1 0 and Photo #9). Cultural material remains included marine 
shell midden (Cellana, Conus, Cypraea, Tellinidae, Thaididae, Echinoderm, or sea 
urchin, and unidentified gastropod species). Similar to ST-1, the final depth ofST-2 was 
20 centimeters below the existing surface. The base of excavation contained a mixture of 
basalt and lithified sand cobbles and pebbles. 
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Figure 10: North/northeast wall profile ofST-2 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Photo # 9: Overview of ST -2 north/northeast wall at SIHP -6670, Feature A. 
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Shovel Test-3 

ST-3 was the southernmost square shovel test excavation in the area that 
measured 0.50 x 0.50 meters (Figure I I and Photo# I 0). Cultural material remains 
included marine shell midden (Cellana, Conus, Cypraea, Echinoderm, or sea urchin, and 
unidentified gastropod species). The final depth ofST-3 was the deepest shovel test 
excavated at Feature A, which reached 35 centimeters below the existing surface. 
Cultural Layer I was also the deepest shovel test in the area that measured 20 centimeters 
below the existing surface. The base of excavation contained a mixture of basalt and 
lithified sand cobbles and pebbles. 
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Figure 11: South wall profile of ST-3 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Photo# 10: Overview ST-3 south wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 
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Shovel Test-4 

ST -4 was the westernmost square shovel test excavation in the area that measured 
0.50 x 0.50 meters (Figure 12 and Photo #II). Shovel test excavation results yielded the 
least cultural material remains of the four shovel tests in Feature A. small amount of 
marine shell midden was collected (Conus, Echinoderm, or sea urchin, and unidentified 
gastropods). The final depth of ST -4 was 25 centimeters below the existing surface. The 
base of excavation contained a mixture of basalt and lithified sand cobbles and pebbles. 
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Figure 12: West wall profile ofST-4 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Photo# 11: Overview of ST-4 west wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 
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Table 3: Results ofST-1 through ST-4 at Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature A 

Site No. CeiUST Surface cultural Layer··.· Depth son .. .SoiJcol<l(. Slib~lll'fal~{·. ''." ;•• ~~.§ott\; for 
No. material (cmbs) texture· cultural;naJerial . terniinati<ln 'c. 

·. 
... . · .. · .. ·. . .... 

I 0-10 Sandy silt Brown Positive 

ST-1 Positive II 10-20 Silty Sand Dark Negative Bedrock & 

yellowish Sterile soil 

brown 

I 0-7 Sandy silt Brown Positive 

ST-2 Positive II 7-20 Silty Sand Dark Negative Bedrock & 

yellowish Sterile soil 
50-50-
04-6670 brown 

Feature I 0-20 Sandy silt Brown Positive 
A 

ST-3 Positive II 20-35 Silty Sand Dark Negative Bedrock & 

yellowish Sterile soil 

brown 

I 0-7 Sandy silt Brown Positive 

ST-4 Positive II 7-25 Silty Sand Dark Negative Bedrock & 

yellowish Sterile soil 

brown 

SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Feature A: Test Units 1-5 

Based on the surface and subsurface collections recovered from the pedestrian 
survey and shovel tests, additional testing was deemed appropriate in order to obtain 
more information about the site. Subsequently, five square 1.0 x 1.0 meter Test Units 
(TU-1 through TU-5) were carefully hand excavated within the perimeters of SIHP 50-
50-04-6670A. The test units were excavated to an average final maximum depth of20 
centimeters below the existing surface (cmbs). Two distinct layers were defined in the 
test areas. A II of the excavated units revealed the cultural Layer (I) and the natural Layer 
(II). The layers were identified below the existing grassy weed vegetation. Test results 
consistently revealed the same two distinct layers described in the forthcoming summary 
(Layers I and II): 

Layer I (0 to I 0 cmbs) 

Layer II (I 0 to 22 cmbs) 

1 OYR 4/3, brown; fine to medium, sandy silt, texture; 
weak, medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, 
loose to semi-compacted; moist consistency, friable; wet 
consistency, non-sticky; plasticity, non-plastic; boundary, 
clear; topography, smooth; inclusions include 35% of 
angular basalt cobbles and pebbles; contains cultural 
materials such as marine shell midden, burnt marine shell, 
sea urchin, crab shell, volcanic glass and basalt flakes, as 
well as ochre. 

I OYR 414, dark yellowish brown; fine to medium, silty 
sand, texture; strong, medium, single grain, structure; dry 
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Test Unit 1 

consistency, semi-compacted; moist consistency, friable; 
wet consistency, slightly sticky; plasticity, slightly plastic; 
boundary, none; topography, none; inclusions include 45% 
of angular basalt cobbles and pebbles; contains no cultural 
materials 

Test Unit I was placed northeast of the two coral abraders collected at the surface 
(A-3 & A-4), southeast adjacent ofTU-2, and west adjacent to TU-3 within a 
concentration of surface cultural remains. A charcoal intrusion was observed at 6 
centimeters below the existing surface and a small charcoal sample collected. The fire 
vestige is presumed to be the result of recent wildfires that spread across the project area. 
There was also a bee-bee pellet collected from the 1 /8" screen. Marine shell midden 
remains included gastropods such as Conus, Cypraea, Nerita picea, Terebridae, as well 
as unidentified gastropods, and the bivalve Brachidontes. Collections also included sea 
urchin, crab, fish bone, unworked coral pieces, a volcanic glass flake, a piece of ochre, 
and hlhlwai. 

TU-1 was eventually bisected, with excavation continuing to a final depth of 
approximately 22 centimeters in the east half of the square (Figure 13 and Photo 12). The 
two identified Layers (I & II) were previously described at the beginning of this section. 
The eastern half of TU-1 was terminated in the sterile, silty sand of Layer II. A mixture 
of lithified sand and basalt cobbles and pebbles were located at the base of excavation. 
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Figure 13: North wall profile ofTU-1 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 
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Photo # 12: Overview ofTU-1 north wall at Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Test Unit 2 

Test Unit 2 was placed at the northwest corner adjacent to TU-l. TU-2 was the 
northernmost test unit at Feature A and was situated within the area of surface cultural 
remains. Marine shell midden remains included gastropods Conus, Cypraea, Nerita 
picea, Granul sandwicensis, Slrombus, Planaxis, and unidentified gastropods. TU-2 
screened collections included sea urchin, crab, basalt flake, and volcanic glass flakes. 

TU-2 continued to a final depth of approximately 25 centimeters below the 
existing surface (Figure 14 and Photo 13). The two identified Layers (I & II) were the 
same as previously described in the beginning of this section. TU-2 terminated in the 
sterile, silty sand of Layer II. A mixture of lithified sand and basalt cobbles and pebbles 
were located at the base of excavation (Figure 14 and Photo # 13). 
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Figure 14: East wall profile ofTU-2 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Photo# 13: Overview ofTU-2 east wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Test Unit 3 

TU-3 extended east adjacent to TU- I within the area of surface cultural remains. 
Collected marine shell midden remains included gastropods such as Cypraea, Nerita 
picea, Tellinidae, Strombus, Planaxis as well as unidentified gastropods, the bivalve 
Jsognomon, and unidentified bivalves. Collections also included small crab claws, a 
relatively large amount of sea urchin and a small unidentified faunal bone fragment. A 
brain coral abrader was collected (A-5) and a basalt grind stone fragment (A-6) from the 
cultural Layer I (0/8 cmbs). 
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TU-3 was bisected, with excavation continuing to a depth of approximately 20 
centimeters below the existing surface in the east half and a maximum depth of 
approximately 30 centimeters in the west half of the square (Figure 15 and Photo 14). 
The two identified Layers (I & II) were the same as previously described in the beginning 
of this section. The west half of TU-3 terminated in the sterile, silty sand of Layer II. A 
mixture of lithified sand and angular basalt cobbles and pebbles were located at the base 
of excavation (Figure 15 and Photo# 14). 
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Figure 15: South wall profile of TU-3 SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Photo# 14: Overview of TU-3 south wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 
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Test Unit 4 

Test Unit 4 was placed around the perimeter of a brain coral abrader identified at 
the surface (A-1 ). Marine shell midden was also identified and collected from the surface 
of this unit. TU-4 was the westernmost of the test units excavated within the area of 
Feature A. Collected marine shell midden remains included gastropods such as Conus, 
Cypraea, Nerita picea, Strombus, Tellinidae, Planaxis, as well as unidentified gastropods. 
Screened collections also included sea urchin and crab. A modified basalt adz fragment 
(A-7) was collected from the cultural layer I (0-10 cmbs) within TU-4. 

TU-4 was bisected, with excavation continuing to a final depth of approximately 
23 centimeters in the east half of the square (Figure 16 and Photo 15). The two identified 
Layers (I & II) were the same as previously described in the beginning of this section. 
The eastern half of TU-1 was terminated in the sterile, silty sand of Layer II. A mixture 
of lithified sand and basalt cobbles and pebbles were located at the base of excavation. 
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Figure 16: North wall profile ofTU-4 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 
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Photo # 15: Overview ofTU-4 north wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Test Unit 5 

Test Unit 5 was placed several meters east of TU-4 and as an extension of ST-2 
within an area of surface cultural remains. Screened marine shell midden remains 
included gastropods such as Conus, Cypraea, Nerifa picea, Terebridae, Strombus, 
Planaxis, as well as unidentified gastropods, and the bivalve /sognomon. Collections also 
included sea urchin, crab, and volcanic glass flakes. 

TU-5 contained a single cobble filled cultural Layer I (previously described). TU-
5 continued to a maximum final depth of approximately 25 centimeters below the 
existing surface (Figure 17 and Photo 16). Lithified sand cobbles and pebbles were 
located throughout the unit as well as at the base of excavation. 
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Figure 17: East wall profile of TU-5 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 

Photo# 16: Overview ofTU-5 east wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. 
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Table 4: Invertebrates and vertebrates recovered from TU-1 through TU-5 at Site 6670, Feature A 

Test Unit 1 Test Unit 2 TestUnit3 TestUnit4 TestUnit5 

Surface Layer I, 0- Surface Layer I, 0- Surface Layer I, 0- Surface Layer I, Surface Layer I, 
lOcmbs 10 cmbs 8cmbs 0-IOcmbs 0-10 cmbs 

Im•crtebrates (weight in gm) 

Gastropod 

Comdae 14.0 7.4 1.0 I 5 17.0 3.0 11.0 

Cyprae idae 1.8 14.0 1 7 0 3.0 20 10 24.0 

Nerita picea (pipipi) 0.6 1.5 1.0 1.0 1.0 

Planaxis <10 1 0 10 10 <10 

Strombidae 7.5 5.0 2.0 6.0 8.5 230 

Terebridae 0.7 10 

Thaidtdae <10 

Unidentified gastropod 6.3 1.0 16.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 1.0 15.0 

Bivalve 

Brachiodontes 1.1 

lsognomonidae <1.0 <1.0 

Tellinidae 10 10 

Unidentified bivalve 1.0 1.0 

Crustacean 

Echinoidea 0.1 7.3 10 33.0 1.0 33.0 6.0 18.0 

Crab 0.3 1.8 1.0 2.0 <1.0 1.0 
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Table 4 continues. 
Test Vnit 1 TestUnit2 Test Unit 3 TestUnit4 Test UnitS 

Surface Layer I, 0- Surface Layeri,O- Surface Layer I, S.urface Layer I, Surface Layer I, 0-
10 cmbs lOcmbs 0-8cmbs 0-lOcmbs lOcmbs 

Vertebrates and botanical material (weight 
in gm) 

Fish bone <0 I 

Unidentified faunal bone 1.0 

Charcoal 

Other cultural material (weight in gm) 

Ochre I I 0 I I I I I I I I I 
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Table 5: Indigenous artifacts/cultural material recovered from TU-1 through TU-5 at Site 6670, Feature A 

Test Unit I TestUnit2 Test Unit 3 Test Urtit4 Test Unit5 Total 

Surface Layer I, 0- Surface Layer I, 0- Surface Layer I, Surface Layer I, 0- Surface Layer I, 
lOcmbs lOcmbs 0-Scmbs lOcmbs 0-10 

cmbs 

Indigenous artifact or manuport 
material (number/count) 

Indigenous artifact/materials 

Probable ground stone fragment A- I I 
6 

Probable adz fragment, A-7 I 1 

Worked basalt flakes 

Un-worked basalt !lakes 1 I 

Worked volcanic Glass 1 

Un-worked volcanic glass 2 2 4 

Coral abrader fragment, A-1 & A-5 I 1 2 

Un-worked coral 1 I 

A-#=Accession number of Artifact 
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SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Feature B is composed of a scatter of cultural 
material remains located approximately 75 meters down slope (west) of SIHP 50-50-04-
6670 Feature A. This scatter of cultural material designated Feature B measures 35 
meters n0l1h/south by 24 meters east/west (Figure 18 and Photo 17 to Photo 18). The 
cultural material remains observed on the surface of this scatter includes marine shell 
midden (both bivalves and gastropods), sea urchins, crab shell (crustacean), both brain 
and branch coral fragments, basalt awl (A-8), several basalt flakes, and volcanic glass. 
Shovel Tests (ST) 5 through 8 and Test Units (TU) 6 through 11 were excavated 
throughout Feature B. 

SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Feature B was subject to surface collection, subsurface 
shovel testing, and controlled hand test unit excavations (Photo # 17 & # 18 and Figure 
18). Four shovel tests were placed along the estimated outside perimeter boundaries 
(northeast, northwest, southeast and southwest). Feature B subsurface test results 
revealed similar matrix as Feature A test results. Layer I consists of a brown fine to 
medium sandy silt, overlaying a dark yellowish brown fine to medium silty sand. All four 
STs (ST-5 through ST-8) contained cultural material such as marine shell midden, sea 
urchin, crab shell, coral, basalt flakes, volcanic glass, and charcoal. The charcoal was not 
collected. No cultural materials were observed in the excavated portions of the lower 
sandy silt Layer II. 

The Shovel Tests (ST 5-8) were intentionally placed and excavated at the 
scattered concentration of cultural material at Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature B to 
investigate the feature horizontally and to determine the extent of cultural materials. See 
Table 6 for the shovel test results. No cultural material remains were observed in the 
profile walls of the STs (E face wall of ST -5, W face wall of ST -6, E face wall of ST-7 
and W face wall of ST -8) on and near the boundary and/or near the outer edge of the 
scatter. Site and feature boundaries were established based on the field results. 

Six 1.0 meter square Test Units were excavated at Feature B during the 
archaeological inventory survey field work. The six TUs were excavated in the 
concentrated areas of the cultural material remains (TU-6 through TU-II). Several test 
units were excavated at this feature in order to acquire adequate materials to analyze the 
function and probable age of the Feature. See Table 7 and Table 8 for a summary of the 
test unit results. 
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Photo # 17: Overview of grass covering the scatter of surface cultural remains at SIHP 50-
50-04-6670, Feature B, view to the south/southwest. 

Photo # 18: Close up of a section of concentrated surface cultural material remains at 
SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B, view to the north/northeast. 
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Figure 18: Plan view map depicting the test areas within SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 
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SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Feature B: Shovel Tests 5-8 

Four shovel tests (ST 5-8) were excavated throughout the area of SIHP 50-50-04-
6670 Feature B. All ofthe four squareST excavations each measured 0.50 x 0.50 meters. 
Cultural remains were identified and collected from each of the test areas. 

Shovel Test-S 

ST-5 was the northernmost square shovel test excavated along the northern edge 
of the surface cultural remains scatter; along the designated site boundary (Figure 19 and 
Photo # 19). The test excavation measured 0.50 x 0.50 meters. Basalt debitage was 
identified along the surface. Recovered cultural material remains included marine shell 
midden (Conus, Cypraea, Cymatidae, Terebridae, Trochidae, Echinoderm, or sea urchin, 
and unidentified gastropods). Hihlwai was collected from the excavated material. Crab 
claws, six pieces of coral, volcanic glass flakes, and one unidentified non-diagnostic bone 
fragment were also identified during ST -5 investigations. Cultural Layer I was 
documented as I 0 centimeters thick. The final depth of ST -5 was 20 centimeters below 
the existing surface. The base of excavation contained a mixture of basalt and lithified 
sand cobbles and pebbles. 
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Figure 19: North wall profile ofST-5 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 
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Photo # 19: Overview of ST -5 north wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 

Shovel Test-6 

ST-6 was a square shovel test excavated along the northwestern edge of the 
surface scatter (Figure 20 and Photo #20). The test excavation measured 0.50 x 0.50 
meters. Basalt debitage was identified along the surface of the site. Recovered cultural 
material remains from ST-6 included crab and marine shell midden (Conus, Cypraea, 
Thaididae, Echinoderm, or sea urchin, unidentified gastropods, and the bivalve 
Jsognomon). Two pieces of coral were identified during ST-6 investigations as well as 3 
basalt flakes. Cultural Layer I was documented as 8 centimeters thick. The final depth of 
ST-6 was 18 centimeters below the existing surface. The base of excavation contained a 
mixture of basalt and lithified sand cobbles and pebbles. 
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Figure 20: West wall profile of ST-6 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 
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Photo # 20: Overview of ST-6 west wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 

Shovel Test-7 

ST-7 was a square shovel test excavated along the eastern edge of the surface 
scatter (Figure 21 and Photo #21). The test excavation measured 0.50 x 0.50 meters. 
Basalt debitage was identified across the surface of the site. Recovered cultural material 
remains from ST-7 included crab and marine shell midden (Cel/ana, Conus, Cypraea, sea 
urchin, and unidentified gastropod pieces). A small amount of charcoal was identified 
during ST-7 investigations, most likely the result of recent wildfires in the area. Cultural 
Layer I was documented as 40 centimeters deep. The final depth of ST -7 was 50 
centimeters below the existing surface. The base of excavation contained a mixture of 
basalt and lithified sand cobbles and pebbles. The lower section of Layer I was hardened 
or semi-concreted (lithified). 
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Figure 21: East profile drawing of ST-7 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 

Photo# 21: Overview of ST-7 east wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 

Shovel Test-8 

ST-8 measured 0.50 x 0.50 meters and was placed west adjacent to TU-9. Shovel 
test excavation results yielded the least cultural material remains of the four shovel tests 
in Feature B. A small amount of marine shell midden was collected from the surface 
(Conus). No cultural material was encountered during the subsurface testing. The final 
depth of ST -8 was 55 centimeters below the existing surface. The base of excavation 
contained a mixture of basalt and lithified sand cobbles and pebbles. Note the sandy 
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matrix appeared deeper in this shovel test compared with the other shovel probes 
excavated at Feature B (Figure 22 and Photo #22). 

Layer I 

1--·--·-·-------~-------. 

Layer II 

-=-"" 

Graphic Scale in Centimete1·s 

' ' 
0 :\ 10 I:' ~0 ~:; 

-}-} 

D . . 
Gwund ~urbce 

Fme f(l(\(S 

Bed rockirock outcrop 

Figure 22: North wall profile ofST-8 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Feature B. 

Photo# 22: Overview of ST-8 north wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 
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Table 6. Results ofST-5 through ST-8 at Site 6670, Feature B 

Site No. CelliST Surface cultural Layer Depth Soil Soil color Subsurface Reason ·for 
No. material (cmbs) texture cultural materl,~t termination · .. 

.· .. ,-:··: .. . J: .. : 

I 0-10 Sandy silt Brown Positive 

ST-5 Positive II I 0-20 Silty Sand Dark Negative Bed rock & 

yellowish Sterile soil 

brown 

I 0-8 Sandy silt Brown Positive 

ST-6 Positive II 8-18 Silty Sand Dark Negative Bed rock & 

yellowish Sterile soil 
50-50-
04-6670 brown 

Feature I 0-40 
B 

Sandy silt Brown Positive 

ST-7 Positive II 40-50 Silty Sand Dark Negative Bed rock & 

yellowish Sterile soil 

brown 
---- ----------T 0-45 Sandy silt Brown Positive 

ST-8 Positive II 45-55 Silty Sand Dark Negative Bed rock & 

yellowish Sterile soil 

brown 

SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Feature B: Test Units 6-11 

Based on the surface and subsurface collections recovered from the pedestrian 
survey and shovel tests, additional testing was deemed appropriate in order to obtain 
more information about the site. Subsequently, six square 1.0 x 1.0 meter Test Units (TU-
6 through TU-11) were carefully hand excavated within the perimeters of SIHP 50-50-
04-6670: Feature B. The test units were excavated to an average final maximum depth of 
20 centimeters below the existing surface ( cmbs). Two distinct layers were defined in the 
test areas. All of the excavated units revealed the cultural Layer (I) and the natural Layer 
(II). The layers were identified below the existing grassy weed vegetation. Test results 
consistently revealed the same two distinct layers described in the fo11hcoming summary 
(Layers I and II): 

Layer I (0 to I 0 cmbs) I OYR 4/3, brown; fine to medium, sandy silt, texture; 
weak, medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, 
loose to semi-compacted; moist consistency, friable; wet 
consistency, non-sticky; plasticity, non-plastic; boundary, 
clear; topography, smooth; inclusions include 35% of 
angular basalt cobbles and pebbles; contains cultural 
materials: various marine shell midden genus (bi-valve and 
gastropod), sea urchin, crab shell, ochre, basalt awl, basalt 
scraper, worked basalt cobble, mammal bone, unidentified 
faunal bone, adz fragment, adz chip, volcanic glass, a 
possible fish hook blank, coral and worked coral 
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Layer" (10 to 23 cmbs) 

Test Unit 6 

10YR 4/4, dark yellowish brown; fine to medium, silty 
sand, texture; strong, medium, single grain, structure; dry 
consistency, semi-compacted; moist consistency, friable; 
wet consistency, slightly sticky; plasticity, slightly plastic; 
boundary, none; topography, none; inclusions include 45% 
of angular basalt cobbles and pebbles; contains no cultural 
materials 

Test Unit 6 was placed south adjacent ofTU-7 near the center of the concentrated 
surface scatter of cultural remains. The surface shell midden collection within the limits 
ofTU-6 included a relatively significant amount of Conus, as well as Cypraea, Nerifa 
picea, and unidentified gastropod pieces. Crab and sea urchin remains were also 
identified. Collections included two volcanic glass flakes and 2 pieces of coral. A basalt 
awl fragment was collected from the surface of TU-6 (A-8). 

The southern half of TU-6 was excavated lower than the north section (Figure 23 
and Photo 23). Recovered cultural material from the excavation included marine shell 
midden (Cellana, Conus, Cypraea, Nerifa picea, Teribridae, unidentified gastropods, 
crab, and sea urchin). Collections also included one piece of coral, one volcanic glass 
flake, hfhfwai, and a small unidentified bone fragment. TU-6 was terminated at Layer II. 
A mixture of lithified sand with basalt cobbles and pebbles were observed at the base of 
excavation (Figure 23 and Photo #23). 
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Figure 23: West wall profile ofTU-6 at Site 6670, Feature B. 

Photo# 23: Overview of TU-6 west wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 
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Test Unit 7 

Test Unit 7 was placed as an extension north adjacent to TU-6 within a 
concentration of surface cultural remains. Surface collections within the limits of TU-7 
included marine shell midden (Cellana, Conus, Cypraea, Nerita picea, Planaxis, and. 
Two layers were recorded within the excavation (Figure 24 and Photo 24). 

A basalt scraper (A-9) and a bivalve shell fragment -classified as a possible fish 
hook blank- (A-1 0) were collected from Layer I. Additional cultural material recovered 
from the unit consisted of marine shell midden (unidentified gastropods, Cypraea, 
Strombus, Nerita picea, Teribridae, Tellenidae, the bivalve lsognomon, crab, and sea 
urchin). Collections included a small clear piece of plastic and a small unidentified faunal 
bone fragment. A clear distinction of alluvial deposition was noted in the excavated unit. 
A mixture of lithified sand with basalt cobbles and pebbles were observed at the base of 
excavation. 
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Figure 24: East profile of TU-7 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 
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Photo # 24: Overview of TU-7 at Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature B, view to the east. 

Test Unit 8 

Test Unit 8 was placed approximately 3.5 meters north ofTU-7 within an area of 
concentrated surface cultural remains. Surface collections within the limits of TU-8 
included marine shell midden (Conus, Cypraea, Strombus, Terebridae, unidentified 
gastropod pieces, and unidentified bivalve pieces). Sea urchin was also collected. Two 
layers were recorded within the bisected test unit (Figure 25 and Photo 25). 

An ash lens was observed within the central northern portion of the unit; most 
likely the result of burnt vegetation roots from relatively recent wildfires within the 
subject area. Marine shell midden remains collected from the subsurface included the 
gastropods Conus, Cypraea, Planaxis, Strombus, Turrinae, Tellinidae, unidentified 
gastropods, and bivalves isognomon, Arcidae, and unidentified bivalves. Collections also 
included crab and sea urchin remains. 

TU-8 was bisected, with excavation continuing to a final depth of approximately 
20 centimeters in the east half of the square. The two identified Layers (I & II) were the 
same as previously described in the beginning of this section. The eastern half of TU-l 
was terminated in the sterile, silty sand of Layer II. A mixture of lithified sand and basalt 
cobbles and pebbles were located at the base of excavation. 
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Figure 25: North wall profile ofTU-8 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 

Photo # 25: Overview of TU-8 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B, view to the north. 

Test Unit 9 

Test Unit 9 was excavated in the southern portion of Feature B within a 
concentration of surface cultural remains. Marine shell midden remains collected from 
the surface area of TU-9 included gastropod species of Cypraea and unidentified 
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gastropods; as well as bivalve species Isognomon and unidentified bivalves. Surface 
cultural remains also included sea urchin. 

A worked basalt flake, classified as a possible adz fragment (A-ll), was collected 
from cultural Layer I. Layer 1 was from the existing surface to approximately 7 
centimeters deep and contained small rodent bones, sea urchin, pencil urchin, and crab. 
Marine shell midden was also collected from the test unit (gastropod Conus, Cypraea, 
Nerita picea, Planaxis, unidentified gastropods, as well as bivalve Isognomon and 
unidentified bivalves 

TU-9 was bisected and the subsurface excavation continued to a final depth of 
approximately 55 centimeters in the east half of the square (Figure 26 and Photo 26). The 
two identified Layers (I & II) were the same as previously described throughout the 
project area. The eastern half of TU-9 terminated at the silty sand of Layer II. A mixture 
of lithified sand and basalt cobbles and pebbles were located at the base of excavation. 
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Figure 26: North wall profile ofTU-9 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Feature B. 
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Photo # 26: Overview of bisected TU-9 north face at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 

Test Unit 10 

Test Unit 10 was placed at the center of a concentrated area of surface cultural 
remains in the northwestern section of Feature B. A worked piece of basalt classified as 
an adz fragment (A-12), was collected from the surface of TU-IO. Marine shell midden 
remains recovered from the surface included gastropod Cypraea, Strombus, Tellinidae, 
Terebridae, as well as unidentified gastropods and unidentified bivalves. Sea urchin spine 
and a metal wire fence nail were identified within the surface collection. 

TU-IO was sectioned and excavated in the northeastern quad of the square unit 
(Figure 27 and Photo 27). The two identified Layers (I & II) were the same as previously 
defined. Cultural Layer I (0-5 cmbs) yielded a collection sea urchin and marine shell 
midden including Conus, Cypraea, Nerira picea, Strombus, Turbo sandwicensis, and 
unidentified gastropods. The excavated quad terminated at Layer II. A mixture of lithified 
sand and basalt cobbles and pebbles were located at the base of excavation. 
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Figure 27: North wall profile ofTU-10 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 

Photo# 27: Overview of TU-10 north wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 

Test Unit 11 

Test Unit II was situated approximately 2.5 meters west of TU-1 0 and was the 
westernmost unit placed at Feature B. Volcanic glass was collected from the surface 
adjacent to the test unit. Marine shell midden remains recovered from the surface 
included gastropods Conus, Cypraea, Strombus, Tellinidae, and unidentified gastropods. 
Crab and sea urchin remains were also collected from the surface. 
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TU-11 was quartered and excavation continued in the northeastern quad of the 
square unit (Figure 28 and Photo #28). The two identified Layers (I & II) were the same 
as previously defined. Cultural Layer I (0-6 cmbs) yielded a collection of crab, sea 
urchin, and marine shell midden including Conus, Cypraea, Nerita picea, Planaxis, 
Strombus, Tel/inidae, Terebridae, Turbo sandwicensis, and unidentified gastropods. 
Bivalve species included Trapeziidae (Periglypta reticulate) and unidentified bivalves. 
The excavated quad terminated at Layer II. A mixture of lithified sand and basalt cobbles 
and pebbles were located at the base of excavation. 
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Figure 28: North wall profile ofTU-11 at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 
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Photo # 28: Overview of TV-tt north face wall at SIHP 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. 

Table 7 and Table 8 include a summary of findings from the Test Unit excavations. 
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Table 7. Invertebrates and vertebrates recovered from TU-6 through TU-11 at Site 6670, Feature B 

lest Unit 6 : Test Unit7 Test UnitS TestUnit9 Test Unitl.O, Test Unit 11 

Surface Layer I, 0- Surface Layer I, 0- Surface Layer I, Surface Layer I, 0- Surface ,Layer], 0- Surface Layer I, 
JOcmbs 10 cmbs 0-Scmbs 7cmbs Scmbs , 0-6cmbs 

Invertebrates (weight in 
gm) 

Gastropod 

Cell ana <0,1 1.0 

Comdae 22.4 13.2 1.0 24.0 26.0 11.0 6.0 9.0 19 0 

Cypraetdae 1 1 7 17.5 4.0 2.0 40 11 0 15.0 3.0 2.0 40 5.0 

Hippomcidae <0.1 
• 

Nerira p1cea (pipipl) 03 0.3 <1.0 1.5 I 0 <10 <1.0 

Planaxis 1.0 1.0 2.0 1 0 1.0 

Srrombidae 4.0 1.0 7.0 1.0 11.5 7.5 42.0 

Terebridae 2.6 <1 0 5.5 <1.0 2.0 

Turbmidae 2.0 30 

Unidentified fragments 4.6 9.5 1.5 17.0 8.0 8.0 6.0 4.0 3.0 6.0 13.0 43 5 
gastropod shell 

Bival\'C 

Arcidae <1.0 

/sognomonidae 10.0 <1 0 < 1.0 <i.O 

Perig(vpra rericu/ata 1.0 

Tellenidae 1.0 1.0 <1.0 2.0 1.0 

Unidentified bivalve <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 1.5 
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Table 7 continues. 
TestUnit6 Test Unit7 Test UnitS Test Unit9 Test Unit .tO Test Unit ll 

'' 

Surface Layer 1, 0- Surface Layer I, 0- 'Surfa.ce Layer I, 0- Surface Layer J, Surfac I Layer I, Surface Layer I, 
lOcrribs lOcmbs Scmbs 0-7cmbs e 0-Scmbs 0-6cmbs 

Crustacean 

Echinoidea 0.5 3.1 47 0 1.0 <10 <10 13.0 <10 10 <10 64 0 

Pencil urchin I 3.0 2.0 10 1.0 10 

Crab 0.2 0.3 I 5 1.0 10 10 

Vertebrates and 
botanical material 
(weight in gm} 

Mammal hone 1.0 

Fish bone 

Unidentified faunal bone 0.1 

Charcoal 
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Table 8. Indigenous and Post-contact artifacts/other cultural materials recovered from TU-6 through TU-11 at Site 50-50-04-6670, 
Feature B 

TestUnit6 TestUnit7 Test UnitS TestUnit9 TestUnitlO Test Unit 11 

Surfac Layer I, 0.. Surfac Layer I, 0- Surfac Layer I, Surfac Layer I, Surfac Layer I, Surfac Layer I, 0-
e 10 cmbs e IOcmbs e 0-5 cmbs e 0-7 cmbs e 0-Scmbs c 6cmbs 

Indigenous and Post-
contact artifact/material 
(number/count) 

Indigenous 
artifact/material 

Basalt awl, A-8 I I 

Basalt scraper, A-9 I I 

Ground stone fragment 

Adz fragment, A-12 I I 

Probable adz chip, A-ll 1 I 

Un-worked volcanic glass 2 I 3 

Possible fish hook blank, I I 
A-10 

Coral 

Un-worked coral 2 I 3 

Post-contact 
artifact/material 

Clear plastic (piece) I I 

Fence nail J _j l l _j J I , __ j 
.. ~~ -

A-# =Artifact accession number 

Total 

---~ 
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Artifacts - Discussion 

The most common category of cultural materials recovered during the recordation 
and sub-surface testing of the current inventory survey area consisted of ancient 
traditional Hawaiian cultural material and food remains. A modest assemblage of coral 
abraders and a lithic or stone tool were recovered and analyzed. Brain coral abraders 
accounted for the majority of the recovered traditional Hawaiian artifacts (Table 9). 

Table 9: Artifact Catalogue 

Ace# Site/Feature Lay/Level/D #ofpc Cm Cm em Total g. MaJerjal/Category/ 
ITU epth in em Length Width Thicknes Weight •··. Type · 

s . : .•: •. 
A-1 6670 A, TU- Surface I 3.6 em 1.7cm 1.7cm 6.4 gm Brain coral abrader 

4 collection 
A-2 6670 A Surface I 2.7 em 15cm 1.3 em 3.3 gm Brain coral abrader 

collection 
A-3 6670 A Surface I 3.0 em 2.0 em Ucm 6.9 gm Brain coral abrader 

collection 
A-4 6670 A Surface I 3.2 em 1.8 em 1.6 em 6.7 gm Brain coral abrader 

collectJon 
A-5 6670 A. TU- Layer I, 0-8 I 1.7 em 1.5 em I I em 1.0 gm Brain coral abrader 

3 cmbs 
A-6 6670 A, TU- Layer L 0-8 I 1.2 em 1.0 em 0.6 em 1.0 gm Basalt ground stone 

3 em fragment 
A-7 6670 A, TU- Layer I, 0-10 I 3.0 em 2.4 em Ucm 5.0 gm Basalt adze 

4 cmbs fragment 
A-8 6670 B, TU- Surface I 9.7 em 4.4 em 2.0 em 84.6 gm Basalt awl fragment 

6 collection 
A-9 6670 B, TLI- Layer I, 0-10 I 7.1 em 4.3 em 1.9 em 50.0 gm Basalt scrapper 

7 cmbs 
A-10 6670 B, TU- Layer I, 0-10 I 6.6 em 3.7 em 2.3 em 40.0 gm Bivalve shell 

7 cmbs fragment, possible 
fish hook blank 

A-ll 6670 B. TU- Layer I, 0-7 I 1.2 em I I em 0.8 em < 1.0 gm Basalt fragment, 
'I cmbs possible adze chip 

A-12 6670 B. TU- Surface I 2.8 em 2.6 em 1.1 em 5.0 gm Basalt -Adze 
10 collection fragment 

., 
" Ace -AccessJon, A-il =Arlllact number. fU--lest Umt and em= centimeter 

Traditional Hawaiian Artifacts 

A total of 12 traditional Hawaiian pre-Contact artifacts were located during the 
current inventory survey (Table 9). Accession A-I was collected from the surface of TU-
4 at Site 50-50-04-6670 and Accession A-2 through A-4 were surface collection from 
SIHP 6670, Feature A (Photo #29). These four abraders are made out of brain coral. A 
coral abrader, A-5, and a probable basalt ground stone fragment, A-6, were collected 
from TU-3 at Layer I at the depth of 0-8 em below surface (Photo #30). A basalt adze 
fragment, Accession A-7, was recovered from Layer I in TU-4 at Site 50-50-04-6670 
Feature A (Photo #3 I and Table 9). There were also some un-worked basalt flakes and 
un-worked coral collected from ST-1 through ST-4 and at TU-1 through TU-5 at SIHP 
50-50-04-6670, Feature A. The presence of basalt flakes indicate that lithic reduction was 
occurring at and/or near this site and the presence of artifacts such as coral abraders 
suggest that formal tools may have been produced at this site. 

68 



Photo # 29: Four Coral Abrader Artifacts (A), A-I and A-2 from left at top and A-3 to A-4 
from left at bottom, recovered from Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. Scale in inches and 

centimeters. 

69 



Photo # 30: Accession number A-5 to A-6 from left to right, were recovered from Layer I 
in TU-3 at Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature A. Scale in inches and centimeters. 

Photo # 31: Accession number A-7 was recovered from Layer I in TU-4 at Site 50-50-04-
6670, Feature A. Scale in inches and centimeters. 
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Accession number A-8, the basalt awl fragment (Photo #32 and Table 9) was 
found on the surface of TU-2 at Site 6670, Feature B. Accession number A-9 and A-IO 
were recovered from Layer I in TU-7 at Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature B (Photo #33 and 
Table 9). Accession number A-II and A-12 were recovered from Layer I in TU-9 and the 
surface of TU-I 0 at Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature B, consecutively (Photo #34 and Table 
9). The traditional Hawaiian artifacts indicate the site was most likely occupied during 
the pre-Contact period. Volcanic glass, basalt flakes, coral fragments and the food 
remains at both Feature A and B of Site 50-50-04-6670 also indicate pre-Contact 
habitation. There was no formal lithic debitage deposit discovered during recordation and 
sub-surface testing within the project area. The presence of traditional coral files, 
volcanic glass pieces, stone tool and basalt flakes indicated that some tool making likely 
occurred on the project area. 
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Photo # 32: Basalt awl fragment, (A-B) was recovered from Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature B, 
surface collection from TU-6. Scale in centimeters. 
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Photo # 33: Accession number A-9 to A-IO from left to right, were recovered from Layer I 
in TU-7 at Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. Scale in inches and centimeters. 

Photo # 34: Accession number A-II and A-I2 from left to right, recovered from Layer I in 
TU-9 (A-II) and on the surface ofTU-IO (A-12) at Site 50-50-04-6670, Feature B. Scale in 

inches and centimeters. 
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Backhoe Testing Results 

Twenty mechanical backhoe test trenches were excavated to test all the accessible 
portions of the KThei Redevelopment project area. The test trenches were used to 
determine the presence or absence of cultural deposits and to assess the overall soil 
stratigraphy within the three parcels (see Figure 29Fig 29). The backhoe test trenches 
ranged between 4.0 to 5.0 meters in length by 0.8 to 0.95 meters in width and were up to 
2.1 m in depth (Table 10). Representative drawings of 3.0 meter long portions of the wall 
profiles were recorded in detail. 

Nine of the 20 backhoe test trenches were systematically placed and excavated on 
the northern most parcel of the project area. Two test trenches were excavated on the 
southwest parcel and the remaining nine trenches were excavated on the southeast parcel. 
Three backhoe test trenches from the north parcel, three from the southeast and one from 
southwest will be discussed in the backhoe testing results section. See Appendix A for 
additional photographs and profile maps from the BTs not presented in this section. 
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Table 10: Stratigraphic summary for Backhoe Tests, BT-l through BT-9 on the on the north parcel of the project area. 

BT# Length Width Wall Layer Depth Layer descriptions · .. Cultural materialS 
profile 

BT-l 4.0 m 0 85 m South face I 0-35 cmbs I OYR 5/4, yellowish brown, loose to semi-compacted, fine to Some pieces of plywood were 
wall medium. s1lty clay, 45% angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles identified on the surface of this 

and a lot of tine roots BT Terminated due to bedrock 

[ 0-30 cmbs 
!OYR 7/2. very pale brown, loose, tine to medium, sand, 15% of 

No cultural material 
North face 

concreted sand or sand stones. a lot of grass rooL~ 
BT-2 5.0 m 0 9 m 

wall I OYR 5/4, yellowish brown, loose to semt-compacted, tine to 
No cultural material Termmated li 25-55 cmbs medium, silty clay, 45% angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles 
due to bedrock 

and a lot of tine roots 

I 0-55 cmbs 
I OYR 7/2. very pale brown, loose, tine to medium, sand, 15% of 

No cultural material 
BT-3 4.0 m 0.85 

North face concreted sand or sand stones, a lot of grass roo\5 
wall 

li 35-210 cmbs 
2.5YR 7/4, pale yellow, loose, medium. single grain clean sand. No cultural material Terminated 
no inclusions due to bed rock. 
I OYR 5/4, yellowish brown, loose to semi-compacted, tine to 

North face 
[ 0-40 cmbs medium. silty clay, 45% angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles No cultural material 

BT-4 40 m 09 m and a lot of tine roots 
wall 

2.5YR 7/4, pale yellow, loose, medium, single grain clean sand. No cultural material Terminated II 40-160 cmbs 
no inclusions due to water table. 

I 0-15cmbs 
1 OYR 4/3, bro\\11, compacted tine to medium, sandy silt, 55% of 

No cultural material 
Nonh face 

angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles, a lot of tine roots 
BT-5 4.5 m 095 m 

wall 
1 OYR 5/4, yellowtsh brown, loose to semi-compacted, line to 

No cultural material Terminated 
II 15-35 cmbs medium, silty clay, 45% angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles 

due to bedrock 
and a lot of fine roots 

I 0-40 cmbs 1 OYR 4/3. bro"n. compacted tine to medium, sandy silt, 35% of No cultural material 

Nonh face 
angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles. a lot of tine roots 

BT-6 5.0 m 0.85 m 
wall II 20-50 cmbs I OYR 5/4, yellowish brown, loose to semi-compacted. fine to No cultural materiaL Terminated 

medium, silty clay, 30% angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles due to bedrock 
and a lot of tine roots 

West face 
I 0-70 cmbs I OYR 5/4, yellowish brown, loose to semi-compacted, tine to No cultural materiaL Terminated 

BT-7 4.5 m 0.9 Ill 
wall 

medium, silty clay, 75% angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles due to bedrock 
and a lot of fine roots 

North face 
I 0-50 cmbs 1 OYR 5/4, yellowish brown, loose to semi-compacted, fine to No cultural materiaL Terminated 

BT-8 4.0 m 0.95 
wall 

medium, silty clay, 45% angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles due to bedrock 
and a lot of tine roots 

[ 0-20 cmbs I OYR 7/2, very pale brown, loose, fine to medium, sand, 15% of 
No cultural materiaL Moist soil 

concreted sand or sand stones, a lot of grass roots 

BT-9 5.0 m 0.8 m 
East face II 10-60 cmbs 2.5YR 7/4, pale yellow, loose, medium, single grain clean sand, no 

No cultural materiaL Moist sand 
profile inclusions 

III 60-80 cmbs 5YR 3/3, dark reddish brown, fine and wet clay, 20% sub-angular No cultural materiaL Wet silty 

L__ basalt boulders/cobbles clav 
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BT-l through BT-9 were located on the north parcel (030). BT-l, BT-3 and BT-9 are 
three representative samples from this area discussed in this section. BT -I is at the northeast 
corner of the parcel, BT-3 is at the western section and BT-9 is located at the southwest portion. 
It appears that the eastern section of the test area is very different from the western section. 
These trenches are discussed below based on the number of stratigraphic layers encountered. 
Three out of the nine trenches had only one stratigraphic layer, five trenches revealed two layers 
and one contained three layers. One Layer was identified in BT -I that extended 0.5 meters below 
the existing surface (Figure 30 and Photo #35) 

BT-l 

Layer I (0 to 50 cmbs) I OYR 5/4, yellowish brown; fine to medium, silty clay, texture; 
moderate, medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, loose 
to semi-compacted; moist consistency, friable; wet consistency, 
slightly sticky; plasticity, slightly plastic; boundary, none; 
topography, none; inclusions include roots and other organic 
materials, and 45% sub-angular basalt boulders, cobbles and 
pebbles, contains no significant cultural material. 

There were some lumber (2x4s) and pieces of plywood observe on the ground surface 
adjacent to BT-l. However, there were not any other cultural materials in BT-l during its 
excavation. This BT was terminated at bed rock or at decomposing bedrock mixed with lithified 
sand. 
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Figure 30: Profile map of the south wall of BT-l. 
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Photo # 35: Overview of the south wall of BT-l. 

BT-3 was located approximately 240.0 meters directly west of 8T-l at the 
northwestern section of the northern parcel 03 O. BT -3 contained two stratigraphic layers, which 
was different from the single layer deposition identified in BT-I. BT-3 was excavated to a depth 
of 2.1 meters below the existing surface (Figure 31 and Photo #36). Excavation was terminated 
due to wet sand at the water table. 

BT-3 

Layer I (0 to 55 cmbs) 

Layer II (35 to 210 cmbs) 

10YR 7/2, very pale brown; fine to medium, sand, texture; weak, 
medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, loose; moist 
consistency, friable; wet consistency, non-sticky; plasticity, non
plastic; boundary, clear; topography, smooth; inclusions include 
15% of angular basalt cobbles and pebbles; contains no cultural 
materials. 

10YR 7/4, pale yellow; medium, clean sand, texture; strong, 
medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, loose; moist 
consistency, friable; wet consistency, non sticky; plasticity, non 
plastic; boundary, none; topography, none; inclusions include 
none; contains no cultural materials. 
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No cultural materials were discovered on the surface or in both layers of this test trench. 

, _ L:~w1l 

r-----~---- ------·---------------

--------- -~ -------- ----------} 
~ I•)ISf sand 

Graphk Scalt> in Ct•ntinw1t•rs 

1 l ' ' ' 

0 10203()-HJ)O Fin.: roots 

Figure 31: Profile map of the south wall ofBT-3. 
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Photo # 36: Overview of BT-3 south wall profile. 

BT -9 was located about 115 meters south/southeast of BT -3 in the southwestern section 
of the northern parcel 030. BT-3 contained two stratigraphic layers which was different from the 
single layer soil deposit in BT-I (Figure 32 and Photo #37). BT-9 was excavated to a depth of 
0.7 meters below the existing surface. The mechanical test trench was terminated due to wet sand 
from the water table and decomposing rock. 

BT-9 

Layer I (0 to 20 cmbs) 

Layer II (10 to 50 cmbs) 

10YR 7/2, very pale brown; fine to medium, sand, texture; weak, 
medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, loose; moist 
consistency, friable; wet consistency, non-sticky; plasticity, non
plastic; boundary, clear; topography, smooth; inclusions include 
15% angular basalt cobbles and pebbles; contains no cultural 
materials 

10YR 7/4, pale yellow; medium, clean sand, texture; strong, 
medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, loose; moist 
consistency, friable; wet consistency, non sticky; plasticity, non 
plastic; boundary, clear; topography, smooth; inclusions include 
none; contains no cultural materials 
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Layer III (50-70 cmbs) 5YR 3/3, dark reddish brown, fine, silty clay, texture; strong, fine, 
wet clump, structure; dry consistency, loose; moist consistency, 
friable; wet consistency, sticky; plasticity, plastic; boundary, none; 
topography, none; inclusions include 20% sub-angular basalt 
boulders/cobbles; contains no cultural materials 

No cultural materials were encountered in BT-9. 
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Figure 32: Profile map of the east wall of BT-9. 

Photo# 37: Overview of BT-9 east profile. 
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In summary, three out of the nine backhoe test trenches on the northern portion of the 
project area contain one stratigraphic layer, five contained two layers and one had three layers. 
None of the nine backhoe trenches yielded any intact pre-Contact cultural deposits, which 
suggest that the area was not utilized or the area may have been heavily impacted during the 
post-Contact period. The conclusion of heavy post-Contact disturbance is also supported by the 
findings of post-contact building materials. It appears as if the western portion ofthe subject area 
has more sand deposits and the soil deposition is deeper in this area. The eastern section revealed 
shallow stratigraphy, respectively. Also, the subsurface deposits in the area mostly consisted of a 
single soil deposit. 

BT -11, BT -12 and BT -20 are summarized as representative samples for the test trenches 
within the southern parcels (076 and 158). Similar to the northern parcels, the natural soil 
deposits are shallower in the east and get deeper and wet westward toward the shoreline. The 
stratigraphic layers in these BTs represent the three different subsurface deposits that were 
encountered during the mechanical testing. Seven of the II backhoe test trenches in this area had 
one stratigraphic layer, three test trenches contained two layers and one test trench contained 
four distinct layers (Table II). Refer to Appendix A for additional photographs and profile maps 
for the BTs from the southern two parcels that are not presented in this section. 
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Table 11: Stratigraphic summary for Backhoe Tests, BT-10 through BT-20 on the southeast and southwest parcels 

Backhoe Length Width Wall Layer Depth .. ~yer descriptions .. .·' . Cultural materials 
te5t# profile 

: 
.. . 

I 0-75 cmbs 7.5YR 2 513, very dark brown, very compacted, medium sandy A few of metal fragments but 
clay, 65% of sub-angular basalt boulders/cobbles/gravels, a lot of were not collected. This is a till 

BT-10 4.0 m 0 8 m 
South face tine roots layer 
wall II 60-115 cmbs Mottled wtth dtfferent colors, I OYR 3/1, very dark gray, I OYR4/l, No cultural material. 

dark gray, fine to coarse, wet sandy silt. I 0% of sub-angular basalt Terminated due to bed rock or 
boulders/cobbles/pebbles rock outcrop. 

I 0-20 cmbs I OYR 513. bro"11, compacted. tine to medium. silty clay, 65% of No cultural material. This layer 
sub-angular gravels ts a till layer 

II 20-80 cmbs JOYR 5/4. yellowish brown. loose to semi-compacted. medtum to 
• 

coarse. sand. 3% angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles and a lot 

BT-ll 5.0m o qs m South face of tine roots 

''all III 80-110 cmbs I OYR 3/2, dark graytsh brown, compacted. tine to medium. moist 
silty clav. 

IV 110-155 cmbs Mottled with different colors. l OYR 311, very dark gray, I OYR4/l, No cultural material. 
dark gray, tine to coarse. wet sandy silt, 10% of sub-angular basalt Term mated due to water table 
boulders/cobbles/pebbles 

BT-12 4.0 m 0.85 South face I 0-50 cmbs l OYR 4/3, brown. semi-compacted fine to medium, silty clay, 55% No cultural material. 
wall of angular basalt boulders/cobbks/pebbles. a lot of fine roots Terminated due to bed rock or 

rock outcrop. 
BT-13 4.5 m 0.9 m North face I 0-85 cmbs JOYR 4/3, brown, semi-compacted tine to medium. silty clay. 75% No cultural material. 

wall of angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles. a lot of tine roots Terminated due to bed rock or 
rock outcrop. 

I O-l5cmbs I OYR 3/3, dark brown, loose, medium, loamy sand, I 0% of sub- Two pieces of brick were 

East face 
angular basalt cobbles and pebbles. some tine roots encountered in this layer 

BT-14 40 m 0 8 m 
wall II 15-50 cmbs I OYR 4/3, brown, semi-compacted tine to medium. silty clay. 75% No cultural material. 

of angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles, a lot of tine roots Terminated due to bed rock or 
rock outcrop. 

BT-15 4.5 m 0.95 South face I 0-120 cmbs l OYR 5/6, yellowish brown, loose to semi-compacted sand, 3% of No cultural material. 
wall sub-angular basalt cobbles and pebbles-water table ts at the base of Terminated due to water table 

this BT. 
BT-16 5.0 m 0.85 North face I 0-45 cmbs lOYR 4/3, brown, semi-compacted tine to medium, silty clay, 50% No cultural material. 

wall of angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles, a lot of tine roots Tem1inated due to bed rock or 
rock outcrop. 

BT-17 4.0m 0.9 m North face I 0-35 cmbs l OYR 4/3, brown, semi-compacted tine to medium. silty clay, 75% No cultural material. 
wall of angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles, a lot of tine roots Terminated due to bed rock or 

,_ 
rock outcro(l. 
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Table 11 continues. 
Backhoe Length Width Wall Layer Depth Layer deScriptions Culturalmateajals 

,······ Test# •. profile . 
.· .. ·· .. .. .. . .· ... 

BT-18 4.5 m 0.8 m South face 1 0-50 cmbs IOYR 4/3, brown, semi-compacted fine to medium, silty clay, 55% No cultural material. 
wall of angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles, a lot of fine roots Terminated in bedrock or rock 

outcrop. 
BT-19 4.0 Ill 0.85 East face I 0-45 cmbs I OYR 4/3, brown, semi-compacted fine to medium, silty clay, 55% No cultural material. 

wall of angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles, a lot of fine roots Terminated in bedrock or rock 
outcrop. 

I 0-40 cmbs I OYR 3/2, very dark grayish brown, loose, tine to medium sandy No cultural material 

BT-20 4.0 Ill 0.9 
North face silt, 3% of sub-anoular basalt cobbles 
wall [] 30-80 cmbs 7 .5YR 3/2, dark brown, semi-compacted, wet sandy clay, 30% of No cultural material, terminated 

sub-angular basalt boulders/cobbles and pebbles m the water table 
-----
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BT-ll, BT-12 and BT-20 (continued). BT-II was excavated at the southern section of 
the southwest parcel. BT -II contains four stratigraphic layers and was excavated down to a 
depth of 1.55 meters below the surface (Figure 33 and Photo #38). It was terminated at the water 
table. 

BT-ll 

Layer I (0 to 20 cmbs) 

Layer" (20 to 80 cmbs) 

Layer III (80-110 cmbs) 

Layer IV (J 10-155 cmbs) 

10YR 5/3, brown; fine to medium, silty clay, texture; moderate, 
medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, compacted; moist 
consistency, friable; wet consistency, slightly sticky; plasticity, 
slightly plastic; boundary, clear; topography, wavy; inclusions 
include roots and other organic materials, and 65% sub-angular 
basalt gravels, contains no cultural material. 

10YR 5/4, yellowish brown; medium to coarse, sand, texture; 
weak, medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, loose to 
semi-compacted; moist consistency, loose; wet consistency, non
sticky; plasticity, non-plastic; boundary, clear; topography, 
smooth; inclusions include roots, and 3% sub-angular boulders and 
cobbles; contains no cultural materials. 

10YR 3/2, dark grayish brown; fine to medium, silty clay, texture; 
slightly hard, medium, clump, structure; dry consistency, 
compacted; moist consistency, firm; wet consistency, slightly 
sticky; plasticity, slightly plastic; boundary, clear; topography, 
smooth; inclusions none; contains no cultural materials. 

Mottled with different colors, 10YR 311, very dark gray; 10YR 
4/1, dark gray fine to coarse, sandy silt, texture; slightly hard, 
medium, clump, structure; dry consistency, compacted; moist 
consistency, firm; wet consistency, slightly sticky; plasticity, 
slightly plastic; boundary, none; topography, none; inclusions 
includes 10% of sub-angular basalt boulders/cobbles/pebbles; 
contains no cultural materials. 

No cultural materials were discovered during the test trench excavation of BT-II. It 
appears that this portion of the project area may have been filled at some time in the past, 
perhaps during the construction of the adjacent Azeka's Shopping Complex. 
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Figure 33: Profile map of the south wall of BT-l I. 
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Photo # 38: Overview ofBT-11 south wall. 

BT -12 was excavated at the northeast portion of the southeast parcel. It contained one 
stratigraphic layer down to a depth of 0.5 meters below the existing surface. The test excavation 
was terminated at decomposing rock at the base (Figure 34 and Photo #39). 

BT-12 

Layer I (0 to 50 cmbs) 10YR 4/3, brown; fine to medium, silty clay, texture; moderate, 
medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, compacted; moist 
consistency, friable; wet consistency, slightly sticky; plasticity, 
slightly plastic; boundary, none; topography, none; inclusions 
include roots and other organic materials, and 55% sub-angular 
basalt gravels, contains no cultural material 

No cultural materials were identified and excavation terminated at decomposing rock. 
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Figure 34: Profile map ofthe south wall ofBT-12. 

Photo# 39: Overview of BT-12 south wall. 
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BT -20 was placed at the southwest section of the southeast parcel. BT-20 revealed two 
stratigraphic layers and was excavated to a maximum depth of 0.8 meters below the existing 
surface (Figure 35 and Photo #40). The test trench excavation terminated due to wet sandy clay 
at the water table. 

BT-20 

Layer I (0 to 40 cmbs) I OYR 3/2, very dark grayish brown; fine to medium, sand silt, 
texture; moderate, medium, single grain, structure; dry 
consistency, compacted; moist consistency, friable; wet 
consistency, slightly sticky; plasticity, slightly plastic; boundary, 
clear; topography, smooth; inclusions include roots and other 
organic materials, and 3% sub-angular basalt gravels, contains no 
cultural material. 

Layer II (30 to 80 cmbs) 7 .5YR 3/2, dark brown; medium to coarse, sandy clay, texture; 
weak, medium, single grain, structure; dry consistency, semi
compacted; moist consistency, loose; wet consistency, slight 
sticky; plasticity, slight plastic; boundary, none; topography, none; 
inclusions include roots, and 30% sub-angular boulders and 
cobbles; contains no cultural materials. 

No cultural materials were encountered in both layers of this BT. There were some sub
angular basalt boulders in Layer II. This BT was terminated due to the water table at the base. 
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Figure 35: Profile map ofthe north wall ofBT-20. 
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Photo # 40: Overview of BT-20 north wall. 

Generally, there were three different stratigraphic layers noted during the subsurface 
testing of the southeast and southwest sections. Relatively recent modern debris was identified in 
BT-IO and BT-14. None of the eleven backhoe trenches yielded any significant cultural deposits, 
which suggest this area may have been heavily impacted during more recent times. 

90 



Summary and Interpretation 

Site Summary 

Two Statewide Inventory of Historic Places (SIHP) site numbers were assigned 
within the current subject area during the course of this archaeological inventory survey. 
One site with two features is interpreted as a post-Contact (Site -6669), and the other 
determined a probable pre-Contact traditional Hawaiian habitation area (Site -6670). 

Post-Contact Permanent Habitation 

S If-IP 50-50-04-6669 is a remnant of a post-Contact habitation feature 
documented within the subject area. This probable permanent habitation feature is 
comprised of a crude and low-lying rock wall built between three aligned concrete posts 
and piers. This rock wall with concrete piers is probably associated with the former 
residential structure that was located within the project area. 

Pre-Contact Temporary Habitation 

SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Features A and B consist of two traditional Hawaiian 
habitation features that were discovered and documented during the archaeological 
inventory survey. The newly identified temporary habitation sites consist of two areas of 
surface and subsurface traditional cultural material remains. The cultural materials 
include a variety of artifacts and manuports including marine shell midden, sea urchin, 
crab shell, coral fragments, basalt flakes, and volcanic glass. 

Conclusion 

Results of the archaeological inventory survey of the subject area generally 
conform to the expectations derived from the historical and archaeological background 
research. As mentioned in the predictive model, it was expected that there was a slight 
possibility that the survey might identify human burial features. However, there were no 
burials identified during the fieldwork. This does not negate the possibility that burial 
features may still be contained within untested portions of the project area. 

Other predictions included the possibility of the identification of traditional 
Hawaiian agricultural sites as well as temporary habitation sites, and post-Contact 
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commercial agriculture and habitation sites. The subject area has been previously 
impacted from natural erosion, mechanical bulldozing activities, as well as animal and 
human impacts; however, pre- and post-Contact habitation sites were identified within 
the perimeters. 

Significance and Recommendations 

Significance Evaluations 

The two archaeological sites identified and documented during this archaeological 
inventory survey are subject to the Secretary of Interior standards established for the 
State and National Register of Historic Places. According to these rules, a site must 
possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and 
association and shall meet one or more of the following criteria: 

• Criterion ''a "-Be associated with events that have made an important 
contribution to the broad patterns of our history; 

• Criterion ''b"--Be associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 

• Criterion ''c''---Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method 
of construction; represent the work of a master; or possess high artistic value; 

• Criterion "d"-Have yielded, or is likely to yield, important information for 
research on prehistory or history; 

• Criterion "e"-Have an important traditional cultural value to the native Hawaiian 
people or to another ethnic group of the state due to associations with traditional 
cultural practices once carried out, or still carried out, at the property or due to 
associations with traditional beliefs, events or oral accounts. 

The archaeological inventory survey was designed and completed to meet the 
Department of Land and Natural Resources-SHPD recommendations and various county 
guidelines including subdivision or other types of permits. All of the features documented 
during this Archaeological Inventory Survey qualify for significance under Criterion "d" 
for information content. 

SlHP 50-50-04-6669 is significant under Criterion "d" because it has yielded 
information important to the history of the area. This site consists of a post-Contact 
habitation feature possibly associated with the plantation and/or ranching eras. 
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SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Features A and B are significant under Criterion "d" for 
their information content, and are important to the history of Hawai'i. This site is 
interpreted as a pre-Contact traditional Hawaiian temporary habitation site based on the 
surface and subsurface ancient traditional Hawaiian cultural material remains. 

Recommended Treatment 

SIHP 50-50-04-6669 consists of a low-lying rock wall with associated concrete 
block foundations. The site has been identified, documented, and assessed during this 
study. No further investigative archaeological work is recommended for the site at this 
time. Because of the possibility of subsurface cultural remains, archaeological monitoring 
is recommended for any potential future ground alterations planned for the surrounding 
areas (Table 12). 

SIHP 50-50-04-6670 Features A and B consist of concentrated cultural material 
scatters and subsurface remains. The features of this site are situated on a flat to gentle 
slope on the southeast parcel. This site has been identified, documented, and assessed 
during this study. Because of the possibility of subsurface cultural remains, 
archaeological monitoring is recommended for any potential future ground alterations 
planned for the surrounding areas. If necessary, data recovery is recommended for this 
site during archaeological monitoring (Table 12). 

Recommendations with respect to plans for potential changes to the subject area 
include consideration to the location of the sites within the subject area. Again, no further 
investigative archaeological fieldwork is recommended for the surveyed portion of the 
subject area at this point in time, archaeological monitoring is recommended. This 
precautionary archaeological monitoring recommendation is deemed appropriate, in the 
event subsurface features and/or human remains are inadvertently encountered. An 
archaeological monitoring plan shall be prepared in accordance with HAR Chapter 13-13 
279. 
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Table 12. Recommended Archaeological Mitigation 

State Site Feature Feature type Function # of Significance Recommended· treatment 
# designation features 

50-50-04- Rock wall Hahitalion I "d"" Archaeological Monitormg 
6669 

! 
50-50-04- A and B Surface Temporary 2 "'d" Data Recovery during Archaeo\ogtca\ Monitormg 
6670 scatters with Habitation 

I 
subsurface 
deposit 
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Appendixes 

Appendix A Backhoe Test Trench Photographs and Figures: Addition 
to the Field Results and Backhoe Test Results Sections. 
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Photographs and Profile maps of Backhoe Test Trenches 
on the project area 

Overview of the north face wall of BT-2 

Overview of the north face wall of BT -4 
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Overview ofthe north face wall ofBT-6 
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Overview of the west face wall of BT-7 

Overview ofthe north face wall ofBT-8 
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Overview ofthe south face wall ofBT-10 

Overview of the north face wall of BT -13 
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Overview ofthe east face wall ofBT-14 

Overview ofthe south face wall ofBT-15 
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APPENDIX F-1. 

State Historic Preservation 
Division Acceptance Letter, 

Dated March 15, 2011 



;\l:,.lL AHERCROMR1E 
GOYrlt.."'it)lt 01' ll-\\\'1\ll 

March 15, 2011 

Erik M. Fredericksen 
Xamanek Researches, LLC 
PO Box 880131 

-rui<afani, Hawallsf678s 

Dear Mr. Fredericksen: 

STATE OF HAWAIJ 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION 
60 I KAMOKILA BOULEVARD. ROOM 555 

KAPOLEI, HAWAJI 96707 

SUBJECT: Chapter 6E-42 Historic Preservation Review -

WJI.l.IA:'\1 J. AILr\. JK. 
( ll'l.li!l'f'.R~ll:-. 

HU.\Hh Of Lo\!'D :\KD t\i\Tt'l\t\1.1\t:iOt:lH.T~ 
1 OM>.,H;o,.\10~\o,'\ \\',,11:1!.. ttt.:>OI:IH 1·. '1:\~ .... 1/[Mfi'OT 

Gt!\' KAl'LUKUKln 
l~lt,_IMt'lt\STDtrlT'I 

WILLIAi'l;\1. 1.<\M 
Dl]'t'TY DHI.I:'l'TOI-I WAlH~ 

.wt;,\ TIC t\I:SOUI\CCS 
00.\TI~G M.'D ocr_\.t.; RI:CRl.\'nO~>.' 

IJl:R[.\l: or CO)'..'\'EY.\!>J("C".; 
COMI-USSIO!': Q:..:' \VAllllllE\'OI~IW~ U.\1<1.',\I;H..ll·~ I 

COKSU~\',\ll<JN Ml> COASlJ..l I A~l:iS' 
C"OI"SI'R \',,Til)~ A.'•:O l>f.SOURCI'.S r.Nrf>Il.CL">II:~l 

I:MJli\f·r!Ut\(i 
Hl~l~"'l)t\' '\:>..1) Wlll>ltFf 
IIISl'OII.H'f'Rt:-.t-\l\',\110.-.: 

}.:AIHKlt A\\'1'.1!11./\Ni) fte•WR\'1.\-UMhll:iS!nN 
L."--..:n 

~"TATL: r,'I.KKS 

LOG NO: 2011.0611 
DOC NO: I 103MD34 

_ Arc]~a_eol()gy 

Archaeological Inventory Survey of23.937 Acres with Two New Sites 
Waiohuli-Keokea Ahupua'a, Wailulm District, Island of Maui 
TMK: (2) 3-9-002:030 (por.), 076 & 158 

This letter sununarizcs our review the aforementioned revised report (Pickett, Fredericksen and Madcus, 
November 2010; Archaeo/ogicallnventoly Survey of23.9746 Acres in Kihei at Waiohu/i-Keokea Beach 
Homestead, Waiohuli-Keokea Ahupua 'a, Wailuku District, Island of Maui, TMK f2] 3-9 002: 030 (por.) 
076 and 1 58; XRL), which we received on March 4, 2011. 

Fieldwork occurred between lute September and mid-December 2009. This report documents the findings 
from 20 mechanically-excavated backhoe trenches, II hand-excavated test units and 8 manual shovel-test 
units. Two new sites were documented: SIHP 50-50-04-6669 (a concrete and rock post-Contact house 
foundation segment) and -6670, pre-Contact artifact scatter interpreted as remnants of a temporary 
habitation site. Both sites are reconunended as significant under HRHP Criterion "d." 

We concur with the recommended significance assessments, and also for precautionary archaeological 
monitoring during future subsurface work. We previously reviewed an earlier draft of this report and 
requester.! revisions (Log No. 2010.2832, Doc No. JOIOlvf.DIO). These have been adequately addressed. 
We look forward to reviewing an archaeological monitoring plan for these parcels. 

This report is accepted as final pursuant to HAR § 13-276. Upon receipt of this letter please submit one 
paper <.·opy of your report marked "Final" to our Kapolei office along with a CD containing a searchable 
pdf version of the final report and a copy of this approval letter, marked to the attention or the Kapolei 
Library. If you have questions about this letter please contact Morgan Davis at (808) 243-5169 or via 
email to: morgan.e.davis(ir:hawaii.rrov. 

Aloha, 

Theresa K. Donham 
Acting Archaeology Branch Chief 
State Historic Preservation Division 
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Management Summary 

Report Cultural Impact Assessment for the proposed Kihei Downtown 
Mixed-Use Project; focusing in the area of Kihei, Maui, HI. 

Date June 2009 
Project Location County of Maui; City of Kihei; TMK: 3-9-02:30, 3-9-02:76,3-

9-02:80 & 3-9-02:158 
Ownership The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Proj_ ect Description Downtown Kihei Mixed-Usc Project 
Region of Influence Direct effect on surrounding Kihei community in the Waiohuli 

Ahupua'a 
Agencies Involved SHPC/DLNR, Maui County Council, Maui County Planning 

Department, SHPD 
Environmental 

1 
The undertaking is subject to both State and County zoning 

Regulatory Context regulations, the Clcanwater Act, and other environmental 
regulations 

Results of No impacts to Hawaiian cultural practices discovered. 
Consultation Wetlands within the project area arc a refuge for native birds 

such as the A'eo and the 'Auku'u. No threat in destroying 
habitat for native plants or animals discovered as long as the 
wetlands are preserved and protected as mandated by State and 
Federal agencies. 

Recommendations Based on our findings, Hana Pono, LLC does not feel the 
proposed project will have adverse affects to the native 
Hawaiian cultural practices. Therefore, we make no cultural 
recommendations at this time, other than a suggestion to meet 
with the community and dialogue to address their individual 
concerns as outlined in the conclusion of this report. 

Cover Photo: Map from Coogle Maps with project area highlighted yellow. 
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Cultural Summary 
The Krausz Companies' is proposing a Downtown Kihei mixed-use project 

located in the ahupua'a (land area) ofWaiohuli encompassing 12 acres mauka (upland) 
of South Kihei Road, north of Upoa and spanning Pi'ikea Street. The proposal is to 
construct a mixed-use, village concept downtown district with retail, office, and 
restaurant space with residential condominiums above. 

4 

The project is located in the makai (ocean-side) portion of the moku (district) of 
Kula in the ahupua'a of Waiohuli. This moku runs from H6kli'ula in the north to 
Kamaole in the south. The southern geographical border is Keawekapu along the coast. 
Close to the border of the ahupua' a of Keokea the proposed project area has been covered 
in kiawe trees for quite some time. 

In the makai part of the property are two wetland areas that must be protected and 
preserved. These now perennial wetlands are some of the last remaining areas in the 
Kihei area and a refuge for the native A' eo and the Auku 'u. In ancient times Kihei had 
many more wetlands, which through the devastation of the upper elevation forests were 
filled in with silt and overgrown. 

Figure 1: Native A 'eo in the wetland portion of the project area 
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Introduction 
At the request of David Pyle, Vice President of The Krausz Companies, Inc., 

Hana Pono, LLC has completed a DRAFT report for the Cultural Impact Assessment of 
the proposed Kihei Downtown Mixed-use Development located at Tax Map Key 
numbers: 3-9-02:30, 3-9-02:76, 3-9-02:80, & 3-9-02: 158. This study was completed in 
accordance with State of Hawai'i Chapter 343, HRS, and the State of Hawai'i Office of 
Environmental Quality Control (OEQC) Guidelines for Assessing Cultural Impacts 
( 1997). 

Figure 2: Corner of project site. 

Guiding Legislation for Cultural Impact Assessments 

6 

It is the policy of the State of Hawaii under Chapter 343, Hawaii Revised Statutes, 
to alert decision makers about significant environmental effect that may occur due to 
actions such as development, re-development, or other actions taken on lands. Articles 
IX and XlI of the State Constitution, other state laws, and the courts of the state require 
the promotion and preservation of cultural beliefs, practices, and resources of native 
Hawaiians and other ethnic groups. 

The Guidelines for Assessing Cultural Impacts, as adopted by the Environmental 
Council, State of l-lawaii 1997 and enforced by the Office of Environmental Quality 
Control, including HAR Title I I Chapter 200-4(a) to include, effects on the cultural 
practices of thc community and state. Also amends the definition of "significant effect" 
to include adverse effects on cultural practices. 

Kihei Downtown Mixed-Usc Project CIA by Hana Pono, LLC 6/2/09 
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Goal and Purpose 
The goal of this study is to identify any and all Native Hawaiian, traditional, 

historical, or otherwise noteworthy practices, resources, sites, and beliefs attached to the 
project area in order to analyze the impact of the proposed development on these 
practices and features. Consult with lineal descendents or kupuna (Hawaiian elders) with 
knowledge of the area in gleaning further information. 

Scope 
The scope will be to compile various historical, cultural and topographical 

accounts and facts of the project area and its adjacent ahupua'a. "The geographical extent 
of the inquiry should, in most instances, be greater than the area over which the proposed 
action will take place. This is to ensure that cultural practices which may not occur 
within the boundaries of the project area, but which may nonetheless be affected, are 
included in the assessment. .. An ahupua'a is usually the appropriate geographical unit to 
begin an assessment of cultural impacts of a proposed action, particularly if it includes all 
of the types of cultural practices associated with the project area. In some cases, cultural 
practices are likcly to extend beyond the ahupua'a and the geographical extent of the 
study area should take into account those cultural practices" (OEQC,Guidelines for 
Assessing Cultural Impacts, Nov 9, 1997). Data will be compiled beginning with the first 
migrations of Polynesians to the area, progressing through the pre-contact period of 
Hawaiian settlement, containing data on the post-contact period, through to the current 
day and any cultural practices or beliefs still occurring in the project area. Hawaiian 
kupuna with tics to thc area will be interviewed on their knowledge of the area and its 
associated beliefs, practices, and resources. Additionally, any other individuals or 
organizations with expertise concerning the types of cultural resources, practices and 
belief found within the geographical area in question will be consulted. 

Project Area 
The project is located in the State of Hawaii, County of Maui, at Tax Map Key 

parcel numbers: 3-9-02:30, 3-9-02:76,3-9-02:80, & 3-9-02: 158. South Kihei Road 
borders the project on the west, the north-south collector road on the east, mauka (upland) 
of the Longs Drugs and Azeka's shopping centers, split by Pi'ikea St. down the middle. 
Historically, the project lies in the moku (district) of Kula and in the ahupua'a of 
Waiohuli, nearly abutting the ahupua'a of Keokea. 

Approach & Method 
The approach taken in this study was two-fold. Foremost, historical, involving as 

appropriate, a review of: The Great Mahcle (land division of 1848), land court, census 
and tax records, previously published or recorded ethnographic interviews and oral 
histories; community studies, old maps and photographs and other archival documents. 
Secondly, more current event. involving oral interviews with living persons with ties, 
either lineal or cultural, to the project area and the surrounding region. 

Objectives 
The objectives of the Cultural Impact Assessment are as follows: 

Kihei Downtown Mixed-Use Project CIA by Hana Pono, LLC 6/2/09 



• to compile and identify historical and current cultural uses of the project area 
• to identify historical and current cultural beliefs & practices associated with 

project area 
• to assess the impact of the proposed action on the cultural resources, practices, 

and beliefs. 

Tasks 
Data gathered combined available written and recorded background information 

with the oral interviews of knowledgeable kupuna. 

Archival Research 
All sources of historical written data, old maps, and literature were culled for 

information. 

Oral Interviews 
Tasks completed for oral interviews included: identification of appropriate 

individuals to be interviewed, determination of legitimate ties to project area and 
surrounding region, interview recorded in writing and by digital audiocassette, 
transcription of interview, compilation of pertinent data. 

Historical & Current Cultural Resources & Practices 
. The island of Maui is comprised 
of twelve (12) traditional land districts, 
called moku. Each moku is made up of 
numerous ahupua'a, smaller land 
divisions wherein a self-inclusive 
community could find all the things 
needed for a satisfactory life. Usually 
these ahupua'a ran from the heights of 
the mountain peak to the edge of the 
outer reef like a giant pie slice, although 

Figure 3: Northern portion of project area many ahupua'a did not fit this template. 
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As previous mentioned, the project area resides in the moku of Kula and the ahupua'a 
of Waiohuli. Handy relates that, "Kula was always an arid region, throughout its long, 
low seashore, vast stony ku la (open country) lands and broad up lands. Both on the coast, 
where fishing was good, and on the lower westward slopes of HaleakaIa a considerable 
population existed" (ESC Handy, 114). The moku of Kula is so called for its kula lands, 
kula meaning broad open expanses, likened to pasture land by the ranchers of the last 
century. 

The coastal expansc of Kula, now referred to as Kihei town, was at one point 
home to many fresh and brackish wetlands. With the deforestation ofthe upper Kula area 
for farming and ranching, rainwater was less able to filter into the ground and recharge 
the ponds near the coast The Honolulu Star-Bulletin and Advertiser reported in 1962, "a 
secondary result of the clearing of the Kula forests, he said, was the destruction of 
extensive fresh water ponds in Kihei, on the Ma'alaea Bay coast below Kula. When the 
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forest was cleared, water was free to rush down the mountain, carrying soil from Kula to 
the coast and filling with mud the ponds for which Kihei was once famous" (Sterling, 
245). 

First migrations 
Traditional stories start with the creation chant called "Kumulipo." The Kumulipo 

brings darkness into light. Embedded in this all-encompassing chant includes the tale of 
the coming of the Hawaiian Islands through the mythical stories of Pele and another 
demigod named Maui who, with his brothers, pull up all the islands from the bottom of 
the sea. The latest and last physical appearance of Pele occurred as late as mid-1800s 
when the Fire Goddess 
flowed from the top of the 
southern slopes of 
Haleakala down through 
Honua'ula and landing at 
the surf of Makena and 
Wailea. In the Hawaiian 
Annual published by 
Thomas Thrum and James 
Dana's "Characteristics of 
Volcanoes", arc reported 
Father Bailey's statements 
of his oral interviews 
explaining that the last Figure 4: Wetlands in project area with A'eo and Auku'u flying 

flow had occurred in 1750 
(Sterling 1998: 228). Many of the lava flows in the summit depression and in the 
Ulupalakua to Nu'u area were dark black and bare 'a'a (rough, jagged type of lava 
landscape). The two freshest lava flows run near La Perouse Bay. The upper flow broke 
out of a fissure ncar Pu'u Mahoe and the lower flow broke out at Kalua o Lapa cone. 
Both flows contain large balls or wrapped masses of typical 'a'a found throughout 
Hawai'i. 

The occupation of the Hawaiian archipelago after its mythical creation came in 
distinct eras starting around 0 to 600 A.D. This was the time of migrations from 
Polynesia, particularly the Marqucsas. Between 600 and 1100 A.D. the population in the 
Hawaiian Islands primarily expanded from natural internal growth on all of the islands. 
Through the course of this period the inhabitants of the Hawaiian Islands grew to share 
common ancestors and a common heritage. More significantly, they had developed a 
Hawaiian culture and language uniquely adapted to the islands of Hawai'i which was 
distinct from that of other Polynesian peoples (Pomander 1919: 222). 

Between 1100 and 1400 A.D., marks the era ofthe long voyages between Hawai'i 
and Tahiti and the introduction of major changes in the social system of the Hawaiian 
nation. The chants, myths and legends record the voyages of great Polynesian chiefs and 
priests, such as the high priest Pa'ao, the ali'inui (Head Chief) Mo'ikeha and his sons Kiha 
and La'amaikahiki, and high chief Hawai'iloa. Traditional chants and myths describe 
how these new Polynesian chiefs and their sons and daughters gradually appropriated the 
rule over the land from the original inhabitants through intermarriage, battles and ritual 
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sacrifices. The high priest Pa'ao introduced a new religious system that used human 
sacrifices, feathered images, and enclosed heiau (temples) to facilitate their sacred 
religious practices. The migration coincided also with a period of rapid internal 
population growth. Remnant structures and artifacts dating to this time suggest that 
previously uninhabited leeward areas were settled during this period. The target area of 
study is in Kula, named for the open plains found in this land. 

Settling of Kula Moku & Ahupua 'a 
With its gentle and open white sand beaches, the coastal areas of Kula were surely 

a favorite location for fisherman and their families. Accounts tell of a large population 
on the coast with much bounty from the ocean, not only by fishing the open sea, but also 
by the construction of fishponds, gathering limu (seaweed), and diving for octopus and 
lobster. Inhabitants of this region relied on vegetable foods from other areas of the 
island. Possibly obtaining kalo (taro) from across the Ma'alaea plain in Waikapu and 
uala (sweet potato) from the mauka slopes of Haleakala, the inhabitants of the coastal 
region were able to supplement their diet of fish, shellfish, and limu. 

The project area rests in the ahupua'a of Waiohuli. In ancient times the 
surrounding areas 
were known for their 
fresh (brackish) 
water ponds that 
would fill up in ~;' 
times of rain and 
become dry during 
the summer months. 
Previously, there 
were many of these 
types of ponds that 
have now been filled 
in for development. 
Two of the 
remaining wetlands 
like this are located 
on the project area. 

Place names associated with this area 
Waiohuli, literally "waters of change", the changing or turning waters. The 

project resides in this ahupua'a that is bordered by Ka'ono'ulu to the north and Keokea to 
the south. 

Ka'ono'ulu, the hunger or yearning for ulu (breadfruit), is so named for the ulu 

grown in the upper regions of this ahupua·a. 
Keokea is so named for the long beaches found in this region filled with white 

sand, It is said that Keokea is the shortened form of Ke-one-kea. 
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Traditional Hawaiian Uses & Practices 
The inhabitants ofthe coastal areas ofWaiohuli 

sustained themselves through the bounty of the ocean. Nearby 
to them was the fishpond of Kalepolepo, commonly called 
Ko'ic'ie. Kalepolepo was built by an early Maui chief and by 
the 16th century King 'Umi ofl-Iawai'i Island tasked the 
commoners with rebuilding the walls. Later, during the reign 
of Kamchameha I he rebuilt Kalepolcpo again, tasking all the 
people of the west side of Maui to work. 

Figure 6: One of the 
last remaining pieces 
of the Ala loa trail 
found near Hana 

Ke Alaloa o Maui, the broad highway of Maui 
constructed by King Pi'ilani crosses through the ahupua'a of 
Waiohuli on its way to Makena and not much is mentioned of 
this area besides Kalepolepo pond and the dryness of the area. 

Post-Contact Historical Uses & Practices 
It was ncar Kalcpolepo and the shoreline north of the project area that 

Kamehameha is said to have landed his canoes for his invasion of Maui. Kamehameha 
had previously been beaten by the forces of Maui because of their furious use ofthe rna 'a 
(sling) for which Maui 's warriors were famous. But Kamchameha this time had the 
foreign technology of mortars, muskets, and cannons. It was here he uttered the now 
famous saying, "lmua c na poki'i. He inu i ka wai 'awa'awa", forward my brothers or 
drink of the bitter waters. He set fire to his canoes, their only form of retreat and 
challenged his men to win the battle or drink the bitter water of defeat and certain death. 
From Kalepolepo the army of Kamehameha pushed the warriors of Maui back to the 
West Maui Mountains. 

With the arrival of 
the foreigners came the 
foreign interest of making 
money and one of the first 
goods to be mass exported 
from the islands was the 
Sandalwood. IIi 'ahi in 
Hawaiian, the sandalwood 
tree has a fragrance highly 
prized by the Chinese and 
entire forests were denuded 
in the rush to make foreign 
money. Many of these 
forests were in the upper 
part of the Kula moku and 
the deforestation of these 
forests was a contributor to the siltation of the brackish ponds and loko i'a (fishponds). 
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While the rest of the island was undergoing a radical transformation of landscape 
with the construction of large sugar and pineapple plantations, the Kihei area remained 
largely unchanged due to the lack of water. No foreign investors wanted to stake a claim 
to land out there knowing there was no way to water their crops. For a long time, Kihei 
remained the same, a few hundred Hawaiian families living offthe bounty of the ocean. 

In 1828 the first Catholic priest to the Hawaiian islands, Father Baehelot, brought 
with him from Paris a seed which he grew into a tree and planted in a church in 
Honolulu. Soon after the seeds of this tree were taken to all the islands and began to 
dominate the leeward landscape of Maui. Kiawe soon was the most prolific tree in South 
Maui, so much so, that the kupuna (elders) of today remember Kihei as being covered in 
kiawe. There was so much kiawe that they would make slippers out of old car tires, the 
only thing that would stop the kiawe thorn from puncturing their feet. One account from 
our oral interviews detailed how they would take the rubber tires off their bikes and 
replace it with a garden hose, wrapped mUltiple times and bound with wire, after getting 
too many flats with a regular tube tire. In the latter part of the 19th century and most of 
the 20th century the project area was covcred in kiawe aside from the intermittent 
wetlands that would develop depending on tide and flooding. 

Current Uses & Practices of Project Area 
Currently, the formerly 

intermittent wetlands on the 
makai side (ocean side) of the 
property have been converted 
into perennial wetlands due to 
multiple factors. With the 
development of all surrounding 
land parcels, the larger 
intermittent flood plains have 
been paved over and the grade 
raised. Oral accounts detail 
areas surrounding the proj ect 
location were formerly 
intermittent wetlands before the 
construction of shopping malls and condominiums forcing the water elsewhere. The two 
remaining wetlands are located in the project area. In ancient times the numerous 
wetlands allowed native birds to pick their favorite spots for feeding and nesting. Oral 
accounts of the project area do not recall a high incidence of native bird sightings. The 
occasional Hawaiian stilt, or A'eo, and the Auku'u would be seen, but not frequently. 
With the minimization of larger wetland areas, the two areas in the project location are 
the last bastions for many of these native birds and they arc now seen with more 
frequency then in past times. 

Oral accounts from interviews of kupuna with historical or lineal ties to the area 
recall only the kiawe forests of the area. As children they would pick the beans ofthe 
kiawe tree to sell to the piggeries. One of their uncles would log the kiawe to be made 
into charcoal. 
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Synthesis of Archival, Literary, & Oral Accountings 
The project area, in the moku of Kula, the ahupua'a of Waiohuli, mauka (upland) 

of the old road now called South Kihei Road but makai ( ocean side) of the north-south 
collector road contains no significant cultural sites or resources save some of the last 
remaining wetlands in the region that serve as a resting place and refuge for native flora 
and fauna. The other acreage that is now in kiawe and scrub brush has been that way for 
the better part of two centuries, serving as a place to cut kiawe for firewood and charcoal 
and as access to the beach and through the property to access the lands on either side. 
The loko i'a (fishpond) of Kalepolepo was a significant resource for the ancient 
Hawaiians of this region and current efforts have been undertaken to restore the fishpond 
to its former glory and usefulness. Ke Alaloa 0 Maui, the broad highway of Maui, started 
by King Pi'ilani and continued by his son Kihapi'ilani runs makai (ocean side) of the 
project area providing access to the lands of Honua'ula and beyond. This road is now 
non-existent in this area and has been paved over by South Kihei road. 

Conclusion 
This report finds that the development of a Downtown Kihei mixed-use 

development on the project area encompassing the TMK' s of: 3-9-02:30, 76, 80, and 158 
will have no significant impact on cultural resources, practices or beliefs, either directly 
in the project area or the sUITounding areas. As already mandated by the State and 
Federal agencies, care should be taken to protect and preserve the two wetland areas on 
the property from further encroachment. These wetlands arc a refuge for native birds 
such as the A'eo and the Auku'u. The lands in question have been taken over by the non
native kiawe tree for the better part of two centuries and prior to that no significant 

by {)Ti:i ... : H, .. 

Figure 9: A'eo and Auku'u 
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Appendix A: Interview Transcripts 

Interview: Ole Akaka 

By Kimokeo Kapahulehua 
April 2, 2009 
KK: Kimokeo Kapahulehua 
OA: Ole Akaka 

KK- I am with Ole No I am with what you call that ole What your name? 

OA- Akaka Ole Akaka 

KK- 1 am with Ole Akaka and I'm in Kihei. His address is? What your address? 

OA- 1700 

KK- 1700 

OA- Alaniu Place 

KK- Alaniu Place and Ole is been in, Kihei since a child, he's 62? 

OA- 63 
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KK- 63 years old. This residence was his dad's residence since 1947 and the dad bought 
25,000 square feet at that time for $9,000.00. Which is from Alaniu place connected to 
the makai area of Malama Street. 

OA- Halama, Halama Street 

KK- Halama Street. So Ole, I just wanted to make sure that we talk about your 
biography. So give us a little history of your biography and the linkage to Kihei area. 
Particularly we talking about that Krauss project that 1 talked to you about, you know? 
At, by Long's Drugs and cvelything. So just give us a little bit of your background in 
Kihei. Here you got to talk to this. 

OA- Well, I've been in Kihei since 1947 when my dad first bought here in 1947. We 
actually came, he was from, he was from Waikiki original beach boy with Duke 
Kahanamoku. My family is the Akaka, the Senator and Abraham Akaka was the 
Minister, they were two brothers but then we, my dad' job took us to the Big Island first 
and then to Maui and that's where he bought here in 1947. He was with the Board of 
Agriculture and Forestry. So I still here live on the land that my dad bought in 1947. 

KK- So he was Board of what? 

OA- Board of Agriculture and Forestry. 

KK- Oh, Board of Agriculture and Forestry. On Maui? 

OA- Yeah 
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KK- Oh so can you tell us a little bit of this area, the Kihei area, about any cultural thing 
or anything you can remember. Because a lot of these building wasn't here. So You 
knew like the older families that was around here and the kind of work they did. What 
about your dad did he do any fishing in front here? 

OA- Oh this was good fishing grounds all out here. For seaweed, for fishing, net fishing 
everything was good out here. that's how llcarn how to do everything from my dad and 
used to always go and do lot of fishing, that's how we live off the ocean too because 
those days very cheap pay, yeah. My father was making like not even 200.00 a month 
salary 

KK- Wow 

OA- And my mom used to work for the county clerk and the county attorney So all cheap 
pay in those days yeah 

KK- this in 1950's 

OA- In the 40s and 50s 

KK- 50's 

OA- And then my dad retired when he was like 54 years old I think 27 years with the 
board of agriculture and forestry. But when he first came he was like the inspector and go 
check all the every place out the forest reserves everything and then anytime you like 
ship anything you got to go see him like before the airport, no more the kind agriculture 
check. He got go do all that check all the luggage and everything 

KK- And this residence is approximately, what about one mile away from the project 
yeah, by Longs Drugs? 

OA- Yeah 

KK- Its about one mile away from the Krauss project 

OA- Yeah 

KK- So when we talking Halama street 

they are on the makua side and then there are houses on the makai side. But at that time 
Ole where there any houses there? 

OA- No we was the first house there was nothing even back here, nothing. So we used to 
come in from this street and then go across and do until they made that Halama Street 
road yeah. 

KK- So Ole was telling you about their fishing so. What kind offishing that you talking 
about gathering up there what kind of fishing? 

OA- Well my dad did a lot of go dive for oetopus, he'e. Squid was one ofthe big things 
Seaweed we use to plant and anytime you like you can go get no even need goggles for 
go get. 

KK- What kind? Ogo 

OA- Ogo, lipoa you know the eleele no more, the huluhuluwaena my father went 
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Plant. And the lipoa and ogo was the two main things over here but 

Good squid ground this was .And then when we moemoe net oh catch any kine, slipper 
lobster, any kine 

KK- So he talking to you about three types of limu or seaweed was in this area, 
huluhuluwaena, lipoa and ogo. The ogo thcy call um manawaea right. So he's talking 
about that 

OA- Right, manawea 

KK- But also on this coastline Ole I see had waiwaiiole. 

OA- Yeah yeah had waiwai 'iole too 

KK- Waiwai'iole, so this was the harvesting ground for that type of seaweed for the 
local people in those times 

OA- everybody walk the beach and pick up or you go in the water you no even need 
goggles for dive. My father usc to make glass box. And when we was kids we just go 
with the glass box and you pull you pull the seaweed and stuff. 

KK- So he talking to you about he'e better know as squid or octopus and Squid and 
octopus different so the he' e was really octopus yeah? 

OA- Yeah. 

KK- The tako? 

OA- yeah 
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KK- So then he were also telling you about the mocmoe. moemoe means is the laying net 
over night and catching slipper lobster, aholehole, moi, oio, menpaehe. A different 
variety of reef fish. 

OA- All the different fish all the different fish right outside here. You know was and then 
had one guy, the family still live down here maybe you should go check with him go 
down the end of this street, Halama to the left get one bushy place, get one Gary Akina 
and get one Higashi family. 

KK- Oh, Higashi. 

OA- Yeah. Higashi, my good time friend. He live there all his life too. The uncle used to 
take us. He uscd to livc right on the beach and only with kerosene lantern and one shack 
and he had one canoe. And we used to go out with him go fishing and go diving. For his 
age, he could still like 3040 feet. We go outside the reefs and go fishing with him. 

KK- Ah, Higahsi family and Gary Akina still there? 

OA- Gary Akina still live down there too. 

KK- So maybe 

OA- That's another 2 

KK- And I also heard your neighbor back here is from here too. The girl play guitar. 
What's her name? The mom 
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OA- Yeah Yeah right across here, right across here. But they used to be when you go 
Welakahao right here by the 

KK- Right 
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OA- Go right up towards the highway, go to the left, that was the family, Miranda, Henry 
Miranada. That was her grandfather. Her mother, was that's the daughter of Henry 
Miranda. He used to be my, he was my godfather, before we used to go Saint Teresa 
church. That's long time property owners and then when the mother went marry that, 
they divorce now they bought over here, oh was cheap before you know 

KK- So give us some background, Ole you said you was Honolulu first yeah? Where did 
you go school in Honolulu'? 

OA- Never did. I was born in Waikiki, 1945.And then my dad's job took us to the Big 
Island 46. 47 we was here. 

KK- Oh you came here. 

OA- Yeah 

KK- and then any schooling over here on the island? 

OA- I went over here Saint Anthony school, the catholic school that was a big thing in 
the old days you know 

KK- What year was that? 

OA- From 1949,50 to I went 9 years old and then my last years high school I went 
Baldwin High. 

KK- Baldwin High School but you was still in Kihei? 

OA- Yeah still in Kihei 

KK- And thcn after high school Baldwin high what did you do for a job 

OA- Well what I did was I went go for the, in the old days they get the one for the army 
the all Hawaiian company 

KK- Oh all Hawaiian company. 

OA- Yeah I went go for, I went take the test, I never past the physical I past the test 1963 
when 1 got out of high school. So I ended up working from 1963 till 2 years ago. 

KK- And basically, was construction 

OA- Construction, yeah 

KK- And your first marriage what year was that Ole? 

OA- 1966 

KK- And you had 

OA- 4 kids 

KK- 4 kids 

KK- And so your oldest is Jonah? 
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OA- Jonah. 

KK- Which, Jonah Hauole Aka? 

OA- Akaka 

KK- Akaka 

OA- Yeah 

KK- Jonah Hauolc Akaka, who is with Office of Hawaiian affairs at this time? 

Ole: Yeah 

KK- And then you had who? 
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OA- And then I get one daughter who is a Janesa Hinano Akaka. She's a nurse and trying 
to go be one doctor. She's a 

KK- In where? 

OA- In Honolulu. 

KK- Honolulu? 

OA- Yeah. And then I get my son Jason Kaimanahila Akaka. He is working construction 

KK- Construction 

OA- And then my last one, is a Jacob Akaka. He was born on the day in 1973, there was 
one earthquake when I was taking the mother to the hospital. When I reach there I see 
everyone running around and I wondering what the hell is going on. Oh, you never feel 
that one earthquake 

KK- right 

OA- He was the only baby born that day so I gave him the name Ola'e, whieh they say in 
Hawaiian, like that the Ola'e down MITkena; 

KK- Pu'u Ola'e, blowing up 

OA- Yeah well the its like blow, went blow hah. So when I went talk to this Hawaiian 
lady I went ask her how you say earthquake in Hawaiian, she said Ola'e. I gave him that 
but my grandfather said no good, bum by he going be destructive so I took, he the only 
one no more Hawaiian name. But I had one good friend he was related to Kamehameha 
the III. His name was Lot Kamehameha Lane. He wanted to give me the name 
Kamehameha for him. But I said nah that's you know kind of. 

KK- So you left the Ola'e? 

OA- Just never do the Ola'e him the only one no more Hawaiian name. Only get Jaeob 
Lot Akaka. 

KK- Oh, okay, okay. 

OA- I went name him after the Hawaiian man, I never like give him the Kamehameha. 

KK- Oh and now today you retired you stay over here? 

OA- Yeah, I retired stay over here two years now 
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KK- Just give you a little biography of Ole Akaka. As he said to you earlier that the 
Senator Akaka the Priest or the Kahu, 

OA- The Reverend Abraham. That's 2 brothers. 

KK- The Reverend Akaka was a surfer and a he did a lot of royal sea burials in Waikiki. 

OA- Yeah. My father, my father was Duke Kahanamoku when Duke Kahanamoku, you 
know that's all the same time he born and raise Waikiki. 

KK- Abraham did service for the Duke I seen in the 

OA- Yeah. That's why that Abraham in Honolulu, if we die, as long as you get the Akaka 
name, we get our own cemetery, get one in Honolulu get one Akaka cemetery 

KK- Oh, oh. 

OA- You know like my, anyone with the Akaka name can go be buried there. 

KK- Wow 

OA- That' the reverend's father use to take care that cemetery 

KK- Yeah, so I was just on the phone with Daniel Senator Akaka 

OA-Oh 

KK- I was talking to his son, Kaniala. 

OA- I don't even know, see because see 

KK- He grew up on the Big Island and he do all the canoe blessing like that so I just 
want to establish your biography 

OA- As long as because me I live here all my life when we used to go for the family 
reunion. My son Jonah Hauole used to always run the show everything for the But when I 
go down here I don't know all the family. Like him he was living down there when me 
and the first wife divorce he was living with the mom and then he raise all his life over 
there yeah so he know all the family. Me, I don't know cause, because live here, so I 
don't know all the family. 

KK- Besides the fishing culture practice in this area in this area what are things you know 
about the area culturally that was done you know in the arc a when you were brought up 
besides fishing anything else Anything else like canoes or 

OA- Oh we had our own canoe. My father went make one canoe and we went go fishing 
we used to have one 3 horse power motor that we used to go fishing with. 

KK- what kind of canoe did he make? 

Ole. They made it out of plywood but he look like the regular canoe 

KK- But it wasn't made out of any material or anything like that. 

OA- No, no. 

KK- So you can see that the culture practice here was really done at the ocean which he 
talk to you about he talk to you about gathering the fish 
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OA- You know over here in the old days every time come summer, when summer 
vacation. Two and half months we stay on all the different beaches. We could camp out 
on all the beaches you know you can make fire but you clean up, 

KK- Right 

OA- We live, every beach down in Kihei and Makena we camp on the beach. We come 
home do our job, water, clean yard, clean the house and then we go back stay down the 
beach the whole summer. That's how we was when kids raising 

KK-: As Ole explaining most of the things were at the beach area 

OA- Right 

KK- What about the sea cucumber, the loli, the wana 

OA- uh, we used to pick that too 

KK- Yeah. The loli, the wana 

OA- Uuh, we, my mother used to make raw loli and then the wana we used to pick, and 
ho plenty work, you gotta, you gotta get um in this area you go when the kiawe get the 
bean. That's when the wana suppose to be fat. 

KK- The wan a good 

OA- Yeah 

KK- Yeah what about akule opelu? 

I used to go with the da kine. Every time the Akinas used to go and then we go help pull 
the net. 

KK- Oh cool. Go hukilau. Go huki down the beaches hah. But a lot of, all kind different 
fishing before, good fishing before and this the calm side of the island the south side, the 
leeside. All, all good always good the only time when you get the kona winds then this 
side rough uh but otherwise over here always good for fishing everything. So now you 
know. Even we usc to go lamalama night time used to have the guys with the torches, 
the old timers with torches ha, all shallow outside here so you can walk around to spear 
fish, or you know squid any kine at night the thing all moving around slow so he 
explaining to you that malamala is really night time fishing with the kukui hele po They 
use the lamp over the head 

OA-Yeah 

KK- And go out fishing on the reef and you know spearing the uhu. And at that time you 
guys used to also harvest the turtle hah? 

OA- Yeah turtle, they even serve urn in the restaurant. Turtle steak everything. That's 
why they they figure get more problem with sharks because you no can they come after 
the turtle that why, but before you catch turtle and you cat everything off the turtle except 
the shell. 

KK- So as you can sec as we continue our discussion most of the cultural practices as he 
understands, Ole Akaka is really on the shoreline and then the ocean and so we can he 
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doesn't know anything else that was culturally practiced in this area on the land you 
know. 

OA- Yeah 

KK- and you know we going to do the shopping center. The Krauss project is building 
that shopping center do you have any concerns about that area Ole? 

OA- no Cause we, the only three supermarkets down here is the main ones Star, 
Foodland and Safeway. 

KK- Right 

OA- But then oyu know all I do is oyu get one week sales you just wateh the sales and 
that's how we shop yeah 

KK- Right 

OA- But you know if we get more things that you can go shopping and buy cheaper 
maybe good for us 

22 

KK- Do you think with this, the a, new shopping center or any of the development around 
here do you think the perception of the cultural impact, you think there is a real impact on 
the eulture situation. 

OA- Nah, I think it's already gone already. we really can not do a lot of the things. They 
stop you from, even, now you can not even lay net over night and leave urn overnight, 
you got to leave um only little while so a lot of that kind fishing can not even do anymore 
and then certain kind fish, you can not, like before you mostly eatch anything is for come 
home and eat you know for go sell stuff. but now you ean not cven do the fishing. That's 
sad about the culture thing that how we use to live off ofT everything just go get and you 
can eat 

KK- He says it is pretty sad that we don't have that practices as we did in the 50 and 
60.And maybe as high as the 70. lie was trying to sum it up by saying that there is a lot 
of regulation now 

OA- Yeah 

KK- When we talked to you earlier in the interview about moemoe it means that we lay 
the net in the early evening and piek it up early morning 

OA- Yeah 

KK- And today there is a regulation that you can only leave 4 hours 

OA- Yeah 

KK- But I think now they trying to deregulate the four hours completely I think 

OA- Yeah 

KK- I think the law says now you can not lay net at all I am not so sure But anyway the 
whole example was to show you that things change and he was saying to you earlier that 
when we catch fish we didn't have a size of the fish. So now you got to watch the size of 
the papio, size of the moi all these sizes that the rules and regulations of the poe haole. 
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OA- Yeah 

KK- Even With the seaweed and opihi now they making by the pound 

OA- They can fine you and stuff now if they 

KK- Right now they can fine you 
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OA- They can fine you if they catch you with the smaller fish they tack one fine on you 
and stuff 

KK- So the question was about his perception of the cultural impact. He says yes it does 
make an impact but it doesn't matter at this time because we don't practice it no more 
because the laws regulate on what we practice. 

OA- Yeah 

OA- I know that's why I mean even with you know my brother in law coming from 
Molokai he used to come here and work he used to do fumigation and stuff you know 
termite business he said oh Kihei is almost fastest the most growing in all Hawaii I think 
Kihei is the one that grew really a lot when I came back here, you know I was working in 
Honolulu, I came back here in 1969 that's when they figure Wailea was going 850 
million of work and that's why I came back to Maui, I like to go back to Maui because 
never have nothing down here Oh then went boom from 1969 

KK- I really appreciate you letting me interview you Ole bother Ole and then later I have 
to come back and take your photograph and we still need to write up this we still you 
need to sign that and say it is okay and we are able to usc it for the report. 

OA- Okay. My pleasure Any way I can help 

KK- Thank you so much. Higashi, I gotta go see Higashi 
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Interview: Annlouise "Weezy" Kahalekai & Michalene Arcangel 

By Keli'i Tau'a and Kainoa Horcajo 
May 20,2009 

KT - Keli'i Tau 'a/Interviewer 
KH- Kainoa Horcajo/lnterviewer 
WK - Wizzie Kahalekai 
MA - Michalcne Archangel (sister) 

KT- We're here in beautiful Kihei with Wizzie Kahalekai. Native of Kihei? 

WK- I was born in Kihei. I was born in myoId house where we lived. On Halelani 
place, which is about two streets over from here. 

KT- How many in your family? 

WK- 5 children 

KT - Are you the kahiapo? The oldest? 

WK- I'm number two. 
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KT - What can you remember growing up here, let's take chronology. From your young 
ages, where did you go to school? 

WK - I went to St. Anthony School 

KT - All the Akinas went St. Anthony? 

WK - I'm not sure. The Akinas donated that land to St. Anthony. My great-grandfather 
lived over that way. If you look on the map of Wailuku Agri-business, Aehuna Akina 
was the original Owner of Wailuku Sugar. 

KT - Oh, yeah, that's true. Achuna Akina was the original founder of Wailuku Sugar. 

WK- That's my great grandfather's brother. 

KT - He was one of two that came over here. 

WK- Auhana was our great grandfather. 

KT- So the two of them started the ... 
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WK- Well, they were born here ... 

MA- No, they were born on Kaho'olawe. 

WK- Yeah, I mean born in Hawai'i. 

KT- Yeah. But they started the Sugar Company together? 

WK- My grandfather told me that they lived there behind Sivila Store and one of them 
was a pharmacist at the hospital there ... the Malalani hospital. And then my great 
grandfather worked at the plantation in Wailuku. Right across the street from St. 
Anthony. Their house was right down the street by where Wailuku Sugar office is. In 
fact, he died one night, he llsed to gamble in the camps there and they killed him on the 
railroad tracks on his way home because he won all the money. They killed him. 

KT- See what happens when you get all the money, they come after you. 

WK- Yeah. Anyway, that's why most of us whcn to St. Anthony. I only went to 8th 

grade, then I went to Kamehameha. And I only went for two years because I was 
homesick. Was hard in my year! 

KT- What year was that? 

WK- 1961-1962. 

KT- Oh, right after me, then. 
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WK- It was really hard cause we couldn't go anywhere. I didn't have relatives to come 
take me anywhere. You try stay seven days a week in one dormitory! 

KT- I loved it! So, you went over there and finished and came home. Did you go to 
college? 

WK- I went to MCC. We were the first graduating class of MCC! 

KT- What did you study? 

WK- Business. 

KT- Now how many children do you have in your family? 

WK- 2 children. Both adopted. One from my sister and one from a niece. 

KT- So coming back, how did the kids in the neighborhood look at you? Did they think 
you were snobby going to St. Anthony? 

WK- We didn't have neighborhood kids, was mostly just family. 

KT - How many houses were there? 

WK- I think there were 100 houses in all of Kihei when I was little. Talking from Wailea 
to Suda store. From Keawekapu all the way to Suda store get maybe 100 houses. 

KT - So you guys, meaning the Akina 'ohana, were everything. You roamed the whole 
land, grandpa did very well and bought so mueh land. So you walked up and down. 

WK- My grandfather didn't buy the land. We got the land because my great-great
grandmother was a midwife to the Queen Lili'uokalani. 
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KT - Who was that? 

WK- The Thompsons. And when they gave land it went from the top of the mountain 
down to the sea, yeah. So, they owned all this land from years ago. He didn't have to 
purchase. But he sold a lot of the land. 
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KT - So when you were growing up, can you recall from the street that you were born on. 
Did you walk as far as to Suda store or Ma'alaea? 

WK-Never all the way to Ma'alaea. But we used to walk to Suda store and back? You 
know Halloween, all the kids from Keawekapu to Suda store went walking. For trick or 
treating, like a parade. (laughs) 

KT - Can you describe what was on the land if you walked to Suda store, what would you 
walk into? 

WK- Suda store was there when I was little. 

KT- Yeah. 

WK- So, to be honest most of Kihei \vas kiawe when 1 was little. Wherever there wasn't 
a home, there was kiawe. 

KT - What about water'? Still yet by the Catholic Church there was a lot of wetlands. 

WK- Yeah, there was. You know where Menehune Shores is? It was all water, wetlands 
coming in. You know where Koa Lagoon is? They build Koa Lagoon right on top of it. 
They covered it up and built right over. So someday, I think, the water is going to come 
rushing down and that condo is gonna be gone. They call it Koa Lagoon because that 
place used to be a lagoon. There used to be a koa house there. And that's why they 
called it Koa Lagoon. And where Azekas is now, that whole thing was all wetlands, 
mostly. The Catholic church is all wetlands. They filling up now. Halama St. on the 
mauka side across the street was all wet lands. And sand dunes. 

KT - Kainoa & I arc here to do a cultural assessment report. Our study is in back of 
Longs Drugs on one side and Bank of Hawai'i on the other sidc. 

WK - Yes, it was all wet lands 

KT - Other consultants I have interviewed said that it wasn't always filled w/water. 

WK - It wasn't always water. It was that green grass, it retained the water. 

C2 - The land was so low. When high tide, the water comes up. Wasn't always wet. 
They made it like that by filling it up with water. 

KT - because in the past, not too many people were concerned about the Hawaiian 
culture like the fishponds of Ka1cpo1epo and Ko'ie'ie and the sand dunes it plus the 
many bunkers and military pillars out in the ocean. The wharf at Kama'ole 1. My father 
Was in the Navy and worked for them. That's how he met my mother. All of Kama'ole 
was occupied by the Navy. 

WK-The wharfat Kama'ole I. My father Was in the Navy and worked for them. That's 
how he met my mother. All of Kama'ole was occupied by the Navy. Today, they took it 
out. Before, Halama Street was a beautiful wide sandy beach. The corp of engineers 
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went ahead and built a high stone wall. It caused major damage and erosion to the beach. 
Now it has no beach but a rock wall. It was all ruined, took the beach away. 

KT - Do you recall any animals that lived in that neighborhood? 

WK - I don't recall any birds living here. But aunty Agnes whose yard was filled with 
the wet land grass was always burning. She was the firebug of Kihei. 

C2 - I don't either. I never saw one bird. 

WK - the only type of birds I saw was the pheasant, Franklins, quails but not birds 
associated with wet lands. I saw (c~ Ma'alaea the Ae'o and Auku'u. it wasn't a natural 
wet land but only when the tide came up. 

C2 - even when there was water, I never saw any birds. They were never seen in Kihei 

WK -Only in Ma' alaea. Kihei Had water on both sides of the road. 

KT - One of your family members told me that her father was a logger? 

C2 - Oh yes, he logged kiawe wood to produce charcoal. Grandpa started to deliver 
charoal and later uncle Francis continued the charcoal business. It was big business, 
Kihei Charcoal. It was very popular. In brown bags. 

WK - People called us Kiawe Beans like they call people from Makawao Guavas. We 
used to spend time picking up kiawc beans to feed the pigs and other animals. 

KT - How did you use the beans, boil it? 

WK- we boiled it and mix it with other foods. The pig grass that we cut at the wetlands 
we mixed with the beans as we cooked the pig food. 

KH- did you remember the color of the water in the wetlands? Was it a brackish? 

WK - it was brackish with white foam noating on the top of the water. Even in our yard 
we had a well and we had brackish water to water the yard. Kihei had very little water 
coming to Kihei. We had to have wells to water our yard. You could see the whites in the 
water so you would know that it was brackish. But you could drink it. 

KT - Going over that, out of the 100 families, was your family, Akina, half of them or 
more? 

WK- I don't think we were more, but maybe we were. Cause all of the others. We had 
people like the Venturas who was the post master. And Delima. All this area down on 
Auhana and below. And De la Nux and Carvalho's. To tell the truth, everywhere people 
were, Akinas were around. You know why? Nobody wanted to live Kihei. And my 
grandfather built the road to Kihei. If it wasn't for him, there wouldn't be a road to Kihei. 

KT- How did he build it? 

WK- I guess he just got together. My uncle ... 

KT - What about Charlie Young bridge? 

WK- Yeah, he built Charlie Young bridge. 'Cause his house was on the other end, so he 
built the bridge. He built that bridge and then Charlie Young put his name on it-way 
after. The Young's were at Young's beach. They lived there for years. Halama Street 
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has the Kitagawas and the rich people. But only on one side of Halama Street. The 
beach side had all kine stuff, but the mauka side there was nothing except where the 
Akina houses were. And where the fire station is now, were HUGE sand dunes. When 
we had a tidal wave, it didn't get past the sand dunes. 

KH- When you say, "HUG I:". how high do you mean? 
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WK- Bigger than this place. Two stories, probably. We used to slide down on them. 
Twenty feet, maybe even more. From the beach all the way down. Not on Halama Street. 
Where the fire department, the tennis courts, part of that baseball park-was all sand 
dunes. They took the sand dunes away and built the tennis courts. 

MA- I remember the sand was different next to the Kalama Park extension. Like had 
fragments bones inside. When my brother and I used to play, we used to find bones. 

WK- In the baek of our home ... 

KT- We're talking a couple of blocks from where this development will be. When you 
hear development, it's going to be an expansion ofa shopping center. What do you 
think? What is your opinion about having a bigger shopping center in your 
neighborhood? 

MA- I think Kihei has enough shopping. I really do. I don't think it needs anymore. 
think Kihei is just lost. It's coming like a Waikiki and r miss the old Kihei. The 
camaraderie of the people. Azeka Store was right next to our house, which was next to 
Kalama Park. Where the Sansei is, that was Azekas. 

KT- I'm sure you folks were first in line for Azeka ribs. 

WK- His ribs wasn't until he moved to thc other location. My dog used to go shopping, 
he used to go down and pick up his cookies and then come home. (laughing) 

KH- So, where the Azkea store moved to, mauka, have those wet lands. You know, they 
put a fence around. 

WK- Yeah, but never have that before. When we had rain, it would pool there, but 
within a couplc of weeks, it would be gone. Not even a couple of weeks. 

KH- It would dry up, yeah? 

WK- yeah. 

KH- But, in back of that, in back of where the water is now, what was there before? 

WK- Nothing. 

KH- Just kiawe? 

WK- Yeah, just kiawe. 

KH- There wasn't any ... 

WK- Well, couldn't really see, there wasn't a road to go back there. Not back in that 
area. You just couldn't 'cause it was just ... land ... just kiawe. 

KH- What did you do for social life? 
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WK- We spent every day of our I ife in this ocean. (laughing) we played basketball, just 
riding bicycles. We were just friends, we were all related, you know? 

KT - Those two activities arc not ocean activities. 

WK- You mean like basketball and bicycles? Yeah. But in the summer, Kamaole Park I 
was like our home. My parents lived across the street, nobody went there because they 
thought my grandpa owned it. We had all our fishing boats there. 

MA- Well, he did own it at one time, but he gave it to the county. 

WK- Yeah, so we set it all up there. Bcd racks. Put everything together and spent the 
whole day in the ocean. 

KT- So talk story about grandpa's fishing business. Reminisce about one particular day 
when you were down there and grandpa came in with his akule nets. Kind of give us, the 
malihini, a look into that experience. 

WK- I remember the hukilau days. We did a lot of it @ Kama'ole I. They would lay 
their nets, bring the ends around, tic the ti leaves on the nets, everybody would pull, 
everybody and anybody on the beach would join in, it was fun, pull it up to shore then 
everyone would take out the fish from the net and put it in the bags. We had fun days. 
My uncle Butch & I were kolohe (rascal) when we were little. Grandpa used to go to 
Lahaina a lot on the old narrow roads w/his boat and nets. My grandfather had a lot of 
Filipino employees that he built homes for and they would always go fishing. Doug & I 
would rise early in the morning at four o'clock to go. Although next day was school, he 
and I would hide in the boat covering ourselves with the nets. Grandpa use to take roll 
call and ask if everyone was present and we would answer, "We 're here." In arriving in 
Lahaina, they would find us hiding under the nets cutting out of school. We stayed 
withem to fish until Grandma came to pick us up. 

KT - Why did you folks go all the way to Lahaina. 

WK - We had to go where the school of fish was. By then, my father used to find the 
school of fish by flying a small plane and spotting the fish or these big red balls in the 
ocean. 

KT - There arc no businesses doing that type of fishing in Maui now. 

WK - Thcre used to be Kacho but he went out or business. 

KT - In your mind, was it a hard life? 

WK - I don't think we had a hard life. The men loved it, we loved it, and we had fun. We 
enjoyed that time growing up. Fun time. My grandfather had money, we had maids, 
cooks, etc. he had huge rooms of luau tables and everyone came to eat. 

KT - Butch and Sandy still live the lifestyle like grandpa with everyone joining together 
after work hanging out, eating food, etc. at the Akina Bus Company. It's a really a 
Hawaiian lifestyle of living. 

WK - Our house was always open to anyone. Anybody. If they didn't come, they felt 
that they were rejected. I believe we had the greatest child raising by our parents, 
grandparents, real Hawaiian way. 
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KH - Do you remember going to the fishponds? What were they like? 

WK - I don't really remember. Kalepolepo was next to the lagoon covered wlkiawe 
trees, yeah? I remember going there, but.. 

KH- You didn't really know it was one fishpond? 
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WK- Yeah, it was all just trees. It was really dirty, so no one really went there into the 
water. You could sec reef, but we just never really swam or into the ocean over there. 
And then had the time station, where the whale sanctuary is now. That was a time 
station. Had sand dunes on the other side. Was just sand and water would be there when 
it was high tide. We never swam there, though. We stayed this side of there. 

KT - As you grew up, there were new businesses that came into Kihei. You mentioned 
Suda store? 

WK- Well, Suda store was there from before. Where Azekas was a lot of little stores. 
Ma and Pop stores. You know right down here, the kwonset huts, which was a cafe, 
called Fukutu's, it was a little restaurant. We used to go over there and help the lady 
cook. And the service station was one of the first ones, that 76 station. 

KT - So there wasn't any businesses per se in Kihei? 

WK- No, not until the condos starting coming up. You couldn't go shopping in Kihei to 
buy clothes or anything. You had to go to town. 

MA- I think that's why they started the shopping center, because you had to go to town. 

KT - Can you recall any other stores? 

WK- My grandpa had mango orchards, too. So that was our job, too, to pick mangos. 
Clean 'em and take 'em to market. And he had, before it was Aunty Becky's bar, it was 
his, he had a bar and restaurant and a little store. Like a candy store, cigarette store and 
stuff. Because the Navy was across the street. That's how my father met my mother. 
And then he had his school busses. 

MA- And he raised turtles. 

WK- Oh, I don't remember that. 

KT- He raised turtles? Where?! 

MA- In their yard. They had turtles. Cause the beach was right there. Used to have lots 
of turtles. 

WK- When we were little, that place was full of turtles. Kihei had lots of turtles. 

K T - Do you know what variety of turtles? 

WK- Was green turtles, I think it was. There was tons of them. We'd be swimming and 
they'd be swimming around us snapping at us. And we'd ride the turtles, when we were 
little. It was full! 

KT - Just a footnote, I've always been intrigued with the Akina family because Grandpa 
was such a entrepreneur. And you can hear the mUltiple businesses that he thought of 
doing. 

Kihei Downtown Mixed-Usc Project CIA by Hana Pono, LLC 6/2/09 



31 

WK- And you know the turtle oil was used for burns and would make medicine with it. 

KT- Can you switch seats and we'll turn our attention to your sister? Now, please give 
me your full name. 

MA- Michalene Archangel. 

KT- Where did you go to school? 

MA- Kihei, the old Kihei school. Next to Suda store. You can still see remnants of the 
old school there, at the beginning. The first part was kindergarten and first grade. And 
then where they teaeh hula now was fifth, sixth and seventh grade and the office. And 
there's the little community ccnter, thaI was the cafeteria. 

KT - Weren't you jealous that you didn't go to St. Anthony? 

MA- No. I just was kinda scared ... cause where was Jane? I don't think she was in 
Kihei. 

KT - Before I forget, spell your last name. 

MA- Arcangel. My brother was at Christ the King, so for awhile I was by myself. And 
when I would come home I was by myself. That was the only thing, I was like today 
maybe I was lucky, but it wasn't luck. I would stay outside all day. If anything I went to 
my cousins to stay at their house until my parents would eome home. Then I would come 
home. 

KT- When you look at yourself and say, "We Hawaiians" but we had everything. 
Beeause, as you mentioned, Grandpa really provided you folks with a lUxury life that 
other Hawaiians didn't enjoy. With maids and servants. Grandpa really thought BIG 
thinking. 

MA- I think that's what they got from their father. To go out and make something of 
yourself. And like 1 was tTying to tell you, the Akina was an engineer, that's why he 
started the sugar mills there. He was the younger one, he probably had more schooling 
than our grandfather. 

KT - Almost like an inherited talent. Cause Uncle Butch in there was also an engineer 
with so many skills. When you look at all these busses and things. 

MA- He's a good entrepreneur. He can think of anything and make money off it. He 
may not be the smartest on paper, but common sense and working the business, he's right 
there. 

KT- So, with thai in mind, do you have your kids go and learn everything they can learn 
from Unele and Aunty? 

MA- Well, my daughter is heavy into the Hawaiian culture. My son is too, you know. 
But my son and my daughter was raised on the Kahalekai side. We lived in Waihe'e 
already when they were little, so it was different. Taro patches and stuff. They still have 
Hawaiian culture, but was different. My son did the fishing, but when he was older it 
was all in Waihe'e so he had more the taro side. Compared to the fishing side, the other 
side. And my daughter is the taro side, too. 
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KT - Which is great, too. So the family said that you're the keeper ofthe mo'o kuauhau. 
What got you interested in keeping genealogy of the family? 

MA- I don't know, I've always been interested in history. But, I did a lot of reading in 
history, Hawaiian history. I was always proud to be Hawaiian. In fact, our generation is 
what brought it back. I felt that as we were growing up, my parents were ashamed to be 
Hawaiian. That's how I felt. But I was like whenever someone would ask me what my 
nationality was--even though I had very little Hawaiian that I knew of, that's always 
what came first. My Hawaiian was always first, as far as I was concerned. Didn't matter 
that I had more ha'ole, 'cause our father is pure Polish. So I always wanted to find out 
where all my Hawaiian came from. So I did the genealogy, and I learned from my other 
cousins. Interesting to know what your background is, where you came from. Where 
you come from and where you go. Knowledge. 

KT- As a footnote, you search genealogy by looking at people's bibles? 

MA- Yeah, my grandmothers bible was handed down, and my mother's bible. 

KT- They wrote all the information in their bible? 

MA- My grandmother's bible has a lot of infonnation about both sides of my family. 
That was interesting. I'm just sad that I spent six and a half years of my life with my 
grandmother and then she died of cancer. My grandmother used to take me everywhere. 
I could have had more knowledge. And I was maybe two or so, as a child, even though it 
wasn't allowed in Hawaiian culture, I was allowed to sit at the table with the adults. I 
was the only child allowed. So I listened to all the stories, not that I can remember it all, 
but I listened. And my grandmother always said that I was ahead of my time. 

KT - What were some of the talk stories that you listened to? 

MA- I really can't remember because I was young. And then as I grew up, even though 
my grandmother had passed, I still carried on the tradition of going to all my kupunas and 
aunty and uncles and sit with the adults. 

KT- What was grandma's concern? 

MA- Grandma's, as far as I know, well, I can't really remember what they spoke about, 
but I know it was about ... well she told me that what I heard could not be said. So 
anything I heard I could not say. So, anything that I heard, was a secret and is going to 
the grave. So that's why I was the only one allowed, as a child, to sit at the table with 
adults, beeause I would never say what I heard. 

KT- So let's bring us to the plaee where we're researching. Outside of what was already 
said, can you think of anything else in back of Longs in back of Azeka? 

MA- Like my sister said, it was just kiawe. So we never really went back there. The 
only people who would probably know is the Yee's. With their orchard, because that's 
connected right there with the Vee's. So if anybody ever saw the back of that area. 

KT- So, let's go up, mauka from there, across the street. Can you folks remember 
anything? Right now if the super computer area ... 

MA- Never had anything there. Used to have cattle and stuff and the rivers. The rivers 
today that come to Kihei is not the rivers I remember growing up. Because my brother 
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and I used to go through there. Had some boulders and some water. It's not the river I 
grew up in. So the natural river is all destroyed. 

KT - Whieh river are you telling me? 

MA- Is like eoming down into Kihei ... what's why they get Waipulani and all that. All 
the natural rivers, used to be roeks and things and the kiawe on the side. Right next to 
Kukui mall, the Akinas were there, was right by our house was a huge river. It's not 
there, it's all homes now. 

KT - So walking up in the streams, did you see any petroglyphs or anything? 

MA- I don't remember any petroglyphs. 

WK- I don't remember any, either. 

KT - Do you know where Auhana street is? 

MA & WK- Yes. 

KT- Just a little a fi.lrther down ... 

MA- You know the one that would probably remember more would be my brother. Like 
I said he would go with his friends and they would go way up. I wouldn't go with them 
beeause had eattle and stuff. They were crazy enough to go up. You know boys. He did 
a lot of research and has a Jot of knowledge. r pretty mueh stayed at the beaeh area 
beeause it was safe. We were probably told not to go there, so that's maybe why. 

WK- Plus there was no road, so was just kiawe all the way. 

MA- Yeah. 

KT - A lot of the streams that come from mauka have different areas that eome down 
from HalcakaJa have petroglyphs. Even right down here where Kamali'i Sehool is they 
found a whole trace of petrogJyphs. 

MA- But like I said, we didn't even walk in those areas. But the rivers are not like how 
when we grew up. Now they are full of mud and dirt. You don't even see the natural 
roeks and things like I remember seeing when we were growing up. 

KT - So how old were you in 1940? 

MA- Not born. I was born in 1952. 

KT- So the military was there? 

MA- Maybe they were, yes they were. But I was a baby. I have no idea. 

KT- So just the remnants of. .. 

MA- WelL I remcrnber there was no base there. It was just a pier. I just remember a 
pier in the water. In fact, when I was little they were above water and you could see from 
the beach and the whole area of Kama'ole was just grass and sand. And the whole naval 
base, or whatever that was was all gone. The only naval base that I remember was on 
Mokulcle at the old airport. 

WK- You ean still see those old buildings. And had the bunkers down in Makena. 
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MA- Yeah, had the bunkers down in Makena. And there was a platform that is remnants 
of a bunker. At the end of Kama'ole I-is the remnants of whatever bunker was there. 
But used to have sand and like a dune and made a big hole and eame baek up all through 
there. The only people who used to go on that beaeh were lovers and little kids used to 
be over there spying on them. (laughter). Other than that, we were the only people on 
that beach, the !\kinas. 

KH- Did you ever hear stories Ii'om the Kupuna about old-kine stuff happening back 
there? On the property we're researching? 

MA- No. 

KH- What about kupuna talking about the fishponds? Maybe it was working back then? 

MA- You know who might remember is the Kenolio's. They lived at the Koa Lagoon. 
Theresa Kenolio is malTied to Teddy Sniffen. She lives right there. At Koa Lagoon. 
They had their home right on the lagoon. So if anybody were to remember anything 
about that area, it would be her. She's about my age. I think we were classmates. She 
would remember, because that's where they lived. 

WK- I'm trying to think of other people that lived in that area. There was a haole 
couple, but I don't remember their name and they're not there anymore. The Morandas 
lived right on the wetlands, across from Halama Street. On Welakahau. They lived right 
there, that was all wetlands, too. The same type of land. 

K T - We appreciate you folks letting us come to talk story. 

Kihei Downtown Mixed-Usc Project CIA by IIana Pono, LLC 6/2/09 



Interview: Kalei Mo 'ikeha 

By Keli'i Tau'a 
November 17, 2008 

KT- Keli'i Tau'a 
KM- Kalei Mo'ikeha 

K T - Can you give us your full name? 

KM- My name is Lee Kalei Mo'ikeha. 

KT - Where were you born? 

KM- I was born in Wailuku, Maui. 

KT- But much of your life you lived in Kihei. 

KM- Yes, that is correct. 

KT- And many of your family also lived in Kihei. 

KM- Yes mostly everyone lived in Wailuku but when Tutu moved to Kihei everyone 
went follow 
Tutu. 

KT- So what was Tutu's namc? 

KM- Tutu's name is, was, Annie Kaluailahainakeaweiwihaleokeawe. 

KT - So where abouts in Kihei did you folks live or did you bounce around? 
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KM- We lived pretty mueh the same area which is where Azeka's II shopping center is in 
that area, more or less behind there we had four acres behind there. 

K T - I f I can recall correctly, wow those were years where there might have been more 
wetlands but now there's still cxisting wetlands back there. 
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KM- Those wetlands we would drive it was a dirt road that we had (we owned the road) 
and there was basically about three or four wetland areas but it would dry out every 
summer. 

KT- Oh. 

KM- And it's not like they have it now where it's wet all the time that's intentional, 
somebody went up and I understood that when Azeka wanted to build they actually 
fought it and said that's a wetland. It was never a wetland all year round it always dried 
out. 

KT - Oh, very signi ficant. 

KM- Of course! And if I had an opportunity to speak at whatever when people were 
trying to talk about that I would have told them that because now it's a constant wetland. 
It was never that I lived there, I know that. 

KT - So during the time it was wet did you observe any-what attracted things to that 
wetland? 

KM- Okay every now and then you would sec the Hawaiian Stilt Ae'o come in. 

KT- Right 

KM- Would come in, the would come in but not prominent maybe like one or two. It 
was quite rare to see them but they would come in. It attracted a lot of tadpoles and frogs 
and mosquitoes. 

KT - That's interesting because when you think of wet areas, at least me growing up and 
being in a lot of wet areas, it was constantly wet but what you're saying is when it dries 
up where did those tadpoles and frogs go. But 1 guess frogs can exist in dry areas and 
then return to a wet area and then create those tadpoles. 

KM- I think it was more toads than frogs. It was toads. And when it would dry you 
could always sec the salt on top. But we played in all that water. It wasn't real deep, you 
know ... 

KT- You're showing me by motion of hands so lets try give a measurement. 

KM- The water would get at the most maybe about a foot or so deep within that area. We 
would flood out all the time that we couldn't drive in we actually literally sometimes park 
at Azeka's and walk in because it would just be flooded all the way into our home. 

KT - So you said you played. Define what is play in mud area? 

KM- Playing is running, jumping, gctting wet, you make boats out of wood and you play 
inside. Whenever thc water started to evaporate and things like that it became real 
muddy and slippery so later you could just run. slide and jump in. After a while you 
could take your bicycle in and just kind of slide all around because it was all muddy. 

KT - So what kind of boats did you folks make, out of what material? 

KM- We just used at that time we just used whatever picces of wood we could. Maybe 
was 2x4's, maybe was a 4x6 flat, you just kind of shape it with a saw, pound nails to look 
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like rails and things like that. You kind of stack a 2x4 on top of a 4x6 to maybe kind of 
build it up. 

KT- So just your immediate family did that or neighboring families and you guys had 
some small kind competition or was just for the family? 

KM- There was only one road, we owned that road it was almost a mile long in and we 
were so-what wc had was v\'c had no neighbors the only neighbors that we had was 
Kaniela Medeiros that lived right in front and he had one white German Shepard and I 
remember that. And as you drove down the road you would have a wetland on the right, 
wetland on the left going in some more than you would hit on the left hand side you 
would hit a mango orchard owned by the Yokoyama family. And they watered their, 
because it was all sand in there, and mango trees were watered by a well that they had 
which was brackish water. But they had tilapias in there you could go fish. In our 
property we had a well too but it wasn't as refined as theirs. Theirs was built of concrete 
and things like that, ours was more wood you could dig it, hit it but it always caved in. 
So we hardly used it although we did have a pump to try and pump water to run to 
irrigate. 

KT - So who was that again that had that well? 

KM- 1 don't know their first names but they were the Yokoyama family. 

K T - Yokoyama; did they usc the water for anything? 

KM- They didn't live on the property it was just mango orchard just like how Vee's 
Orchard is now except Yokoyama's was I think bigger than or equal to what Vee's 
Orchard is. And the Yokoyama's also owned a soda making factory here on Maui and 
they made like Cola which is from what I understand a great tasting cola and strawberry 
and orange and real basic but they sold soda. 

KT- Where did they have their shop'? 

KM- The shop was pretty much I guess down towards old Beach Road as you're going 
up what is that Main- I'm not sure. Kind of' like where Maui Soda and Star Soda is 
located. 

KT - Lower Main, okay. 

KM- Yeah, they were all around the same area too, just a small little warehouse. 

KT - So you grew up in Kihei. !low many brothers and or sisters did you have? 
KM- At that time that Wl' grew up there it was just my older brother and I-my older 
brother l-lolani. My younger brother came about like he was ten years after me but by 
then we had kind of moved back to Wailuiku. I was going back and forth, back and forth 
Kihei Wailuku, Kihei Wailuku. But my youngest brother Kauokolani was born in 
Wailuku and he more or less was a Wailuku boy. 

KT - So grandma lived there all her life after you guys moved there until she passed? 

KM- Correct. 

KT - What kind of school did you grow up with when you were in Kihei? 
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KM- Urn, I bounced allover . .lust going back to grandma-to Tutu- she didn't live with us 
though. She lived down on Kenl)lio Road kind of like where the Kalanikaua's live on 
that same side maybe about kind of like where that Southpointe Townhouses are, right in 
that area. It was the only house in that area for a while. But the schools I went to- I 
attended Kihei School for maybe couple days then I went to the told Kahului School than 
I went to the new Kahului School. 

KT - The old Kahului School is in Pu·unene. 

KM- No the old Kahului School is right across from the Maui Beach Hotel. It's no 
longer there, I think they broke it down but that old Kahului School then became Lihikai 
School and I attended there too. Thcn ! went to Wailuku Elementary then I went to lao 
then I went on to Kamehameha. 

KT - So public schools, one of the older one's was Lihikai then? 

KM- Yeah. Well, it's not exactly one of the old ones because you have to figure that 
Kahului School is one of the oldest. Then it became that old Kahului School building 
turned into the Lihikai School it was created because all the camps were being closed in 
Puunene all that kind they all moved to 6th increment and all the kids came to Lihikai 
School. 

KT - What was a new development in Kihei that seemed unusual? 

KM- The new devdopments through all the hotels, the condominiums that were coming 
up like Kihei Kainani, the one across from there-I'm not sure ... 

KT- That's right otf South Kihei Road. 

KM- Right off South Kihei Road and then right next to Kamaole I on the far-as you look 
at the ocean the far left hand side that all those condominiums started to come up. That's 
where I guess Mana family used to live right on that point there. The grandfather used to 
have own that right there on that point right where that hotel condominium sits. 

KT- Wow. 

KM- But all that developments slarted to come up and Mana Kai going on down then 
slowly of coursc \Vailca was devdoped. 

KT- Yep, so can you remember traveling that road and if you did what kind of vehicles 
did you ride? 

KM- Back then as I grew up the summers I remember with my older brother and I we 
would spend a lot of time down at the Kihei Cove. 

KT- Okay. 

KM- And we either went by bicycle or walk and back then when we grew up there were 
ditches on both sides of the road and that's where water would drain. And it's almost like 
the Alawai Canal concept because Kihei is basically pretty mueh like wetland areas you 
just don't sec it so the water had to go someplace and so they had those ditches all the 
way down. But we could walk from where Azeka's is now all the way to the Cove in the 
middle of the road and not sec one car. 

KT- Wow. 
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KM- You could just walk all the way down or ride your bicycle all the way in the middle 
and not, you know that's pretty far. 

KT - So actually Maui Lu also was wetlands. 

KM- Yeah. Close to Maui Lu there's-the Maui Lu was always on that what do you call it, 
the terrain that it is now was always pretty much like that. It was not flat, they really 
didn't bring in too much I think as far as I can remember. 

KT - When I interviewed the Rice's they had their pig pens next to, can you remember 
that? 

KM- I remember a piggery right bchind there and had a alfalfa farm also where 
Ka'ono'ulu Estates are right now over there. My tutu and uncles that lives with her had 
some pigs with her too. But pretty much, not many, but there was quite a few piggeries 
that was in Kihei, people had thcir own. 

KT- Was it for their own use or for selling? 

KM- For us was home use. I remember always pretty much every Thanksgiving, every 
Christmas and every New Year we killed a pig everyone for years. 

KT - Did you spend time going to the occan to go fIshing? 

KM- When I was younger, yes we spent not a lot of time a lot of it was more spent just 
swimming. Fishing I would say the lUXury was to have a fishing pole or things like that 
which we never had. You know no more that kind and I'm sure it was sold but it was 
something that we never did. We had little scoop nets and things but never fishing poles 
or things like that until we got older. 

KT - So Azeka expanded to what it was but can you takc us back when Azeka was just a 
one-room store or that you ean remember. 

KM- The first Azeka Store that I remember was across from where the basketball court is 
at Kihei at that point where Kentucky Fried Chieken is. That is, from what I remember, 
is where Azeka' s started right there. Then from there he moved to a smaller store that he 
built where Azcka'5 Shopping Center is now. And then from there of course he 
developed a shopping center and they moved to where I guess Ace Hardware is now, that 
was the Azeka's Store. So that's what I remember growing up. 

KT - So from small kid time can you remember Azeka ribs? 

KM- Umm, well I'm half Korean so I don't necessarily remember Azeka's ribs because 
everybody remembers it but my mom of course made way, way better stuffthan Azeka's
come on! (Laughter) So all I know is that I had my own Korean food. I don't 
necessarily rememher how famous they were till I got older because mom moved and I 
moved so access I had to go Azeka' s. 

KT - So what were the radical kinds of changes that occurred as you were growing up? 

KM- Umm I think it was pretty subtle you know but you would see development that 
came pretty much on both sides of South Kihei Road. Then the upper highway was built 
whieh was a straight shot into Kihei, I mean into Wailea. The things I remember was that 
Kihei was always dusty, it was always under eonstant construction. As you look at all of 
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the development, the homes all on the upper side, all the different subdivisions that kind 
of came up but you just notice just real subtle. Even with Bill Azeka which people called 
the mayor of Kihei, you know when he finally developed he didn't just develop his store 
he developed the whole shopping center Azeka's I, Azeka's II. I mean once you saw a 
stoplight in Kihei that was pretty outrageous to sec a stoplight in Kihei, you know. From 
there it just kind of changed and it changed pretty radical I think to what we have today. 
I think the development that kind of stood out the most would have to be Maui Meadows 
because of the placement of it. And the thing I think about Maui Meadows, I think, is 
that the local people always thought Kihei was too far they thought sometimes was kind 
of scary night-time no more street lights everything was dark. Every weekend Kalama 
Park had a party, always had huge parties the parking lot was always full-local party but 
everybody always went back Kahului, Wailuku. But the thing I remember about Maui 
Meadows was that local people didn't buy because it was seen dusty and rocky and it 
wasn't until the haole came that basically beautified the area with irrigation. People 
thought wow this is a really nicc place, the views are magnificent and things like that. 
That's my take on the whole thing up thcre and that's what I think. 

KT- So we arc getting people's opinion about Kilohana Road which is part of where you 
just pointcd out that will run towards Wailea Ikc to expand the road for possible 
upcoming development with Wailea 670 now known as Honua'ula and also Makena 
development. Outside or what you just said arc there any other information that was 
passed on from small kid time what tutu them used to talk about down there? 

KM- None that I can remember. My tutu probably passed when I was about 5 so I don't 
remember too much. My cousins probably spent more time with her that would know a 
little bit more. My time with tutu was always short although we were always there but 
we never slept overnight because we lived in Kihei. So we might be there during the day 
then mom or dad would come pick liS up to go home whereas cousins would stay over. 

KT- So who were your cousins? 

KM- My cousin like Murphy, we called him I-Ioney Boy Moikeha- this one family, my 
Uncle Sol's children all had nicknames so the oldcst was of course my cousin Jimmy. 

KT - What was his nickname? 

KM- Actually thcy just called him Jimmy (laughter); And then Junior, which was 
Solomon .Jr., they called him Junior; then Ipo was after that; and then came the last two 
which was my cousin Baby, Melody; and then my cousin Honey Boy, Murphy. 

KT- And they were from Uncle Sol Moikeha? 

KM- Uncle Solomon, yeah. And so the thing about my cousin Murphy he carries my 
tutu's name, the whole name the bugga. 

KT - What families can you remember that lived there, Hawaiian families? 

KM- My tutu was very close to the Kukahiko's and the Kukahiko's and the Plunketts. In 
fact my father grew up, Aunty Kuulei Plunkett hc always thought that was his sister 
because she was always over the home so much and he thought thcy literally grew up like 
brother and sister she was always there. But my tutu and Aunty Ku'ulei's mom were 
great friends, I think, I don't know if they were related but no they were just great friends, 
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they were very close. And so we grew up with the Plunkett's like Billy, we grew up as 
cousins you know that's how it was we just saw each other as cousins because we just 
saw each other so much too. So had the Plunkett's, Kukahiko's, Kalanikau's I remember. 

KT- But you didn't know Paula and her husband's children because they were a little 
younger than you. 

KM- They were little and by then we had gone to Kamehameha and by then we had 
moved from that area we had gone to ? Street so we had kind of grew up with the 
Kauha'aha'a's and their cousins the Wong's and so that group of boys. 

KT - So you mentioned over and over the Azeka's Store. What other kinds of offices or 
buildings existed in Kihei to assist the community? 

KM- As far as I remember growing up Azeka's was basically it. 

KT - That was the core? 

KM- That was the core, that was the center of Kihei. Pretty much everybody gathered 
there because that was the shopping- the supermarket. There was nothing else until 
finally I guess Foodland and Star comes in which was years after that and minimals 
opened up down towards Hale Pau Hana I think it's called too down that area. Just little 
stores and things began to open but more so for tourists, you know, even as it exists now 
pretty much. 

KT- So what can you remember that was unique that Azeka's sold? You could get 
anything and everything at Azeka' s? 

KM- Pretty much, I think because in a sense I think I was pretty much well rounded 
because we left Kihei probably when I was about nine or ten. But like I said we would 
always come back, we would just go back and forth. So went to Wailuku, went to 
Kamehameha, then came back when I was probably maybe about a freshman or eighth 
grade we moved back to KIhei full on again. So what I'm saying is that a lot of times 
whatever I needed may not have been bought in Kihei, you know was a purchase in 
Kahului because that's where I spent time or up in Wailuku. And by then when I was at 
Kamehameha at the age of cleven, you know everything-whatever I needed came out of 
Honolulu. So I left home at a very early age per say, you know just cleven years old 
away from home already. And so I was home on summers and so I didn't necessarily 
have too many friends until summers and then I came home and that's kind of like how I 
was. 

KT - But you pretty much laid out the community that existed during your time, your 
parent's time and even grandma's time. But there wasn't that much change until actually 
after you grew up to be an adult then you sawall of these ... 

KM- Well I think the late '60s early '70s we saw the real heavy duty development when 
people started to really move in. Kihei was a very strong Democratic precinct. The parks 
and things that you have there arc not because of Republican party, that's because of the 
Democratic party because my father'S very active in politics and things like that and 
that's what he always told me. A lot of those fields that we have down there, where all 
the baseball fields and stufe was because of the Democratic Party it was a very strong 
precinct and that's how Kihei got a lot ofthings including the tennis courts. 
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KM- Yeah. 

KT - Did you folks do anything with it? 
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KM- Well for me if someone was to describe a forest my forest would be described as 
kiawe trees, brown grass and to me that's beautiful. Other's may say that's desert but for 
me I don't picture green redwood trees or things like that. For me it's Kihei, brown pili 
grass and kiawe trees and put me in there I'm at home. I always walked through by 
myself for miles I always hiked there, my father always told me that even when I was 
young. I may take the dogs and things like that, I would take some juice but I would 
always go off on my own. I still find solitude and solace whenever I go into a kiawe 
forest on my own. The trees, they talk to you, you know if you walk through a heavy 
dense area like Makena you can still feel it for me. But I spend a lot of time just walking 
through the kiawe trees on my own. 

KT- So kiawe was to you like koa was to our kupuna? 

KM- Probably. But it just so happened that's where I grew up, that's why. If! was in a 
koa forest probably that's what I would remember the most. Whereas my father was a 
water inspector for years all the reservoirs and things up in Waikamoi, he was the 
inspector on the jobs that built it so he spent a lot of time up there I would go up every 
now and then with him into the rainforest of Maui. But I remember going up with him 
and just walking the pipeline across gulches, you know, as a young boy. But the forest I 
remember thc 1110st is the kiawe rather than the rainforest. 

KT - So if you talk kiawe can you give me an expansion of from where to where? 

KM- We used to own the old Kihei Store which later became Suda Store so from there all 
the way as far as you can go to Makena was just kiawe because there was no upper 
highway so the only homes you had was South Kihei Road. And so the development was 
just off of South Kihei Road so whatever you sec 011 South Kihei Road when I grew up, 
that's it and Kenolio behind there. Other than that there was nothing. There was homes 
as you start to go down where like Koa Resort is and stuff was one or two homes in there 
along beaehside other than that there wasn't very much. You know, so there was very 
little development- there was off of South Kihei Road may just be one or two houses, one 
dirt road in a little and that was it you know. 

KT - So you never were attracted to the fishpond right there? 

KM- No we played in it sometimes and more or less that was an old weather station that 
we grew up. Whenever you drove by on your car you would hear that clock tick toek or 
whatever and it would say that the national weather bureau or something, you would hear 
that recording come on. We did play in it, you know, growing up because my tutu was 
close to there so we would walk TO the beach there. 

KT - Did you recognize, real close by, a small ocean side recogl1ltion of a foreign group 
of people that they built something to recognize this? 

KM- Well one of the oldest developments for Kihei is Maui Lu and it was Canadian 
people that built it, entrepreneur or whatever. And what the bugga did was he went 
across the street and threw up one small memorial to Captain Vancover I believe and I 

Kihei Downtown Mixed-Use Project CIA by Ilana Pono, LLC 6/2/09 



43 

may not necessarily recognize that as anything but as far as I know Hawaiians were there 
and I would recognize them first. But anyways, yeah there's that thing there that he kind 
of just put it together and that's all that it is, I don't know if it's recognized by anybody 
else and I don't know ifit needs any type of recognition. But that's just me. 

KT- That's a good point. So there's Captain Cook and Vancouver all had a part of the 
development of the history of Hawaii. 

KM- Oh definitely but they sure did not discover anything. 

KT- Oh not at all. So anything else that you can think of? 

KM- I've always loved Kihei and the rcason why I lived in Kihei is so that I told my 
parents that's where I want, "If you going give me anything I want the Kihei property" 
and that's how I ended up in Kihei. I've always- I never wanted to live in Wailuku, I 
never wanted to live in any other place other than Kihei as far as Maui's concerned and 
maybe it's just how I grew up. Like I said my affinity with forests is kiawe trees. I'm 
not saying that I couldn't enjoy green trces but for me home is the kiawe, all ofthat was 
brought in too but that' s all I know. And the dry, you know the beaches and things like 
that I probably appreciate the beaches more now than I did back then. I mean back then 
it was more or less a time to just go swim, get wet and come back out and just do 
whatever we got to do but not a lot of time was spent there till probably my high school 
years when I got into surfing and things like that. But Kihei has always played an active 
role in my life. The development has of course taken a lot over at this point but other 
than that, that's what I remember. 

KT - You covered a very important part that might be developed exactly where we're 
talking about wherc your house used to be with tutu. 
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Interview:Kll'lllei Teshima 

By Keli'i Tau'a 
May 18,2009 

KT - Keli'i Tau'a 
FKT- Frances Ku'ulei Teshima 

KT- How long have you been residing here in Kihei? 

FKT -- 34 years 

KT - Your full name'? 

FKT -- Frances Ku'ulei Teshima. 

KT - Your maiden name? 

FKT- Frances Ku'ulei Bernie 
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KT -We are interviewing Kihei residents who know about the wet land area in baek of 
Long's Drugs & Bank ofllawai'l. The Krausz Company wants to create a mixed-use 
developmcnt in Kihei, Maui alongside the Azcka Shopping Center. 

During thc development of this area, what can you recall about the area I am describing? 

FKT -- Nothing. Therc was nothing. Thc only store they had was Azekas and the Post 
Office. That was the only development existed in that area. 

KT - That was makai (below South Kihei Rd.) 

FKT - Makai 

KT - So where we arc talking about mauka (above South Kihei Road) was un-
developed') . 

FKT It was a natural area for the water where the ducks, birds, etc. came during a 
certain time of the year. 

KT - But other residents said it wasn't there before. They said they filled it w/water. 

FKT There are still 2 ponds there when you go up to Honoapi'ilani offPi'ikea. They 
didn't take away the ponds. If there arc more ponds than that I don't know because I 
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was a ditch that ran on both sides of the road by St. Theresa's Church. Always had a 
ditch on both sides. 

KT - Only recently they started to fill the wet lands @ St. Theresa? 
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FKT - There area is where the water and ocean meets each other. So right between S1. 
Theresa and big development is a big waterway. It used to be overgrown wlthose water 
lilies. I don't sec the water lilies anymore. They must have killed it off. But people still 
go fishing in there, children as well as adults. I don't know what they catch, maybe 
'o'opu - goby fish. 

KT - Where is that? 

FKT Right alongside St. Theresa. As you drive towards Makena, you will see that 
water. But Kihei Road always had a water ditch to catch rain. Francis Akina told us 
when we first moved here that Welakahau St. was a gully. Whenever there was big rain 
in the mountain, that was a ripper and if you look it goes straight to the ocean from 
Welakahau St. to Halama. It was wetlands but it was covered up to make Welakahau Rd. 
which was all water. 

KT·- Was it a gulch? 

FKT - Yes, it was a gulch. They covered it up to make a road. When we rain here, our 
house has never been flooded but my f1'ont driveway is a swimming pool. Maybe about 
two feet of ",,·ater. The kids loved it though. It tUIl1S into a swimming pool when there is 
a heavy heavy rain. But this is all swamp area. Three feet below my house is ocean. 

KT - You're kidding. The ocean came all the way up here? 

FKT - If you dig down you touch water. Why do you think the Ulu Tree does so well. 
They say it's the best tasting Ulu because it hits the salt water. Several airlay the tree but 
haven't had any results. This came from Francis Akina. When we moved in he said, "I 
have a tree for you." We had planted a Plumeria, but he said, "NO!" then he dug out the 
Plumeria and he brought about a 13 to 15 feet tall baby, yet. And that's this Vlu tree. 

KT -But the roots are going under. 

FKT --Oh, he just got finished digging, he just had to dig all the roots. It goes sideways. 
But it's a good tree. 

K-ln many of my interviews that I do many people who lived on Maui arc not able to 
see any Ilawaiians anymore. That is happening here, too, in Kihei. 

FKT --In Kihe]') 

K-Yeah, are there still a lot of Hawaiians in Kihei. 

FKT ---In church. Kalei Mo'ikeha just moved to Wailuku. And the Akina's we only 
have Bonnie Hambert. So our Hawaiians are dwindling in Kihei. Just looking at the 
church. But you're saying, exposure to the Hawaiian people? 

K- No, I'm saying, just that Hawaiians are dwindling away. 

FKT --·We have Sanday Akina. And Mildred Weiteeha, that's another aunty. And 
Hamby's sisters and the aunty Paula and Vernon and Vanessa and there's Lincoln Abiera. 
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And the sister married to Jeff. And then next door is the family, Lincoln's half-brothers. 
They live there. 

K-No more the people, no more the culture. 

FKT --Yeah, we no more Punana Leo in Kihei. (laughter) 

K-Ifthere was, would your mo'opuna go? 

FKT --I wanted to send my grandchildren to Punana Leo. But who wants to drive all the 
way to Wailuku every morning? He has three children going to Kamehameha. And then 
you have the Kama's ... they have two girls going to Kamehameha. And they have the 
little boy that's brand new. Keawe is what, six months old. So we have a Hawaiian 
generation coming up because 1 consider them Hawaiian. So here we have nine Nalu. 
The Tanabe's, the Kamalani's and the Motooka's. They have become inactive in church, 
I don't' know why. The Motooka's arc Hawaiian. 

K-J thought they went back to Kaua' i? 

FKT --The wife? 

K-Didn't she work on Kaua'i'? 

FKT --1 diLln't think she worked. Because the husband worked for Aloha. You must be 
thinking of one diffcrem Motooka ... got plenny kids in that family, it's a BIG house. 

K-Must be. 

FKT '-- There was an Eagle Scout his name was Motooka. He was in the paper just now, 
I just read the thing. Troop 40, was about five boys became Eagle Scout, one of them 
was named Motooka. 

K-Not part of the church program? 

FKT --No, no. Just community. 

K--So, all of the people who arc learning Hawaiian at the college arc fair skinned. 

FKT ·---But they Hawaiian? Like me'? But I have more Hawaiian than a lot of Hawaiians 
that look Hawaiian. 

K-But the point is, they arc interested. Because they say today that Hawaiians don't 
speak it, but all these non-Hawaiians arc ... 

FKT --But today we have more children speaking Hawaiian than in my day. Because 
when I asked my mother, "How come you didn't teach us Hawaiian'?" because she spoke 
the language fluently, her mother couldn't even speak English. She said to me, "Because 
you're Haole." I went, "Ma! That's a lousy excuse!" You know. And then when my 
mother-in-law lived with us for about a year, shes full-blown alzheimers, and she's 
talking to my husband in Hawaiian. He goes, "Ma, all my life all you spoke was English. 
Where is this Hawaiian coming from'?" She was calling him names in Hawaiian, it 
wasn't nice. 

K-Did she have an answer as to where it was coming from? 

FKT ._. Oh no. she didn't answer him. You cannot determine anything with Alzheimer's 
patients. The sad thing was she :-;topped playing the piano and the ukulele and singing. 
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Everything was wiped out. To the point that she didn't know she had a baby in 1957. 
When he said, "she doesn't know who I am." I said, "you arc right. She doesn't know 
you at all." 

K-So the years you've lived here you saw a major change? 
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FKT -Oh please. My goodness! We came here and they never even have one traffic 
light. In 1959 when we moved to Maui, the only traffic light was in Wailuku. The only 
one on the whole island. Central and Main. That was the only traffic light. That was in 
1959. 

K-So nobody at the period of time, nobody was interested in what Hawaiian things 
were here? 

FKT .- No. Everybody was interested in 'wherc am I going to get a home?' Nobody 
wanted to live in Kihei because Kihei was only kiawc trees and sand. But my father-in
law bought here \J1 1949 for 10 ten cents per square foot. 

K-Wow, that was a good deal. 
FKT -So when my husband called his mom. When wc moved to Lana'i for his job we 
had to sell our Hawaiian homestcad back to Hawaiian homes. He had to invest that 
moncy and Kaua 'ula in Lahaina had just built Kaua 'ula Subdivision. Selling house and 
lot for $43,000. So he called his Mama and told his mom, "You put in 6,000 and I put in 
6,000, that was the $12,000 deposit. Got the place and then he wanted to move home 
because hc wantcd his son to play football, Baldwin. He wanted to come home. So he 
told his mother, 'Til givc you Lahaina, you give me Kihei." Because this was all 
undeveloped. All kiawe trees. Had the road. That house was there, that house was there 
and this house was there. But this was empty. Only kiawe trees. So they swapped. We 
gave her L.ahaina, she gave us Kihei. And we built our home in 1975. 

K-At that time this was considercd wetlands? 

FKT-- This is a wetland area. If you look it up in the Civil Defense map, it's a wetland 
area. So when we have a tidal wave, we have to move. Go uphill. But we've been here 
35 years and we'vc been really blessed. With Eva, we were herc through Eva. The only 
part was Pi'ilani and Suda Store had a floor that was completely covered. Nobody could 
go in or out. So being he was a police officer they told him to stay in Kihei and take care 
of all the people in Kihei. So that's what he did, evcryday. He only patrolled Kihei. But 
that's how we managed, I think Iwa was for about a week. No electricity. 

K-So, Iniki didn't have that much? 

FKT -No. Iniki skirted us. We always get skirted. We're very blessed in Kihei. Kihei, 
I think, is a very choicc area. Anybody goin' get hit is going to be Lahaina. Or Kahului 
Harbor. 

K-They are open and exposed. 

FKT ·-Y eah. Kihei is protected. But Iwa did a lot of damage to our beach. Because we 
used to go out here. Used to be a garden oflimu on the beach out here at Halama. 

K-What kind of limu you folks went to pick up? 
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FKT -We had Wawae'ole, Huluhuluwaina, and we had Lipoa was the garden and then 
the Manawea. I mean I could just stand in the water and put my hand down and the 
Lipoa, bunches oflipoa. And when Iwa came because they had stone walls, the people 
on the beach built stone walls to protect their house, because people built their house way 
out in the ocean. So to protect it, they built up these huge stonewalls, so when the wave 
came in it just grabbed everything. So when we wcnt back out there it was just sand and 
rock. We lost all that lipoa. And lipoa is seasonaL you know, only May to July-August. 

K-Yeah, you very seldom see it in the market anywhere. 

FKT -----Lipoa is hard to find. 

K-So, when you came here, can you remember any kind of fishing activities? 

FKT --No, urn, 

K-Only the Akinas was doing the ... 

FKT -- That was WAY before our time. That was in thc 1940's, according to Hamby. 
Hamby told me, if you were an Akina woman, or if you were married to an Akina, when 
it was time to go get the fish, I mean everyone was in the water. 'Cause you surrounded 
the net, yeah. everybody was out there bringing in the fish. It was a whole big family 
project. I was told turtles. Oh my goodness, turtles. Turtles and fish. And then, was it, 
Alex Akina's son, had the airplane, he would go OLlt and spot the fish. 

K- Butch. 

FKT-- Was that Butch? These arc all the stories that I heard because Flo Akina was my 
partner for Home Teaching and she was Francis wife. She and I talked story and she 
would tell me all these stories about the Akinas. And Hamby, Hamby and I were partners 
for awhile and she would tell me about her father, her father was John Akina. So, there 
were three brothers, Frank, Alec and John, the three brothers. Frank was the charco 1 
man, the contractor. They worked very hard. But they were the original residendence of 
Kihei. Hardcore, the Akinas. I don't know, Huddleston, that's Akina family. That's the 
daughter. Lehua's mom is Frank's granddaughter. She died, but her grandchildren all 
live here. Huddleston. But that's all. I don't know how many Mo'ikehas are still here. 
Plunkett's get the two boys here, John and Charles. That's billy's two brothers. They 
built their homes on that property. 

K-Where is that? 

FKT-Right on the corner going up by Ohukai. Right atter Ohukai you go down and 
that's all Plunkett. that circle. I think one is in the nursery business. That's Charles and 
John. They own that condominium at the end by Kalama park. You go on that beach 
road, off Kihei road, there's a condo that's Charles Plunkett. the grandfather. 

K-So you as a community person, what's your opinion about what this development 
wants to do. They want to expand on the shopping center. 

FKT ---t:xpanding the Azeka shopping center? By going mauka? Won't that cover the 
wetlands? That's not good. Where is that water going to run'? You gotta protect the 
wetlands. We've taken away too much already. Remember the ditches that I told you 
about on the side of the road always? Now they're gone. no more ditches. Kihei used to 
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be covered with toads. I loved toads, they cat all the cockroaches and keep the bugs 
down. NO TOADS! I have a funny story. I'm getting ready to go to work. We always 
have cats. I come out of my house, closing my door. the cat is trying to eat the food, the 
bird is on the roof squaking and the toad is over there in the pot eating the food. The toad 
is in the pot eating the food, the cat is trying to get to the food and the bird is squaking 
wanting the food. Today no more toad, not one toad in the yard. Why? Because they 
covered up all the water. I think that was their home. 

K-This is why I'm doing this. 

FKT -They cannot. .. We have enough with Pi'ilani shopping center, we have enough 
with Azeka. We have enough in Kihei. We have already been modernized enough. One 
thing they need to do, though, is enlarge the Post Office. I f anything needs to be added to 
Kihei, it's the post office. And of course they already approved of the Kihei High 
School. So, we have that coming. That's it. 

K-Where arc they going to put that? 

FKT .. ···1 heard it was going to be mauka of Pi·ilani. 

K-Close to that new development? 

FKT --I think it's going to be close to Kamali'i. Between the wastewater and then over. 
That's where I'm thinking it's going to be. Because over there by High Tech they are 
already building homes. 

K-Right. 

FKT -So the other place would be after the homes to Ohukai, that area mauka. 1 don't 
know. But r was told above Kamali'i. But please, you cannot build above Azeka. That's 
wetlands. 

K-I 'm going to take this and transcribe it and submIt it so it gets this form. They take it 
to the county council and they listen to all of these interviews that we're doing. 

FK T ---Don't take our wetlands. Cause when I see the ducks and the Hawaiian stilts in 
the water. it's \ly'onderful! That's where they should be. This new church up there, Hope 
Chapel. They have a huge lawn, and in the corner when you're going up, before the 
recycling center. Every time it rains it's a big swimming pool, cause it's in a dip, and the 
Hawaiian stilts are there. They arc going to find water where ever there is water. So, and 
you know, Kealia pond is only flood at certain times of the year. We don't have water in 
the pond all the time. So where do the Hawaiian stilts go? They have to have water. 
They come back, I think, to the Azeka ponds. I will call them the Azeka ponds, the 
Pi'ikea Ave. That's the true ponds. Cause I sec the ducks in there and I see the Hawaiian 
stilts in there. I haven't seen the Auku, the Auku is over there. You always see Auku by 
St. Theresa's church, that waterway that goes to the ocean. The Auku always standing, 
watching for the fish, have two or three every now and then over there. Usually I see 
them only at Kealia. If you take away those wetlands, they won't have anything. 

K-Any other concerns you want to make sure that this report will present to the ... 

FKT I know they want to continue the road Liloa, between Lokclani and the school. 
They want that road to go all the way to Maui Meadows. Maybe that would be a good 
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should get another shopping center. I don't think we need another shopping center. I 
think we get enough with ri'ilani and Azeka. 
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K-Well, I'll write it like you say and let the powers be to address the people's concerns. 
Any other concerns'? 

FKT ---Is it gonna help to get our bust up roads fixed? These county roads, they got their 
money back. They submitted 17 million back, they put it back into the budget. They 
need to fix our roads. Kihei Road. Oh I have plenny roads on this island that I wanna 
fix-Hansen Road, where all the Hawaiians have to use to get to Kamehameha. They all 
have to use Hanson road. Fix up our little roads, ii'they fix the little roads, we'll get off 
the big highways. The big highways are so busy, we want to take all the little roads, but 
they're all bust up. Hansen road, if there is a puka (hole), they gonna fill in the puka and 
then the next rain, another puka. Fill 'em up again. And Kihei road, they go dig 'em up 
to put in pipes and then they leave a hump. To turn into the post office or out of Longs 
to get on Kihei Road, you gotta hit that hump. Why we gotta have a hump?! Anyway, 
we need to have our county roads taken eare of. I don'1 know what that's going to do for 
your development, but. .. pro or -.:on, roads have to be done. 

KT--W ell , Ku'ulci. Thank you very much for your time. We appreciate you talking 
with us. 
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TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS REPORT 

Krausz Companies Commercial Mixed-Use Development 

(Downtown Kihei) 

Kihei, Maui, Hawaii 

I. INTRODUCTION 

REPLY TO: 

This report documents the findings of a traffic study conducted by Austin, 

Tsutsumi & Associates, Inc. (ATA) to evaluate the potential traffic impacts associated 

with the proposed Krausz Companies commercial mixed-use development (hereinafter 

referred as Downtown Kihei) located in Kihei, Maui, Hawaii. 

Downtown Kihei will develop approximately 249,450 square feet (SF) of retail 

space, approximately 18,500 SF of general office space, and a 150-room hotel on 

approximately 26.1-acres parcels between the Piilani Village Shopping Center (PVSC) 

and the Longs and Azeka's centers. Downtown Kihei is expected to complete 

construction in year 2015 and fully occupied sometime after. Therefore, traffic 

conditions are measured during the forecast year 2015 conditions. 

A. Location 

Downtown Kihei is more specifically identified as TMKs: (2) 3-9-002:030, 

3-9-002:076, and 3-9-002:158. Downtown Kihei is bounded by Liloa Drive to the 

east, the wetlands near Azeka Place to the west, with Piikea Avenue running 

through the proposed development. Figure 1 shows the project location. 
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B. Project Description 

The proposed Downtown Kihei development is separated by Piikea 

Avenue into a southern and northern development. The southern development is 

located on Parcels 76 and 158 and the northern development is located on 

Parcel 30. 

Access to Parcel 76 is from a driveway access on Liloa Drive directly 

across the access to the existing Piilani Gardens apartment complex and four (4) 

driveways on Piikea Avenue. The two (2) easterly driveways on Piikea Avenue 

will be limited to right-turn in and out. Access to Parcel 158 will be through an 

existing shared driveway to Azeka Place on Piikea Avenue. 

Parcel 76 will contain seven (7) buildings while Parcel 158 will contain 

one (1) 6,655 square feet (SF) one-story commercial building. Total gross 

leasable commercial area for the southern development is approximately 

141,750 SF. 

Access to the northern development located on Parcel 30 will be from a 

driveway access on Liloa Drive directly across the driveway access to the Piilani 

Village Shopping Center and four (4) driveways on Piikea Avenue directly across 

Parcel 76 with the same restrictions to the easterly driveways. 

The northern development will contain six (6) buildings consisting of 

approximately 126,200 SF gross leasable commercial and office space and a 

150-room, specialty hotel. See Figure 2 for Project site map. 

c. Study Area 

To assess the impacts of the proposed Downtown Kihei development, 

seven (7) intersections (three (3) signalized and four (4) unsignalized) were 

identified for analysis in this study. The intersections are located in the general 

vicinity of the site and include: 

1. Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue (Signalized) 

2. Piikea Avenue and PVSC Main Access /Piilani Gardens (Signalized) 

3. Piikea Avenue and PVSC Secondary Access (Unsignalized, Right-turn 

in/Right turn out) 
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4. Liloa Drive and PVSC Makai Access (Unsigna/ized) 

5. Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive (Unsignalized, All-Way Stop Controlled) 

6. Piikea Avenue and Azeka Shopping Center Mauka driveway 

(Unsignalized, Two-way Stop Controlled) 

7. Piikea Avenue/South Kihei Road (Signalized) 

D. Study Methodology 

This study will address the following study scenarios: 

1. Existing traffic operating conditions at the study intersections. 

2. Base Year 2015 (build out year for Downtown Kihei) traffic projections 

(without Downtown Kihei) including traffic generated by a defacto growth 

rate and the other known developments in the vicinity of Downtown Kihei, 

which would be completed and occupied by 2015 and which are expected 

to generate significant traffic demand within the study area. 

3. Identify potential traffic mitigation measures for the Base Year 2015 

Traffic, if any. 

4. Trip generation and traffic assignment characteristics. 

5. Determination of the impact of Project-generated (Downtown Kihei) traffic. 

6. Recommendations for roadway improvements or other mitigative 

measures, as appropriate, to reduce or eliminate the adverse impacts 

resulting from traffic generated by Downtown Kihei. 

E. Level of Service 

Level of Service (LOS) is a qualitative measure used to describe the 

conditions of traffic flow at intersections, with values ranging from free-flow 

conditions at LOS A to congested conditions at LOS F. The Highway Capacity 

Manual - Special Report 209 (HCM), dated 2000, methods for calculating 

volume to capacity ratios, delays and corresponding Levels of Service were 

utilized in this study. LOS definitions for signalized and unsignalized 

intersections are provided in Appendix B. 
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The vic ratio is a measure of capacity sufficiency, that is, whether or not 

the physical geometry (Le. lane configurations, type of control) provides sufficient 

capacity for the subject traffic volume movement or movements. A vic ratio of 

less than 1.00 indicates that the volume is less than capacity. As the vic 

approaches zero, traffic conditions are generally good with little congestion and 

low delays for most intersection movements. As the vic ratio approaches 1.00, 

traffic becomes more congested and unstable with longer delays. 

Delay is a measure of quality of service for the motorist and is measured 

in seconds per vehicle. Both must be analyzed to fully understand the 

anticipated operational characteristics of the intersection, and neither can be 

substituted for the other. Practically, however, it must be recognized that an 

intersection cannot operate beyond its capacity. 

Methodology 

Analysis for the study intersections was performed using Synchro, 

RaDEL, and SimTraffic analysis software packages. Synchro is based on the 

HCM methodologies. RaDEL uses empirical correlations between roundabout 

geometries and capacity and has been used to provide capacity analysis of 

various design parameters. Capacity estimates by RaDEL have been validated 

by direct field observations. SimTraffic is a microscopic simulation program for 

use as an adjunct to the Synchro software. 

The reports contain quantitative delay results, as based on intersection 

lane geometry, signal timing (including coordination and actuated minimums and 

maximums), and hourly traffic volume. For unsignalized intersection, the lOS is 

based on reserve capacity and average delay per vehicle. Based on the 

vehicular delay at the intersection, a lOS is assigned (see Appendix B) as a 

qualitative measure of performance. These results, as confirmed or refined by 

field observations, constitute the technical analysis that will form the basis of the 

recommendations outlined in this report. 
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EXISTING CONDITIONS 

A. Roadway Description 

The following are brief descriptions of the existing roadway network in the 

vicinity of the proposed Downtown Kihei project: 

Piilani Highway in the project vicinity trends in a north-south direction and 

begins at its intersection with North Kihei Road. To the south, Piilani Highway 

continues approximately 7 miles towards its terminus at Wailea Ike Drive. In the 

vicinity of the study area, Piilani Highway is a four-lane, State arterial highway 

that provides access to Kihei and Wailea. South of Kilohana Drive, Piilani 

Highway narrows to two (2) lanes. Left-turn storage lanes and right-turn 

deceleration lanes are provided at all major intersections on the highway. The 

shoulder areas of the highway are designated as bicycle lanes throughout the 

length of the highway. Within the study area, the posted speed limit on Piilani 

Highway is 40 mph. 

Liloa Drive is currently a two-lane, undivided, north-south, minor collector 

road that provides for circulation between East Waipulani Drive and Halekuai 

Street. Exclusive left-turn lanes are provided at its major intersections. The 

posted speed limit along this road is 20 mph. 

South Kihei Road is generally a north-south roadway that traverses the 

Kihei coastline. It begins at its ''T''-intersection with North Kihei Road and 

eventually connects Okolani Drive in Wailea. In the vicinity of the study area, 

South Kihei Road is a two-lane, undivided, county collector roadway. South 

Kihei Road provides local access to shopping centers and visitor 

accommodations. The posted speed limit along this road is 20 mph. 

Piikea Avenue is oriented in the east-west direction between Piilani 

Highway and South Kihei Road. Piikea Avenue is a four-lane, divided roadway 

between Piilani Highway and Liloa Drive, and narrows to a two-lane roadway 

between Liloa Drive and South Kihei Road. Piikea Avenue forms a 

"T"-intersection at Piilani Highway, with Piikea Avenue being the stem of the "T". 

Between Piilani Highway and the driveway intersection at PVSC/Piilani Gardens, 

there is a landscaped median on Piikea Avenue. The posted speed limit along 

this road is 20 mph. 
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B. Existing Conditions Peak Hour Traffic Volumes 

To determine the existing operation, this study utilizes 2009/2010 AM, 

PM, and Saturday mid-day peak hour intersection counts collected at the study 

intersections. 

Based on traffic count data, the peak hours of traffic were determined to 

be from 7: 15 AM to 8: 15 AM and 3: 15 PM to 4: 15 PM on weekdays, and 12:00 

PM to 1 :00 PM on the weekend. Detailed traffic count data is provided in 

Appendix A. Figure 3 shows the existing lane configuration at the study 

intersections. 

C. Existing Conditions Peak Hour Traffic Analysis 

The results of the LOS under existing conditions are summarized in 

Table 1. Detailed LOS analysis output files from Synchro are contained in 

Appendix C. 

-8-



LEGEND 

0 - SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION 

0 -UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTION 

0 -ALL WAY STOP INTERSECTION 

KRAUSZ MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
KIHEI, MAUl 

NOT TO SCALE 

PACAC 

FIGURE 

EXISTING LANE CONFIGURATION 3 



ATA AUSTIN. TSUTSUMI & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

CIVIL ENGlNE'EnS • SU~VEYdRS 

Table 1: Existing Conditions LOS 

Existing Year 

Saturday Mid-day 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Peak Hour 

LOS Delay (s)_ v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c 

Piilani Hiuhwav/Piikea Avenue 
NB LT E 73.6 0.69 F 87.9 0.83 F 90.1 0.77 
NBTH A 5.7 0.40 A 5.6 0.37 A 6.2 0.32 
SBTH B 15.8 0.55 c 21.8 0.49 B 16.8 0.37 
SBRT B 11.4 0.20 B 19.3 0.33 B 14.9 0.21 
EB LT E 73.1 0.79 F 89.3 0.81 F 88.6 0.83 
EB RT D 53.3 0.11 E 66.2 0.19 E 62.5 0.13 --------------------------------- -------- -------------- --------- --------- ------------- ------- ------ ------------

Overall c 20.7 0.61 c 30.4 0.61 c 28.4 0.51 

Piikea Avenue /PVSC Main Access/Piilani Gardens 
NB TH/LT B 11.4 0.06 B 11.2 0.04 B 11.2 0.04 
NB RT B 11.1 0.02 B 11.0 0.02 B 11.0 0.01 
SB TH/LT B 16.2 0.46 c 22.4 0.69 B 19.3 0.60 
SB RT B 11.1 0.03 B 11.5 0.08 B 11.4 0.07 
WBLT A 9.4 0.06 A 9.5 0.07 A 9.1 0.02 
WBTH B 12.5 0.16 B 13.5 0.30 B 12.8 0.20 
WBRT B 12.6 0.13 B 13.3 0.20 B 12.8 0.16 
EB LT A 8.2 0.07 A 9.1 0.19 A 9.0 0.18 
EB TH/RT B 12.0 0.19 B 12.3 0.23 B 11.8 0.15 
--------------------------------- -------- -------------- --------- --------- ------------- ------- ------ ------------ ------

Overall 8 12.8 0.27 8 14.4 0.46 8 13.6 0.37 

Liloa Drive/PVSC Makai Access 
SB LT A 7.6 0.04 A 8.3 0.07 A 7.7 0.02 
WBLT B 11.9 0.06 c 15.2 0.17 B 10.7 0.05 
WBRT A 9.0 0.02 B 10.6 0.14 A 9.2 0.05 

Piikea Avenue/PVSC Secondary Access 
SB RT A 9.2 0.06 A 9.4 0.06 A 9.4 0.05 

Piikea Avenue/Liloa Drive (All Wav Stop Controlled) 1 

Overall II A 6.6 - 8 12.3 - A 5.6 I -
Piikea Avenue/Azeka Shop :>inq Center Mauka Access 
NB LT/TH/RT B 10.0 0.04 B 13.9 0.20 B 10.7 0.06 
SB LT/TH/RT B 11.4 0.01 c 23.7 0.01 c 15.8 0.01 

Piikea Avenue/South Kihei Road 
NB LT A 4.2 0.01 A 8.2 0.04 A 6.2 0.04 
NBTH A 6.4 0.32 B 14.8 0.59 B 11.5 0.52 
NB RT A 4.8 0.06 A 9.3 0.12 A 7.7 0.13 
SB LT A 2.5 0.15 A 7.0 0.30 A 5.3 0.14 
SB TH/RT A 3.7 0.17 A 7.2 0.30 A 6.6 0.24 
WB TH/LT D 37.3 0.57 D 39.8 0.78 D 36.9 0.71 
WBRT c 31.5 0.05 c 25.7 0.14 c 26.3 0.06 ------- -- ------ --------------- ------- -------------- --------- --------- ------------- ------- ------ ------------ ------

Overall A 9.6 -- B 16.0 -- B 13.6 --

1 Note: This intersection was analyzed using the SimTraffic Analysis program, since the HCM Method employed by 
Synchro does not apply to AWSC with legs having more than 2 lanes. 
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The results show that all of the study intersections currently operate at 

acceptable level of service except for the Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue 

intersection. The Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue intersection has an overall 

intersection LOS C or better; however, the Piilani Highway northbound left-turn 

traffic and the Piikea Avenue eastbound left-turn traffic is operating at LOS E 

during the AM peak hour and LOS F during the PM and Saturday mid-day peak 

hours of traffic. In addition, both of the Piilani Highway northbound left-turn and 

Piikea Avenue eastbound left-turn traffic movements are approaching capacity 

conditions during the PM and Saturday mid-day peak hour of traffic. 

Figure 4 shows existing peak hour volumes and LOS at the study 

intersections. 

Existing Observations 

Existing traffic conditions were observed in the field during the peak 

periods of traffic in order to identify any operational deficiencies and to confirm 

the accuracy of calculated levels of service. 

Piilani Highway/Piikea Avenue 

Traffic along Piilani Highway is regional; intersection operations are 

dominated by north-south traffic along Piilani Highway. Traffic emanating from 

the Piikea Avenue eastbound left-turn lane occasionally queue beyond the Piikea 

Avenue/PVSC Main Access/Piilani Gardens intersection during the PM peak 

hour of traffic. This can be attributed to generally high eastbound left-turn turning 

volume and a long cycle length. 

Piikea Avenue/PVSC Main Access/Piilani Gardens 

The intersection of Piikea Avenue/PVSC Main Access/Piilani Gardens 

was observed to function adequately during the peak hours of traffic. However, 

the left-turn traffic movements onto Piikea Avenue from the PVSC Main Access 

were often obstructed when the Piikea Avenue eastbound left-turn at its 

intersection with Piilani Highway occasionally queue beyond this intersection 

during the PM peak hour or traffic. The PVSC employees/customers and Piilani 

Gardens residents constitute the side-street turning movements at this 
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intersection. The traffic signal uses fully actuated signal timing despite its close 

proximity to the Piilani Highway/Piikea Avenue intersection. 

Piikea Avenue/PVSC Secondary Access 

The intersection of Piikea Avenue and PVSC Secondary Access was 

observed to operate adequately. The PVSC Secondary Access is one (1) of 

two (2) auxiliary entrance/exits to the shopping center; the other is situated along 

Liloa Drive (Makai access), to the north of the Piikea Avenue/Liloa Drive 

intersection. Generally, low volumes are experienced at this right-inlright-out 

intersection, as the majority use the PVSC Main Access. It is primarily used as a 

means of accessing the nearby gas station/convenience market, Round Table 

Pizza, and various strip mall shops residing at the southwest quadrant of the 

mall. 

This intersection is situated approximately 230 feet east of the Piikea 

Avenue/Liloa Drive intersection - a relatively short distance. Therefore, its 

operations would be entwined with the Piikea Avenue/Liloa Drive intersection if 

congestion were to increase. 

Piikea Avenue/Liloa Drive 

The intersection of Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive functioned adequately 

during the AM, PM, and Saturday Mid-day peak hours of traffic. This intersection 

currently operates using All-Way Stop Control (AWSC), and is situated along a 

school route. A relatively balanced vehicular flow is experienced across all 

approaches. The overall volume is relatively low, which allows for AWSC to 

operate at adequate capacity. 

South Kihei Road/Piikea Avenue 

The intersection of South Kihei Road/Piikea Avenue functioned 

adequately during the AM, PM, and Saturday Mid-day peak hours of traffic. Also, 

the Piikea westbound vehicle queue extended to the adjacent Azeka Shopping 

Center driveway, approximately 225 feet east along Piikea Avenue during the PM 

peak hour. 
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Liloa Drive/PVSC Makai Access 

The intersection of Liloa Drive and PVSC Makai access was observed to 

operate adequately with no extensive vehicle queuing observed during the AM, 

PM, and Saturday Mid-day peak hours of traffic. As mentioned earlier, the PVSC 

Makai Access is one (1) of two (2) auxiliary entrance/exits to the shopping center. 

Generally, low volumes are experienced at this intersection, as the majority used 

the main entrance/exit at Piikea Avenue. 
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BASE YEAR 2015 SCENARIO 

Downtown Kihei is expected to have construction completed in year 2015 and 

open for business sometime after. Therefore, the year 2015 was selected as the base 

year to measure traffic conditions in the study area. Base Year 2015 was estimated by 

applying a defacto growth rate, described in the following section, to existing 2011 AM, 

PM and Saturday Midday peak hour vehicular traffic volumes. Vehicular traffic volumes 

projected to be generated by other known approved developments expected to be 

completed and utilized by year 2015 were also added, if any, to the existing vehicular 

traffic volumes. 

A. Defacto Growth Rate 

To estimate the traffic volumes that will exist in the vicinity of the proposed 

Downtown Kihei project during the year of 2015, current available traffic trends were 

evaluated. The traffic projections in the most recent (1997) Maui Long-Range Land 

Transportation Plan (MLRL TP) indicate that vehicular traffic volumes will increase by 

approximately 2 percent through the study area annually. Therefore, the Base Year 

2015 background traffic volumes were determined by increasing the existing 2011 

traffic volumes by the assumed defacto growth rate for a period of four (4) years. 

B. Traffic Forecasts for Other Known Developments 

Traffic volume projections for Base Year 2015 include traffic generated by 

known future developments near Downtown Kihei that were assumed to be 

constructed by year 2015 and generate significant demand within the study area. 

The other known future developments and the number of vehicular trips they are 

expected to generate are shown in Table 2. Traffic generated by the 

developments discussed below was obtained from traffic impact reports or other 

sources. Traffic projections for developments for which traffic impacts were not 

available were estimated by applying the appropriate trip generation rates from 

the Trip Generation, 8th Edition, published by the Institute of Transportation 

Engineers (lTE). 
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Table 2 
Trip Generation Summary for New/Future Developments Near the Project 

Development 

Kaiwahine Village 

Kenolio Affordable 
Housing 

Kihei High School 

Kihei Residential 

Maui Lu Resort 

Piilani Promenade 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Sat Mid-day 

Land Use Units Enter Exit Enter Exit Enter Exit 

Multi-Family 120 units 19 47 49 31 26 26 

124 
Dwelling 

Multi-Family Units 20 48 51 32 32 32 

94 
Students Students 27 13 6 6 7 2 

Single-
Family 300 Units 54 163 176 104 110 97 

Multi-Family 150 Units 11 56 53 26 35 30 

2250 SF 
Commercial GLA 80 80 62 65 28 26 

5250 SF 
Office GLA 14 2 11 54 2 1 

Commercial 
Park 10 Acres 1 1 1 1 10 10 

Hotel (exist. 
to be 

demolished) 125 Units -44 -36 -53 -40 -54 -54 

Timeshare 400 Units 139 69 92 128 174 174 

Lock-Offs 400 Units 118 70 118 118 174 174 

Commercial 700,000 
and Nursery SF GLA 422 268 1391 1507 2173 2007 

TOTAL 861 781 1958 2031 2716 2525 

Kaiwahine Village - This proposed project is located at the east end of 

Kaiwaihine Drive and will construct 120 multi-family units. For purposes of this 

study, it was assumed that this project would be complete by 2015. 

Kenolio 6 Affordable Housing - This proposed project is a 124 unit multi

family affordable housing development located between Piilani Highway and 

Kenolio Road. It is anticipated that this project will be completed by 2012. 

Kihei High School - This proposed project will be located along the 

mauka side of Piilani Highway north of Downtown Kihei. The majority of the 

facilities are expected to be completed when the school opens in year 2015. 
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Based on the Traffic Impact Report for Kihei High School, conducted by Wilson 

Okamoto Corporation, dated September 2011, Kihei High School will generate 

approximately 800 students by year 2015. The study indicated that 704 students 

from Kihei attend high school in other regions. Therefore, a total of 96 new 

students were accounted for in this study by year 2015. 

Kihei Residential - This proposed project will be located along the mauka 

side of Piilani Highway between Kaiwahine Street and North Kihei Road. Upon 

full buildout, the project will consist of 400 single-family units, 200 multi-family 

units, 3,000 square feet of commercial floor area, and 7,000 square feet of office 

floor area. For purposes of this study, it was conservatively estimated that 75% 

of this project would be complete by 2015. 

Maui Lu Resort - This project is located at the intersection of South Kihei 

Road at Kaonoulu Street and plans to demolish a portion of existing hotel 

facilities and construction a 400 unit timeshare with each timeshare unit having 

one lock off unit, which may be used as a separate hotel room. For purposes of 

this study, it was assumed that this project would be complete by 2015. 

Piilani Promenade - This project will be located mauka of Piilani Highway 

opposite of Kaonoulu Street north of Downtown Kihei. The project will include 

about 700,000 square feet of retail and restaurant space. It is anticipated that 

this project will be completed by 2015. 

c. Planned Roadway Projects 

Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive Intersection - Roundabout 

At the time of this report, the County of Maui had an on-going project to 

construct a single-lane roundabout at the Piikea Avenue and Liloa Drive 

intersection. The roundabout will replace the current all-way stop controlled 

intersection, allowing continuous movement of traffic in one direction around a 

central island. The roundabout is expected to be completed by mid 2012. 

Therefore, this study's base year and future year with project scenarios assume 

that the roundabout will be in place. 
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Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue Intersection - Second Left-Turn Lane on 

Piikea Avenue 

There was a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), dated October 13, 

2008, between the Maui County Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) and 

the Maui County Department of Public Works (DPW) in which, at the time, DPW 

planned to construct a second left-turn lane for mauka bound traffic on Piikea 

Avenue at the intersection of Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue. The 

construction was identified as a recommended improvement for the DPR South 

Maui Community Park project. In addition, the MOU stated that funding for this 

project would be incorporated into DPW's Capital Improvements 6-year Plan for 

projects programmed into the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program 

(STIP) for Federal Funding. Based on this timeline, it is anticipated that the 

construction of the second left-turn lane on Piikea Avenue would be completed 

by 2015. However, this planned improvement is not currently documented in the 

latest STIP implementation schedule through 2016. As such, this improvement 

will not be incorporated into the future conditions at this time. 

D. Base Year 2015 Peak Hour Traffic and Analysis 

The LOS for Base Year 2015 traffic conditions were determined using the 

same methods as discussed previously in the Existing Conditions - Level of 

Service section. The capacity analyses were based on the determined Base 

Year 2015 traffic volumes. Table 3 outlines the expected Base Year 2015 LOS 

for the study intersections analyzed. 
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Table 3: Base Year 2015 LOS 

Base Year 2015 Without Project-Generated Traffic 
Saturday Mid-day Peak 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Hour 

LOS Delay (?l v/c LOS Delay (s)_ v/c LOS Delay {s). v/c 

Piilani Highway/Piikea Avenue 
NB LT E 75.8 0.72 F 94.4 0.88 F 90.8 0.79 
NBTH A 8.0 0.53 A 8.9 0.56 A 9.1 0.54 
SBTH c 22.4 0.74 c 33.8 0.79 c 24.6 0.66 
SB RT B 13.6 0.25 c 23.9 0.43 B 17.7 0.30 
EB LT E 73.0 0.82 F 94.4 0.88 F 88.6 0.85 
EB RT D 50.9 0.12 E 63.2 0.23 E 61.1 0.14 --------------------------- --------- ------------- ------- ---------- ------------- ------- -------- -------------- ---------

Overal c 23.4 0.75 c 34.1 0.82 c I 28.0 0.72 

Piikea Avenue/PVSC Main Access/Piilani Gardens 
NB TH/LT B 11.4 0.07 B 11.3 0.05 B 11.2 0.04 
NB RT B 11.1 0.02 B 11.0 0.02 B 11.0 0.01 
SB TH/LT B 16.4 0.46 c 22.9 0.70 B 19.5 0.60 
SB RT B 11.1 0.03 B 11.5 0.08 B 11.4 0.07 
WBLT A 9.4 0.07 A 9.5 0.08 A 9.1 0.02 
WBTH B 12.8 0.21 B 14.2 0.38 B 13.3 0.28 
WBRT B 12.6 0.13 B 13.3 0.21 B 12.8 0.16 
EB LT A 8.3 0.07 A 9.4 0.21 A 9.1 0.19 
EB TH/RT B 12.2 0.23 B 12.7 0.29 B 12.2 0.22 --------------------------- --------- ------------- ------- ---------- ------------- --------- -------------------------

Overall 8 12.9 0.29 8 14.6 0.50 8 13.7 0.41 

Liloa Drive/PVSC Makai Access 
SB LT A 7.7 0.04 A 8.4 0.08 A 7.7 0.02 
WBLT B 12.3 0.06 c 16.3 0.19 B 10.9 0.06 
WBRT A 9.0 0.02 B 10.9 0.16 A 9.3 0.05 

'Piikea Avenue/PVSC Secondarv Access 
SB RT A 9.3 0.06 A 9.2 0.06 A 0~ I 0.06 
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I 

Table 3 (Continued): Base Year 2015 LOS 

I 

Base Year 2015 Without Project-Generated Traffic 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday Mid-day Peak Hour 

LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c 

Piikea Avenue/Liloa Drive (Roundabout) 
.II 

A 4.5 A 7.3 A 5.3 Overann -- -- --

Piikea Avenue/Azeka Shoooina Center Mauka Drivewav 
NB LT/TH/RT 8 10.6 0.04 c 17.0 0.27 8 11.5 0.07 

SB LT/TH/RT 8 12.2 0.02 D 31.0 0.07 c 19.1 0.02 

Piikea Avenue/South Kihei Road 
NB LT A 5.5 0.01 A 9.1 0.04 A 7.1 0.06 
NBTH A 9.0 0.42 8 19.3 0.72 8 15.2 0.65 

NB RT A 6.3 0.08 8 10.5 0.15 A 8.9 0.18 

SB LT A 3.9 0.19 A 10.0 0.40 A 7.6 0.19 
SB TH/RT A 5.0 0.20 A 8.2 0.35 A 7.7 0.29 
WB TH/LT c 34.3 0.58 D 49.9 0.89 D 41.5 0.81 
WBRT c 28.7 0.05 c 24.8 0.15 c 24.9 0.06 --------------------------- ---------- ----------- -------- ----------- ----------- -------- -------- -------------- -----------

Overall B 10.9 -- B 19.4 -- B 16.1 

The study intersections are expected to perform at similar levels of 

service as the existing conditions with some slight delays in Base Year 2015. 

Similar to existing conditions, Base Year 2015 conditions continue to show that 

the Piilani Highway northbound left-turn and Piikea Avenue eastbound left-turn 

traffic movements are expected to approach capacity conditions during the PM 

and Saturday Mid-day peak hours of traffic. Figure 5 shows Base Year 2015 

peak hour of traffic volumes and LOS. 
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FUTURE YEAR 2015 WITH PROJECT SCENARIO 

As mentioned earlier, the proposed Downtown Kihei development will be 

separated by Piikea Avenue into a northern and southern development. The northern 

development will have approximately 107,700 SF retail area, 18,500 SF general office 

building area, and a 150-room, specialty hotel. Total gross leasable commercial area for 

the southern development is approximately 141,750 SF Downtown Kihei is expected to 

complete construction by year 2015 and fully occupied sometime after. 

A. Trip Generation 

The trip generation was determined by applying the trip generation rates 

as per the ITE, Trip Generation. 8th Edition. The trip generation for Downtown 

Kihei was established based on the rates and equations for the appropriate land 

use code given in the Trip Generation manual. An estimation of the percent of 

pass-by trips was obtained from the ITE, Trip Generation Handbook, 2nd Edition. 

Table 4 highlights the expected trip generation for Downtown Kihei. 

Table 4 
Trips Generated by the Project 

North Site Area 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Sat Mid-day 
ITE code Units Enter Exit Enter Exit Enter Exit 

Hotel 310 150 units 51 33 47 42 60 48 

General Office Building 710 18,500 SF 26 3 5 23 4 4 

107,700 
Shopping Center (Retail) 820 SF 66 42 197 205 274 253 

Subtotal 143 78 249 270 338 305 
Pass-by trips (25% weekday; 30% Saturday) / / (Excluding PUD) 51 57 83 77 

TOTAL NEW TRIPS (North Site Area) 143 78 199 213 255 228 
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Table 4 (Continued): 
Trips Generated by the Project 

South Site Area 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Sat Mid-day 
ITE code Units Enter Exit Enter Exit Enter Exit 

141,750 
Shopping Center (Retail) 820 SF 87 55 259 270 361 333 

Subtotal 87 55 259 270 361 333 
Pass-by trips (25% weekday; 30% Saturday) / / (Excluding PUD) 65 68 108 100 

TOTAL NEW TRIPS (South Site Area) 87 55 194 203 253 233 

TOTAL NEW TRIPS North & South Site Area 

B. Trip Distribution/Assignment 

The trip distribution for Downtown Kihei has been determined based on 

the existing traffic flow patterns experienced in the area, the type of adjacent 

development, and trip patterns typical for mixed use developments. Figure 6 

depicts the expected Project trip distribution. 

The site-generated traffic was assigned to the study intersection 

according to the expected trip distributions. The site generated traffic volumes 

for Downtown Kihei at the study intersection are shown in Figure 7. 

C. Downtown Kihei Site Access 

As mentioned earlier, in the Project Description Section, access to the 

southern development will be from a driveway access on Liloa Drive directly 

across the access to the existing Piilani Gardens apartment complex and four (4) 

driveways on Piikea Avenue. The two (2) easterly driveways will be limited to 

right-turn in and out in order to prevent traffic conflicts with the planned Piikea 

Avenue and Liloa Drive intersection roundabout. Access to Parcel 158 will be 

through a shared driveway to Azeka Place on Piikea Avenue. 

Access to the northern development will be from a driveway access on 

Liloa Drive directly across the driveway access to the Piilani Villages Shopping 

Center and four (4) driveways on Piikea Avenue directly across the southern 

development with the same restrictions to the easterly driveways. 
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It should be noted that signalization of one project access along Piikea 

Avenue, "C Street", is being planned as part of the proposed Downtown Kihei 

project. This report will verify whether the intersection is projected to have 

sufficient volumes to warrant the installation of a traffic signal at full development. 

The lane geometry of all the study intersection and the proposed 

Downtown Kihei access are shown in Figure 8. 

D. Future Year 2015 with Project Peak Hour Traffic and Analysis 

The future traffic volumes were determined by adding the site generated 

traffic estimate for Downtown Kihei to the base year traffic volumes. The levels 

of service for the future condition with Downtown Kihei were determined using 

the same methods as discussed previously in the Existing Condition Level of 

Service section. The capacity analyses were based on the determined future 

traffic volumes with Downtown Kihei. 

Table 5 outlines the future level of service with the development. Figure 9 

shows the future traffic volumes and LOS for the proposed Downtown Kihei. 

All study intersections are expected to perform at acceptable levels of 

service in Future Year 2015 except at the Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue 

intersection. 

The Piikea Avenue eastbound left-turn lane traffic is expected to continue 

to operate at LOS E during the AM peak hour of traffic and at LOS F during the 

PM and Saturday mid-day peak hour of traffic. Moreover, the Piikea Avenue 

eastbound left-turn traffic movements is expected to operate at over capacity 

conditions during the PM and Saturday mid-day peak hour of traffic (v/c=1.44 and 

v/c=1.13, respectively). 

The Piilani Highway northbound left-turn lane is expected to continue to 

operate at LOS E during the AM peak hour of traffic and at LOS F during the AM, 

PM and Saturday mid-day peak hours of traffic. Also, the Piilani Highway 

northbound left-turn traffic movement is expected to operate at over capacity 

conditions during the PM and Saturday mid-day peak hour of traffic (v/c=1.06 and 

v/c=1.09, respectively). 
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The site access intersections at the Azeka Shopping Center Mauka 

driveway and Driveway "B" are expected to perform overall at an acceptable LOS 

during the AM, PM, and Saturday Mid-day peak hours of traffic. However, the 

relatively low northbound and southbound approach volumes are expected to 

operate at LOS ElF (exit from the site onto Piikea Avenue). LOS ElF is common 

for a side-street approach on to a major roadway and is often not mitigated 

where traffic signal warrant thresholds are not close to being met. Based on the 

peak hour volumes projected for these site accesses, the access will operate well 

below signal warrant thresholds. These delays will exist for a relatively short 

period of time. The "C Street" project intersection, however, is projected to have 

sufficient traffic volumes to warrant the installation of a traffic signal at full 

development. 

Mitigation Measures 

Traffic mitigation measures due to the overcapacity condition for the 

Piikea Avenue eastbound left-turn traffic movement would require the installation 

of an additional eastbound left-turn lane at the intersection. With the additional 

eastbound left-turn lane on Piikea Avenue, the eastbound left-turn traffic is 

expected to continue to operate at LOS E during the AM peak hour and at LOS F 

during the PM peak hour and improve to LOS E during the Saturday mid-day 

peak hours of traffic. All traffic operation movements, including the northbound 

left-turn traffic movement will operate at below capacity (v/c<1) during all peak 

hours of traffic. Moreover, the additional eastbound left-turn lane on Piikea 

Avenue will improve the overall intersection operations from LOS E to LOS D 

during both the PM and Saturday mid-day peak hour of traffic. 

Table 6 shows the future level of service comparison with and without the 

mitigative measure. Figure 10 shows modified lane geometry at the Piilani 

Highway and Piikea Avenue intersection during Future Year 2015. 
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Table 5: Future Year 2015 With Project LOS 

Future Year 2015 With Project-Generated Traffic 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday Mid-day Peak Hour 
LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c 

Piilani Hiahwav/Piikea Avenue 
NB LT E 76.5 0.81 F 126.6 1.06* F 142.3 1.09* 
NBTH A 9.9 0.55 B 10.1 0.55 B 19.8 0.62 
SBTH c 32.3 0.83 D 49.2 0.89 E 64.5 0.94 
SBRT B 19.5 0.32 D 37.0 0.61 D 46.1 0.61 
EB LT E 73.8 0.86 F 286.9 1.44* F 140.6 1.13* 
EB RT D 48.0 0.15 F 96.5 0.90 D 54.0 0.57 
----------------- .................... ------------ ........................ ..................... ------------- ----------- .......................... ------------- -----------

Overall c 30.0 0.83 E 71.6 1.05* E 64.5 1.04* 

IPiikea Avenue/PVSC Main Access/Piilani Gardens 
NB TH/LT B 11.4 0.07 B 11.3 0.05 B 11.2 0.04 
NBRT B 11.1 0.02 B 11.0 0.02 B 11.0 0.01 
SB TH/LT B 16.4 0.46 c 22.9 0.70 B 19.5 0.60 
SB RT B 11.1 0.03 B 11.5 0.08 B 11.4 0.07 
WBLT fAA 9.5 0.07 B 10.3 0.13 A 9.5 0.04 
WBTH B 13.6 0.32 B 17.5 0.65 B 17.5 0.65 
WBRT B 12.6 0.13 B 13.3 0.21 B 12.8 0.16 
EB LT A 8.3 0.08 B 11.1 0.30 B 11.1 0.30 
EB TH/RT B 12.9 0.31 B 16.4 0.63 B 16.3 0.63 
----------------- ..................... ........................... ........................ --------- ............................... ----------- ............................ .................................. ............................ 

Overall B 13.2 0.32 B 16.5 0.57 B 16.1 0.53 

Liloa Drive/PVSC Makai Access/Drivewav "F" 
NB LT/TH/RT A 0.3 0.00 A 0.1 0.00 A 0.2 0.00 
SB LT A 7.7 0.04 A 8.4 0.08 A 7.7 0.02 
SB TH/RT A 0.0 0.17 A 0.0 0.14 A 0.0 0.14 
WBLT B 13.7 0.08 c 19.7 0.25 B 12.0 0.08 
WBRT A 9.1 0.03 B 10.9 0.16 A 9.3 0.05 
EB LT B 13.8 0.01 c 21.7 0.02 B 12.7 0.01 
EB TH/RT B 11.7 0.02 B 13.7 0.03 B 10.9 0.02 

Piikea Avenue/PVSC Secondary Access 
SBRT A 9.1 0.06 A 9.3 0.06 A 9.3 0.06 
lo:· 

A """nue/Liloa Drive (Roundabout) 
Overallll A 5.1 -- D 27.1 -- B 13.3 --

Piikea Avenue/Azeka Shoooina Center Mauka Drivewav 
NB LT/TH/RT B 11.0 0.05 E 47.5 0.62 c 19.6 0.22 
SB LT/TH/RT B 13.2 0.02 F 86.3 0.20 E 39.6 0.05 

* denotes overcapacity condition, v/c >= 1.0 
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Table 5 (Continued): Future Year 2015 With Project LOS 

Future Year 2015 With Project-Generated Traffic 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday Mid-day Peak Hour 
LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c 

Piikea Avenue/South Kihei Road 
N8 LT A 6.2 0.01 8 11.9 0.05 8 11.5 0.07 
N8TH 8 10.2 0.43 c 26.5 0.79 c 28.9 0.82 
N8RT A 7.3 0.11 8 14.2 0.22 8 15.4 0.27 
S8 LT A 4.2 0.24 8 14.4 0.58 8 14.0 0.49 
S8 TH/RT A 5.2 0.21 8 10.0 0.37 8 12.5 0.35 
W8 TH/LT c 34.0 0.58 D 54.3 0.94 c 31.7 0.78 
W8RT c 28.4 0.06 c 22.5 0.19 8 19.6 0.11 
------------------ ---------·- .................................. --------- ........................... .................................... .............................. .............................. --·--·-------- ----------Overall B 11.5 -- c 23.6 -- c 21.3 --
Piikea Avenue/Proiect Drivewav "B" 
N8 LT/TH/RT 8 12.0 0.03 E 40.2 0.27 E 39.0 0.39 
S8 LT/TH/RT 8 13.3 0.02 F 115.9 0.25 E 40.9 0.14 
W8LT A 7.8 0.01 A 8.9 0.05 A 8.8 0.07 
W8TH A 0.0 0.23 A 0.0 0.54 A 0.0 0.43 
W8RT A 0.0 0.02 A 0.0 0.03 A 0.0 0.04 
E8 LT A 8.2 0.02 8 11.9 0.08 8 10.3 0.08 
E8TH A 0.0 0.16 A 0.0 0.35 A 0.0 0.30 
E8RT A 0.0 0.01 A 0.0 0.01 A 0.0 0.02 

Piikea Avenue/Project Driveway "C" 
N8 LT/TH/RT A 7.4 0.06 8 13.0 0.24 8 11.6 0.27 
S8 LT/TH/RT A 7.9 0.19 c 20.2 0.69 c 20.8 0.73 
W8LT A 4.5 0.10 A 6.6 0.36 A 8.1 0.48 
W8TH A 5.9 0.51 c 20.7 0.90 8 13.8 0.79 
W8RT A 4.2 0.01 A 4.9 0.03 A 5.6 0.04 
E8 LT A 4.4 0.07 A 6.6 0.27 A 7.8 0.35 
E8TH A 5.1 0.31 A 7.5 0.55 A 7.7 0;50- I··· 

E8RT A 4.2 0.01 A 4.9 0.03 A 5.5 0.03 
---·-------------- ........................... .............................. ....................... ....................... ............................... ... ............................ ............................ .................................... -----------Overall A 5.7 -- B 14.9 -- 8 12.1 --
Piikea Avenue/Proiect Drivewav "D" 
N8RT A 9.9 0.01 c 15.7 0.06 c 15.3 0.07 
S8 RT 8 10.8 0.02 c 16.8 0.07 8 14.5 0.07 
W8TH A 0.0 0.25 A 0.0 0.54 A 0.0 0.45 
W8RT A 0.0 0.01 A 0.0 0.02 A 0.0 0.03 
E8TH A 0.0 0.19 A 0.0 0.50 A 0.0 0.48 
E8RT A 0.0 0.01 A 0.0 0.01 A 0.0 0.02 
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Table 5 (Continued): Future Year 2015 With Project LOS 

Future Year 2015 With Project-Generated Traffic 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday Mid-day Peak Hour 
LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c 

Piikea Avenue/Project Driveway "E" 
NB RT B 10.0 0.01 c 15.6 0.03 c 15.3 0.04 
SBRT B 10.9 0.01 c 17.1 0.05 B 14.8 0.04 
WBTH A 0.0 0.26 A 0.0 0.56 A 0.0 0.47 
WBRT A 0.0 0.01 A 0.0 0.01 A 0.0 0.02 
EBTH A 0.0 0.19 A 0.0 0.51 A 0.0 0.49 
EBRT A 0.0 0.00 A 0.0 0.01 A 0.0 0.01 
Liloa Drive/Pro·ect Drivewav"G" 
NBTH A 0.0 0.15 A 0.0 0.23 A 0.0 0.10 
SB TH/RT A 0.0 0.16 A 0.0 0.13 A 0.0 0.09 
EB RT A 9.7 0.01 A 9.5 0.01 A 9.1 0.02 
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Table 6: Comparison of Future Year 2015 With Project LOS, With and Without Mitigative Measures 

-----

Future Year 2015 With Project-Generated Traffic Future Year 2015 With Project-Generated Traffic with Mitigation 

Saturday Mid-day Saturday Mid-day 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Peak Hour AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Peak Hour 

LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c LOS Delay (s) v/c 

Piilani Hiahwav/Piikea Avenue 
NB LT E 76.5 0.81 F 126.6 1.06* F 142.3 1.09* E 74.1 0.79 F 100.8 0.98 E 66.1 0.79 
NBTH A 9.9 0.55 B 10.1 0.55 B 19.8 0.62 A 4.9 0.50 A 8.6 0.54 B 11.2 0.55 
SBTH c 32.3 0.83 D 49.2 0.89 E 64.5 0.94 c 21.1 0.72 D 49.2 0.89 E 61.0 0.93 
SB RT B 19.5 0.32 D 37.0 0.61 D 46.1 0.61 B 13.5 0.30 D 37.0 0.61 D 44.9 0.61 
EB LT E 73.8 0.86 F 286.9 1.44* F 140.6 1.13* E 67.9 0.72 E 80.0 0.83 E 74.1 0.82 
EB RT D 48.0 0.15 F 96.5 0.90 D 54.0 0.57 E 58.0 0.15 E 75.2 0.68 E 60.8 0.37 
-------------------- --·--------- ----------- ----------- ------------ ----------- ------------

Overall c 30.0 0.83 E 71.6 1.05* E 64.5 1.04* c 23.5 0.73 0 46.1 0.90 0 46.3 0.86 

* denotes overcapacity condition, v/c >= 1.0 

33 



LEGEND w EXISTING 

RECOMMENDED MITIGATIVE MEASURE NOT TO SCALE 

----------,------·-·----·---------·-================--==----

-P-11-LA--. _N_I_H_I_G_H--~-=~~=)=~,yfiL --=-_~-__ ==_--:-_~-~ 
--~=---~-----~---. ---. -·--·---~. I ', ; 1----- ~-::--

·-=:> I ~ -----

--__ - -~~~~----

KRAUSZ MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT 

DOWNTOWN KIHEI 
KIHEI, MAUl 

\ . I f--../ 
\ I II 
\ I ( 
i I 1 . I , 
! i \ . I 

EASTB~UNDJ 
LEFT-TURN 

LANE ADDED 

I I 

i 11.\ 

\ 

w 
<(] 
wz 
Y:W 
=> 
D._<( 

MODIFIED LANE GEOMETRY AT 
PIIKEA AVENUE/PIILANI HIGHWAY 

FIGURE 

10 



ATA 

v. 

AUSTIN. TSUTSUMI & ASSOCIATES. INC. 

CIVIL E.NGiNEEFlS • SU~VEYCRS 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. Conclusion 

• The proposed Downtown Kihei project will consist of approximately 26.1 

acres of land in which, approximately 249,450 square feet of retail area, 

approximately 18,500 square feet of general office space, and a 150-room, 

specialty hotel are planned to be built in year 2015 and fully occupied 

sometime after. 

• The comparisons for the future conditions with and without the development, 

shows that the LOS are not expected to change significantly with the 

proposed development except at the Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue 

intersection. With the Project, the Piikea Avenue eastbound left-turn lane 

traffic is expected to continue to operate at the LOS E during the AM peak 

hour of traffic and at LOS F during the PM and Saturday mid-day peak hour 

of traffic. The Piikea Avenue eastbound left-turn traffic movement and Piilani 

Highway northbound left-turn movement is expected to operate at over 

capacity conditions during the PM and Saturday mid-day peak hour of traffic. 

The construction of an additional left-turn lane at the Piikea Avenue 

eastbound left-turn approach will result in all movements to operate below 

capacity (v/c <1.0) and mitigate the traffic generated by the Project since it 

improves traffic operation with and without the Downtown Kihei development. 

• It should be noted and as discussed earlier in this report that the construction 

of the above additional left-turn lane at the Piikea Avenue eastbound left-turn 

approach was previously identified as a recommended improvement for the 

DPR South Maui Community Park project. As a result, the responsibility and 

commitment for the construction of the second left-turn lane is being 

provisionally shouldered by DPW as stated in the MOU, dated October 13, 

2008. The construction of an additional left-turn lane has been incorporated 

into DPWs Capital Improvements 6-year Plan for projects programmed into 

the STIP for Federal Funding. However, this planned improvement is not 

currently documented in the latest STIP implementation schedule through 

2016. 
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• The Downtown Kihei site access intersections are expected to operate at 

acceptable LOS. However, at the Azeka Shopping Center Mauka driveway 

and project Driveway "B Street", the relatively low northbound and 

southbound approach volumes are expected to operate at LOS E/F (exit from 

the site onto Piikea Avenue). LOS E/F is common for a side-street approach 

on to a major roadway and is often not mitigated where traffic signal warrant 

thresholds are not close to being met. Based on the peak hour volumes 

projected for these site accesses, the access will operate well below signal 

warrant thresholds. 

• The project driveway, "C Street", is projected to have sufficient traffic volumes 

to warrant the installation of a traffic signal at full development. 

B. Recommendations 

• At the intersection of Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue, install an additional 

left-turn lane (double left-turn lane) at the Piikea Avenue eastbound approach 

during project construction development planned in year 2015. 

• At the intersection of Piilani Highway and Piikea Avenue, monitor traffic 

conditions for the Piilani Highway northbound left-turn traffic movements. If 

future traffic increases cause over-capacity traffic conditions, an additional 

northbound left-turn lane (double left-turn lane) is recommended. 

• Install a traffic signal at the project driveway, "C Street", as planned for the 

proposed Downtown Kihei development. 
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APPENDIX A 
TRAFFIC COUNT DATA 



I Piilani 
From North 

Start Time I Right l Thru f Left i 
06:30 40 187 0 
06:45 54 238 0 
Total 94 425 0 

07:00 51 245 0 
07:15 58 293 0 
07:30 77 343 0 
07:45 75 286 0 
Total 1 261 II67 0 

08:00 ' 49 213 0 
Grand Total 404 1805 0 

Apprch% 18.3 81.6 0 
Total% 8.8 39.1 0 

Unshifted 404 1805 0 
% Unshifted 100 !00 0 

Bank I 0 0 0 
%Bank I 0 0 0 

~tin, !JJ~umi and~"~ 

Peds Ri!!ht I 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
2 0 
0 0 
0 0 
2 0 

0 0 
2 0 

0.1 0 
0 0 
2 0 

100 0 

~I 0 
0 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 

ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

rouos nnte - ns 1 e - an G P . d U h"ft d B k I 
Piikea Piilani 

From East From South 
Thru I Left I Peds Ri11:ht I Thru I Left i 

0 0 0 0 177 16 
0 0 0 0 197 27 
0 0 0 0 374 43 

0 0 0 0 231 29 
0 0 0 0 299 25 
0 0 0 0 262 26 
0 0 0 0 233 36 
0 0 0 0 1025 II6 

0 0 0 0 226 37 
0 0 0 0 1625 196 
0 0 0 0 89.2 10.8 
0 0 0 0 35.2 4.2 
0 0 0 0 1625 196 
0 0 0 0 100 100 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

Peds 
o; 
o! 
oi 

oi 
0! 

~I 
O! 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Ri!!.ht i 
28 
34 
62 

30 
32 
40 
43 

145 

50 
257 

43.9 
5.6 

257 
100 

0 
0 

File Name : Piilani - Piikea AM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No : 1 

Piikea 
From West 
Thru I Left I Peds Int. Total I 

0 36 0 484 
0 33 0 583 
0 69 0 1067 

0 45 0 631 
0 56 0 765 
0 64 0 812 
0 40 0 713 
0 205 0 2921 

0 54 0 629 
0 328 0 4617 
0 56.1 0 
0 7.1 0 
0 328 0 4617 
0 100 0 100 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 



{fujfin, !J 6ui6umi and C&6cu:iate6 
501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 
ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

Piilani Piikea 
From North From East 

Piilani 
From South 

I Start Time Right i Thru I Left I Peds I App rota! I Right I Thru i Left ! Peds ; App ro~J ! Right i Thru 1 Left i Peds 

Peak Hour Analysis From 07: I 5 to 08:00- Peak I of I 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07: I 5 

07:15 ! 58 293 0 2 353 ! 
07:30 

1 
77 343 o o 420 I 

07:45 75 286 0 0 36I 
08:00 

; 
49 213 0 0 262 I 

I 

1396 I Total Volume I 259 1135 0 2 I 
% App. Total I 18.6 81.3 0 0.1 I 

PHF I .841 .827 .000 .250 .831 I 
Unshifted J 259 1135 

% Unshifted I 00 IOO 0 IOO IOO 
Bank I 0 0 0 0 0 

%Bank I 0 0 0 0 0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.000 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.000 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.000 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.000 

0 
0 
0 

oi 
o' I 
Ot 
ol 
01 

.000 i 

o! 
ol 
ol 

0 299 
0 262 
0 233 
0 226 
0 1020 
0 89.2 

.000 .853 
1020 

0 IOO 
0 0 
0 0 

25 
26 
36 
37 

I24 
10.8 
.838 

IOO 
0 
0 

, 

··-

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.000 

0 
0 
0 

! App. Total 

324 
288 
269 
263 

II44 

.883 

IOO 
0 
0 

File Name : Piilani- Piikea AM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No :2 

Piikea 
From West 

Right ! Thru i Left i Peds i App. ToLll J Int. Total I 

32 
40 
43 
50 

I65 
43.5 
.825 

IOO 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.000 

0 
0 
0 

56 
64 
40 
54 

2I4 
56.5 
.836 

IOO 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.000 

0 
0 
0 

881 
104 

83 
104 
379 

.911 

100 
0 
0 

765 
812 
713 
629 

29I9 

.899 

IOO 
0 
0 

L____ __________________ ~ 

Peak Hour Data 

i 
North 

Peak Hour Begins at 07:15 

Unshifted 
Bank 1 

t 
~l ! ~~ 
Left Thru Ri ht Peds 

124! 10201 0 0 
ot o· o o 

124i 1020 0 0 

_!_ 
I 13ooi , 11441 ! 2444' 
; o! L____QJ i o: 
i 1300i I 1144i ~ 

Out In Total 



I Liloa 
From North 

I Start Time Riqht I Thru I Left I 
06:30 0 21 6 
06:45 0 27 8 
Total 0 48 14 

07:00 0 39 6 
07:15 0 54 10 
07:30 0 61 11 
07:45 0 46 12 
Total 0 200 39 

08:00 0 38 13 
Grand Total 0 286 66 

Apprch% 0 81.2 18.8 
Total% 0 45.3 10.4 

Unshifted 0 286 66 
% Unshifted 0 100 100 

Bank 1 0 0 0 
%Bank 1 0 0 0 

~tin, fl~ukumi and ~~o.cial:e6 

I 
Peds 

0 
0 
0 

o' 
ol 
ol 
0 
0 

~I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 

ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

roups nnte - ns 1 te - an G P . d U h"f d B k 1 
Commercial Driveway ' Liloa i 

From East i From South 
Riqht! Thru! Left i Peds i 

5 0 2 01 
3 0 7 oi 
8 0 9 oi 

7 0 8 ol 
5 0 10 o! 
0 0 7 o! 

11 0 3 0 
23 0 28 ol 

5 0 8 0 
36 0 45 0 

44.4 0 55.6 0 
5.7 0 7.1 0 
36 0 45 0 

100 0 100 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Right! Thru I 
7 6 
8 7 

15 13 

11 15 
14 15 
8 27 

25 31 
58 88 

13 12 
86 113 

43.2 56.8 
13.6 17.9 

86 113 
100 100 

0 0 
0 0 

Left I Peds 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

File Name : Liloa - Driveway AM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No : 1 

Commercial Driveway 

Riqht I 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

From West 
Thru I Left i Peds 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
ol 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Int. Total' 
47 
60 

107 

86 
108 
114 
128 
436 

89 
632 

632 
100 

0 
0 



CltMtin, g 6ul6tuni and (L,6o.ciate6 
501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 
ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

Liloa Commercial Driveway Liloa 
. From North i From East From South 

Start Time I Right ! Thru ! Left ! Peds i App. Total i Right i Thru i Left I Peds ! App Total i Right I Thru I Left I Peds i App. Total 

Peak Hour Analysis From 07:15 to 08:00- Peak 1 of 1 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:15 

07:151 0 54 10 0 64[ 5 
0 o7:3o I o s1 11 o 12 

1 

07:451 0 46 12 0 58! 11 
oa·oo : o 38 13 o 51 ' 5 , 

0 
0 
0 
0 

10 
7 
3 
8 

0 
0 
0 
0 13 t 

14 
8 

25 
13 

15 
27 
31 
12 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

Total Volume 0 199 46 0 245: 21 0 28 0 49 i 60 85 0 0 1451 
! %App. Total 0 81.2 18.8 0 42.9 0 57.1 0 i 41.4 58.6 0 0 I 

PHF .000 .816 .885 .000 .851 .477 .000 .700 .000 .817 .600 .685 .000 .000 .647 
Unshifted 0 199 46 0 245 21 0 28 0 49 60 85 0 0 145 

% Unshifted I 
Bank 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

%Bank 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

i Liloa 
Out In Total 

~ ~ ~ rn 106 
I 

i 
I 

gJ 19~1 4~1 gl i 
I ol 199 46 Ol 

Right Thru Left Peds 
I I 4 ~ ,!_ 

I 
i 
I 

Peak Hour Data 
...... 
I 
I 

North 

Peak Hour Begins at 07:15 
I 

Unshifted 
I Bank 1 

I 
I 

~ I 
~~ i r i I I 
Left Thru Riaht Peds I 

I 
ol 85 

6gl 
01 ! a! 0 o! 

Ol 85 601 Oi 

' ! 

; 

I 227i !1451 : 372' ' 
i ol : a! L___QJ 
i 2271 ; 145! : 372[ 

Out In Total 
Lilna 

File Name : Liloa- Driveway AM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No : 2 

Commercial Driveway 
From West 

Right i Thru : Left ! Peds ' App. Total ' Int. Total 1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.000 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.000 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.000 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

. 000 
0 

0 
0 

0. 108 
0: 114 
0' 128 
0 • 89 
0 439 

.000 . .857 
0 439 

0 0 
0 0 



I Liloa I 
! From North 

Start Time 1 Riaht r Thru I Left I 
06•30 l 8 7 9 
06~45 i 11 10 13 
Total[ 19 17 22 

07:00 13 15 18 
07:15 9 31 24 
07:30 14 41 17 
07:45 14 27 8 
Total 1 50 114 67 

08:00 18 12 15 
08:15 8 9 15 

Grand Total 95 152 119 
Apprch% 25.8 41.3 32.3 

Total% 6.5 10.4 8.1 
Unshifted 95 152 119 

% Unshifted 100 100 100 
Bank 1 0 0 0 

%Bank 1 0 0 0 

CltMtin, g 6~umi and (L,6ociate6 

I 

I 
Peds I 

~I 
2[ 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
2 

0.5 
0.1 

2 
100 

0 
0 

Riaht I 
1 
2 
3 

6 
2 
5 
6 

19 

3 
3 

28 
5.5 
1.9 
28 

100 
0 
0 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 

ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

Groups Printed Unshifted - Bank 1 -
Pi ike a Liloa 

From East 
I 

From South 
Thru I 

21 
27 
48 

29 
30 
47 
40 

146 

37 
34 

265 
51.8 
18.1 
265 
100 

0 
0 

Left I Peds 
11 
13 
24 

17 
36 
25 
19 
97 

13 
10 

144 
28.1 

9.8 
144 
100 

0 
0 

10 
17 
27 

41 

3 
4 

75 
14.6 
5.1 
75 

100 
0 
0 

Riaht I 
3 
2 
5 

5 
16 
19 
23 
63 

11 
6 

85 
30 

5.8 
85 

100 
0 
0 

Thru' 
8 
4 

12 

12 
20 
29 
39 

100 

12 
12 

136 
48.1 

9.3 
136 
100 

0 
0 

Left l 
4 
0 
4 

6 
10 
10 
23 
49 

4 
2 

59 
20.8 

4 
59 

100 
0 
0 

i 
I 
! 

Peds I Riaht I 
or 
01 
Oi 

0 
2 
0 
0 
2 

0 
1 
3 

1.1 
0.2 

3 
100 

0 
0 

0 
2 
2 

5 
7 

11 
3 

26 

4 
4 

36 
12 

2.5 
36 

100 
0 
0 

File Name : Liloa - Piikea AM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No : 1 

Pi ike a 
From West 
Thru I Left I Peds 

19 
16 
35 

27 
22 
29 
29 

107 

34 
22 

198 
66 

13.5 
198 
100 

0 
0 

4 
10 
14 

6 
8 
2 

11 
27 

10 
4 

55 
18.3 

3.8 
55 

100 
0 
0 

1 
1 
2 

5 
1 
1 
0 
7 

0 
2 

11 
3.7 
0.8 
11 

100 
0 
0 

Int. Total! 
106 
130 
236 

173 
240 
258 
244 
915 

176 
136 

1463 

1463 
100 

0 
0 



~tin, g 6ul6umi and Cl66CJCiate6 
501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 
ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 File Name : Liloa- Piikea AM 

Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No :2 

[ Piikea Liloa Piikea I 
: From East From South From West ! 

Start Time ! Right I Thru , Left I Peds App. Tot•t I Right i Thru ! Left i Peds I App. Tot•t i Right • Thru : Left : Peds ! App. To"' i Right i Thru ! Left I Peds I App. To''' 1 Int. Tolal 

Peak Hour Analysis From 07:15 to 08:00- Peak 1 of 1 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:15 

07:15: 9 31 24 0 64 2 30 
07:30 i 14 41 17 0 72 5 47 
07:45 14 27 8 0 49 6 40 
08:00 18 12 15 0 45 3 37 

Total Volume 55 111 64 0 230 16 154 
%App. Total 23.9 48.3 27.8 0 5.4 51.7 

PHF .764 .677 .667 .000 .799 .667 .819 
Unshifted 55 111 64 0 230 16 154 

% Unshifted 
Bank 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

%Bank 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

36 
25 
19 
13 
93 

31.2 
.646 

93 

0 
0 

22 
8 
2 
3 

35 
11.7 
.398 

35 

0 
0 

90 
85 
67! 
56! 

298: 
i 

.828 
298: 

0 
0 

Liloa 
In 

1 23
0
oi 

. ' 
230' 

16 20 
19 29 
23 39 
11 12 
69 100 

31.7 45.9 
.750 .641 

69 100 

0 0 
0 0 

Total 

' 377; 
~ 0! 
: 377i 

55 111, 64: o; 
o o'! 01 o: 

55! 111:~. a: 
LR=ci:-'gh"Ct'"-:T::-'h'-'-ru..w Left Peds 

._J l L~ 

Peak Hour Data 
..... 
I 

North 

Peak Hour Begins at 07:15 

Unshifted 
Bank 1 

. 229' 
i 0~ 
: 229! 

Out 

t 

~'-' 218 1 

i a: 
: 218! 

In 

447 
o: 

447'1 
Total 

10 2 48 7 22 8 1 38 240 
10 0 58 11 29 2 1 43 258 
23 0 85 3 29 11 0 43 244 
4 0 27 4 34 10 0 48 176 

47 2 218 25 114 31 2 172 918 
21.6 0.9 14.5 66.3 18 1.2 
.511 .250 .641 .568 .838 .705 .500 .896 .890 

47 2 218 25 114 31 2 172 918 

~I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 



au6 tin 9'6 ut6 umi d ~ 6 co.ciate6 

AZEKA DRIVE 
From North 

501 Sumner St. Ste. 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817 
(808) 533-3646 

rouos nne - ns 1 te G P. t d U h'f d 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

PIIKEAST 
I 

AZEKA DRIVE 
From East l From South 

: Azeka Drive & Piikea St AM 
: 00000000 
: 11/1/2011 
: 1 

PIIKEAST 
From West 

Start Time Right I Thru I Left ! Peds I Aoo. Total Right i Thru i Left ; Peds ' App. Total 
1 Right I Thru I Left I Peds I App. Total Right I Thru I Left I Peds I App. Total Int. Total; 

07:15AM 0 
07:30AM 2 
07:45AM 0 

Total 2 

08:00AM 0 
Grand Total 2 
Apprch% 50 

Total% 0.4 

0 0 
0 0 
0 1 
0 1 

0 1 
0 2 
0 50 
0 0.4 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 3 42 4 1 
2 1 46 4 0 
1 2 69 9 0 
3 6 157 17 1 

1 1 55 12 0 
4 7 212 29 1 

2.8 85.1 11.6 0.4 
0.8 1.5 44.4 6.1 0.2 

50! 6 

51 1 4 
80; 6 

1a1 I 16 

68 4 
249 20 

83.3 
52.1 4.2 

0 1 
0 1 
0 1 
0 3 

0 1 
0 4 
0 16.7 
0 0.8 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

7 1 43 1 
5 4 38 2 
7 2 53 1 

19 7 134 4 

5 1 55 0 
24 8 189 4 

4 94 2 
5 1.7 39.5 0.8 

0 45 
0 44 
0 56 
0 1451 

0 56 
0 201 
0 
0 42.1 

102 
102 
144 
348 

130 
478 



Total Volume 

%A . Total 50 
PHF .250 

au6 tin 9'6 ut6 umi d.~ 6 co.ciate6 

AZEKADRIVE 

0 50 0 2.8 
.000 .500 .000 .500 i .583 

~~ rll~_t 
L!~ 
•···. : lrol " 
1~1 ' Q.l::-~ 

.sl~i i !t--
~ LJl ,co;:E 
<( : i i.Q>---; 
~ ~I i i llr T 
-:; ~' i f:::! 1i:Q<NI , 1ot"' 

LJ ~ ~~ ua. 

501 Sumner St. Ste. 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817 
(808) 533-3646 

PIIKEAST 
From East 

Left: 

42 4 1 50 l 6 0 
46 4 0 51 i 4 0 
69 9 0 so I 6 0 
55 12 0 68 4 0 

212 29 1 2491 20 0 
85.1 11.6 0.4 83.3 0 
.768 .604 .250 .7781 .833 .000 

I AZEKA DRIVE 

I Out y Total 

I 
CJ:i] 4 CJ..§J 

I 

I I I 
I I 21 Ol 21 OJ I Right Thru Left Peds 
I .J 1 4 I 
I 
I 
I 
i 

I 
I 

I 

Peak Hour Data 
.... 
I 

North 

I Peak Hour Begins at 07:15 A~ 

I Unshifted 

I 
, 
I 

! 
i 

.... . ..., ' r ; I 
Left Thru Right Peds 

! 41 ol 201 ol 
' I , 

! . 37: : 241 I 61 I i 
Out In Total 

I 
AZEKA DRIVE 

1 
1 
1 
1 
4 

16.7 
1.000 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: Azeka Drive & Piikea St AM 
: 00000000 
: 11/1/2011 
:2 

PIIKEAST 

Left i Peds i A . Total Int. Total ! 

0 71 43 0 45 102 
0 5[ 4 38 2 0 44 102 
0 7! 2 53 1 0 56 144 
0 5l 1 55 0 0 56 130 
0 241 8 189 4 0 201 478 
0 4 94 2 0 

I 

u ~ ;;r "'0 -'"n ~s~ -i m 

._2~ Hi] ~ 
I "'---:1 rr- J ~::J 

~~F I 
y -~ 

~~ lJ 

~I I "' -"'i:::J 



I I S Kihei 
! From North ; 

Start Time i Right ! Thru I Left I I 

06:3or- 0 40 5 
06:45! 1 67 10 
Total i 1 107 15 

07:00! 2 68 20 
07:15: 1 72 25 
07:30 i 0 95 32 
07:45: 1 105 26 
Total i 4 340 103 

08:00 7 106 20 
Grand Total 12 553 138 

Apprch% 1.7 78.7 19.6 
Total% 0.7 33.5 8.4 

Unshifted! 12 553 138 
% Unshifted 100 100 100 

Bank 1 ' 0 0 0 
%Bank 1 , 0 0 0 

~tin, 56u&umi and (L,6o.ciate6 

Peds RiQht I 
0 5 
0 10 
0 15 

0 12 
0 17 
0 12 
0 28 
0 69 

0 14 
0 98 
0 41.2 
0 5.9 
0 98 
0 100 
0 0 
0 0 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 

ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

roups nnte - ns 1 e - an G P . d U h"ft d B k 1 
Piikea S Kihei 

From East From South 
I 

i 
Thru I Left I Peds RiQht I Thru I Left I Peds I RiQht I 

0 2 0 9 33 0 o! 0 I 
0 10 0 14 65 2 1 i 0 
0 12 0 23 98 2 1 I 0 

3 14 0 21 88 0 0 0 
0 14 0 18 85 1 0 0 
2 25 1 21 87 1 4 0 
5 35 1 24 80 2 3 0 

10 88 2 84 340 4 7 0 

3 25 0 22 107 2 o' 0 
13 125 2 129 545 8 1.~ I 0 

5.5 52.5 0.8 18.7 79 1.2 0 
0.8 7.6 0.1 7.8 33 0.5 0.5' 0 
13 125 2 129 545 8 8 0 

100 100 100 100 100 100 100 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

File Name : S Kihei - Piikea AM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No : 1 

Piikea 
From West 
Thru I Left i Peds Int. Total I 

0 0 0 94 
0 0 1 181 
0 0 1 275 

0 0 4 232 
0 0 6 239 
0 0 2 282 
0 0 4 314 
0 0 16 1067 

0 0 3 309 
0 0 20 1651 
0 0 100 
0 0 1.2 
0 0 20 1651 
0 0 100 100 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 



~tin, g 6ui:6umi and ~6ociate6 

S Kihei 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 

ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

Piikea S Kihei 

File Name : S Kihei- Piikea AM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No :2 

Piikea 
From North ! From East From South From West 

Left I Peds I App. Total I Right i Thru I Right I Thru I Left I Peds J App. Total i Int. Total I Start Time i Right ! Thru I Left i Peds ' App. Total i Right i Thru i Left i Peds i App. Total 
Peak Hour Analysis From 07:15 to 08:00- Peak 1 of 1 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:15 

104 I 61 07:15! 1 72 25 0 981 17 0 14 0 31 18 85 0 0 0 0 6 239 
07:30 i 0 95 32 0 127 12 2 25 1 40 i 21 87 4 1131 0 0 0 2 ;I 282 
07:45 l 1 105 26 0 1321 28 5 35 1 69; 24 80 2 3 109! 0 0 0 4 314 
o8:oo I 1 1o6 2o o 133 14 3 25 0 42; 22 107 2 0 131 I 0 0 0 3 31 309 

Total Volume ) 9 378 103 0 490 I 71 10 99 2 182! 85 359 6 7 457) 0 0 0 15 151 1144 
%A . Total' 1.8 77.1 21 0 39 5.5 54.4 1.1 i 18.6 78.6 1.3 1.5 I 0 0 0 100 

.6251 PHF .321 .892 .805 .000 .921 .634 .500 .707 .500 .659: .885 .839 .750 .438 .872 .000 .000 .000 .625 .911 
9 378 103 0 490 71 10 99 2 182 85 359 6 7 457 0 0 0 15 15 1144 

I 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I SKihei 
Out In Total 

I 

1430! I 49oi !92Q• 
L-QJ ~ ! 0 
!___A;)_Qi : 490~ ~ 

i i 

I 

--, 

I 
9' 378: 103[ 0 
o! O' _Qi__O_· 

I L 9i 378' 1031 . __ o· 

I :~rt Thru Left Peds 
I ! 

.!.. 4 

I 
Peak Hour Data -[JJ ~0 A ..... ~~[1~ .l'!" " =__j 

0 ! "' I ~l"'-11 -...J ~~ ~2 1- ....J ! 
I fooo" 

- i...,.~.. o ...,.~.. I co en -
North ~ 00000 --l Em ~~ Peak Hour Begins at 07:15 ! 

<---2 ·~-· "' c 1-~- ~ 
, ! I ~ Q; :l ~ := coo ..... 

a_ I .c: Unshifted i ~~ i N(ON D> []I u Bank 1 ~;:t!!<Oi <0 

" I ';;;a "' ., ~~--~ 0 L T'"" -r--g ~! i toll w!2. 
c. I ! 2llo 2J!!!. Q_ til NON 

'--'-

..,.. 
~. ~ i 
Lett Thru Riaht Peds ! 

i 6' 359' a~r 7i 
I 0 o: 0, 

6: 359. 85] 7~ 

' ' -- -- --
477' 457 934 

o, -~ i o. 

I 
~ 457' -934! 

i --a;;! -In- Total i 

c:: l<ih,.; 



Start Time 
15:00 
15:15 
15:30 
15:45 
Total 

16:00 
16:15 
16:30 
16:45 
Total 

Grand Total 
Apprch% 

Total% 
Unshifted 

% Unshifted 
Bank 1 

%Bank 1 

~tin, 56~unU and (L}6o.ciate6 

Piilani 
From North 

Riaht I Thru I 
88 182 
79 139 

101 218 
131 305 
399 844 

87 282 
88 249 
81 219 

120 270 
376 1020 

775 1864 
29.3 70.4 
12.6 30.4 
775 1864 
100 100 

0 0 
0 0 

Left I Peds 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
2 
0 
2 

2 
0 
0 
3 
5 

7 
0.3 
0.1 

7 
100 

o' 
ol 

Riaht I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 

ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

G roups Printed- Unshifte d -Bank 
Piikea I Piilani 

From East i From South I 

Thru I Left I Peds I Riaht I Thru I Left I Peds Riaht I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0[ 

g/ 
a, 
01 
Ol 
ol 

0 135 109 0 43 
0 163 70 0 70 
0 213 81 0 74 
0 361 42 0 77 
0 872 302 0 264 

0 216 54 0 57 
0 316 48 0 69 
0 267 75 0 53 
0 277 62 0 74 
0 1076 239 0 253 

0 1948 541 0 517 
0 78.3 21.7 0 52 
0 31.8 8.8 0 8.4 
0 1948 541 0 517 
0 100 100 0 100 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

File Name : Piilani - Piikea PM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No : 1 

Piikea i From West I 

Thru I Left I Peds I Int. Total ' 
0 64 
0 36 
0 40 
0 64 
0 204 

0 68 
0 64 
0 70 
0 69 
0 271 

0 475 
0 47.7 
0 7.7 
0 475 
0 100 
0 0 
0 0 

0 
0 
2 
0 
2! 

0 
0 
0 
1 

3 
0.3 

0 
3 

100 
0 
0 

621 
557 
731 
980 

2889 

766 
834 
765 
876 

3241 

6130 

6130 
100 

0 
0 



~tin, g "etl6umi and a,"~ 

------
Piilani 

From North 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 

ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

Piikea Piilani 
From East I From South ' Start Time I Right ! Thru i Left : Peds ' App. Total i Right : Thru : Left : Peds i App Total i Right I Thru I Left I Peds i App. Total 

Peak Hour Analysis From 15:15 to 16:00- Peak 1 of 1 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 15:15 

15:15 1 79 139 o o 218 0 0 0 
15:3o 1 101 218 0 2 321 0 0 0 
15:45 l 131 305 0 0 436: 0 0 0 
16:00 l 87 282 0 2 371 0 0 0 

398 944 0 4 1346: 0 0 0 
29.6 70.1 0 0.3 0 0 0 
.760 .774 .000 .500 .772! .000 .000 .000 
398 944 0 4 1346 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~-------------------' 

-I"' a!~ -5~~ 1~1 
~-~~ :~t , ___ ._, 

0 oJ 0 163 
0 Oi 0 213 
0 0 0 361 
0 0 0 216 
0 0 0 953 
0 0 79.4 

.000 .000 .000 .660 
0 0 0 953 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Peak Hour Data 
..... 
! 

North 

Peak Hour Begins at 15:15 

Unshifted 
Bank 1 

~~ 
Left 

.-----1--. ! 12000! 
' I 

! 12001 
In 

1 24221 

~ 
I 24221 

Total 

70 0 233 
81 0 294 
42 0 403 
54 0 270 

247 0 1200! 
20.6 0 i 
.762 .000 .744 I 
247 0 120~ I 

0 0 
0 0 o! 

File Name : Piilani- Piikea PM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No :2 

Piikea 
From West 

I 

Right i Thru : Left i Peds ! App. Total i Int. Total : 

70 0 36 0 106 557 
74 0 40 2 116 731 
77 0 64 0 141 980 
57 0 68 0 125 766 

278 0 208 2 488 3034 
57 0 42.6 0.4 

.903 .000 .765 .250 .865 .774 
278 0 208 2 488 3034 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 



I 
I Start Time Riaht I 

15:00 0 
15:15 0 
15:30 0 
15:45 0 
Total! 0 

16:oo I 0 
16:151 0 
16:30 0 
16:45 0 
Total 0 

Grand Total I 0 
Apprch% 0 

Total%· 0 
Unshifted I 0 

% Unshifted 0 
Bank 1 J 0 

%Bank 1 , 0 

~tin, !J6~umi and Cl66ociate6 

Liloa 
From North 
Thru I Left I Peds 

40 12 0 
34 17 0 
31 24 0 
41 19 0 

146 72 0 

28 20 0 
26 17 0 
23 8 0 
26 15 0 

103 60 Ol 

249 132 ol 
65.4 34.6 0 
18.7 9.9 0 
249 132 0 
100 100 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 

ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

rouos nne - ns 1 e - an G P . t d U h"ft d B k 1 
Commercial Driveway Liloa 

Riaht I 
22 
31 
23 
23 
99 

18 
26 
16 
20 
80 

179 
61.7 
13.4 
179 
100 

0 
0 

From East 
Thru I 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Left I 
11 
13 
16 
16 
56 

19 
13 
14 
9 

55 

111 
38.3 
8.3 
111 
100 

0 
0 

From South 
Peds Riq_htl ThruL 

0 37 86 
0 48 53 
0 44 75 
0 34 42 
0 163 256 

0 26 26 
0 35 24 
0 34 26 
0 36 36 
0 131 112 

0 294 368 
0 44.4 55.6 
0 22.1 27.6 
0 294 368 
0 100 100 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

Left I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Peds I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

oi 

~I 
~~ 
0 
0 

File Name : Liloa - Driveway PM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No : 1 

Commercial Driveway I 

Riqht! 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

From West 
Thru! 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Left I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Peds 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

~I 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

ol 
o, 

Int. Total I 
208 
196 
213 
175 
792 

137 
141 
121 
142 
541 

1333 

1333 
100 

0 
0 



Liloa 

15:15 0 34 17 0 51 1 

15:30 0 31 24 0 55 i 
15:45: 0 41 19 0 so I 
16:00 0 28 20 0 48 

Total Volume i 0 134 80 0 2141 
% A[1(1. Total I 0 62.6 37.4 0 

PHF! .000 .817 .833 .000 .8921 
Unshifted 0 134 80 0 214 

% Unshifted 
Bank 1 0 0 0 0 0 

%Bank 1 0 0 0 0 01 

~tin, 56~umi and ~6~ 
501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 
ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

Commercial Driveway Liloa 
From East From South 

File Name : Liloa- Driveway PM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No :2 

Thru ! Left ! Peds ! App. Total i Right : Thru ! Left i Peds : App. Total i Right I Thru 

31 0 
23 0 
23 0 
18 0 
95 0 

59.7 0 
.766 .000 

95 0 

0 0 
0 0 

13 0 44 48 53 
16 0 39 44 75 
16 0 39 34 42 
19 0 37 26 26 
64 0 159 i 152 196 

40.3 0 I 43.7 56.3 
.842 .000 .903 I .792 .653 

64 0 159 152 196 

0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

Liloa 
Out In Total 

~ ; 216[ 
iSoS' 
' ol 

~ I sa5i 
T 

I ' 
I ai 1361 8~1 a! 

ai a! 
I ai 134! 80i a! 

'hi 
Thru Left Peds 

1 4 

Peak Hour Data 
...... 
I 

North 

I 

Peak Hour Begins at 15:15 

I Unshifted 
Bank 1 

.... 
~, 

! 
~~ 

! ' Left Thru Riaht Peds 
a: 196 15~1 a1 
ai a o! 
Oi 196 1521 a 

i 
I 

! 198! ~ -----s46' 
i 0~ oi i ai 
~ . 348: ; 546i 

Out In Total 
Liloa 

0 0 101 0 0 0 0 0 196 
0 0 119 0 0 0 0 0 213 
0 0 76 0 0 0 0 0 175 
0 0 52 0 0 0 0 0 137 
0 0 348 0 0 0 0 0 721 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

.000 .000 .731 .000 .000 .000 .000 .000 .846 
0 0 348 0 0 0 0 0 721 

~I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

i 
! 

! 

! 

! 

' 



I 
Liloa 

From North 
I Start Time Right I Thru I Left I 

15:00 13 18 18 
15:15 11 22 13 
15:30 23 20 8 
15:45 24 19 14 
Total 71 79 53 

16:00 22 15 II 
16:15 12 12 12 
16:30 16 9 12 
16:45 17 10 9 
Total 67 46 44 

Grand Total 138 125 97 
Apprch% 38 34.4 26.7 

Total% 5 4.5 3.5 
Unshifted 138 125 97 

% Unshifted 100 100 100 
Bank 1 0 0 0 

%Bank 1 0 0 0 

au:,tin, fl"ui,jumi and a,"~ 

I 
I 

Peds Right! 
1 41 
1 22 
1 32 
0 9 
3 104 

0 II 
0 6 
0 7 
0 17 
0 41 

3 i 145 
o.8 1 14.2 
0.1 i 5.3 

10~ I 145 
100 

Oi 0 
01 0 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 

ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

roups nnte - ns 1 e - an G P . d U h"ft d B k I 
Pi ike a Liloa 

From East i From South 
Thru! Left I Peds I Right I Thru I Left I Peds 

93 20 0 21 60 32 2 
69 18 4 16 56 26 1 
98 22 3 15 68 26 2 

105 21 4 22 44 26 0 
365 81 II! 74 228 110 5 

89 13 5 13 19 12 0 
78 17 4 12 28 10 0 
78 20 I 8 27 II 0 
95 21 0 9 34 13 0 

340 71 10 ! 42 108 46 0 

705 152 21 116 336 156 5 
68.9 14.9 2.1 18.9 54.8 25.4 0.8 
25.6 5.5 0.8 4.2 12.2 5.7 0.2 
705 152 21 116 336 156 5 
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

0 0 ~I 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

Right I 
15 
15 
11 
II 
52 

6 
14 
7 
9 

36 

88 
11.7 
3.2 
88 

100 
0 
0 

File Name : Liloa - Piikea PM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No : 1 

Piikea I 
I 

From West I 
I 

Thru I Left I Peds Int Total 
67 23 0 424 
61 19 3 357 
52 24 1 406 
56 24 0 379 

236 90 4 1566 

72 19 0 307 
53 24 I 283 
56 25 2 279 
62 19 0 315 

243 87 3 1184 

479 177 71 2750 
63.8 23.6 0.9 1 

17.4 6.4 0.3 ! --
479 177 10~ I 2750 
100 100 100 

0 0 o! 0 
0 0 ol 0 



~tin, !] 6td6umi and (l,6ociate6 
501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 
ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

Liloa Piikea Liloa 
From North From East From South 

File Name : Liloa - Piikea PM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No : 2 

Piikea 
From West 

':::-"'S"Cta"::rt':-T-'-'i"'m"'e'--'--:'-R"'i "'-h"=t ::'-! _,Tceh,_,ru"c:-'-i ~L:ce"'ft-'-:-'-:1 "--Pe,_,d,_s---:,-: "-"A "".-"To""''"'-::'-::! R"''"'. ,_,ht'-'-: T.!.-"'hru"'--'i'---"L"'e""ft'-''-'p'-'e""ds"----'-="'-"'""--'·-'R""i"'h"'-t-'I_T,_,h"'-ru'"-'-[ --'='L"'efi,_,_t _,_I_,_P""ed'"'s'--'--"'""'-'-"""--'-=<=--'-: -'T_,h~ru,'-'-: _,L"-'e"'-ft'-'-; P,_,eds . · AEP~.'eL.· lnt Total , 
Peak Hour Analysis From 15:15 to 16:00- Peak I of I 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 15: 15 

15:15

1

i II 22 13 1 47 
15:30 23 20 8 I 52 
15:45 I 24 19 14 o s1 
16:00 22 15 II 0 48 

oa o ume 

%App.Total 39.2 37.3 22.5 I 
T t I vI I 80 76 46 2 204 

PHF .833 .864 .821 .500 .895 
Unshifted 80 76 46 2 204 

% Unshifted 
Bank I 0 0 0 0 0 

%Bank I 0 0 0 0 0 

22 
32 
9 

II 
74 

14.1 
.578 

74 

0 
0 

69 
98 

105 
89 

361 
68.8 
.860 
361 

0 
0 

18 
22 
21 
13 
74 

14.1 
.841 

74 

0 
0 

4 
3 
4 
5 

16 
3 

.800 
16 

0 
0 

II3 
155 
139 
II8 
525 

.847 
525 

~I 

16 56 
15 68 
22 44 
13 19 
66 187 

19.1 54 
.750 .688 

66 187 

0 0 
0 0 

Peak Hour Data 

i 
North 

Peak Hour Begins at 15:15 

Unshifted 
Bank 1 

...., 
Left 

90[ 

! 1931 
~ 
~ 

Out 

i 

i 
! 346i 
L__QJ 
i 346[ 

In 

1
'5391 

Oi 
f 539: 

Total 

26 
26 
26 
12 
90 
26 

.865 
90 

0 
0 

2 
0 
0 
3 

0.9 
.375 

3 

0 
0 

99 
111 
92 
44 

346 

.779 
346 

0 
0 

15 
II 
II 
6 

43 
ll.S 
.717 

43 

0 
0 

61 
52 
56 
72 

241 
64.4 

c837 
241 

0 
0 

19 
24 
24 
19 
86 
23 

.896 
86 

0 
0 

3 
I 
0 
0 
4 

1.1 
.333 

4 

0 
0 

98 357 
88 406 
91 379 
97 307 

374 1449 

.954 
374 

0 
0 

.892 
1449 

0 
0 



Start Time 
03:15PM 
03:30PM 
03:45PM 

Total 1 

04:00PM 
Grand Total 
Apprch% 

Total% 

au6 tin 9'6 ut6 um i d. ~ 6 c 0- c iate 6 

AZEKA DRIVEWAY ' ' I 
From North 

501 Sumner St. Ste. 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817 
(808) 533-3646 

roups nnte - ns 1 te G P. d U h"f d 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

PIIKEAST AZEKA DRIVEWAY 
From East From South 

: Azeka Drive & Piikea St PM 
: 00000000 
: 11/1/2011 
: 1 

PIIKEA ST 
From West 

Right I Thru I Left I Peds i App. Total Right I Thru I Left I Peds I App. Total Right I Thru I Left I Peds ! App. Total Right i Thru I Left I Peds I App. Total Int. Total ' 

0 1 1 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 1 1 

0 0 0 
0 1 1 
0 50 50 
0 0.1 0.1 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

2 0 93 17 0 110 28 
0 1 108 23 0 132 20 
0 0 110 17 0 127 17 
2 1 311 57 0 369 65 

0 0 73 14 0 87 12 
2 1 384 71 0 456 77 

0.2 84.2 15.6 0 81.9 
0.2 0.1 42.2 7.8 0 50.1 8.5 

0 9 
0 4 
0 4 
0 17 

0 0 
0 17 
0 18.1 
0 1.9 

0 37 3 90 0 
0 24 2 89 1 
0 21 0 91 0 
0 82 5 270 1 

0 12 1 81 1 
0 94 6 351 2 
0 1.7 97.8 0.6 
0 10.3 0.7 38.5 0.2 

0 93 242 
0 92 248 
0 91 239 
0 2761 729 

0 83 182 
0 359 911 
0 
0 39.4 



au6 tin 9'6 ut6 umi d.~ 6 cttciate6 
501 Sumner St. Ste. 521 

Honolulu, HI 96817 
(808) 533-3646 File Name 

Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: Azeka Drive & Piikea St PM 
: 00000000 
: 11/1/2011 
:2 

AZEKA DRIVEWAY i PIIKEA ST AZEKA DRIVEWAY PIIKEA ST I 
. From North I From East From South From West l 

Start Time ! Right : Thru I Left l Peds ! App. Totat I Right I Thru i Left : Peds ! App Total ' Right i Thru i Left i Peds L&-E Total Right i Thru i Left J Peds I App. Total I Int. Total I 
Peak Hour Analysis From 03:15PM to 04:00PM- Peak 1 of 1 
Peak Hourfor Entire Intersection Begins at 03:15PM 

03 15 PM ' 0 1 1 0 2 I 0 93 17 0 11 0 28 0 9 0 37 3 90 0 0 93 I 242 ' 
03:30PM i 0 0 0 0 ~I 1 108 23 
03:45PM j 0 0 0 0 0 110 17 
04:00PM I 0 0 0 0 0 0 73 14 

Total Volume l 0 1 1 0 2 1 384 71 
% App. Total J 0 50 50 0 0.2 84.2 15.6 

PHFJ .000 .250 .250 .000 .250 .250 .873 .772 

i 

0 132 ' 20 0 
0 127. 17 0 
0 87 12 0 
0 456! 77 0 
0 i 81.9 0 

.000 .864: .688 .000 

AZEKA DRIVEWAY 
Out In Total 
~ ! ! 2! : 5! 

I ; 

I ol 11 11 ol 

:~tt T~ru Left Peds 
I 

I !._~ 
..l,. 

Peak Hour Data 

North 

I 
Peak Hour Begins at 03:15 PMi 

Unshifted · 

"" ~. ,~ 

Left T~ht Peds 
!17! oi ~ 

i 78j L_____Mj 172! 
Out In Total 

A7FKA npntcl 

4 0 24 2 89 1 0 92 248 
4 0 21 0 91 0 0 91 239 
0 0 12 1 81 1 0 83 182 

17 0 94 6 351 2 0 359 911 
18.1 0 1.7 97.8 0.6 0 
.472 .000 .635 .500 .964 .500 .000 .965 .918 

: 
i 
' 



i 
I 
I Start Time Rioht I 

15:00 4 
15:15 3 
15:30 8 
15:45 10 
Total 25 

16:00 5 
16:15 1 
16:30 4 
16:45 2 
Total 12 

Grand Total 37 
Apprch% 2.5 

Total% 1 
Unshifted 37 

% Unshifted 100 
Bank 1 0 

%Bank 1 0 

~tin, fJ6tlkumi and Cl66~ 

S Kihei I 
From North 
Thru I Left I Peds Rioht I 
171 35 0 54 
141 37 0 50 
149 29 0 58 
143 38 0 59 
604 139 0 221 

144 24 

~I 
34 

142 34 29 
145 26 30 
115 41 0 44 
546 125 0 137 

1150 264 

~I 
358 

79.3 18.2 38.2 
29.9 6.9 9.3 
1150 264 

~I 358 
100 100 100 

0 0 ~I 0 
0 0 0 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 

ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

Groups Printed- Unshifted- Bank 1 
Piikea I 

S Kihei 
From East : From South 
Thru i Left i Peds i Rioht i Thru I Left I 

12 52 1 ' 44 96 0 
10 54 5 44 129 2 
13 58 2 40 159 1 
4 64 

1 ' 
47 127 8 

39 228 gi 175 511 11 

9 60 0 44 130 3 
10 72 9; 53 134 4 
7 53 2! 44 125 4 
7 73 2i 43 144 3 

33 258 13 i 184 533 14 

72 486 22 359 1044 25 
7.7 51.8 2.3! 24.9 72.3 1.7 
1.9 12.6 0.6 9.3 27.1 0.6 
72 486 22 359 1044 25 

100 100 100 100 100 100 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

Peds 
1 
8 
1 
1 

11 

0 
3 
2 
0 
5 

16 
1.1 
0.4 
16 

100 
0 
0 

Rioht I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

File Name : S Kihei - Piikea PM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/9/2009 
Page No : 1 

Piikea 
From West 
Thru I Left I Peds Int. Total i 

0 0 1 471 
0 0 2 485 
0 0 3 521 
0 0 0 502 
0 0 6 1979 

0 0 4 457 
0 0 2 493 
0 0 4 446 
0 0 0 474 
0 0 10 I 1870 

0 0 16 3849 
0 0 100 
0 0 0.4 
0 0 16 3849 
0 0 100 100 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 



S Kihei 

~tin, g"~umi and cu"~ 
501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96817 
ph: 533-3646 Fax: 526-1267 

Piikea SKihei 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

Piikea 

: S Kihei - Piikea PM 
:00000000 
: 4/9/2009 
:2 

From North 1 From East 1 From South From West 
'::--'S"-'t"art"':-'T'-'im=e~R-"ig,h"-t_j_! ='T-'-h"-'ru~i ~L,e~ft~i _,_P::oed,_,s'--'::-i ~Ap'=p.,ro"'''"--' ,_,i R,_,.,ig:.'ht,_i'-. T.:...:_::hr,_,u'-!'--"L"'e"-'ft'-'i'-'P--'e:::::d"'s..J.i-'A"'pp"-. r:::::o""''''-'[-'R-"ig"'h"'t..J.I_T:...:h.::.r::::.u-'-! -=.Le::::.ft"--'-1 _,_P_::e:::ds::...L.[ -"A"'PPc.:· r.,ot,_,,-'-'-R3ig>.::h::...:t 1. lhi!:!..~-.l::~f!..:.£'~Q!;_AJ>P· Total . Int. Total ' 

Peak Hour Analysis From 15:15 to 16:00- Peak 1 of 1 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 15:15 

15:15 1 3 141 37 a 181 r 5o 
15:30 i 8 149 29 0 186 i 58 
15:451 10 143 38 0 191 59 
16:00 I 5 144 24 0 173 34 

26 577 128 o 731 I 201 
3.6 78.9 17.5 0 I 41.8 

10 
13 
4 
9 

36 
7.5 

.650 .968 .842 .000 .957 .852 .692 

% Unshifted 
Bank 1 

%Bank 1 

26 

0 
0 

577 

0 
0 

128 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

731 I 201 36 

al 
01 

0 
0 

0 
0 

--1 
I 

54 5 119 44 129 
58 2 131 40 159 
64 1 128 47 127 
60 0 103 44 130 

236 8 481 1 175 545 
49.1 1.7 23.5 73.3 
.922 .400 .918 .931 .857 
236 8 481 175 545 

0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

Peak Hour Data 

i 
North 

Peak Hour Begins at 15:15 

I Unshifted 
Bank 1 

~ 
Left 

14i 
Oi 

14! 

i 813[ 
i Oi 
• 813i 

Out 

i r ! 
Thru Ri ht Peds 

545 175 10 
Qj 0 0 

5451 175 10 

i ~441 I 1557i 
1 oi j O! 
: 7441 i 1557 1 

In Total 

2 8 183 0 0 0 2 2 485 
1 1 201 0 0 0 3 3 521 
8 1 183 0 0 0 0 0 502 
3 0 177 0 0 0 4 4 457 

14 10 744! 0 0 0 9 9 1965 
1.9 1.3 0 0 0 100 

.438 .313 .925 .000 .000 .000 .563 .563 .943 
14 10 744 0 0 0 9 9 1965 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 



I 

I PIILANI I 
From North 

au6tin fi6Ut6umi ~ ~60.Ciate6 

I 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817-5031 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

GrOUQS Printed- Unshifted 
PIIKEA PIILANI 

From East From South 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

i 

: MD Piilani - Piikea 
: 00000000 
: 9/11/2010 
: 1 

PIIKEA 
I From West 

I Start Time Right I Thru ! Left i Peds ! App. To10J Right I Thru I Left I Peds I App. Totru Right I Thru I Left I Peds I App. Tom! Right I Thru I Left I Peds i App. Totnl Int. Total i 
I 1:00AM 77 191 
I 1:15AM 69 169 
!1:30AM i 80 185 
11:45 AM 79 179 

Total I 305 724 

!2:00PM 78 175 
!2:15PM 64 172 
!2:30PM 77 209 
12:45 PM 69 192 

Total i 288 748 

Grand Total I 593 1472 
Apprch % 1 28.7 71.2 

Total% i 12.1 30.1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 268 
0 238 
0 265 
0 258 
0 1029 

0 253 I 
I 

2371 
0 286 
0 261 
I 1037 I .. 

I 2066 I 
o I 
o 42.3 I 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 194 45 
0 194 40 
0 213 34 
0 199 34 
0 800 !53 

0 222 49 
0 212 45 
0 190 31 
0 191 37 
0 815 162 

0 1615 315 
0 83.6 16.3 
0 33.1 6.5 

0 239 51 
0 234 48 
0 247 54 
0 233 44 
0 953 1 197 

0 271 51 
0 257 42 
0 221 45 
2 230 45 
2 979 183 

2 1932,380 
0.1 42.9 

0 39.6 7.8 

0 69 
0 63 
0 68 
0 64 
0 264 

0 72 
0 64 
0 55 
0 50 
0 241 

0 505 
0 57.1 
0 10.3 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

120 ' 627 

Ill I 583 

122 i 634 
108 599 
461 1 2443 

123 I 647 
106 600 
100 607 
95 586 

424 2440 

885 I 4883 

18.1 



!2:00PM I 78 175 
12:15 PM ! 64 172 
12:30 PM ' 77 209 
12:45 PM I 69 192 

Total Volume i 288 748 
% App. Total ! 27.8 72.1 

PHF! .923 .895 

au6 tin 9'6 ut6 umi d.~ 6 ~ciate6 

0 0 253 0 
0 1 237 0 
0 0 286 0 
0 0 261 0 
0 I 1037 0 
0 0.1 0 

.000 .250 .906 .000 

~B I ~ li_j 
-' 

o=> 

~EH .l:--. 
WE~ I-

~ 6~ l 
M-ro..c:: 
~.g>---J 

0:: .... 

~(/) 
] 
a.. 

'--

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817-5031 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

.000 .000 

l 

' 

PilL ANI 
From South 

' Thru i Left i Peds 

0 0 0 222 49 0 
0 0 0 212 45 0 
0 oi 0 190 31 0 
0 o; 0 191 37 2 
0 o' 0 815 162 2 
0 0 83.2 16.5 0.2 

.000 .000 ! .000 .918 .827 .250 

PIIL.ANI ; 
Out In Total 

i 1056! ' 10371 . 20931 
! 

I 
I 288' 748i 0 1' 

Right Thru Left Peds 

~J 
I 
L~ .... 

' 

Peak Hour Data 
...... 

North 

j Peak Hour Begins at 12:00 PM 
I 

I Unshifted 

~ 

~~ ,~ 
i 

Left Thru Right Peds 
i 162i 815: ::Ql_ _ __£ 

i 
-- --, .--. 
~ __m_; . ....JJ!l.Q' 

Out In Total 
Pill ANI 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

271 51 0 
257 42 0 
221 45 0 
230 45 0 
979 i 183 0 

i 43.2 0 
.903 _l .897 .000 

r-
.... ;u 

bJ?l 
L<O· f-

:T 
-o 

f-_, 

: MD Piilani - Piikea 
: 00000000 
:9/11/2010 
:2 

PIIKEA 

72 0 123 647 
64 0 106 600 
55 0 100 607 
50 0 95 586 

241 0 424 2440 
56.8 0 
.837 .000 .862 .943 

..-~ 

{]=>~ <=o 
I-

r )> ,--m 
.,.. ""o 

~[I b]_, g_ 

~b.J 
!!l. 



au6 tin [j6 ut6 um i d: ~ 6 0- c iate 6 

KIHEI COMMERCIAL DR 

Start Time Right I 
!1:00AM 21 
!1:15AM 28 
!1:30AM 23 
11:45 AM 21 

Total 93 

12:00 PM 23 
!2:15PM 21 
12:30 PM 31 
12:45 PM 28 

Total 103 

Grand Total I 196 
Apprch % 27.8 

Total% 8.7 

From North 

Thru I 
1 
3 
2 
0 
6 

3 
6 
2 
2 

13 

19 
2.7 
0.8 

Left I Peds 

57 
68 
60 
64 

249 

70 
57 
47 
64 

238 

487 
69.2 
21.6 

0 
0 
I 
0 
1 

0 
1 
0 
0 
1 

o.i I 
0.1 

Right I 
59 
49 
66 
59 

233 

57 
54 
55 
60 

226 

459 
51.5 
20.4 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817-5031 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

G rouos nnte - ns 11 e P · d u 1 ·ad 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: MD Kihei Commercial Dr- Piikea 
: 00000000 
: 9/11/2010 
: 1 

PIIKEA ' KIHEI COMMERCIAL DR PIIKEA l 
From East 

Thru I 
58 
48 
49 
53 

208 

59 
47 
54 
49 

209 

417 
46.7 
18.5 

Left I 
I 
3 
3 
I 
8 

5 
I 
1 
I 
8 

16 
1.8 
0.7 

! 
' Peds ' 
i 

o: 
o! 
o• 
ol 
o! 

0 
0 
0 
0! 
Oi 

o: 
0 
o~ 

Right j 
I 
4 
3 
I 
9 

7 
3 
2 
5 

17 

26 
41.9 

1.2 

From South 
Thru [ 

0 
3 
I 
0 
4 

2 
4 
I 
2 
9 

13 
21 

0.6 

Left I Peds 

2 
4 
6 
2 

14 

2 
3 
2 
2 
9 

23 
37.1 

I 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

~I 

Right I 
0 
3 
3 
2 
8 

3 
4 
2 
3 

12 

20 
3.4 
0.9 

From West 

Thru I Left I Peds 

58 
45 
56 
38 

!97 

43 
42 
48 
31 

164 

361 
60.5 

16 

20 
24 
32 
22 
98 

14 
29 
19 
27 
89 

187 
31.3 

.8.3 

2 
8 

61 
3 

19 I 

2 
2 
4 
2 

!0 

291 4.9 
1.3 

Int. Total I 
280 
290 
311 
266 

1147 

290 
274 
268 
276 

1108 

2255 



au6 tin [j6 Ut6 umi d ~ 6 O-Ciate6 
501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 

Honolulu, HI 968 I 7-503 I 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: MD Kihei Commercial Dr- Piikea 
: 00000000 
: 9/11/2010 
:2 

KIHEI COMMERCIAL DR PIIKEA KIHEI COMMERCIAL DR PIIKEA 
f-::---:::---+----,------,--,----"F-Tro"'m"-'-::N'-"o-'-'rt,_,_h_-,--___ From East i From South i From West 
1 Start Time Right I Thru i Left · Peds ~ Afl> Toto! Right • Thru I Left i Peds I Apr To>o~ I Right I Thru I Left I Peds I App To>o~ i Right l Thru ! Left I Peds 
Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 PM to 12:45 PM- Peak I of I 

; App. Total Int. Total i 

Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at I2:00 PM 
12:00 PM I 23 3 70 0 96 i 57 59 5 0 121 ' 7 2 2 0 II 43 I4 2 62 290 
I2:I5 PM , 2I 6 57 I 85 i 54 47 I 0 I02 3 4 3 0 10 4 42 29 2 77 274 
12:30 PM ! 31 2 47 0 80 . 55 54 I 0 I 10 2 I 2 0 5 2 48 19 4 73 268 
I2:45 PM 28 2 64 0 ~9,_,4-'--=60c____,_49"----"I _ __,O:___;_I '-'I 0'--+--"'-5 _ ___::2 _ __,2,_______.:0,___~9 +----"3 _ _,3,_,1 __ 2""7'---"'-2 _ __,6"'-3-+--_2""7'-"6'-

Total Volume 103 I3 238 I 355 226 209 8 0 443 j 17 9 9 0 35 I2 I64 89 10 275 II08 
%App. Total 1 29 3.7 67 0.3 51 47.2 1.8 0 I 

PHF I .831 .542 .850 .250 .924 .942 .886 .400 .000 .915 I 
48.6 25.7 

-~ 
O
:JjM1 

. ' 
! ' 

~'ffi-j 
I ;_J 

~~--~ 
~
~~~~~-~ 

.607 .563 

KIHEI COMMERCIAL DR 
Out In Total 

c=illl ~ c:ilij 

i I 
l 1031 13/ 238/ 1/ 
Ri~ht Thru Left Peds 

~.J 1 L~ 

Peak Hour Data 

i 
North 

Peak Hour Begins at 12:00 Pfv1 

Unshifted / 

.... 
~--, ! '~ 

! 
Left Thru Right Peds 

91 9! 17/ ol 
i 

~! .35!! 68! 
Out In Total 

KIHI=I ~~· •rn~ II nR 

25.7 
.750 

I 
I 

0 
.000 

4.4 
.795 .750 

59.6 
.854 

n 
1

'.,_!0 
~!S. 
<Dt 

32.4 
.767 

3.6 
.625 .893 .955 



i ' 

I : 

I Start Time 
!1:00AM 
11:15AM 
11:30 AM 
!1:45AM 

Total ' 

!2:00PM 
!2:15PM 
!2:30PM 
12:45 PM 

Total i 

Grand Total 
Apprch% 

Total% 

Right I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

au6tin 56Ut6Umi d. ~6aciate6 

LILOA 
From North 

Thru [ 
32 
28 
28 
27 

115 

24 
23 
29 
16 
92 

207 
75.3 
27.1 

Left! 
6 
6 

II 
12 
35 

9 
7 
6 
8 

30 

65 
23.6 

8.5 

Peds 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
3 
0 
0 
3 

31 
1.11 0.4 

Right I 
9 
8 

II 
6 

34 

12 
9 

II 
10 
42 

76 
54.3 

10 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817-5031 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

rouos nnte - ns 1 e G P. d U h.ft d 
NPIIKEA 
From East 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

ULOA 
From South 

: MD_Liloa- Driveway N of Piikea 
: 00000000 
: 9/11/2010 
: 1 

NPIIKEA 
From West 

Thru I Left I Peds Right I Thru I Left I Peds Right i Thru l Left I Peds Int. Total J 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

9 
6 

10 
5 

30 

8 
11 
8 
6 

33 

63 
45 

8.3 

0 
0 
0 
1 
1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0.; I 
0.1 

25 
29 
28 
27 

109 

27 
23 
18 
24 
92 

201 
57.8 
26.3 

10 
13 
18 
21 
62 

24 
28 
16 
16 
84 

146 
42 

19.1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

~I 
ol 

0 
0 
1 
0 
1 

o.i I 
0.1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

~I 

91 
90 

106 
99 

386 

104 
104 

89 
80 

377 

763 



au6tin fi6Ut6Umi d a,6~Ciate6 
501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 

Honolulu, HI 96817-5031 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

LILOA 

: MD_Liloa- Driveway N of Piikea 
: 00000000 
: 9/11/2010 
:2 

NPIIKEA 

~--~---r---,--~~~r=~.-----r---.---~~~~-.-----+---.--~FromSou~th~------+---.---~~~~--.---~-----, 
Thru 1 Left i Peds A 

12:00PM i 0 24 9 0 33 12 0 8 0 20 27 24 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 o' 104 
12:15PM I 0 23 7 3 33 9 0 11 0 20 23 28 0 0 

51 I 0 0 0 0 o[ 104 
12:30PM ! 0 29 6 0 35 II 0 8 0 19 18 16 0 1 35 0 0 0 0 

~I 
89 

12:45 PM 0 16 8 0 24 10 0 6 0 16 24 16 0 0 40 0 0 0 0 80 
Total Volume i 0 92 30 3 125 42 0 33 0 75 92 84 0 I 1771 0 0 0 0 

01 
377 

%App. Total ! 0 73.6 24 2.4 56 0 44 0 52 47.5 0 0.6 I 0 0 0 0 
PHF i .000 .793 .833 .250 .893 .875 .000 .750 .000 .938 .852 .750 .000 .250 .868 I .000 .000 .000 .000 .ooo I .906 

LILOA 
Out In Total 

c::12§] ~ I 2511 

I ! 
0 92 30i 3 

Right Thru Left Peds 

.J ! L~ 
.... 

I 

! 

Peak Hour Data 

~u 
0 

'ID_j i 4~ ~" r-
-' -1"'1 ~~ 

o"' North 

~Elf-
1::----t ·-;t, I II z 
1- eM 1 , i_}! 

o- I Peak Hour Begins at 12:00 P~ a.. l...J .s:: ! ' ~~~ 1 r~J"'~ z h ' I su I Unshifted · ' ""lc:..> 
Ocn 

T ~~~ R~ 0 I "' Q) a.: ~ Q!. a.. (J) ~ '--

i 
I 

.,. •-, r i 
Left Thru Right Peds 

Oi 84! 921 1: 

----
~ 

--. . 302i ___1ZL 
Out In Total 

I !lOA 



Start Time Right I 
II:OOAM 10 
11:15AM 8 
!1:30AM 16 
11:45 AM 7 

Total 41 

!2:00PM 8 
!2:15PM 9 
12:30 PM 13 
12:45 PM 4 

Total 34 

Grand Total I 75 
Apprch% 26.5 

Total% 4.1 

au6 tin 56 ut6 umi d.~ 6 o.ciate6 

LILOA ' 

From North 

Thru I Left I Peds I Right I 
8 26 0 8 
5 19 0 9 

II 12 7 10 
13 II 0 3 
37 68 7 30 

9 16 

~I 
9 

15 II 7 
13 10 7 

9 13 0 8 
46 50 ol 31 

83 II8 71 61 
29.3 41.7 2.51 9 

4.6 6.5 0.4 3.4 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817-5031 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

Grou1:1s Printed Unshifted -
PIIKEA LILOA ; 

j From East From South 

Thru I Left i Peds Right I Thru I Left I 
79 II 3 7 7 4 
57 17 0 12 16 8 
56 16 0 13 17 7 
61 18 0 17 23 9 

253 62 3' 49 63 28 

60 15 0 8 22 7 
58 15 0 12 28 5 
66 14 I 6 16 10 
54 16 0 12 17 4 

238 60 I! 38 83 26 

491 122 4 87 146 54 
72.4 18 0.6 30.2 50.7 18.8 

27 6.7 0.2 4.8 8 3 

Peds 
I 
0 
0 
0 
I 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: MD Liloa - Piikea 
: 00000000 
: 9/11/2010 
: 1 

PIIKEA 
i From West I 

Right I Thru I Left I Peds I Int. Total ! 

6 66 18 0 254 
8 47 17 0 223 
8 52 19 0 244 
5 36 20 0 223 

27 201 74 Oi 944 

6 45 20 o' 225 
4 47 14 oJ 225 
3 46 12 0 217 
7 43 19 0 206 

20 181 65 01 873 

o.i I 
47 382 139 ol 1817 

8.3 67.3 24.5 ol 
0.1 2.6 21 7.6 ol 



12:00PM 8 9 
12:15 PM 9 15 
12:30 PM 13 13 
12:45 PM 4 9 

Total Volume 34 46 
%App. Total 26.2 35.4 

PHF .654 .767 

au6 tin [j6 ut6 umi d.~ 6 o.ciate6 

LILOA 

16 0 33 : 9 
II 0 35 i 7 
10 0 36 i 7 
13 0 26 i 8 
50 0 130 i 31 

38.5 0 I 9.4 
.781 .000 .903 ! .861 

~~ ~o::_j Q lOI ' · I Q) 

1- : i bl-' 
L.!i 

I ~2 «: ~ I ~~.c-~ 
~£rei 1 !.-
= n loi-
o_ IINJ~ 

lrol : Joc ,j.. 

8EJ Lrj~ 
' n. LJ 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817-5031 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

60 
58 
66 
54 

238 
72.1 
.902 

PIIKEA LILOA 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: MD Liloa - Piikea 
: 00000000 
:9/11/2010 
:2 

PIIKEA 
From East From South , From West 

Left i Peds ! App Toom ! Right ! Thru ! Left ! Peds ! App Tom! I Right i Thru I Left . Peds · App To101 lnt Total 

15 0 84 8 22 7 0 37 i 6 45 20 0 71 225 
15 0 80 12 28 5 0 45 i 4 47 14 0 65 225 
14 1 88 i 6 16 10 0 32 3 46 12 0 61 217 
16 0 78 12 17 4 0 33 7 43 19 0 69 i 206 
60 I 330 I 38 83 26 0 147 20 181 65 0 266 ; 873 

18.2 0.3 25.9 56.5 17.7 0 7.5 68 24.4 0 
.938 .250 .938 I .792 .741 .650 .000 .817 .714 .963 .813 .000 .937 .970 

LILOA 
Out In Total 
~ I 130! ~ 

I 
I 

! I 
I 34i 461 501 ol 

Right Thru Left Peds 

~J 
I ! 
I L~ 

I .,l.. 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
! 

Peak Hour Data 
.... u6L 1: I 

::rwl i ~~ i -~· ' mr-
North f--~M II~ ~ 

1 Peak Hour Begins at 12:00 PI coo h]-~ 
w"'m 

I Unshifted 
.----~o ! oi )> 

..:. =~ I " 
I ! : I '--i 

~~ LJ l"'la c., j ~~Bt 
(/) t:_! i.........J 

1 

' : 
i 

4--, 
-:-

,~ 

Left Thru Right Peds 
261 83! 381 ol 

' I --
: 147 1 

--
____12§! : 273i 

Out In Total 
Ill ()A 



I 
Start Time 

!1:00AM 
!1:15AM 
!1:30AM 
11:45 AM 

Total 

12:00 PM 
12:15 PM 
12:30 PM 
12:45 PM 

Total 

Grand Total I 
Apprch% , 

Total%! 

Right! 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

au6 tin 9'6 Ut6 umi d.~ 6 tJ;Ciate6 

AZEKA 
I From North 

Thru I Left I Peds Right I 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 I 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 2 
0 0 0 3 

0 I oJ 0 
0 0 o, 0 
0 0 ~I 0 
0 I 0 
0 2 71 0 

0 2 
0 22.2 
0 0.2 

7 i 3 
77.8 1 0.4 

0.5 i 0.2 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817-5031 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

Grouns Printed- Unshifted 
PIIKEA AZEKA 

From East 

Thru I 
98 
82 
70 
75 

325 

72 
62 
75 
70 

279 

604 
89.7 
47.2 

Left I 
II 

6 
4 
6 

27 

II 
10 

7 
11 
39 

66 
9.8 
5.2 

Peds Right I 
0 8 
0 8 
0 10 
0 II 
0 37 

0 6 
0 8 
0 9 
0 8 
0 31 

o~ I 68 76.4 
5.3 

From South 

Thru I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

Left i 
3 
3 
I 
0 
7 

0 
3 
2 
0 
5 

12 
13.5 
0.9 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: MD Azeka - Piikea 
: 00000000 

Peds 

0 
0 
6 
0 
6 

I 
0 
2 
0 
3 

9 
10.1 
0.7 

: 9/11/2010 
: 1 

PIIKEA 
From West 

Right i Thru I 
0 79 
0 65 
2 74 
0 45 
2 263 

0 65 
0 60 
0 52 
I 63 
I 240 

3 503 
0.6 98.8 
0.2 39.3 

Left i 
0 
0 
0 
I 
I 

0 
I 
I 
0 
2 

3 
0.6 
0.2 

' I 

Peds 

0 
0 
0 
0 
ol 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

~I 

Int. Total I 
199 
165 
167 
140 
671 

!56 
144 
!55 
!54 
609 

1280 



au6 tin 56 ut6 umi d ~ 6 o.ciate6 
501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 

Honolulu, HI 96817-5031 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

AZEKA ! PIIKEA AZEKA 
From North I From East i From South 

Start Time ! Right i Thru I Left I Peds ! App. r ... , I Right I Thru I Left i Peds ! App r • .,, I Right ! Thru i Left i Peds 
Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 PM to 12:45 PM- Peak I of I 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 12:00 PM 

12:00 PM i 0 0 1 0 I 0 72 
12:15 PM I 0 0 0 0 0 0 62 I 

12:30 PM 
I 

0 0 0 7 7 0 75 
12:45 PM r 0 0 I 0 I 0 70 

Total Volume i 0 0 2 7 9 0 279 I 
%App. Total I 0 0 22.2 77.8 0 87.7 

PHF I .000 .000 .500 .250 .321 .000 .930 

II 
10 

7 
II 
39 

12.3 
.886 

0 83 6 0 0 I 
0 72 8 0 3 0 
0 82 9 0 2 2 
0 81 8 0 0 0 
0 318 I 31 0 5 3 

I 
0 I 79.5 0 12.8 7.7 

.000 .958 ! .861 .000 .417 .375 

AZEKA 
Out In Total 

I 21 I 9! ' 111 
I i 

I i 
I o! ol 2i 7! 

Right Thru Left Peds 

~ 
I 

L~ ! 
.... 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

7 0 65 
II 0 60 

0 52 

·~ I 1 63 
39 ! I 240 

i 0.4 98.8 
.750 I .250 .923 

: MD Azeka - Piikea 
: 00000000 
: 9/11/2010 
:2 

PIJKEA 

0 0 65 156 
1 0 61 144 
I 0 53 155 
0 0 64 154 
2 0 243 609 

0.8 0 
.500 .000 .935 .976 

~--------------------~ 

Peak Hour Data 
..... 

! 
l 

North 

Peak Hour Begins at 12:00 PM. 

Unshifted 
! 

Left Thru __Blght Peds 
,-. -5-,--0, 311 3! 

! 

- 40: 39: 79! 
Out In Total 

A7FKA 



I I 
I 

I Start Time Rightj 
11:00 AM 5 
11:15AM 8 
!1:30AM 10 
!1:45AM 13 

Total l 36 

!2:00PM \ 5 
12:15 PM I 8 
12:30 PM 7 
12:45 PM 12 

Total I 32 

Grand Total 68 
Apprch% 6.2 

Total% 2.2 

au6tin 9'6Ut6umi d ~60.Ciate6 

S KIHEI 
From North 

Thru I Left I Peds Right I 
112 21 0 22 
Ill 17 0 22 
96 19 I 14 

!08 22 0 27 
427 79 I 85 

107 15 0 22 
123 14 0 14 
110 12 0 23 
116 21 I 22 
456 62 I 81 

883 141 

o.i I 166 
80.7 12.9 25.7 
27.9 4.5 0.1 5.3 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, HI 968I7-503l 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

rouns nnte - ns 1 e G P. d U h"ft d 
PIIKEA 

I 
S KIHEI 

From East From South 

Thru I Left I Peds J Right I Thru i Left! 
11 52 I! 53 119 2 
13 55 o! 48 101 12 
11 48 ~ i 59 116 9 
9 44 42 118 3 

44 199 3[ 202 454 26 

8 45 I 40 142 2 
9 47 0 59 125 4 

13 53 3 52 125 8 
14 40 I 44 131 7 
44 185 5 195 523 21 

88 384 81 397 977 47 
13.6 59.4 

I 
1.2 I 27.9 68.8 3.3 

2.8 12.1 o.J I 12.6 30.9 1.5 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

i 
I 

: MD S Kihei - Piikea 
: 00000000 
: 9/11/2010 
: 1 

PIIKEA 
! From West 

Peds I Right I Thru I Left I Peds Int. Total I 
~I 0 0 0 0 398 

0 0 0 0 387 
o! 0 0 0 0 384 
oi 0 0 0 0 387 
O! 0 0 0 0 1556 

oi 0 0 0 0 387 
o' 0 0 0 0 403 
ol 0 0 0 0 406 
0 0 0 0 0 409 
oi 0 0 0 0 1605 

o! 0 0 0 

~I 
3161 

o! 0 0 0 
ol 0 0 0 



au6 tin 56 ut6 um i d. ~ 6 6- c iate 6 

I SKIHEI 

501 Sumner Street, Suite 521 
Honolulu, HI 96817-5031 

Phone:533-3646 Fax:526-1267 

PIIKEA S KIHEI 
i From North From East 

Left i Peds i A 

Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 PM to 12:45 PM- Peak I of I 
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 12:00 PM 

12:00 PM I 5 107 15 0 127 i 22 
12:15 PM 8 123 14 0 145 I 14 
!2:30PM 7 110 12 0 129 I 23 
12:45 PM I 12 116 21 150 i 22 

, 32 456 62 ss1 I 81 
%A 5.8 82.8 I 1.3 0.2 25.7 

8 
9 

13 
14 
44 
14 

.667 .927 .738 .250 .918 .880 .786 

45 
47 
53 
40 

185 
58.7 
.873 

I 

I 76 40 142 
0 70 59 125 
3 92 52 125 
I 77 44 131 
5 315 195 523 

1.6 26.4 70.8 
.417 .856 i .826 .921 

SKIHEI 
Out In Total 

! 6041 1 r51l Cill§_] 

~56! I 
' 621 11 I 

Right Thru Left Peds 

~J 
I 4 1 

Peak Hour Data 

' 

i 
North 

Peak Hour Begins at 12:00 P4 

Unshifted 1 

.... 
+--: i r 
Left Thru Right Peds 

211 5231 1951 a: 
i 

! 

: 641! : 7391 . 1380/ 
Out In Total 

~KIHFI 

2 0 
4 0 
8 0 
7 0 

21 0 
2.8 0 

.656 .000 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

l 

File Name 
Site Code 
Start Date 
Page No 

: MD S Kihei - Piikea 
: 00000000 
:9/11/2010 
:2 

PIIKEA 
From West 

' Thru ' Left ! Peds ; A, . T"'' · Int. Total i 

184 l 0 0 0 0 0· 387 
188 I 0 0 0 0 0 403 
185 0 0 0 0 0 406 
182 0 0 0 0 0 409 

7391 0 0 0 0 0 1605 
0 0 0 0 

.983 .000 .000 .000 .000 .000 .981 
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APPENDIX B- LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) CRITERIA 

LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS (HCM 2000) 

Level of service for signalized intersections is directly related to delay values and is assigned on 
that basis. Level of Service is a measure of the acceptability of delay values to motorists at a 
given intersection. The criteria are given in table below. 

Level-of Service Criteria for Signalized Intersections 

Level of Service 
A 
B 
c 
D 
E 
F 

Control Delay per 
Vehicle (sec./veh.) 

< 10.0 
>10.0 and s 20.0 
>20.0 and s 35.0 
>35.0 and s 55.0 
>55.0 and s 80.0 

> 80.0 

Delay is a complex measure, and is dependent on a number of variables, including the quality of 
progression, the cycle length, the green ratio, and the v/c ratio for the lane group or approach in 
question. 

LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA FOR UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS (HCM 2000) 

The level of service criteria for unsignalized intersections is defined as the average control 
delay, in seconds per vehicle. 

LOS delay threshold values are lower for two-way stop-controlled (TWSC) and all-way stop
controlled (AWSC) intersections than those of signalized intersections. This is because more 
vehicles pass through signalized intersections, and therefore, drivers expect and tolerate 
greater delays. While the criteria for level of service for TWSC and AWSC intersections are the 
same, procedures to calculate the average total delay may differ. 

Level of Service Criteria for Two-Way Stop-Controlled Intersections 

Level of 
Service 

A 
B 
c 
D 
E 
F 

Average Control Delay 
(sec/veh) 

S10 
>10 and s15 
>15 and s25 
>25 and s35 
>35 and sso 

>50 
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ATA AUSTIN. TSUTSUMI & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

CIVIL. ENGINEE.RS • SURVEYORS 

APPENDIX C 

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Existing Conditions AM 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Detector Phase 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 
Minimum Split (s) 
Total Split (s) 
Total Split(%) 
Yellow Time (s) 
All-Red Time (s) 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time (s) 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode 

Cycle Length: 150 
Actuated Cycle Length: 150 

"' 214 
NA 

4 

4 

4.0 
20.0 
40.0 

26.7% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

'(' 
165 

Perm 

4 
4 

4.0 
20.0 
40.0 

26.7% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

t 

"' 
tt tt 

124 1020 1135 
Prot NA NA 

5 2 6 

5 2 6 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
8.0 20.0 20.0 

28.0 110.0 82.0 
18.7% 73.3% 54.7% 

3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

Lead Lag 
Yes Yes 

None C-Max C-Max 

Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 60 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

& Piikea Ave 

Existing AM 

'(' 
259 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
82.0 

54.7% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Existing AM 

., r' 
214 165 

1900 1900 
0% 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.92 0.92 
233 179 

0 149 
233 30 
NA Perm 

4 
4 

25.0 25.0 
25.0 25.0 
0.17 0.17 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 
295 264 

c0.13 
0.02 

0.79 0.11 
60.0 53.1 
1.00 1.00 
13.1 0.2 
73.1 53.3 

E D 
64.5 

E 

., 
124 

1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.95 
1770 
0.92 
135 

0 
135 
Prot 

5 

16.7 
16.7 
0.11 
4.0 
3.0 
197 

c0.08 

0.69 
64.1 
1.00 
9.5 

73.6 
E 

20.7 
0.61 

150.0 
60.1% 

15 

tt tt r' 
1020 1135 259 
1900 1900 1900 

0% 2% 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

0.95 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
0.92 0.92 0.92 
1109 1234 282 

0 0 86 
1109 1234 196 

NA NA Perm 
2 6 

6 
117.0 96.3 96.3 
117.0 96.3 96.3 
0.78 0.64 0.64 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

2760 2250 1006 
0.31 c0.35 

0.13 
0.40 0.55 0.20 

5.3 14.8 11.0 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.4 1.0 0.4 
5.7 15.8 11 .4 
A B B 

13.1 15.0 
B B 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

c 

12.0 
B 

4/17/2012 

Synchro 8 Report 
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Timings 
2: Pii lani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Main Dwy & Piikea Ave 

t 
~ • o! ~ / 

1 I . 1 r ' • l . · : 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Detector Phase 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 
Minimum Split (s) 
Total Split (s) 
Total Split(%) 
Yellow Time (s) 
All-Red Time (s) 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time (s) 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 50 

'l tt. 
34 204 

pm+pt NA 
7 4 
4 
7 4 

4.0 4.0 
8.0 20.0 
9.0 21.0 

18.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

Lead Lag 
Yes Yes 
Max Max 

.., tt f' 
27 170 186 

pm+pt NA Perm 
3 8 
8 8 
3 8 8 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
8.0 20.0 20.0 
8.0 20.0 20.0 

16.0% 40.0% 40.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

Lead Lag Lag 
Yes Yes Yes 
Max Max Max 

Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Pretimed 

Existing AM 

4 '(' 4 
18 12 33 184 3 

Perm NA Perm Perm NA 
2 6 

2 2 6 
2 2 2 6 6 

4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
21.0 21.0 21 .0 21.0 21.0 

42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 

0.0 0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

Max Max Max Max Max 

4/17/2012 

'(' 
40 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 

Synchro 8 Report 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: Piilani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Main Dwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations " Volume (vph) 34 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 
Frt 1.00 
Fit Protected 0.95 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.60 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1114 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 37 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 37 
Turn Type pm+pt 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Existing AM 

7 
4 

22.0 
22.0 
0.44 
4.0 
556 

c0.01 
0.02 
0.07 
8.0 

1.00 
0.2 
8.2 

A 

+t. 
204 

1900 
4.0 

0.95 
0.99 
1.00 

3516 
1.00 

3516 
0.92 
222 

7 
225 
NA 

4 

17.0 
17.0 
0.34 

4.0 
1195 

c0.06 

0.19 
11.6 
1.00 
0.3 

12.0 
8 

11.5 
B 

9 
1900 

0.92 
10 
0 
0 

36.3% 
15 

.., ++ ., 
27 170 186 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

1.00 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 1.00 
1770 3539 1583 
0.61 1.00 1.00 
1131 3539 1583 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

29 185 202 
0 0 137 

29 185 65 
pm+pt NA Perm 

3 8 
8 8 

20.0 16.0 16.0 
20.0 16.0 16.0 
0.40 0.32 0.32 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
504 1132 507 

0.00 0.05 
0.02 0.04 
0.06 0.16 0.13 

9.1 12.2 12.1 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.2 0.3 0.5 
9.4 12.5 12.6 
A 8 B 

12.3 
B 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

t 
4 ., 

18 12 33 
1900 1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.97 1.00 
1808 1583 
0.83 1.00 
1554 1583 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
20 13 36 
0 0 24 
0 33 12 

Perm NA Perm 
2 

2 2 
17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 

528 538 

0.02 0.01 
0.06 0.02 
11.1 11.0 
1.00 1.00 
0.2 0.1 

11.4 11 .1 
B B 

11.2 
B 

B 

8.0 
A 

184 
1900 

0.92 
200 

0 
0 

Perm 

6 

4/17/2012 

4 ., 
3 40 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1775 1583 
0.71 1.00 
1313 1583 
0.92 0.92 

3 43 
0 28 

203 15 
NA Perm 

6 
6 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 

446 538 

c0.15 0.01 
0.46 0.03 
12.9 11.0 
1.00 1.00 
3.3 0.1 

16.2 11.1 
B B 

15.3 
B 

Synchro 8 Report 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
3: Liloa St/Liloa & PVSC Makai Dwy 

f 
Lane Configurations 'I 7' ft .., 
Volume (veh/h) 28 21 85 60 46 
Sign Control Stop Free 
Grade 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 30 23 92 65 50 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 441 125 158 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 441 125 158 
tC, single (s) 6.4 6.2 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 3.3 2.2 
pO queue free % 94 98 96 
eM capacity (veh/h) 553 926 1422 

Volume Total 30 23 158 50 216 
Volume Left 30 0 0 50 0 
Volume Right 0 23 65 0 0 
cSH 553 926 1700 1422 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.06 0.02 0.09 0.04 0.13 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 4 2 0 3 0 
Control Delay (s) 11.9 9.0 0.0 7.6 0.0 
Lane LOS 8 A A 
Approach Delay (s) 10.6 0.0 1.4 
Approach LOS 8 

Average Delay 

t 
199 

Free 
0% 

0.92 
216 

None 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

24.8% 
15 

ICU Level of Service 

Existing AM 

A 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
4: Piikea Ave & PVSC Secondary Dwy 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 
tC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 

tt 
0 247 

Free 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 268 

None 

248 

248 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1315 

134 134 
0 0 
0 0 

1700 1700 
0.08 0.08 

0 0 
0.0 0.0 

0.0 

tit 
228 9 0 

Free Yield 
0% 0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
248 10 0 

None 

290 

387 

387 
6.8 

3.5 
100 
589 

165 92 50 
0 0 0 
0 10 50 

1700 1700 897 
0.10 0.05 0.06 

0 0 4 
0.0 0.0 9.2 

A 
0.0 9.2 

A 

0.8 

f' 
46 

0.92 
50 

129 

129 
6.9 

3.3 
94 

897 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

16.6% ICU Level of Service 
15 

Existing AM 

A 

4/17/2012 
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SimTraffic Performance Report 
Baseline 

5: Liloa St & Piikea Ave Performance by approach 

Total Dei/Veh (s) 
Speed Dei/Veh (s) 

Existing AM 

6.5 
6.5 

7.6 
7.6 

6.1 
6.0 

5.9 
5.8 

6.6 
6.5 

4/17/2012 

SimTraffic Report 
Page 1 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
6: Azeka Mauka /Azeka Mauka & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 
tC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 

4 

0.92 
4 

247 

247 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1319 

204 
4 
9 

1319 
0.00 

0 
0.2 
A 

0.2 

.;. 
176 

Free 
2% 

0.92 
191 

None 

529 

278 
32 
8 

1372 
0.02 

2 
1.1 

A 
1.1 

.;. 
8 29 220 

Free 
0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
9 32 239 

None 

200 

200 
4.1 

2.2 
98 

1372 

26 4 
4 2 

22 2 
743 565 
0.04 0.01 

3 1 
10.0 11.4 

B B 
10.0 11 .4 

B B 

1.3 

7 

0.92 
8 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

36.9% ICU Level of Service 
15 

Existing AM 

t 
.;. 

4 0 20 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

4 0 22 

512 514 196 

512 514 196 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
99 100 97 

461 452 846 

A 

2 

0.92 
2 

532 

532 
7.1 

3.5 
100 
437 

4/17/2012 

.;. 
0 2 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 2 

515 243 

515 243 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 100 
452 796 

Synchro 8 Report 
Page 7 



Timings 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

t 
Lane Configurations 4 '{' .., + '{' 
Volume (vph) 10 71 6 359 85 
Turn Type NA Perm pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 8 5 2 
Permitted Phases 8 2 2 
Detector Phase 8 8 5 2 2 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 23.0 23.0 8.0 40.0 40.0 
Total Split(%) 28.8% 28.8% 10.0% 50.0% 50.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 80 
Actuated Cycle Length: 80 
Offset: 71 (89%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

Existing AM 

.., 
103 

pm+pt 
1 
6 
1 

4.0 
8.0 

17.0 
21.3% 

3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Lead 
Yes 

None 

+t. 
378 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
49.0 

61 .3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 0 0 0 99 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Said. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (~erm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 0 0 0 108 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 
Lane Grou~ Flow (v~h) 0 0 0 0 
Turn Type Perm 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 8 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 
Approach LOS A 

4' ., ~ 
10 71 6 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 1.00 
0.96 1.00 0.95 
1782 1583 1770 
0.96 1.00 0.51 
1782 1583 943 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

11 77 7 
0 68 0 

119 9 7 
NA Perm pm+pt 

8 5 
8 2 

9.3 9.3 54.2 
9.3 9.3 54.2 

0.12 0.12 0.68 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

207 184 651 
0.00 

O.D? 0.01 0.01 
0.57 0.05 0.01 
33.5 31.4 4.2 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
3.8 0.1 0.0 

37.3 31.5 4.2 
D c A 

35.0 
D 

HCM Average Control Delay 9.6 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.34 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 80.0 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 40.6% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Existing AM 

t 
+ ., 

359 85 
1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
0.92 0.92 
390 92 

0 31 
390 61 
NA Perm 

2 
2 

53.0 53.0 
53.0 53.0 
0.66 0.66 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

1234 1049 
c0.21 

0.04 
0.32 0.06 

5.8 4.7 
1.00 1.00 
0.7 0.1 
6.4 4.8 

A A 
6.1 

A 

A 

12.0 
A 

~ 
103 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.46 
860 
0.92 
112 

0 
112 

pm+pt 
1 
6 

62.7 
62.7 
0.78 
4.0 
3.0 

739 
c0.01 
0.11 
0.15 
2.4 

1.00 
0.1 
2.5 
A 

4/17/2012 

tt. 
378 9 

1900 1900 
4.0 

0.95 
1.00 
1.00 

3527 
1.00 

3527 
0.92 0.92 
411 10 

1 0 
420 0 
NA 

6 

57.5 
57.5 
0.72 
4.0 
3.0 

2535 
0.12 

0.17 
3.6 

1.00 
0.1 
3.7 

A 
3.5 

A 
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ATA AUSTIN, TSUTSUMI & ASSOCt4.'rEs, INC. 

CIVIL GNGINEEnS • SURVE:YORS 

APPENDIX C 
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Existing Conditions PM 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hw~ & Piikea Ave 

~ .. ~ t ~ 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Turn Type Perm Prot 
Protected Phases 5 
Permitted Phases 4 
Detector Phase 4 4 5 2 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 45.0 45.0 51 .0 135.0 84.0 
Total Split(%) 25.0% 25.0% 28.3% 75.0% 46.7% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 180 
Actuated Cycle Length: 180 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 60 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

its and Phases: 1: Piilani H & Piikea Ave 

Existing PM 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
84.0 

46.7% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 

Synchro 8 Report 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hwy & Pi ikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

· c Critical Lane Group 

Existing PM 

'I , 
208 278 

1900 1900 
0% 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.92 0.92 
226 302 

0 254 
226 48 
NA Perm 

4 
4 

28.4 28.4 
28.4 28.4 
0.16 0.16 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 
279 250 

c0.13 
0.03 

0.81 0.19 
73.2 65.8 
1.00 1.00 
16.1 0.4 
89.3 66.2 

F E 
76.1 

E 

'I 
247 

1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.95 
1770 
0.92 
268 

0 
268 
Prot 

5 

32.6 
32.6 
0.18 
4.0 
3.0 

321 
c0.15 

0.83 
71.1 
1.00 
16.8 
87.9 

F 

30.4 
0.61 

180.0 
61.3% 

15 

tt tt , 
953 944 398 

1900 1900 1900 
0% 2% 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

0.95 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
3539 3504 1567 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
0.92 0.92 0.92 
1036 1026 433 

0 0 129 
1036 1026 304 

NA NA Perm 
2 6 

6 
143.6 107.0 107.0 
143.6 107.0 107.0 
0.80 0.59 0.59 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

2823 2083 931 
0.29 c0.29 

0.19 
0.37 0.49 0.33 
5.2 20.9 18.4 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.4 0.8 0.9 
5.6 21 .8 19.3 
A c B 

22.5 21.0 
c c 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

c 

12.0 
B 

4/17/2012 

Synchro 8 Report 
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Timings 
2: Piilani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Main Dwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Detector Phase 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 
Minimum Split (s) 
Total Split (s) 
Total Split(%) 
Yellow Time (s) 
All-Red Time (s) 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time (s) 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 50 

llj +t. 
86 245 

pm+pt NA 
7 4 
4 
7 4 

4.0 4.0 
8.0 20.0 
9.0 21.0 

18.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

Lead Lag 
Yes Yes 
Max Max 

.., ++ ' 32 317 296 
pm+pt NA Perm 

3 8 
8 8 
3 8 8 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
8.0 20.0 20.0 
8.0 20.0 20.0 

16.0% 40.0% 40.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

Lead Lag Lag 
Yes Yes Yes 
Max Max Max 

Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Pretimed 

Existing PM 

12 
Perm 

2 
2 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 

Max 

4' ., 
7 26 279 

NA Perm Perm 
2 

2 6 
2 2 6 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 20.0 
21.0 21.0 21.0 

42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

Max Max Max 

4' 
7 

NA 
6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 

4/17/2012 

., 
113 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
21 .0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 

Synchro 8 Report 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: Piilani Gardens Dw~/PVSC Main Ow~ & Piikea Ave 

..,. 

Lane Configurations , 
Volume (vph) 86 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 
Frt 1.00 
Fit Protected 0.95 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.51 
Satd. Flow (~erm~ 955 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 93 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 
Lane Grou~ Flow (v~h) 93 
Turn Type pm+pt 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s~ 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Existing PM 

7 
4 

22.0 
22.0 
0.44 
4.0 
502 

c0.02 
0.06 
0.19 
8.3 

1.00 
0.8 
9.1 
A 

-+ 

t~ 
245 

1900 
4.0 

0.95 
0.99 
1.00 

3495 
1.00 

3495 
0.92 
266 

13 
277 
NA 

4 

17.0 
17.0 
0.34 
4.0 

1188 
0.08 

0.23 
11.8 
1.00 
0.5 

12.3 
B 

11.5 
B 

.. 
22 

1900 

0.92 
24 
0 
0 

14.4 
0.46 
50.0 

46.0% 
15 

-# 
,._ 

' 
32 317 296 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

1.00 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 1.00 
1770 3539 1583 
0.57 1.00 1.00 
1070 3539 1583 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

35 345 322 
0 0 219 

35 345 103 
pm+pt NA Perm 

3 8 
8 8 

20.0 16.0 16.0 
20.0 16.0 16.0 
0.40 0.32 0.32 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

484 1132 507 
0.01 c0.10 
0.02 0.07 
0.07 0.30 0.20 

9.2 12.8 12.4 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.3 0.7 0.9 
9.5 13.5 13.3 
A B B 

13.2 
B 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

~ t 
4 

12 7 
1900 1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.97 
1807 
0.82 
1536 

0.92 0.92 
13 8 
0 0 
0 21 

Perm NA 
2 

2 
17.0 
17.0 
0.34 
4.0 
522 

0.01 
0.04 
11.0 
1.00 
0.1 

11.2 
B 

11.1 
B 

~ 

' 26 
1900 

4.0 
1.00 
0.85 
1.00 
1583 
1.00 
1583 
0.92 

28 
18 
10 

Perm 

2 
17.0 
17.0 
0.34 
4.0 
538 

0.01 
0.02 
11 .0 
1.00 
0.1 

11.0 
B 

B 

12.0 
A 

~ 

279 
1900 

0.92 
303 

0 
0 

Perm 

6 

4/17/2012 

~ ~ 

4' 
7 113 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1776 1583 
0.72 1.00 
1334 1583 
0.92 0.92 

8 123 
0 81 

311 42 
NA Perm 

6 
6 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 
454 538 

c0.23 0.03 
0.69 0.08 
14.2 11.2 
1.00 1.00 
8.2 0.3 

22.4 11.5 
c B 

19.3 
B 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
3: Liloa St/Liloa & PVSC Makai Dwy 

t 
Lane Configurations , '(' 1t , 
Volume (veh/h) 64 95 196 152 80 
Sign Control Stop Free 
Grade 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 70 103 213 165 87 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (fils) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 615 296 378 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 615 296 378 
tC, single (s) 6.4 6.2 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 3.5 3.3 2.2 
pO queue free % 83 86 93 
eM capacity (veh/h) 421 744 1180 

Volume Total 70 103 378 87 146 
Volume Left 70 0 0 87 0 
Volume Right 0 103 165 0 0 
cSH 421 744 1700 1180 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.17 0.14 0.22 0.07 0.09 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 15 12 0 6 0 
Control Delay (s) 15.2 10.6 0.0 8.3 0.0 
Lane LOS c 8 A 
Approach Delay (s) 12.5 0.0 3.1 
Approach LOS 8 

Average Delay 3.7 

t 
134 

Free 
0% 

0.92 
146 

None 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 37.6% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Existing PM 

A 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
4: Piikea Ave & PVSC Secondary Dwy 

Lane Configurations tt t-r. 
Volume (veh/h) 0 353 442 14 0 
Sign Control Free Free Yield 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 384 480 15 0 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 290 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.95 0.95 
vC, conflicting volume 480 680 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 357 567 
tC, single (s) 4.1 6.8 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 3.5 
pO queue free % 100 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 1142 433 

Volume Total 192 192 320 175 53 
Volume Left 0 0 0 0 0 
Volume Right 0 0 0 15 53 
cSH 1700 1700 1700 1700 875 
Volume to Capacity 0.11 0.11 0.19 0.10 0.06 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 0 0 5 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.4 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 9.4 
Approach LOS A 

Average Delay 

, 
49 

0.92 
53 

0.95 
248 

113 
6.9 

3.3 
94 

875 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

0.5 
22.7% 

15 
ICU Level of Service 

Existing PM 

A 

4/17/2012 
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SimTraffic Performance Report 
Baseline 

5: Liloa St & Piikea Ave Performance by approach 

Total DeiNeh (s) 
Speed DeiNeh (s) 

10.4 16.7 10.0 
10.4 16.6 10.0 

9.7 12.3 
9.7 12.3 

4/17/2012 

SimTraffic Report 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
6: Azeka Mauka /Azeka Mauka & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations ~ ~ 
Volume (veh/h) 2 295 6 71 459 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 2 321 7 77 499 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (fils) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 529 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 500 327 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 500 327 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
IC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 100 94 
eM capacity (veh/h) 1064 1232 

Volume Total 329 577 102 2 
Volume Left 2 77 18 1 
Volume Right 7 1 84 0 
cSH 1064 1232 505 195 
Volume to Capacity 0.00 0.06 0.20 0.01 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 5 19 1 
Control Delay (s) 0.1 1.7 13.9 23.7 
Lane LOS A A 8 c 
Approach Delay (s) 0.1 1.7 13.9 23.7 
Approach LOS 8 c 

Average Delay 

0.92 
1 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

2.5 
60.0% 

15 
ICU Level of Service 

Existing PM 

f 
~ 

17 0 77 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

18 0 84 

983 983 324 

983 983 324 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
91 100 88 

216 233 717 

8 

0.92 
1 

1066 

1066 
7.1 

3.5 
99 

168 

4/17/2012 

~ 
1 0 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
1 0 

985 499 

985 499 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 100 
232 571 
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Timings 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 4/17/2012 

t 
Lane Configurations 4 r' 'I + r' 'I tt. 
Volume (vph} 36 201 14 545 175 128 577 
Turn Type NA Perm pm+pt NA Perm pm+pt NA 
Protected Phases 8 5 2 1 6 
Permitted Phases 8 2 2 6 
Detector Phase 8 8 5 2 2 1 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 23.0 23.0 8.0 40.0 40.0 17.0 49.0 
Total Split(%) 28.8% 28.8% 10.0% 50.0% 50.0% 21.3% 61.3% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag Lead Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max None C-Max 
t'•,, .,rr.•• •· 1' . . - -~-~c.......__,.,_~"'--.--...~-&:..·- ~~ .. ·--~=--~~ -~ L.-.p 
Lf!l· t 't; -~·-_q.~'l 1 1' 'j. II,L ~ -~ --- ---· _ .. - -~-----~-··~ ~ ~·~~--., -.. -~>·~-:.'::-.-~ ~~~ 

Cycle Length: 80 
Actuated Cycle Length: 80 
Offset: 71 (89%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 60 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

Existing PM Synchro 8 Report 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Said. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Said. Flow (perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Group Flow (vph} 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

0 0 0 236 
1900 1900 1900 1900 

0.92 
0 
0 
0 

0.92 
0 
0 
0 

0.0 
A 

0.92 0.92 
0 257 
0 0 
0 0 

Perm 

8 

4' r' 
36 201 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.96 1.00 
1785 1583 
0.96 1.00 
1785 1583 
0.92 0.92 

39 218 
0 172 

296 46 
NA Perm 

8 
8 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.21 0.21 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 
379 336 

0.17 0.03 
0.78 0.14 
29.7 2'5.6 
1.00 1.00 
10.0 0.2 
39.8 25.7 

D c 
33.8 

c 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

16.0 
0.60 
80.0 

60.7% 
15 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

c Critical Lane Group 

Existing PM 

, 
14 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.40 
750 
0.92 

15 
0 

15 
pm+pt 

5 
2 

44.1 
44.1 
0.55 
4.0 
3.0 

424 
0.00 
0.02 
0.04 
8.1 

1.00 
0.0 
8.2 

A 

t 
t 

545 
1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1863 
1.00 

1863 
0.92 
592 

0 
592 
NA 

2 

43.3 
43.3 
0.54 
4.0 
3.0 

1008 
c0.32 

0.59 
12.3 
1.00 
2.5 

14.8 
8 

13.4 
8 

l' 
175 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
0.85 
1.00 
1583 
1.00 
1583 
0.92 
190 
87 

103 
Perm 

2 
43.3 
43.3 
0.54 
4.0 
3.0 

857 

0.06 
0.12 
9.0 

1.00 
0.3 
9.3 

A 

8 

12.0 
8 

, 
128 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.27 
509 
0.92 
139 

0 
139 

pm+pt 
1 
6 

55.0 
55.0 
0.69 
4.0 
3.0 

471 
c0.03 
0.17 
0.30 
6.7 

1.00 
0.4 
7.0 
A 

4/17/2012 

tt. 
577 

1900 
4.0 

0.95 
0.99 
1.00 
3517 
1.00 
3517 
0.92 
627 

3 
652 
NA 

6 

50.2 
50.2 
0.63 
4.0 
3.0 

2207 
0.19 

0.30 
6.8 

1.00 
0.3 
7.2 
A 

7.1 
A 

26 
1900 

0.92 
28 
0 
0 
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.iT_1 AUSTIN, TSUTSUMI & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

!"\ r,.... CIVIL ENGlNE=Ef'lS • SURVEYORS 

APPENDIX C 
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Existing Conditions Saturday Mid-day 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 4/17/2012 

Lane Configurations 'I r' 'I t+ t+ r' 
Volume (vph) 241 183 162 815 748 288 
Turn Type NA Perm Prot NA NA Perm 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 6 
Detector Phase 4 4 5 2 6 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 45.0 45.0 51.0 135.0 84.0 84.0 
Total Split(%) 25.0% 25.0% 28.3% 75.0% 46.7% 46.7% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max C-Max 

nO'',-<"-"' • • ... ~ --~ ~ -•• ... :n . --'E>c-·--..,_ . . ..... oM.:: - " . - • ·-- -JJA.J• . 
1 ·• '"'''I• 1·, 1 ~··:-'0£·~- ~-- ~4 • - •• ........_.,_....._- ,r;, .. J .. •~-~· ....... ·• -• • '.- '';Ill_-,- ~.~r·-~ • ,. •I _ ! . _ •• I -- --. - Jl·_-~· 

Cycle Length: 180 
Actuated Cycle Length: 180 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 55 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

& Piikea Ave 

Existing Sat MD Synchro 8 Report 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow {prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow {perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow {vph) 
RTOR Reduction {vph) 
Lane Group Flow {vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time {s) 
Vehicle Extension {s) 
Lane Grp Cap {vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay {s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length {s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period {min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Existing Sat MD 

" 
, 

241 183 
1900 1900 

0% 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.92 0.92 
262 199 

0 164 
262 35 
NA Perm 

4 
4 

31.9 31 .9 
31 .9 31.9 
0.18 0.18 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

314 281 
c0.15 

0.02 
0.83 0.13 
71.5 62.3 
1.00 1.00 
17.1 0.2 
88.6 62.5 

F E 
77.3 

E 

" 162 
1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.95 
1770 
0.92 
176 

0 
176 
Prot 

5 

23.3 
23.3 
0.13 
4.0 
3.0 
229 

c0.10 

0.77 
75.7 
1.00 
14.3 
90.1 

F 

28.4 
0.51 

180.0 
53.0% 

15 

t 
++ ++ , 
815 748 288 

1900 1900 1900 
0% 2% 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

0.95 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
0.92 0.92 0.92 
886 813 313 

0 0 108 
886 813 205 
NA NA Perm 

2 6 
6 

140.1 112.8 112.8 
140.1 112.8 112.8 
0.78 0.63 0.63 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

2755 2196 982 
0.25 c0.23 

0.13 
0.32 0.37 0.21 

5.9 16.3 14.4 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.3 0.5 0.5 
6.2 16.8 14.9 
A 8 8 

20.1 16.3 
c 8 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time {s) 
ICU Level of Service 

c 

12.0 
A 

4/17/2012 
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Timings 
2: Piilani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Main Dwy & Piikea Ave 4/17/2012 

t 
I .. I • '. \' I· '. . - - . I '- . ' . . [' ' ' •: . . 

Lane Configurations " +t. , ++ r' 
Volume (vph} 89 164 8 209 226 
Turn Type pm+pt NA pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 
Permitted Phases 4 8 8 
Detector Phase 7 4 3 8 8 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 9.0 21.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split(%) 18.0% 42.0% 16.0% 40.0% 40.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Recall Mode Max Max Max Max Max 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 50 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Pretimed 

and Phases: 2: Piilani Gardens 

Existing Sat MD 

4 , 
9 9 17 

Perm NA Perm 
2 

2 2 
2 2 2 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 20.0 
21.0 21.0 21.0 

42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 

0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

Max Max Max 

4' 
238 13 

Perm NA 
6 

6 
6 6 

4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 
21 .0 21.0 

42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 

0.0 
4.0 

Max Max 

r' 
103 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 

Synchro 8 Report 
Page 3 



HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: Piilani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Main Dwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 

"' Volume (vph) 89 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 
Frt 1.00 
Fit Protected 0.95 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.57 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1070 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 97 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 97 
Turn Type pm+pt 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Existing Sat MD 

7 
4 

22.0 
22.0 
0.44 
4.0 
541 

c0.02 
0.06 
0.18 
8.3 

1.00 
0.7 
9.0 

A 

tt. 
164 

1900 
4.0 

0.95 
0.99 
1.00 

3503 
1.00 

3503 
0.92 
178 

9 
182 
NA 

4 

17.0 
17.0 
0.34 
4.0 

1191 
0.05 

0.15 
11.5 
1.00 
0.3 

11.8 
8 

10.8 
8 

12 
1900 

0.92 
13 
0 
0 

13.6 
0.37 
50.0 

41.2% 
15 

"' 
tt '{' 

8 209 226 
1900 1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
1.00 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 1.00 
1770 3539 1583 
0.63 1.00 1.00 
1176 3539 1583 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

9 227 246 
0 0 167 
9 227 79 

pm+pt NA Perm 
3 8 
8 8 

20.0 16.0 16.0 
20.0 16.0 16.0 
0.40 0.32 0.32 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
518 1132 507 
0.00 c0.06 
0.01 0.05 
0.02 0.20 0.16 
9.0 12.4 12.2 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.1 0.4 0.7 
9.1 12.8 12.8 

A 8 8 
12.7 

8 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

4 , 
9 9 17 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.98 1.00 
1817 1583 
0.87 1.00 
1614 1583 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
10 10 18 
0 0 12 
0 20 6 

Perm NA Perm 
2 

2 2 
17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 
549 538 

0.01 0.00 
0.04 0.01 
11.0 10.9 
1.00 1.00 
0.1 0.0 

11.2 11.0 
8 8 

11.1 
8 

8 

12.0 
A 

238 
1900 

0.92 
259 

0 
0 

Perm 

6 

4/17/2012 

4 '{' 
13 103 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1778 1583 
0.72 1.00 
1346 1583 
0.92 0.92 

14 112 
0 74 

273 38 
NA Perm 

6 
6 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 

458 538 

c0.20 0.02 
0.60 O.D? 
13.7 11.2 
1.00 1.00 
5.6 0.3 

19.3 11.4 
8 8 

17.0 
8 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
3: Liloa St/Liloa & PVSC Makai Dw;l 

• ' t ~ '. ~ 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 33 42 92 30 92 
Sign Control Stop Free Free 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 36 46 91 100 33 100 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 307 141 191 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 307 141 191 
tC, single (s) 6.4 6.2 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 3.5 3.3 2.2 
pO queue free % 95 95 98 
eM capacity (veh/h) 669 907 1382 

Volume Total 36 46 191 33 100 
Volume Left 36 0 0 33 0 
Volume Right 0 46 100 0 0 
cSH 669 907 1700 1382 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.05 0.05 0.11 0.02 0.06 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 4 4 0 2 0 
Control Delay (s) 10.7 9.2 0.0 7.7 0.0 
Lane LOS B A A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.8 0.0 1.9 
Approach LOS A 

Average Delay 2.6 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 26.7% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Existing Sat MD 

A 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
4: Piikea Ave & PVSC Secondary Dwy 

Lane Configurations tt tft 
Volume (veh/h) 0 269 307 14 0 
Sign Control Free Free Yield 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 292 334 15 0 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 290 
pX, platoon unblocked 1.00 1.00 
vC, conflicting volume 334 488 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 323 478 
tC, single (s) 4.1 6.8 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 3.5 
pO queue free % 100 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 1229 515 

Volume Total 146 146 222 126 40 
Volume Left 0 0 0 0 0 
Volume Right 0 0 0 15 40 
cSH 1700 1700 1700 1700 849 
Volume to Capacity 0.09 0.09 0.13 O.D7 0.05 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 0 0 4 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.4 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 9.4 
Approach LOS A 

Average Delay 0.6 

'f' 
37 

0.92 
40 

1.00 
174 

163 
6.9 

3.3 
95 

849 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 18.9% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Existing Sat MD 

A 

4/17/2012 
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SimTraffic Performance Report 
Existing 

5: Li loa St & Piikea Ave Performance by approach 

Total Dei/Veh (s) 
Speed De!Neh (s) 

Saturday Peak Hour 

6.9 
6.9 

7.7 
7.7 

2.6 
2.6 

5.8 
4.9 

5.6 
5.5 

4/17/2012 

SimTraffic Report 
Page 1 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
6: Azeka Mauka /Azeka Mauka & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume {veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate {vph) 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC 1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 
tC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF {s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 

2 

0.92 
2 

303 

303 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1258 

264 
2 
1 

1258 
0.00 

0 
0.1 

A 
0.1 

.;. 
240 

Free 
2% 

0.92 
261 

None 

529 

346 
42 
0 

1302 
0.03 

3 
1.2 

A 
1.2 

• 39 279 
Free 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

1 42 303 

None 

262 

262 
4.1 

2.2 
97 

1302 

39 2 
5 2 

34 0 
674 336 
0.06 0.01 

5 0 
10.7 15.8 

B c 
10.7 15.8 

B c 

1.4 

0 

0.92 
0 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

43.0% ICU Level of Service 
15 

Existing Sat MD 

t 
4t 

5 0 31 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

5 0 34 

654 654 261 

654 654 261 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
99 100 96 

370 373 777 

A 

2 

0.92 
2 

688 

688 
7.1 

3.5 
99 

336 

4/17/2012 

.;. 
0 0 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 0 

654 303 

654 303 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 100 
373 736 
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Timings 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

,._ 
' "\ t ~ 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 21 523 195 
Tum Type Perm pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 5 2 
Permitted Phases 8 2 2 
Detector Phase 8 8 5 2 2 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 23.0 23.0 8.0 40.0 40.0 
Total Split(%) 28.8% 28.8% 10.0% 50.0% 50.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 80 
Actuated Cycle Length: 80 
Offset: 71 (89%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 55 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

Existing Sat MD 

'. 

62 
pm+pt 

1 
6 
1 

4.0 
8.0 

17.0 
21.3% 

3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Lead 
Yes 

None 

~ 

456 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
49.0 

61.3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

0 
1900 

0.92 
0 
0 
0 

0 0 185 
1900 1900 1900 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
0 0 201 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

Perm 

8 

0.0 
A 

4 'f 'i 
44 81 21 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 1.00 
0.96 1.00 0.95 
1790 1583 1770 
0.96 1.00 0.45 
1790 1583 847 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

48 88 23 
0 71 0 

249 17 23 
NA Perm pm+pt 

8 5 
8 2 

15.6 15.6 48.7 
15.6 15.6 48.7 
0.19 0.19 0.61 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 
349 309 535 

0.00 
0.14 0.01 0.03 
0.71 0.06 0.04 
30.1 26.2 6.2 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
6.8 0.1 0.0 

36.9 26.3 6.2 
D c A 

34.1 
c 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

13.6 HCM Level of Service 
0.57 
80.0 Sum of lost time (s) 

53.5% ICU Level of Service 
15 

c Critical Lane Group 

Existing Sat MD 

t 'f 
523 195 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
0.92 0.92 
568 212 

0 87 
568 125 
NA Perm 

2 
2 

47.0 47.0 
47.0 47.0 
0.59 0.59 

4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

1095 930 
c0.30 

0.08 
0.52 0.13 
9.8 7.4 

1.00 1.00 
1.8 0.3 

11.5 7.7 
8 A 

10.4 
8 

8 

16.0 
A 

.., 
62 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.32 
593 
0.92 

67 
0 

67 
pm+pt 

1 
6 

56.1 
56.1 
0.70 
4.0 
3.0 

495 
c0.01 
0.09 
0.14 
5.2 

1.00 
0.1 
5.3 

A 

4/17/2012 

tt. 
456 32 

1900 1900 
4.0 

0.95 
0.99 
1.00 

3504 
1.00 
3504 
0.92 0.92 
496 35 

5 0 
526 0 
NA 

6 

50.7 
50.7 
0.63 
4.0 
3.0 

2221 
0.15 

0.24 
6.3 

1.00 
0.3 
6.6 

A 
6.4 

A 
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ATA AUSTIN. TSUTSUMI & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

CIVIL ENGINEf:f1S • SURVEYQjqS 

APPENDIX C 
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Base Year 2015 AM 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations ., r' ., tt tt 
Volume (vph) 250 180 135 1315 1465 
Turn Type NA Perm Prot NA NA 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 
Detector Phase 4 4 5 2 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 40.0 40.0 26.0 110.0 84.0 
Total Split(%) 26.7% 26.7% 17.3% 73.3% 56.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 150 
Actuated Cycle Length: 150 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 70 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

and Phases: 1: Piilani & Piikea Ave 

Base 2015 AM 

r' 
295 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
84.0 

56.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Base 2015AM 

"i '{' 
250 180 

1900 1900 
0% 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.92 0.92 
272 196 

0 159 
272 37 
NA Perm 

4 
4 

28.1 28.1 
28.1 28.1 
0.19 0.19 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

332 297 
c0.15 

0.02 
0.82 0.12 
58.5 50.7 
1.00 1.00 
14.5 0.2 
73.0 50.9 

E D 
63.8 

E 

"i 
135 

1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.95 
1770 
0.92 
147 

0 
147 
Prot 

5 

17.3 
17.3 
0.12 
4.0 
3.0 
204 

c0.08 

0.72 
64.0 
1.00 
11.8 
75.8 

E 

71 .8% 
15 

t 
t+ ++ '{' 

1315 1465 295 
1900 1900 1900 

0% 2% 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

0.95 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
3539 3504 1567 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
0.92 0.92 0.92 
1429 1592 321 

0 0 83 
1429 1592 238 

NA NA Perm 
2 6 

6 
113.9 92.6 92.6 
113.9 92.6 92.6 
0.76 0.62 0.62 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

2687 2163 967 
0.40 c0.45 

0.15 
0.53 0.74 0.25 
7.3 20.1 12.9 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.8 2.3 0.6 
8.0 22.4 13.6 
A c B 

14.4 20.9 
B c 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

c 

12.0 
c 

4/17/2012 
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Timings 
2: Piilani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Main Dwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 11 tt. 'I tt ., 
Volume (vph) 35 245 30 220 190 
Turn Type pm+pt NA pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 
Permitted Phases 4 8 8 
Detector Phase 7 4 3 8 8 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 9.0 21.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split(%) 18.0% 42.0% 16.0% 40.0% 40.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Recall Mode Max Max Max Max Max 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 50 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Pretimed 

and Phases: 2: Piilani Gardens 

Base 2015 AM 

20 
Perm 

2 
2 

4.0 
20.0 
21 .0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 

Max 

t 
4 ., 
15 35 185 
NA Perm Perm 

2 
2 6 

2 2 6 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 20.0 
21 .0 21.0 21 .0 

42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

Max Max Max 

4 
5 

NA 
6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
21 .0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 

4/17/2012 

., 
40 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: Piilani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Majn Dwy & Piikea Ave 4/17/2012 

t 
' , ; • ~ , , ~ • j , • , , , , I I; 1:.' -:: ~. • :• ; ~ , 

Lane Configurations , 
Volume (vph) 35 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 
Frt 1.00 
Fit Protected 0.95 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.57 
Satd. Flow (eerm~ 1057 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 38 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 
Lane Groue Flow (veh~ 38 
Turn Type pm+pt 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s~ 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Base 2015 AM 

7 
4 

22.0 
22.0 
0.44 
4.0 

536 
c0.01 
0.02 
0.07 

8.0 
1.00 
0.3 
8.3 

A 

+t+ 
245 

1900 
4.0 

0.95 
0.99 
1.00 
3518 
1.00 
3518 
0.92 
266 

6 
271 
NA 

4 

17.0 
17.0 
0.34 
4.0 

1196 
c0.08 

0.23 
11.8 
1.00 
0.4 

12.2 
B 

11.8 
B 

10 
1900 

0.92 
11 
0 
0 

12.9 
0.29 
50.0 

37.6% 
15 

" ++ ., 
30 220 190 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

1.00 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 1.00 
1770 3539 1583 
0.58 1.00 1.00 
1083 3539 1583 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

33 239 207 
0 0 141 

33 239 66 
pm+pt NA Perm 

3 8 
8 8 

20.0 16.0 16.0 
20.0 16.0 16.0 
0.40 0.32 0.32 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
488 1132 507 
0.01 0.07 
0.02 0.04 
0.07 0.21 0.13 
9.2 12.4 12.1 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.3 0.4 0.5 
9.4 12.8 12.6 
A B B 

12.5 
B 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

4 
20 15 

1900 1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.97 
1810 
0.83 
1554 

0.92 0.92 
22 16 
0 0 
0 38 

Perm NA 
2 

2 
17.0 
17.0 
0.34 

4.0 
528 

0.02 
0.07 
11 .2 
1.00 
0.3 

11.4 
B 

11.2 
B 

' 35 
1900 

4.0 
1.00 
0.85 
1.00 
1583 
1.00 
1583 
0.92 

38 
25 
13 

Perm 

2 
17.0 
17.0 
0.34 
4.0 
538 

0.01 
0.02 
11.0 
1.00 
0.1 

11.1 
B 

B 

8.0 
A 

185 
1900 

0.92 
201 

0 
0 

Perm 

6 

4 ' 5 40 
1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1776 1583 
0.70 1.00 
1310 1583 
0.92 0.92 

5 43 
0 28 

206 15 
NA Perm 

6 
6 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 

445 538 

c0.16 0.01 
0.46 0.03 
12.9 11.0 
1.00 1.00 
3.4 0.1 

16.4 11.1 
B B 

15.5 
B 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
3: Liloa St/Liloa & PVSC Makai Driveway · 

t 
Lane Configurations 'I 1' ft 'I + 
Volume (veh/h) 30 20 90 65 50 215 
Sign Control Stop Free Free 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 33 22 98 71 54 234 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 476 133 168 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 476 133 168 
tC, single (s) 6.4 6.2 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 3.3 2.2 
pO queue free % 94 98 96 
eM capacity (veh/h) 527 916 1409 

Volume Total 33 22 168 54 234 
Volume Left 33 0 0 54 0 
Volume Right 0 22 71 0 0 
cSH 527 916 1700 1409 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.06 0.02 0.10 0.04 0.14 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 5 2 0 3 0 
Control Delay (s) 12.3 9.0 0.0 7.7 0.0 
Lane LOS B A A 
Approach Delay (s) 11.0 0.0 1.4 
Approach LOS B 

Average Delay 2.0 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 25.4% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Base 2015 AM 

A 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
4: Piikea Ave & PVCS Secondary Dwy 4/17/2012 

/'•"r ,. ,.~._. ~·,., ..•. <.,~.,~~ ~:· ,,;J ·i ,· _ .. _ .. ·.• 

Lane Configurations tt tft f' 
Volume (veh/h) 0 290 265 10 0 50 
Sign Control Free Free Yield 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 315 288 11 0 54 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 290 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.99 0.99 0.99 
vC, conflicting volume 288 451 149 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 270 434 131 
tC, single (s) 4.1 6.8 6.9 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 3.5 3.3 
pO queue free % 100 100 94 
eM capacity (vehlh) 1282 546 889 

r I I • r, ' • ~~ f • ;.t•,' ·~·,1 J ,t •T,l~J•t ";• l' ' --l • ~ 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

Base 2015 AM 

158 158 
0 0 
0 0 

1700 1700 
0.09 0.09 

0 0 
0.0 0.0 

0.0 

192 
0 
0 

1700 
0.1 1 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

0.8 
17.6% 

15 

107 54 
0 0 

11 54 
1700 889 
0.06 0.06 

0 5 
0.0 9.3 

A 
9.3 

A 

ICU Level of Service A 
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RODEl Roundabout Analysis 
5: Li loa St & Pi ikea Avenue Base Year 2015 AM 

'1.ml -1.1H1 ·1.ml -1.m1 'm ,m.ml 'Hl,UU 1U.~m ·HLml , ' , 
J. f,', -, . (, I, J • (, ' , "' . (,', I'; '~!; 

:m.ml /. ~L Illl /.~UHl ?'U.ml I', . ~Ht 
:~!; .Iut :!!'.Iin 2!; _ HU /.!; _ 1111 I !; '/'. 
'1! •. ml .J! •. m! '1'i .IHI ,1', .m' UElI 

" " " " OM 

lIB I.W; 'J!; t U1 r;u " t .Im !;~l n.?:' 1 . I ?of; U.'?:' I!; 1" 'IS 
!-:Il I.W, t I, lIHl UHf " t. m! ' .11 U. '}', t _ I ?!. U. 'I', I ~, ,p, "l!. 
HI L . 11!, (,11 I 211 ")11 " L .ml ' ,II H. "J'; I . I 7. ' i U. 'J!; I!, 1!. 'I!; 
Nil I .W, ? !, 11!, ]~ " t .UU !jU U. 'J!, t.t2!.> U. 'l!' P, " 'J!. 

;U!. ? " !; ? !iU !ow, '1 .!, 
H1](' 1 Hf,(, 'l'n Hll!. 0 

'1 _'1 1.S <1. 'J '1. J " I, .'1 f, • U (, . :1 !;. 'J 
(1.:1 U.'1 11. ] n.:! lot! 
II. :I H.,t H.,t 11.] '" 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
6: Azeka Mauka /Azeka Mauka & Piikea Ave 4/17/2012 

t 
,' f • • ' ' I ' f I • - I t ~ • 

Lane Configurations .t. .t. .t. .t. 
Volume {vehlh) 5 210 10 30 255 10 5 0 20 5 0 5 
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop 
Grade 2% 0% 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate {vph) 5 228 11 33 277 11 5 0 22 5 0 5 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width {ft) 
Walking Speed {fVs) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare {veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal {ft) 529 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 288 239 598 598 234 614 598 283 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 288 239 598 598 234 614 598 283 
tC, single {s) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2 
tC, 2 stage {s) 
IF {s) 2.2 2.2 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3 
pO queue free % 100 98 99 100 97 99 100 99 
eM capacity {vehlh) 1274 1328 402 404 805 384 404 756 

Volume Total 245 321 27 11 
Volume Left 5 33 5 5 
Volume Right 11 11 22 5 
cSH 1274 1328 671 510 
Volume to Capacity 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.02 
Queue Length 95th {ft) 0 2 3 2 
Control Delay {s) 0.2 1.0 10.6 12.2 
Lane LOS A A 8 B 
Approach Delay {s) 0.2 1.0 10.6 12.2 
Approach LOS 8 8 

,I '!I,, I. ---.... ,. ...:- ...... (f' ... --:~ ---...:---,:t 

Average Delay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period {min) 

Base 2015 AM 

1.3 
39.7% 

15 
ICU Level of Service A 
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Timings 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

t 
Lane Configurations 4 '{' 'I + 1' 
Volume (vph) 10 75 5 440 110 
Turn Type NA Perm pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 8 5 2 
Permitted Phases 8 2 2 
Detector Phase 8 8 5 2 2 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 23.0 23.0 8.0 40.0 40.0 
Total Split(%) 28.8% 28.8% 10.0% 50.0% 50.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 80 
Actuated Cycle Length: 80 
Offset: 71 (89%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

Base 2015 AM 

'I 
110 

pm+pt 
1 
6 
1 

4.0 
8.0 

17.0 
21 .3% 

3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Lead 
Yes 

None 

tt. 
440 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
49.0 

61.3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 

Synchro 8 Report 
PageS 



HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

0 
1900 

0.92 
0 
0 
0 

0 0 140 
1900 1900 1900 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
0 0 152 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

Perm 

8 

0.0 
A 

4' '(' 'I 
10 75 5 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 1.00 
0.96 1.00 0.95 
1780 1583 1770 
0.96 1.00 0.47 
1780 1583 882 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

11 82 5 
0 69 0 

163 13 5 
NA Perm pm+pt 

8 5 
8 2 

12.6 12.6 50.5 
12.6 12.6 50.5 
0.16 0.16 0.63 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 
280 249 569 

0.00 
0.09 0.01 0.01 
0.58 0.05 0.01 
31.3 28.6 5.5 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
3.1 0.1 0.0 

34.3 28.7 5.5 
c c A 

32.4 
c 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

10.9 HCM Level of Service 
0.43 
80.0 Sum of lost time (s) 

47.5% ICU Level of Service 
15 

c Critical Lane Group 

Base 2015 AM 

t 
t '(' 

440 110 
1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 
1863 1583 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
0.92 0.92 
478 120 

0 46 
478 74 
NA Perm 

2 
2 

49.4 49.4 
49.4 49.4 
0.62 0.62 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

1150 978 
c0.26 

0.05 
0.42 0.08 
7.9 6.1 

1.00 1.00 
1.1 0.2 
9.0 6.3 
A A 

8.4 
A 

B 

12.0 
A 

'I 
110 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.39 
724 
0.92 
120 

0 
120 

pm+pt 
1 
6 

59.4 
59.4 
0.74 
4.0 
3.0 

616 
c0.01 
0.13 
0.19 

3.7 
1.00 
0.2 
3.9 

A 

4/17/2012 

tt. 
440 10 

1900 1900 
4.0 

0.95 
1.00 
1.00 

3527 
1.00 

3527 
0.92 0.92 
478 11 

2 0 
487 0 
NA 

6 

54.3 
54.3 
0.68 
4.0 
3.0 

2394 
0.14 

0.20 
4.8 

1.00 
0.2 
5.0 

A 
4.8 

A 
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ATA AUSTIN, TSUTSUMI & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

CIVIL GNGINEEn9 • SUF-WE;YORS 

APPENDIX C 
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Base Year 2015 PM 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 'i ., 'i tt tt 
Volume (vph) 260 300 265 1400 1440 
Turn Type NA Perm Prot NA NA 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 
Detector Phase 4 4 5 2 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 41.0 41.0 42.0 139.0 97.0 
Total Split(%) 22.8% 22.8% 23.3% 77.2% 53.9% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 180 
Actuated Cycle Length: 180 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 80 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

and Phases: 1: Piilani & PiikeaAve 

Base 2015 PM 

., 
465 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
97.0 

53.9% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Base 2015 PM 

~ '{' 
260 300 

1900 1900 
0% 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.92 0.92 
283 326 

0 261 
283 65 
NA Perm 

4 
4 

32.7 32.7 
32.7 32.7 
0.18 0.18 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

322 288 
c0.16 

0.04 
0.88 0.23 
71.7 62.8 
1.00 1.00 
22.7 0.4 
94.4 63.2 

F E 
77.7 

E 

" 265 
1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.95 
1770 
0.92 
288 

0 
288 
Prot 

5 

33.3 
33.3 
0.18 
4.0 
3.0 

327 
c0.16 

0.88 
71.4 
1.00 
23.0 
94.4 

F 

34.1 
0.82 

180.0 
78.9% 

15 

t+ t+ '{' 
1400 1440 465 
1900 1900 1900 

0% 2% 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

0.95 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
3539 3504 1567 
0.92 0.92 0.92 
1522 1565 505 

0 0 121 
1522 1565 384 

NA NA Perm 
2 6 

6 
139.3 102.0 102.0 
139.3 102.0 102.0 
0.77 0.57 0.57 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

2739 1986 888 
0.43 c0.45 

0.25 
0.56 0.79 0.43 

8.1 30.5 22.4 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.8 3.3 1.5 
8.9 33.8 23.9 
A c c 

22.5 31.4 
c c 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

c 

12.0 
D 

4/17/2012 
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Timings 
2: Piilani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Main Dwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations " +t. 
"' 

+t ., 
Volume (vph) 90 305 35 400 300 
Turn Type pm+pt NA pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 
Permitted Phases 4 8 8 
Detector Phase 7 4 3 8 8 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 9.0 21 .0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (%) 18.0% 42.0% 16.0% 40.0% 40.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Recall Mode Max Max Max Max Max 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 50 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Pretimed 

Base 2015 PM 

15 
Perm 

2 
2 

4.0 
20.0 
21 .0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 

Max 

t 
4 f' 
10 30 280 
NA Perm Perm 

2 
2 6 

2 2 6 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 20.0 
21 .0 21.0 21.0 

42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

Max Max Max 

4 
10 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 

4/17/2012 

f' 
115 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
21 .0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: Pii lani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Main Dwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations " Volume (vph) 90 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 
Frt 1.00 
Fit Protected 0.95 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.44 
Satd. Flow (perm) 823 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 98 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 98 
Turn Type pm+pt 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Base 2015 PM 

7 
4 

22.0 
22.0 
0.44 
4.0 

457 
c0.02 
0.07 
0.21 

8.3 
1.00 

1.1 
9.4 
A 

+t+ 
305 

1900 
4.0 

0.95 
0.99 
1.00 

3499 
1.00 

3499 
0.92 
332 
12 

347 
NA 

4 

17.0 
17.0 
0.34 
4.0 

1190 
0.10 

0.29 
12.1 
1.00 
0.6 

12.7 
B 

12.0 
B 

25 
1900 

0.92 
27 
0 
0 

14.6 
0.50 
50.0 

48.7% 
15 

"'i ++ ., 
35 400 300 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

1.00 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 1.00 
1770 3539 1583 
0.54 1.00 1.00 
1001 3539 1583 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

38 435 326 
0 0 222 

38 435 104 
pm+pt NA Perm 

3 8 
8 8 

20.0 16.0 16.0 
20.0 16.0 16.0 
0.40 0.32 0.32 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
462 1132 507 
0.01 c0.12 
0.03 0.07 
0.08 0.38 0.21 
9.2 13.2 12.4 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.3 1.0 0.9 
9.5 14.2 13.3 
A B B 

13.6 
B 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

t 
4 '{' 

15 10 30 
1900 1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.97 1.00 
1809 1583 
0.82 1.00 
1524 1583 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
16 11 33 
0 0 22 
0 27 11 

Perm NA Perm 
2 

2 2 
17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 
518 538 

0.02 0.01 
0.05 0.02 
11 .1 11 .0 
1.00 1.00 
0.2 0.1 

11 .3 11.0 
B B 

11.1 
B 

B 

12.0 
A 

280 
1900 

0.92 
304 

0 
0 

Perm 

6 

4/17/2012 

4 ., 
10 115 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1777 1583 
0.71 1.00 
1330 1583 
0.92 0.92 

11 125 
0 83 

315 43 
NA Perm 

6 
6 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 

452 538 

c0.24 0.03 
0.70 0.08 
14.3 11 .2 
1.00 1.00 
8.6 0.3 

22.9 11.5 
c B 

19.6 
B 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
3: Liloa St/Liloa & PVSC Makai Driveway 

t 
II'' I ~ 'I ~ - l 

4 
c j ( •, I ' I 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC1 , stage 1 conf val 
vC2, stage 2 conf val 
vCu, unblocked val 
tC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

Base 2015 PM 

" '{' 
70 105 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
76 114 

660 318 

660 318 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
81 84 

393 723 

76 114 
76 0 
0 114 

393 723 
0.19 0.16 

18 14 
16.3 10.9 

c 8 
13.1 

B 

ft 
210 

Free 
0% 

0.92 
228 

None 

408 
0 

179 
1700 
0.24 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

3.9 
39.7% 

15 

" + 
165 85 145 

Free 
0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
179 92 158 

None 

408 

408 
4.1 

2.2 
92 

1151 

92 158 
92 0 
0 0 

1151 1700 
0.08 0.09 

7 0 
8.4 0.0 

A 
3.1 

ICU Level of Service A 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
4: Piikea Ave & PVCS Secondary Dwy 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ftls) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 
IC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 

0 

0.92 
0 

0.93 
554 

357 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1109 

226 
0 
0 

1700 
0.1 3 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

++ +tt 
415 510 15 0 

Free Free Yield 
0% 0% 0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
451 554 16 0 

None None 

290 
0.93 
788 

610 
6.8 

3.5 
100 
394 

226 370 201 54 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 16 54 

1700 1700 1700 910 
0.13 0.22 0.12 0.06 

0 0 0 5 
0.0 0.0 0.0 9.2 

A 
0.0 9.2 

A 

0.5 

f' 
50 

0.92 
54 

0.93 
285 

66 
6.9 

3.3 
94 

910 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

24.6% ICU Level of Service 
15 

Base 2015 PM 

A 

4/17/2012 
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RODEl Roundabout Analysis 
5: Li loa St & Piikea Avenue Sase Year 2015 PM 

,I . ~ I ~l .1. 1M -I. ~HI -1.m! 'HI 
·HI.IUi -HI. 1111 -Hi.IJI! 'HI,lm I', 

1.(,1, 1. f,', "I • (,', I . (,', I', ')., 

:!II.ml :!II.IHI :W.WI :!ll.llIl ,',.IUI 
::', . ttli ::',.WI ;!', .IHI ." .. , . 1111 I', 'I', 
1' .. \HI -I' .. WI -1'; .IHI -I', .IHI I) I II 

\I \I " \I I'M 

lIB • 11', ','11 :~ 1m ')', " I. \HI ',II II. 'l', .t;!', II. 'I', I', -1', ')', 

':B .w, HII .\/", HII " 1.1111 ',II II. ',", .1::'. II. 'I', I', '1', '" , , 
HI .w. H'. "\I ',II " I.WI ~, \1 \1. 'I', . [/.', II. ',Jr; I', .\', '" , , 
HII .11', ,1'. :~ 'J ~) ')'. II I • '111 ',II II. 'l', .I:!'; II . 'I') I ~; .\'. '(', 

1(,', ~,H 'I :!I " .I.J " .... I 
'J U 'J (, 1 11'1') 111',)/ n 
(,. :l 'I. ? ' •. f, ' " '" 

" :-1.f- t .\ . " ',J.f, ','. ',I 
II. 'J I,i, II. I II. 'J I . :~ 
I!. H /. .1 II . ·1 H.H '\'J 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
6: Azeka Mauka /Azeka Mauka & Piikea Ave 

~ _. .. .f .... ' 
Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 5 10 75 5 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 5 386 11 82 576 5 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 529 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 582 397 
vC 1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 582 397 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 99 93 
eM capacity (veh/h) 993 1162 

Volume Total 402 663 109 11 
Volume Left 5 82 22 5 
Volume Right 11 5 87 0 
cSH 993 1162 408 149 
Volume to Capacity 0.01 0.07 0.27 0.07 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 6 26 6 
Control Delay (s) 0.2 1.8 17.0 31 .0 
Lane LOS A A c D 
Approach Delay (s) 0.2 1.8 17.0 31.0 
Approach LOS c D 

Average Delay 2.9 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 68.2% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Base 2015 PM 

~ t ~ 

20 80 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

22 0 87 

1147 1147 391 

1147 1147 391 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
87 100 87 

162 184 657 

c 

'. 

5 

0.92 
5 

1231 

1231 
7.1 

3.5 
96 

126 

4/17/2012 

~ ~ 

0 
Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
5 0 

1149 579 

1149 579 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
97 100 

183 515 
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Timings 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

+- ' ~ t ,. 
Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 225 
Turn Type Perm pm+pt Perm 
Protected Phases 5 
Permitted Phases 8 2 2 
Detector Phase 8 8 5 2 2 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 23.0 23.0 8.0 40.0 40.0 
Total Split(%) 28.8% 28.8% 10.0% 50.0% 50.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 80 
Actuated Cycle Length: 80 
Offset: 71 (89%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 60 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

and Phases: 

Base 2015 PM 

'. 

140 
pm+pt 

1 
6 
1 

4.0 
8.0 

17.0 
21.3% 

3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Lead 
Yes 

None 

~ 

665 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
49.0 

61.3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Lag 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signal ized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 0 0 0 295 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Uti!. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow {~erm~ 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 0 0 0 321 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 
Lane Grou~ Flow (v~h} 0 0 0 0 
Turn Type Perm 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 8 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension {s} 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 
Approach LOS A 

n 

4' 1' , 
40 220 15 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 1.00 
0.96 1.00 0.95 
1784 1583 1770 
0.96 1.00 0.36 
1784 1583 680 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

43 239 16 
0 184 0 

364 55 16 
NA Perm pm+pt 

8 5 
8 2 

18.4 18.4 42.2 
18.4 18.4 42.2 
0.23 0.23 0.53 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 
410 364 370 

0.00 
0.20 0.03 0.02 
0.89 0.15 0.04 
29.8 24.6 9.0 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
20.1 0.2 0.0 
49.9 24.8 9.1 

D c A 
39.9 

D 

HCM Average Control Delay 19.4 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.73 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 80.0 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 69.6% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Base 2015 PM 

t 
t ., 

635 225 
1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
0.92 0.92 
690 245 

0 118 
690 127 
NA Perm 

2 
2 

41.4 41.4 
41.4 41.4 
0.52 0.52 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

964 819 
c0.37 

0.08 
0.72 0.15 
14.8 10.1 
1.00 1.00 
4.5 0.4 

19.3 10.5 
8 8 

16.9 
8 

8 

12.0 
c 

.., 
140 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.19 
354 
0.92 
152 

0 
152 

pm+pt 
1 
6 

53.6 
53.6 
0.67 
4.0 
3.0 

382 
c0.04 
0.23 
0.40 
9.3 

1.00 
0.7 

10.0 
A 

4/17/2012 

tt. 
665 30 

1900 1900 
4.0 

0.95 
0.99 
1.00 
3516 
1.00 

3516 
0.92 0.92 
723 33 

4 0 
752 0 
NA 

6 

48.8 
48.8 
0.61 
4.0 
3.0 

2145 
0.21 

0.35 
7.7 

1.00 
0.5 
8.2 
A 

8.5 
A 
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AT! _AUS_TIN:__~SU.TS~MI & ASSOCIATES, INC. f\.,"' CIVIL ENGINE EnS • SUF-WEYO~S 

APPENDIX C 
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Base Year 2015 Saturday Mid-day 



Timings 
1: Pii lani Hw~ & Piikea Ave 

~ " "\ t + 
Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 260 200 175 1355 1295 
Turn Type NA Perm Prot NA NA 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 
Detector Phase 4 4 5 2 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 47.0 47.0 36.0 133.0 97.0 
Total Split(%) 26.1% 26.1% 20.0% 73.9% 53.9% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 180 
Actuated Cycle Length: 180 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 65 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

& Piikea Ave 

Base 2015 Sat MD 

350 
Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
97.0 

53.9% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

t 
~' ' ' I ; - I . I ' I ' • . . 

Lane Configurations 'i l' 'i tt tt l' 
Volume (vph) 260 200 175 1355 1295 350 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Grade(%) 0% 0% 2% 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00 
Frt 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.85 
Fit Protected 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 1583 1770 3539 3504 1567 
Fit Permitted 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 1583 1770 3539 3504 1567 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 283 217 190 1473 1408 380 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 176 0 0 0 91 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 283 41 190 1473 1408 289 
Turn Type NA Perm Prot NA NA Perm 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 6 
Actuated Green, G (s) 33.9 33.9 24.5 138.1 109.6 109.6 
Effective Green, g (s) 33.9 33.9 24.5 138.1 109.6 109.6 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.19 0.19 0.14 0.77 0.61 0.61 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 333 298 241 2715 2134 954 
v/s Ratio Prot c0.16 c0.11 0.42 c0.40 
v/s Ratio Perm 0.03 0.18 
v/c Ratio 0.85 0.14 0.79 0.54 0.66 0.30 
Uniform Delay, d1 70.6 60.9 75.2 8.4 23.0 16.9 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 18.0 0.2 15.6 0.8 1.6 0.8 
Delay (s) 88.6 61.1 90.8 9.1 24.6 17.7 
Level of Service F E F A c B 
Approach Delay (s) 76.6 18.5 23.2 
Approach LOS E B c 

HCM Average Control Delay 28.0 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.72 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 180.0 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 69.9% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Base 2015 Sat MD 

c 

12.0 
c 

4/17/2012 
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Timings 
2: Piilani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Main Dwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 

"' 
tt. .., t+ '{' 

Volume (vph) 90 235 10 290 230 
Turn Type pm+pt NA pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 
Permitted Phases 4 8 8 
Detector Phase 7 4 3 8 8 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 9.0 21.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split(%) 18.0% 42.0% 16.0% 40.0% 40.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes 
Recall Mode Max Max 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 50 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Pretimed 

Base 2015 Sat MD 

10 
Perm 

2 
2 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 

t 
4 1' 
10 20 240 

NA Perm Perm 
2 

2 6 
2 2 6 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 20.0 
21.0 21.0 21 .0 

42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

4' 
15 

NA 
6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

4/17/2012 

'{' 
105 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: Piilani Gardens Dwy/PVSC Main Dwy & Piikea Ave 4/17/2012 

t 
/ , , I • ; I 1 • ' , • 

1 
' ' ' ! · ~ 1 :. : .._· ~ ~ 

Lane Configurations 1f tt. , tt 'f' 4 r' 4 'f' 
Volume (vph) 90 235 15 10 290 230 10 10 20 240 15 105 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 0.85 1.00 0.85 
Fit Protected 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.98 1.00 0.96 1.00 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3508 1770 3539 1583 1817 1583 1779 1583 
Fit Permitted 0.53 1.00 0.58 1.00 1.00 0.86 1.00 0.72 1.00 
Satd. Flow (~erm~ 983 3508 1089 3539 1583 1606 1583 1346 1583 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 98 255 16 11 315 250 11 11 22 261 16 114 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 9 0 0 0 170 0 0 15 0 0 75 
Lane Grou~ Flow (v~h~ 98 262 0 11 315 80 0 22 7 0 277 39 
Turn Type pm+pt NA pm+pt NA Perm Perm NA Perm Perm NA Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 8 8 2 2 6 6 
Actuated Green, G (s) 22.0 17.0 20.0 16.0 16.0 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.0 
Effective Green, g (s) 22.0 17.0 20.0 16.0 16.0 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.0 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.44 0.34 0.40 0.32 0.32 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34 
Clearance Time (s} 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 511 1193 490 1132 507 546 538 458 538 
v/s Ratio Prot c0.02 0.07 0.00 c0.09 
v/s Ratio Perm 0.07 0.01 0.05 0.01 0.00 c0.21 0.02 
v/c Ratio 0.19 0.22 0.02 0.28 0.16 0.04 0.01 0.60 0.07 
Uniform Delay, d1 8.3 11.8 9.1 12.7 12.2 11.0 10.9 13.7 11.2 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 0.8 0.4 0.1 0.6 0.7 0.1 0.0 5.8 0.3 
Delay (s) 9.1 12.2 9.1 13.3 12.8 11.2 11.0 19.5 11.4 
Level of Service A B A B B B B B B 
Approach Delay (s) 11.4 13.0 11 .1 17.2 
Approach LOS B B B B 

tt)'t,'# .. ,, l~i' .. •,...-~ .. ----_.,.....-._ ___ ~_ .. -~- ~ ._.._.;;:_...,·· .. ---.~~ .,.._.--- ----...::-., ~ ... 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Base 2015 Sat MD 

13.7 
0.41 
50.0 

43.8% 
15 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

B 

12.0 
A 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
3: Li loa St/Liloa & PVSC Makai Driveway 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 
tC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 

'i '{' 
35 45 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
38 49 

326 152 

326 152 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
94 95 

652 894 

38 49 
38 0 
0 49 

652 894 
0.06 0.05 

5 4 
10.9 9.3 

B A 
10.0 

A 

t 
~ 'i 
90 100 30 

Free 
0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
98 109 33 

None 

207 

207 
4.1 

2.2 
98 

1365 

207 33 109 
0 33 0 

109 0 0 
1700 1365 1700 
0.12 0.02 0.06 

0 2 0 
0.0 7.7 0.0 

A 
0.0 1.8 

2.6 

t 
100 

Free 
0% 

0.92 
109 

None 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

27.5% ICU Level of Service 
15 

Base 2015 Sat MD 

A 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
4: Piikea Ave & PVCS Seconda~ Ow~ 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 
tC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

Base 2015 Sat MD 

~ 

0 

0.92 
0 

0.96 
424 

327 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1185 

182 
0 
0 

1700 
0.11 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

_. +-

335 390 
Free Free 

0% 0% 
0.92 0.92 
364 424 

None None 

290 

182 283 
0 0 
0 0 

1700 1700 
0.1 1 0.17 

0 0 
0.0 0.0 

0.0 

0.6 
21.3% 

15 

' \. "' 
15 0 50 

Yield 
0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
16 0 54 

0.96 0.96 
614 220 

524 115 
6.8 6.9 

3.5 3.3 
100 94 
465 882 

158 54 
0 0 

16 54 
1700 882 
0.09 0.06 

0 5 
0.0 9.3 

A 
9.3 
A 

ICU Level of Service A 

4/17/2012 
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RODEl Roundabout Analysis 
5: Liloa St & Piikea Avenue Base Year 2015 Sat MD 

-1.mt 'I.m' -I. ~Hl ·1 . ~l~t 'HI 
1U.I1U 1H.ml 'Hi.inl ·H1.~m 1 ~; 

J . (,~) :I • {,~. 'J • f, I, J . (,~, [ . .. 'J!; 
:!11.ml 2~'.mj :.w.uu :m.lH1 L~, . UU 
?!i . ~m ?~; .ml ?S. IlIt L~'.HB I!, ',"i 
-I!; _~m -1!i _~m 1!'.mJ ·1!,.W1 UHI 

" " " " 01' 

\111 1 _ 1 ~j 'LH 'HI :111 " L _ ml !,U t .~m i.mm 1.!Ht 1 !; 'Pi 'I!. 
:;n 1 . I ~l ]!i :lmt (,!; " I.ml r;n l.ml L .nmt l.lHl 1:' ,1 r; 'lr; 
I-,ll I . I ~j :1 ', f,U !,', " I.~m ',n 1.~m I .~U1U I _ ~H1 I!i 4!, "I!. 
Nil L • 111 :m 2'11-1 '/U " 1.~m !iU l.ml L .mm l.m! [' , 1!i '1r; 

L()~l ·HIH [1" DU !, .J 
tnt UlI!. ')~H I U/.f, " 1.'1 !,.H 1. '/ !i .? " 1. '/ !,.H 1. '/ !, .? 
~'- ? " .. u _? U.!i l.S 
~L ? ~1_ (, it.? it. !; 2] 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
6: Azeka Mauka /Azeka Mauka & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC 1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 
tC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 

5 

0.92 
5 

370 

370 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1189 

342 
5 
5 

1189 
0.00 

0 
0.2 

A 
0.2 

~ ~ 
305 5 40 340 

Free Free 
2% 0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
332 5 43 370 

None None 

529 

337 

337 
4.1 

2.2 
96 

1222 

413 43 5 
43 5 5 
0 38 0 

1222 601 261 
0.04 0.07 0.02 

3 6 2 
1.2 11.5 19.1 
A 8 c 

1.2 11.5 19.1 
8 c 

1.4 

0 

0.92 
0 

Intersection Capacity UUiization 
Analysis Period (min) 

50.1% ICU Level of Service 
15 

Base 2015 Sat MD 

t 
~ 

5 0 35 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

5 0 38 

802 802 334 

802 802 334 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
98 100 95 

293 305 708 

A 

5 

0.92 
5 

840 

840 
7.1 

3.5 
98 

261 

4/17/2012 

~ 
0 0 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 0 

804 370 

804 370 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 100 
304 676 
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Timings 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

t 
Lane Configurations 4 r' .., t r' 
Volume (vph) 50 90 25 630 255 
Turn Type NA Perm pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 8 5 2 
Permitted Phases 8 2 2 
Detector Phase 8 8 5 2 2 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 23.0 23.0 8.0 40.0 40.0 
Total Split(%) 28.8% 28.8% 10.0% 50.0% 50.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total LostTime (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 80 
Actuated Cycle Length: 80 
Offset: 71 (89%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 60 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

Base 2015 Sat MD 

.., 
65 

pm+pt 
1 
6 
1 

4.0 
8.0 

17.0 
21.3% 

3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Lead 
Yes 

None 

tt. 
550 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
49.0 

61 .3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

~ _. "). .f +- ' "\ 
ovement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL 

Lane Configurations 4' ., .., 
Volume (vph) 0 0 0 240 50 90 25 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 1.00 0.85 1.00 
Fit Protected 0.96 1.00 0.95 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1789 1583 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.96 1.00 0.41 
Satd. Flow {~erm~ 1789 1583 764 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 0 0 0 261 54 98 27 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 0 77 0 
Lane Grou~ Flow {v~h~ 0 0 0 0 315 21 27 
Turn Type Perm NA Perm pm+pt 
Protected Phases 8 5 
Permitted Phases 8 8 2 
Actuated Green, G (s) 17.4 17.4 46.7 
Effective Green, g (s) 17.4 17.4 46.7 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.22 0.22 0.58 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Vehicle Extension {s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 389 344 466 
v/s Ratio Prot 0.00 
v/s Ratio Perm 0.18 0.01 0.03 
v/c Ratio 0.81 0.06 0.06 
Uniform Delay, d1 29.7 24.8 7.0 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 11.8 0.1 0.1 
Delay (s) 41.5 24.9 7.1 
Level of Service D c A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 37.6 
Approach LOS A D 

ntersection Summa 
HCM Average Control Delay 16.1 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.70 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 80.0 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 62.7% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Base 2015 Sat MD 

t /"" 
NB R 

t ., 
630 255 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
0.92 0.92 
685 277 

0 121 
685 156 
NA Perm 

2 
2 

45.1 45.1 
45.1 45.1 
0.56 0.56 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

1050 892 
c0.37 

0.10 
0.65 0.18 
12.0 8.4 
1.00 1.00 

3.2 0.4 
15.2 8.9 

B A 
13.2 

B 

B 

16.0 
B 

4/17/2012 

\. ~ .ttl 
SBL SBT SB~ 

'i t~ 
65 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.23 
425 
0.92 

71 
0 

71 
pm+pt 

1 
6 

54.5 
54.5 
0.68 
4.0 
3.0 

382 
c0.01 
0.11 
0.19 
7.4 

1.00 
0.2 
7.6 

A 

550 35 
1900 1900 

4.0 
0.95 
0.99 
1.00 

3507 
1.00 
3507 
0.92 0.92 
598 38 

5 0 
631 0 
NA 

6 

49.0 
49.0 
0.61 
4.0 
3.0 

2148 
0.18 

0.29 
7.3 

1.00 
0.3 
7.7 

A 
7.7 

A 
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ATA AUSTIN, TSUTSUMI & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

CIVIL ENGiNEEJ1S • SUF-1VEYO~S 

APPENDIX C 

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Future Year 2015 AM 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

t 
Lane Configurations , , , ++ ++ 
Volume (vph) 300 220 205 1315 1465 
Turn Type NA Perm Prot NA NA 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 
Detector Phase 4 4 5 2 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 43.0 43.0 33.0 107.0 74.0 
Total Split(%) 28.7% 28.7% 22.0% 71.3% 49.3% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 150 
Actuated Cycle Length: 150 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 90 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

and Phases: 1: Piilani H & Piikea Ave 

Future 2015 AM 

, 
345 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
74.0 

49.3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 AM 

'i r' 
300 220 

1900 1900 
0% 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.92 0.92 
326 239 

0 188 
326 51 
NA Perm 

4 
4 

32.2 32.2 
32.2 32.2 
0.21 0.21 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

380 340 
c0.18 

0.03 
0.86 0.15 
56.7 47.8 
1.00 1.00 
17.1 0.2 
73.8 48.0 

E D 
62.9 

E 

'I 
205 

1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.95 
1770 
0.92 
223 

0 
223 
Prot 

5 

23.5 
23.5 
0.16 
4.0 
3.0 

277 
c0.13 

0.81 
61 .0 
1.00 
15.5 
76.5 

E 

30.0 
0.83 

150.0 
78.5% 

15 

t 
tt tt r' 

1315 1465 345 
1900 1900 1900 

0% 2% 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

0.95 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
0.92 0.92 0.92 
1429 1592 375 

0 0 100 
1429 1592 275 

NA NA Perm 
2 6 

6 
109.8 82.3 82.3 
109.8 82.3 82.3 
0.73 0.55 0.55 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

2591 1923 860 
0.40 c0.45 

0.18 
0.55 0.83 0.32 
9.0 28.0 18.5 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.9 4.3 1.0 
9.9 32.3 19.5 
A c 8 

18.9 29.8 
8 c 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

c 

12.0 
D 

4/17/2012 
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Timings 
2: Driveway & Pi ikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Detector Phase 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 
Minimum Split (s) 
Total Split (s) 
Total Split (%) 
Yellow Time (s) 
All-Red Time (s) 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time (s) 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode 

"i 
35 

pm+pt 
7 
4 
7 

4.0 
8.0 
9.0 

18.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Lead 
Yes 
Max 

tt. "i 
340 30 
NA pm+pt 

4 3 
8 

4 3 

4.0 4.0 
20.0 8.0 
21 .0 8.0 

42.0% 16.0% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 
Lag Lead 
Yes Yes 
Max Max 

tt , 4 , 
335 190 20 15 35 185 
NA Perm Perm NA Perm Perm 

8 2 
8 2 2 6 

8 8 2 2 2 6 

4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4,0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
20.0 20.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 21 .0 

40.0% 40.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lag Lag 
Yes Yes 
Max Max Max Max Max Max 

~~-- -~~· ._-_-___ ~ --
Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 50 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Pretimed 

and Phases: 2: Dri & PiikeaAve 

Future 2015 AM 

4/17/2012 

4' , 
5 40 

NA Perm 
6 

6 
6 6 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 

4.0 
20.0 
21 .0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: Driveway & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations .., +t. .., ++ 7' 
Volume (vph) 35 340 10 30 335 190 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 
Frt 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.85 
Fit Protected 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3524 1770 3539 1583 
Fit Permitted 0.50 1.00 0.53 1.00 1.00 
Satd. Flow {~erm~ 934 3524 980 3539 1583 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 38 370 11 33 364 207 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 4 0 0 0 141 
Lane GrouE Flow {vEh) 38 377 0 33 364 66 
Turn Type pm+pt NA pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 
Permitted Phases 4 8 8 
Actuated Green, G (s) 22.0 17.0 20.0 16.0 16.0 
Effective Green, g (s) 22.0 17.0 20.0 16.0 16.0 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.44 0.34 0.40 0.32 0.32 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 495 1198 455 1132 507 
v/s Ratio Prot c0.01 c0.11. 0.01 0.10 
v/s Ratio Perm 0.03 0.02 0.04 
v/c Ratio 0.08 0.31 0.07 0.32 0.13 
Uniform Delay, d1 8.0 12.2 9.2 12.9 12.1 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 0.3 0.7 0.3 0.8 0.5 
Delay (s) 8.3 12.9 9.5 13.6 12.6 
Level of Service A 8 A 8 8 
Approach Delay (s) 12.5 13.1 
Approach LOS 8 8 

n 
HCM Average Control Delay 13.2 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.32 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 50.0 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 40.2% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 AM 

4 l' 
20 15 35 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.97 1.00 
1810 1583 
0.83 1.00 
1554 1583 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
22 16 38 
0 0 25 
0 38 13 

Perm NA Perm 
2 

2 2 
17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 

4.0 4.0 
528 538 

0.02 0.01 
0.07 0.02 
11.2 11 .0 
1.00 1.00 
0.3 0.1 

11.4 11.1 
8 8 

11.2 
8 

8 

8.0 
A 

185 
1900 

0.92 
201 

0 
0 

Perm 

6 

4/17/2012 

4 7' 
5 40 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1776 1583 
0.70 1.00 
1310 1583 
0.92 0.92 

5 43 
0 28 

206 15 
NA Perm 

6 
6 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 

445 538 

c0.16 0.01 
0.46 0.03 
12.9 11.0 
1.00 1.00 
3.4 0.1 

16.4 11 '1 
8 8 

15.5 
8 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
3: Liloa St/Liloa & Driveway 

Lane Configurations "i ft 4' 
Volume (veh/h) 5 5 5 30 5 
Sign Control Stop Stop 
Grade 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 5 5 5 33 5 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn fiare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 549 554 266 505 541 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 549 554 266 505 541 
tC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 
pO queue free % 99 99 99 93 99 
eM capacity (veh/h) 415 421 772 454 429 

Volume Total 5 11 38 27 174 
Volume Left 5 0 33 0 5 
Volume Right 0 5 0 27 71 
cSH 415 545 450 916 1274 
Volume to Capacity 0.01 0.02 0.08 0.03 0.00 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 1 2 7 2 0 
Control Delay (s) 13.8 11.7 13.7 9.1 0.3 
Lane LOS 8 8 8 A A 
Approach Delay (s) 12.4 11 .8 0.3 
Approach LOS 8 8 

Average Delay 

1' 
25 

0.92 
27 

133 

133 
6.2 

3.3 
97 

916 

54 
54 
0 

1409 
0.04 

3 
7.7 

A 
1.2 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 41.8% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 AM 

t 
4t 

5 90 65 
Free 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

5 98 71 

None 

288 

288 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1274 

288 
0 

43 
1700 
0.17 

0 
0.0 

A 

"i 
50 

0.92 
54 

168 

168 
4.1 

2.2 
96 

1409 

4/17/2012 

ft 
225 40 

Free 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
245 43 

None 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
4: Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate (vph} 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (fUs) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 
tC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h} 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 

tt 
0 385 

Free 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 418 

None 

0.95 
429 

286 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1206 

209 209 
0 0 
0 0 

1700 1700 
0.12 0.12 

0 0 
0.0 0.0 

0.0 

tit 
395 10 0 

Free Yield 
0% 0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
429 11 0 

None 

290 
0.95 
644 

512 
6.8 

3.5 
100 
465 

286 154 54 
0 0 0 
0 11 54 

1700 1700 934 
0.17 0.09 0.06 

0 0 5 
0.0 0.0 9.1 

A 
0.0 9.1 

A 

0.5 

., 
50 

0.92 
54 

0.95 
220 

65 
6.9 

3.3 
94 

934 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

21 .2% ICU Level of Service 
15 

Future 2015 AM 

A 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
6: Azeka Mauka /Azeka Mauka & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 4t 4t 
Volume (veh/h) 5 250 10 35 290 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hou~y flow rate (vph) 5 272 11 38 315 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 529 757 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 326 283 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 cQnf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 326 283 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 100 97 
eM capacity (veh/h) 1234 1280 

Volume Total 288 364 33 11 
Volume Left 5 38 5 5 
Volume Right 11 11 27 5 
cSH 1234 1280 635 449 
Volume to Capacity 0.00 0.03 0.05 0.02 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 2 4 2 
Control Delay (s) 0.2 1.1 11.0 13.2 
Lane LOS A A B B 
Approach Delay (s) 0.2 1.1 11.0 13.2 
Approach LOS B B 

Average Delay 

10 

0.92 
11 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

1.4 
45.2% 

15 
ICU Level of Service 

Future 2015 AM 

t 
4t 

5 0 25 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

5 0 27 

690 690 277 

690 690 277 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
98 100 96 

347 356 762 

A 

5 

0.92 
5 

712 

712 
7.1 

3.5 
98 

326 

4/17/2012 

4t 
0 5 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 5 

690 321 

690 321 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 99 
356 720 
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RODEL Roundabout Analysis 
5: Liloa St & Piikea Avenue Future Year 2015 AM 

1.~m '1. 1111 1.1111 '1.UU ')11 
'HL~1U 1li. uu 1~1-~lU 111.011 15 

:J. (,!, ] . (,!) :1 • (, !) ] . (,!; t!> ','!) 

::m.11u 21'1.1·111 2u.m1 211. 1!11 15. Ul1 
2!; .m1 2~i-~l11 2!> .ml ?.!i. Ul1 lS 'IS 
,15 .• J1U 1'>.1111 15 -~m 15 .1111 UUI 

11 11 ll ll AM 

liB 1.115 ?!> 1 U1 !) 11 11 t.ml 5 ~j u. 'I!) 1. 1/.!i 11. '(!) 1'' , ) 1!> '(!) 

SB 1.115 15 :nm H111 n 1.1·111 !>11 n.?s 1.125 11. '/5 15 15 ?5 
1·.11 t .liS 6!> 12!> 'Ill ll t .1111 !) 11 11.?5 l. 12!) 11. '(!i 1'' , ) 45 ?5 
HB 1.05 25 211'1 ]5 0 1. 011 51'! 11.?5 1.125 0.?5 15 15 ?5 

2]5 4 15 2611 :HHi !i . l 
?85 Hl66 '}28 11112 fl 
4. '( 5.1 5.J 5 . 0 fl 
6.2 ?.] '(. 1 6.6 
ILJ IL 6 11.1 11.1 L? 
11.1 IL8 u.s 11. ~i /.(, 



Timings 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Detector Phase 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 
Minimum Split (s) 
Total Split (s) 
Total Split(%) 
Yellow Time (s) 
All-Red Time (s) 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time (s) 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode 

Cycle Length: 80 
Actuated Cycle Length: 80 

4 
10 
NA 

8 

8 

4.0 
35.0 
35.0 

43.8% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

'{' 
90 

Perm 

8 
8 

4.0 
35.0 
35.0 

43.8% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

, + 1' 
5 440 155 

pm+pt NA Perm 
5 2 
2 2 
5 2 2 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
13.0 30.0 30.0 
13.0 30.0 30.0 

16.3% 37.5% 37.5% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

Lead Lag Lag 

None C-Max C-Max 

Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 80 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

Future 2015 AM 

, 
135 

pm+pt 
1 
6 
1 

4.0 
13.0 
13.0 

16.3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Lead 

None 

tt. 
440 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
30.0 
32.0 

40.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 0 0 0 145 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (~erm~ 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 0 0 0 158 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 
Lane Grou~ Flow (v~h~ 0 0 0 0 
Turn Type Perm 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 8 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s~ 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 
Approach LOS A 

n 

4' 7' ~ 
10 90 5 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 1.00 
0.96 1.00 0.95 
1780 1583 1770 
0.96 1.00 0.47 
1780 1583 882 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

11 98 5 
0 82 0 

169 16 5 
NA Perm pm+pt 

8 5 
8 2 

13.0 13.0 48.6 
13.0 13.0 48.6 
0.16 0.16 0.61 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

289 257 549 
0.00 

0.09 0.01 0.01 
0.58 0.06 0.01 
31.0 28.3 6.2 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
3.0 0.1 0.0 

34.0 28.4 6.2 
c c A 

32.0 
c 

HCM Average Control Delay 11.5 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.44 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 80.0 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 49.2% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 AM 

t 
t 1' 

440 155 
1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
0.92 0.92 
478 168 

0 68 
478 100 
NA Perm 

2 
2 

47.4 47.4 
47.4 47.4 
0.59 0.59 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

1104 938 
c0.26 

0.06 
0.43 0.11 
8.9 7.1 

1.00 1.00 
1.2 0.2 

10.2 7.3 
B A 

9.4 
A 

B 

12.0 
A 

~ 
135 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.38 
703 
0.92 
147 

0 
147 

pm+pt 
1 
6 

59.0 
59.0 
0.74 
4.0 
3.0 

620 
c0.02 
0.15 
0.24 
4.0 

1.00 
0.2 
4.2 

A 

4/17/2012 

tt+ 
440 10 

1900 1900 
4.0 

0.95 
1.00 
1.00 

3527 
1.00 

3527 
0.92 0.92 
478 11 

1 0 
488 0 
NA 

6 

53.8 
53.8 
0.67 
4.0 
3.0 

2372 
0.14 

0.21 
5.0 

1.00 
0.2 
5.2 

A 
5.0 

A 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
8: Project Drivewa;t 'B' & Piikea Ave 

~ --+ "t .f 
...,__ 

' ovement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR 
Lane Configurations "i t , "i t , 
Volume (veh/h) 25 245 10 15 360 25 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 27 266 11 16 391 27 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 1125 161 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.86 
vC, conflicting volume 418 277 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 242 277 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 98 99 
eM capacity (vehfh) 1139 1286 

irection Lane # EB 1 EB2 EB3 WB 1 WB2 WB3 
Volume Total 27 266 11 16 391 27 
Volume Left 27 0 0 16 0 0 
Volume Right 0 0 11 0 0 27 
cSH 1139 1700 1700 1286 1700 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.02 0.16 0.01 0.01 0.23 0.02 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 2 0 0 1 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 8.2 0.0 0.0 7.8 0.0 0.0 
Lane LOS A A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.7 0.3 
Approach LOS 

ntersection Summa 
Average Delay 0.9 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 30.8% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 AM with mitigation 

~ t I" 
NBL NBT NBR 

* 5 0 10 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

5 0 11 

0.86 0.86 
750 772 266 

628 653 266 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
98 100 99 

328 320 772 

NB 1 SB 1 
16 11 
5 5 

11 5 
532 445 

0.03 0.02 
2 2 

12.0 13.3 
8 B 

12.0 13.3 
8 8 

A 

'. 
SBl 

5 

0.92 
5 

0.86 
755 

634 
7.1 

3.5 
98 

323 

4/23/201 2 

~ .I 
SBT SB 

* 0 5 
Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 5 

0.86 0.86 
755 391 

634 211 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 99 
329 713 
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Timings 
9: Project Driveway 'C' & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Detector Phase 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 
Minimum Split (s) 
Total Split (s) 
Total Split(%) 
Yellow Time (s) 
All-Red Time (s) 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time (s) 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode 

ntersection Summa 
Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 27 
Natural Cycle: 40 

EBL .. 
25 

Perm 

4 
4 

4.0 
20.0 
30.0 

60.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated 

EBT 
t 

230 
NA 

4 

4 

4.0 
20.0 
30.0 

60.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

EBR ., 
10 

Perm 

4 
4 

4.0 
20.0 
30.0 

60.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

Splits and Phases: 9: Project Driveway 'C' & Piikea Ave 

WBL .. 
45 

Perm 

8 
8 

4.0 
20.0 
30.0 

60.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

WBT 

+ 
380 
NA 

8 

8 

4.0 
20.0 
30.0 

60.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

WBR ., 
20 

Perm 

8 
8 

4.0 
20.0 
30.0 

60.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

NBL 

10 
Perm 

2 
2 

4.0 
20.0 
20.0 

40.0% 
3.5 
0.5 

Min 

t 
NBT 

4+ 
5 

NA 
2 

2 

4.0 
20.0 
20.0 

40.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Min 

SBL 

55 
Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
20.0 

40.0% 
3.5 
0.5 

Min 

SBT 

* 5 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
20.0 

40.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Min 

4/17/2012 

l·~t·: .. ----c==-1·~·: .. --------==-l 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
9: Project Driveway 'C' & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (~erm} 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Grou~ Flow (v~h} 
Tum Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s} 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 AM 

'I t 
25 230 

1900 1900 
2% 

4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 
1.00 1.00 
0.95 1.00 
1752 1844 
0.50 1.00 
921 1844 

0.92 0.92 
27 250 
0 0 

27 250 
Perm NA 

4 
4 

11.7 11 .7 
11.7 11.7 
0.44 0.44 

4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

404 808 
0.14 

0.03 
0.07 0.31 
4.3 4.9 

1.00 1.00 
0.1 0.2 
4.4 5.1 

A A 
5.0 
A 

7' 
10 

1900 

4.0 
1.00 
0.85 
1.00 
1567 
1.00 
1567 
0.92 

11 
6 
5 

Perm 

4 
11.7 
11.7 
0.44 
4.0 
3.0 

687 

0.00 
0.01 
4.2 

1.00 
0.0 
4.2 

A 

5.7 
0.39 
26.7 

43.6% 
15 

~ t 7' 
45 380 20 

1900 1900 1900 
0% 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 1.00 
1770 1863 1583 
0.60 1.00 1.00 
1125 1863 1583 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

49 413 22 
0 0 12 

49 413 10 
Perm NA Perm 

8 
8 8 

11 .7 11.7 11.7 
11 .7 11.7 11.7 
0.44 0.44 0.44 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

493 816 694 
c0.22 

0.04 0.01 
0.10 0.51 0.01 
4.4 5.4 4.2 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.1 0.5 0.0 
4.5 5.9 4.2 
A A A 

5.7 
A 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

10 
1900 

0.92 
11 
0 
0 

Perm 

2 

4t 
5 

1900 
0% 
4.0 

1.00 
0.92 
0.99 
1683 
0.92 
1565 
0.92 

5 
20 
23 

NA 
2 

7.0 
7.0 

0.26 
4.0 
3.0 
410 

0.01 
0.06 
7.4 

1.00 
0.1 
7.4 
A 

7.4 
A 

25 
1900 

0.92 
27 
0 
0 

A 

8.0 
A 

55 
1900 

0.92 
60 
0 
0 

Perm 

6 

4/17/2012 

4t 
5 10 

1900 1900 
0% 
4.0 

1.00 
0.98 
0.96 
1757 
0.75 
1367 
0.92 0.92 

5 11 
8 0 

68 0 
NA 

6 

7.0 
7.0 

0.26 
4.0 
3.0 

358 

c0.05 
0.19 
7.6 

1.00 
0.3 
7.9 
A 

7.9 
A 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
10: Project Driveway 'D' & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations t r' t 
Volume (veh/h) 0 295 10 0 390 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 321 11 0 424 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 191 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.96 
vC, conflicting volume 424 321 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 424 266 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 100 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 1135 1240 

Volume Total 11 5 
Volume Left 0 0 
Volume Right 11 5 
cSH 1700 738 
Volume to Capacity 0.01 0.01 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 1 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 9.9 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 9.9 
Approach LOS A 

Average Delay 

r' 
20 

0.92 
22 

11 
0 

11 
630 
0.02 

1 
10.8 

B 
10.8 

B 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 30.5% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 AM 

t 
., 

0 0 5 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

0 0 5 

0.96 0.96 0.96 
745 745 321 

710 710 266 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
100 100 99 
328 343 738 

A 

0 

0.92 
0 

0.96 
745 

710 
7.1 

3.5 
100 
331 

4/17/2012 

., 
0 10 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 11 

0.96 
745 424 

710 424 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 98 
343 630 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
11: Project Driveway 'E' & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations t f' + 
Volume (veh/h) 0 295 5 0 405 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 321 5 0 440 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 371 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 440 321 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 440 321 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 100 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 1120 1239 

Volume Total 321 5 440 11 5 
Volume Left 0 0 0 0 0 
Volume Right 0 5 0 11 5 
cSH 1700 1700 1700 1700 720 
Volume to Capacity 0.19 0.00 0.26 0.01 0.01 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 0 0 1 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 
Lane LOS B 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 10.0 
Approach LOS B 

Average Delay 0.1 

f' 
10 

0.92 
11 

5 
0 
5 

617 
0.01 

1 
10.9 

B 
10.9 

B 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 31.3% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 AM 

t 
'{' 

0 0 5 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

0 0 5 

761 761 321 

761 761 321 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
100 100 99 
319 335 720 

A 

0 

0.92 
0 

761 

761 
7.1 

3.5 
100 
320 

4/17/2012 

f' 
0 5 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 5 

761 440 

761 440 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 99 
335 617 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
12: Li loa St 

Lane Configurations '{' + t. 
Volume (veh/h) 0 5 0 235 245 
Sign Control Stop Free Free 
Grade 0% 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 5 0 255 266 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ftls) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 465 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 524 269 272 
vC 1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 524 269 272 
tC, single (s) 6.4 6.2 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 3.5 3.3 2.2 
pO queue free % 100 99 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 513 770 1292 

Volume Total 5 255 272 
Volume Left 0 0 0 
Volume Right 5 0 5 
cSH 770 1700 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.01 0.15 0.16 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 1 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 9.7 0.0 0.0 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.7 0.0 0.0 
Approach LOS A 

Average Delay 

5 

0.92 
5 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 23.2% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 AM 

A 

4/17/2012 

Synchro 8 Report 
Page 15 



ATA AUSTIN, TSUTSUMI & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

CtVIL ENG1NEEr19 • SUF~VE.YORS 

APPENDIX C 

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Future Year 2015 PM 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations , r' , tt tt 
Volume (vph) 470 460 420 1365 1405 
Turn Type NA Perm Prot NA NA 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 
Detector Phase 4 4 5 2 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 40.0 40.0 48.0 137.0 92.0 
Total Split(%) 22.2% 22.2% 26.7% 76.1% 51.1% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 180 
Actuated Cycle Length: 180 
Offset: 43 (24%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 1 00 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

& Piikea Ave 

Future 2015 PM 

r' 
590 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
92.0 

51.1% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 

Synchro 8 Report 
Page 1 



HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 PM 

1lj '(' 
470 460 

1900 1900 
0% 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.92 0.92 
511 500 

0 215 
51 1 285 
NA Perm 

4 
4 

36.0 36.0 
36.0 36.0 
0.20 0.20 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

354 317 
c0.29 

0.18 
1.44 0.90 
72.0 70.2 
1.00 1.00 

214.9 26.3 
286.9 96.5 

F F 
192.8 

F 

1lj 
420 

1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.95 
1770 
0.92 
457 

0 
457 
Prot 

5 

44.0 
44.0 
0.24 
4.0 
3.0 
433 

c0.26 

1.06 
68.0 
1.00 
58.6 

126.6 
F 

71.6 
1.05 

180.0 
98.1% 

15 

t 
++ ++ '(' 

1365 1405 590 
1900 1900 1900 

0% 2% 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

0.95 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
0.92 0.92 0.92 
1484 1527 641 

0 0 175 
1484 1527 466 

NA NA Perm 
2 6 

6 
136.0 88.0 88.0 
136.0 88.0 88.0 
0.76 0.49 0.49 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

2674 1713 766 
0.42 c0.44 

0.30 
0.55 0.89 0.61 
9.3 41.7 33.5 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.8 7.5 3.6 

10.1 49.2 37.0 
B D D 

37.5 45.6 
D D 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

E 

12.0 
F 

4/17/2012 
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Timings 
2: PVSC Main Driveway/Piilani Gardens Driveway & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 't tt. 't tt ., 
Volume (vph) 90 675 35 680 300 
Turn Type pm+pt NA pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 
Permitted Phases 4 8 8 
Detector Phase 7 4 3 8 8 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 9.0 21.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split(%) 18.0% 42.0% 16.0% 40.0% 40.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Recall Mode Max Max Max Max Max 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 50 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Pretimed 

Future 2015 PM 

t 
4' 

15 10 
Perm NA 

2 
2 
2 2 

4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 
21.0 21.0 

42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 

0.0 
4.0 

Max Max 

., 
30 280 

Perm Perm 

2 6 
2 6 

4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 
21.0 21.0 

42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max Max 

4' 
10 

NA 
6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 

4/17/2012 

., 
115 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
21.0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: PVSC Main Driveway/Piilani Gardens Driveway & Pi ikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 11 
Volume (vph) 90 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 
Frt 1.00 
Fit Protected 0.95 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.24 
Satd. Flow (perm) 438 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 98 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 98 
Turn Type pm+pt 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 PM 

7 
4 

22.0 
22.0 
0.44 
4.0 
326 

c0.03 
0.10 
0.30 
8.8 

1.00 
2.4 

11.1 
8 

tt. 
675 

1900 
4.0 

0.95 
0.99 
1.00 

3520 
1.00 

3520 
0.92 
734 

5 
756 
NA 

4 

17.0 
17.0 
0.34 

4.0 
1197 
c0.21 

0.63 
13.9 
1.00 
2.5 

16.4 
8 

15.8 
8 

25 
1900 

0.92 
27 
0 
0 

16.5 
0.57 
50.0 

56.5% 
15 

"' 
tt 1' 

35 680 300 
1900 1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
1.00 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 1.00 
1770 3539 1583 
0.26 1.00 1.00 
488 3539 1583 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
38 739 326 
0 0 222 

38 739 104 
pm+pt NA Perm 

3 8 
8 8 

20.0 16.0 16.0 
20.0 16.0 16.0 
0.40 0.32 0.32 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
298 1132 507 

0.01 0.21 
0.04 0.07 
0.13 0.65 0.21 

9.4 14.6 12.4 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.9 2.9 0.9 

10.3 17.5 13.3 
8 8 8 

16.0 
8 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

15 
1900 

0.92 
16 
0 
0 

Perm 

2 

t 
4 1' 
10 30 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.97 1.00 
1809 1583 
0.82 1.00 
1524 1583 
0.92 0.92 

11 33 
0 22 

27 11 
NA Perm 

2 
2 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 

518 538 

0.02 0.01 
0.05 0.02 
11.1 11.0 
1.00 1.00 
0.2 0.1 

11.3 11.0 
8 8 

11.1 
8 

8 

8.0 
8 

280 
1900 

0.92 
304 

0 
0 

Perm 

6 

4/17/2012 

4 1' 
10 115 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1777 1583 
0.71 1.00 
1330 1583 
0.92 0.92 

11 125 
0 83 

315 43 
NA Perm 

6 
6 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 
4.0 4.0 
452 538 

c0.24 0.03 
0.70 0.08 
14.3 11.2 
1.00 1.00 
8.6 0.3 

22.9 11.5 
c 8 

19.6 
8 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
3: Li loa SULiloa & Driveway 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (fUs) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC 1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 
tC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 

" 5 

0.92 
5 

840 

840 
7.1 

3.5 
98 

222 

5 
5 
0 

222 
0.02 

2 
21 .7 

c 
16.3 

c 

~ 
5 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 
5 

812 

812 
6.5 

4.0 
98 

287 

11 
0 
5 

426 
0.03 

2 
13.7 

B 

4' 
5 70 5 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
5 76 5 

209 696 758 

209 696 758 
6.2 7.1 6.5 

3.3 3.5 4.0 
99 77 98 

831 326 308 

82 114 413 
76 0 5 
0 114 179 

325 723 1322 
0.25 0.16 0.00 

24 14 0 
19.7 10.9 0.1 

c B A 
14.6 0.1 

B 

4.1 

., 
105 

0.92 
114 

318 

318 
6.2 

3.3 
84 

723 

92 
92 
0 

1151 
0.08 

7 
8.4 

A 
2.3 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

54.6% ICU Level of Service 
15 

Future 2015 PM 

t 
.t. 

5 210 165 
Free 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

5 228 179 

None 

245 

245 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1322 

245 
0 

71 
1700 
0.14 

0 
0.0 

A 

"i 
85 

0.92 
92 

408 

408 
4.1 

2.2 
92 

1151 

4/17/2012 

1t 
160 65 

Free 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
174 71 

None 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
4: Pi ikea Ave 

Lane Configurations tt ttt 
Volume (veh/h) 0 785 805 15 0 
Sign Control Free Free Yield 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 853 875 16 0 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 290 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.82 0.82 
vC, conflicting volume 875 1310 
vC1, stage 1 confvol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 424 951 
tC, single (s) 4.1 6.8 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 3.5 
pO queue free % 100 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 934 213 

Volume Total 427 427 583 308 54 
Volume Left 0 0 0 0 0 
Volume Right 0 0 0 16 54 
cSH 1700 1700 1700 1700 894 
Volume to Capacity 0.25 0.25 0.34 0.18 0.06 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 0 0 5 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.3 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 9.3 
Approach LOS A 

Average Delay 

r' 
50 

0.92 
54 

0.82 
446 

0 
6.9 

3.3 
94 

894 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

0.3 
32.7% 

15 
ICU Level of Service 

Future 2015 PM 

A 

4/17/2012 
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RODEl Roundabout Analysis 
5: liloa St & Piikea Avenue Future Year 2015 PM 

-I. ~Hl ·l.~m 1.~m -1.ml 'm 
·HI. ~H1 1U.mt 1(1. mi 1~Lmj 1~ 

-I . h~) :I,f.:' J • (,~) J.6S I ~) '/~; 

?o11.lnt %u.~m %U.ml %11. lUI L~, .m1 
2!i.ml 2:' _~m ?!> • 10m 2!). {HI I !) 7!; 
·Pi .• JlI1 ·1~; . I-Ui 1!i.I-Hl -1!; .m" unl 

" " " " I'M 

\J11 L .W, '/U ?~m ')~; " l.ml ~,u U. 'I!, L. 12'; u. 'I!; 1 ' ... '1!, '1~, 
~m L .Wi All r;Wi "" Il I.ml so H. 'J" t.125 n.7!; IS 1!> 'I'> 
I,ll t .W. 'J!; H'~ ~, !,H " I.m! !,~1 U. 'I!) [ . I? ~, ~ I . 'I!, I!, 1!, '?!. 

"" t .U!, 1!; (,f,!; 'I', Il l.ml !,11 U. '/!i l. 12!. U. 'IS L !i -1!i '/" 

]f,!; Hf,!; ?]U HW; 2'/. t 
'1]1 'J(, 1 (, ') 'I tW,!; C 
'L 'J !"L!; 'J _!, I!, • -I " 1 '1 • ') HH.H tn .f, 2! •. :I 
loU L? .!; IL!i :I _ (, 1'1.1 
1.1 2S. (I ~1_ (, !;.2 2!i(, 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
6: Azeka Mauka /Azeka Mauka & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations ~ ~ 
Volume (veh/h) 5 510 10 85 665 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 5 554 11 92 723 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 529 757 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.61 0.98 
vC, conflicting volume 728 565 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 241 549 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 99 91 
eM capacity (veh/h) 813 1003 

Volume Total 571 125 11 
Volume Left 5 27 5 
Volume Right 11 98 0 
cSH 813 203 55 
Volume to Capacity 0.01 0.62 0.20 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 1 88 17 
Control Delay (s) 0.2 47.5 86.3 
Lane LOS A E F 
Approach Delay (s) 0.2 47.5 86.3 
Approach LOS E F 

Average Delay 5.8 

5 

0.92 
5 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 85.0% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 PM 

~ 
25 0 90 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
27 0 98 

0.62 0.62 0.98 
1484 1484 560 

1410 1410 543 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
57 100 82 
63 78 530 

E 

5 

0.92 
5 

0.62 
1579 

1563 
7.1 

3.5 
87 
43 

4/17/2012 

~ 
5 0 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
5 0 

0.62 0.61 
1486 726 

1415 236 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
93 100 
77 492 
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Timings 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Detector Phase 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 
Minimum Split (s) 
Total Split (s) 
Total Split(%) 
Yellow Time (s) 
All-Red Time (s) 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time (s) 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode 

Cycle Length: 80 
Actuated Cycle Length: 80 

4 ., 
40 275 
NA Perm 

8 
8 

8 8 

4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 
26.0 26.0 

32.5% 32.5% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

None 

t 
'I + 'f' 

15 610 325 
pm+pt NA Perm 

5 2 
2 2 
5 2 2 

2.0 4.0 4.0 
8.0 20.0 20.0 
8.0 36.0 36.0 

10.0% 45.0% 45.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

Lead Lag Lag 

Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 60 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

Future 2015 PM 

'I 
195 

pm+pt 
1 
6 
1 

4.0 
8.0 

18.0 
22.5% 

3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Lead 

tt. 
655 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
32.0 

40.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

,J -+ ~ .f +- '-
"" ovement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL 

Lane Configurations 4" , 'I 
Volume (vph) 0 0 0 380 40 275 15 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 1.00 0.85 1.00 
Fit Protected 0.96 1.00 0.95 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1782 1583 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.96 1.00 0.37 
Satd. Flow {~erm! 1782 1583 687 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 0 0 0 413 43 299 16 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 0 218 0 
Lane Grou~ Flow {v~h! 0 0 0 0 456 81 16 
Turn Type Perm NA Perm pm+pt 
Protected Phases 8 5 
Permitted Phases 8 8 2 
Actuated Green, G (s) 21.8 21.8 36.7 
Effective Green, g (s) 21.8 21.8 36.7 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.27 0.27 0.46 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Vehicle Extension {s! 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 486 431 326 
v/s Ratio Prot 0.00 
v/s Ratio Perm 0.26 0.05 0.02 
v/c Ratio 0.94 0.19 0.05 
Uniform Delay, d1 28.4 22.3 11.8 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 25.9 0.2 0.1 
Delay (s) 54.3 22.5 11.9 
Level of Service D c B 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 41.7 
Approach LOS A D 

Intersection SUmma!l 
HCM Average Control Delay 23.6 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.81 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 80.0 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 76.1% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 PM 

t ~ 
IIJB NBR 

t 'f' 
610 325 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
0.92 0.92 
663 353 

0 195 
663 158 
NA Perm 

2 
2 

35.9 35.9 
35.9 35.9 
0.45 0.45 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 
836 710 

c0.36 
0.10 

0.79 0.22 
18.9 13.5 
1.00 1.00 
7.6 0.7 

26.5 14.2 
c B 

22.1 
c 

c 

12.0 
D 

'-. 
SBL 

"i 
195 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.15 
273 
0.92 
212 

0 
212 

pm+pt 
1 
6 

50.2 
50.2 
0.63 
4.0 
3.0 
364 

c0.07 
0.29 
0.58 
12.0 
1.00 
2.4 

14.4 
B 

4/17/2012 

~ .; 
SBT SBB 
tt. 
655 30 

1900 1900 
4.0 

0.95 
0.99 
1.00 
3516 
1.00 
3516 
0.92 0.92 
712 33 

4 0 
741 0 
NA 

6 

45.4 
45.4 
0.57 
4.0 
3.0 

1995 
0.21 

0.37 
9.5 

1.00 
0.5 

10.0 
B 

11.0 
B 

Synchro 8 Report 
Page 9 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
8: Project Drivewa~ 'B' & Piikea Ave 

~ __... 

" .f 
,.__ '-

ovement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR 
Lane Configurations 'i t , 

" + , 
Volume (veh/h) 40 540 20 45 850 40 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 43 587 22 49 924 43 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft!s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 1125 161 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.53 
vC, conflicting volume 967 609 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 504 609 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 92 95 
eM capacity (veh/h) 567 970 

'rection Lane# EB 1 EB2 EB 3 WB1 WB2 WB3 
Volume Total 43 587 22 49 924 43 
Volume Left 43 0 0 49 0 0 
Volume Right 0 0 22 0 0 43 
cSH 567 1700 1700 970 1700 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.08 0.35 0.01 0.05 0.54 0.03 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 6 0 0 4 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 11.9 0.0 0.0 8.9 0.0 0.0 
Lane LOS B A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.8 0.4 
Approach LOS 

ntersection Summa 
Average Delay 2.2 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 54.7% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 PM with mitigation 

~ t !" 
NBL NBT NBR 

4+ 
5 0 30 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
5 0 33 

0.53 0.53 
1701 1739 587 

1876 1947 587 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
79 100 94 
26 30 510 

NB 1 SB 1 
38 11 
5 5 

33 5 
140 43 

0.27 0.25 
26 21 

40.2 115.9 
E F 

40.2 115.9 
E F 

A 

'. 
SBL 

5 

0.92 
5 

0.53 
1728 

1927 
7.1 

3.5 
76 
23 

4/23/2012 

+ ./ 
SBT SB 

4+ 
0 5 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 5 

0.53 0.53 
1717 924 

1906 423 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 98 
32 337 
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Timings 
9: 'C' Street & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph} 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Detector Phase 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s} 
Minimum Split (s} 
Total Split (s} 
Total Split(%} 
Yellow Time (s} 
All-Red Time (s} 
Lost Time Adjust (s} 
Total Lost Time (s} 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 46.2 
Natural Cycle: 60 

, 
40 

Perm 

4 
4 

4.0 
20.0 
30.0 

60.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated 

t 
505 
NA 

4 

4 

4.0 
20.0 
30.0 

60.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

and Phases: 9: 'C' Street & Piikea Ave 

Future 2015 PM 

'{' 
35 

Perm 

4 
4 

4.0 
20.0 
30.0 

60.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

, t 7' 
120 840 30 55 

Perm NA Perm Perm 
8 

8 8 2 
8 8 8 2 

4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
30.0 30.0 30.0 20.0 

60.0% 60.0% 60.0% 40.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

None None None Min 

4t 
5 190 

NA Perm 
2 

6 
2 6 

4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 
20.0 20.0 

40.0% 40.0% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Min Min 

~ 
0 

NA 
6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
20.0 

40.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Min 

4117/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
9: 'C' Street & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations , t , .., t , 
Volume (vph) 40 505 35 120 840 30 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Grade(%) 2% 0% 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 
Fit Protected 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1752 1844 1567 1770 1863 1583 
Fit Permitted 0.16 1.00 1.00 0.36 1.00 1.00 
Satd. Flow (~erm) 295 1844 1567 675 1863 1583 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 43 549 38 130 913 33 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 14 0 0 7 
Lane Grou~ Flow (v~h) 43 549 24 130 913 26 
Turn Type Perm NA Perm Perm NA Perm 
Protected Phases 4 8 
Permitted Phases 4 4 8 8 
Actuated Green, G (s) 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 
Effective Green, g (s) 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.54 0.54 0.54 0.54 0.54 0.54 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 160 1000 850 366 1010 858 
v/s Ratio Prot 0.30 c0.49 
v/s Ratio Perm 0.15 0.02 0.19 0.02 
v/c Ratio 0.27 0.55 O.Q3 0.36 0.90 O.Q3 
Uniform Delay, d1 5.7 6.9 4.9 6.0 9.5 4.9 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 0.9 0.6 0.0 0.6 11.2 0.0 
Delay (s) 6.6 7.5 4.9 6.6 20.7 4.9 
Level of Service A A A A c A 
Approach Delay (s) 7.3 18.5 
Approach LOS A B 

HCM Average Control Delay 14.9 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.83 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 46.1 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 77.8% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 PM 

t 

* 55 5 115 
1900 1900 1900 

0% 
4.0 

1.00 
0.91 
0.98 
1671 
0.87 
1470 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
60 5 125 
0 89 0 
0 101 0 

Perm NA 
2 

2 
13.1 
13.1 
0.28 
4.0 
3.0 

418 

0.07 
0.24 
12.7 
1.00 
0.3 

13.0 
B 

13.0 
B 

B 

8.0 
D 

190 
1900 

0.92 
207 

0 
0 

Perm 

6 

4/17/2012 

* 0 50 
1900 1900 

0% 
4.0 

1.00 
0.97 
0.96 
1742 
0.68 
1235 
0.92 0.92 

0 54 
20 0 

241 0 
NA 

6 

13.1 
13.1 
0.28 
4.0 
3.0 

351 

c0.20 
0.69 
14.7 
1.00 
5.5 

20.2 
c 

20.2 
c 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
10: 'D' Street & Piikea Ave 4/17/2012 

t 
I:•. ~· _ - · ~-...... _ .. ·~_r:' .,.J'J.l._ "'·~-~t·.-•~, = .. 1 ·. . ··~·. -~~-h .. • 1 ...... :. 

Lane Configurations t '{' t '{' '{' '{' 
Volume (veh/h) 0 780 20 0 850 30 0 0 20 0 0 20 
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop 
Grade 2% 0% 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 848 22 0 924 33 0 0 22 0 0 22 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh} 
Upstream signal (ft) 191 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 
vC, conflicting volume 924 848 1772 1772 848 1772 1772 924 
vC1 , stage 1 confvol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 924 685 1839 1839 685 1839 1839 924 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3 
pO queue free % 100 100 100 100 94 100 100 93 
eM capacity (veh/h) 739 727 43 60 359 44 60 327 

r I • r ' I ~ ~ : c i I ~ ' " ! .. I 

Volume Total 848 22 924 33 22 22 
Volume Left 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Volume Right 0 22 0 33 22 22 
cSH 1700 1700 1700 1700 359 327 
Volume to Capacity 0.50 0.01 0.54 0.02 0.06 0.07 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 0 0 5 5 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.7 16.8 
Lane LOS c c 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 15.7 16.8 
Approach LOS c c 
j ~ i I 11 ' • • I I ._ • ' .. 1 • - .,.. • - .__ -. _ • ' "' : • ... _ ; 

Average Delay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

Future 2015 PM 

0.4 
54.7% 

15 
ICU Level of Service A 

Synchro 8 Report 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
11: 'E' Street/'E' Street & Piikea Ave 

~ _. .. .. ...... ' 
Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 0 795 10 0 875 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 864 11 0 951 22 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (fVs) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 371 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.81 
vC, conflicting volume 951 864 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 951 712 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 100 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 722 716 

Volume Total 864 11 951 22 11 16 
Volume Left 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Volume Right 0 11 0 22 11 16 
cSH 1700 1700 1700 1700 349 315 
Volume to Capacity 0.51 0.01 0.56 0.01 0.03 0.05 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 0 0 2 4 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.6 17.1 
Lane LOS c c 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 15.6 17.1 
Approach LOS c c 
n 

Average Delay 0.2 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 56.1% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 PM 

~ t ~ 

0 0 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

0 0 11 

0.81 0.81 0.81 
1815 1815 864 

1891 1891 712 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
100 100 97 

41 57 349 

8 

'. 

0 

0.92 
0 

0.81 
1815 

1891 
7.1 

3.5 
100 
42 

4/17/2012 

~ ~ 

0 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 

0 16 

0.81 
1815 951 

1891 951 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 95 
57 315 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
12: Liloa St 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 
Sign Control 
Grade 
Peak Hour Factor 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vC 1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 
tC, single (s) 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 
pO queue free % 
eM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 
Volume Left 
Volume Right 
cSH 
Volume to Capacity 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Control Delay (s) 
Lane LOS 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

Average Delay 

0 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 

0 

622 

622 
6.4 

3.5 
100 
450 

11 
0 

11 
814 

0.01 
1 

9.5 
A 

9.5 
A 

7' + t. 
10 0 365 205 

Free Free 
2% 0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
11 0 397 223 

None None 

465 

226 228 

226 228 
6.2 4.1 

3.3 2.2 
99 100 

814 1340 

397 228 
0 0 
0 5 

1700 1700 
0.23 0.13 

0 0 
0.0 0.0 

0.0 0.0 

0.2 

5 

0.92 
5 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

22.5% ICU Level of Service 
15 

Future 2015 PM 

A 

4117/2012 
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ATi _AU_STI_N. ~~U-TSU_MI !¥ ASSOCIATES, INC. 

'' !'\ CIVIL ENGINEEnS * SUF-lVEYO~S 

APPENDIX C 
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Future Year 2015 Saturday Mid-day 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Detector Phase 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 
Minimum Split (s) 
Total Split (s) 
Total Split(%) 
Yellow Time (s) 
All-Red Time (s) 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time (s) 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode 

Cycle Length: 180 
Actuated Cycle Length: 180 

.., 
560 
NA 

4 

4 

4.0 
20.0 
59.0 

32.8% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

., 
395 

Perm 

4 
4 

4.0 
20.0 
59.0 

32.8% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

None 

.., t+ tt 
385 1320 1250 
Prot NA NA 

5 2 6 

5 2 6 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
8.0 20.0 20.0 

43.0 121.0 78.0 
23.9% 67.2% 43.3% 

3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

Lead Lag 
Yes Yes 

None C-Max C-Max 

Offset: 43 (24%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 90 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

and Phases: 1: Piilani H & Piikea Ave 

4/17/2012 

., 
525 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
78.0 

43.3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

Future 2015 Sat MD Synchro 8 Report 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

, t' 
560 395 

1900 1900 
0% 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.95 1.00 
1770 1583 
0.92 0.92 
609 429 

0 155 
609 274 
NA Perm 

4 
4 

55.0 55.0 
55.0 55.0 
0.31 0.31 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

541 484 
c0.34 

0.17 
1.13 0.57 
62.5 52.5 
1.00 1.00 
78.1 1.5 

140.6 54.0 
F D 

104.8 
F 

, 
385 

1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.95 
1770 
0.92 
418 

0 
418 
Prot 

5 

39.0 
39.0 
0.22 
4.0 
3.0 

384 
c0.24 

1.09 
70.5 
1.00 
71.8 

142.3 
F 

64.5 
1.04 

180.0 
96.9% 

15 

t 
++ ++ t' 

1320 1250 525 
1900 1900 1900 

0% 2% 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

0.95 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
0.92 0.92 0.92 
1435 1359 571 

0 0 175 
1435 1359 396 

NA NA Perm 
2 6 

6 
117.0 74.0 74.0 
117.0 74.0 74.0 
0.65 0.41 0.41 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

2300 1441 644 
0.41 c0.39 

0.25 
0.62 0.94 0.61 
18.5 51.0 41.8 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

1.3 13.5 4.3 
19.8 64.5 46.1 

8 E D 
47.5 59.1 

D E 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost lime (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

E 

12.0 
F 

4/17/2012 
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Timings 
2: PVSC Main Driveway/Piilani Gardens Driveway & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations , +t. , ++ ., 
Volume (vph) 90 680 10 675 230 
Turn Type pm+pt NA pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 
Permitted Phases 4 8 8 
Detector Phase 7 4 3 8 8 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 9.0 21.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split(%) 18.0% 42.0% 16.0% 40.0% 40.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Recall Mode Max Max Max Max Max 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 50 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Pretimed 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

4 
10 10 

Perm NA 
2 

2 
2 2 

4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 
21 .0 21 .0 

42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 

0.0 
4.0 

Max Max 

'f' 
20 240 

Perm Perm 

2 6 
2 6 

4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 
21 .0 21 .0 

42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max Max 

4' 
15 

NA 
6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
21 .0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 

4/17/2012 

r' 
105 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
21 .0 

42.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Max 
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Page 3 



HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: PVSC Main Driveway/Pii lani Gardens Driveway & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 90 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 
Frt 1.00 
Fit Protected 0.95 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.24 
Satd. Flow (perm) 438 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 98 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 98 
Turn Type pm+pt 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

7 
4 

22.0 
22.0 
0.44 
4.0 
326 

c0.03 
0.10 
0.30 
8.8 

1.00 
2.4 

11.1 
B 

680 
1900 

4.0 
0.95 
1.00 
1.00 
3528 
1.00 
3528 
0.92 
739 

3 
752 
NA 

4 

17.0 
17.0 
0.34 
4.0 

1200 
c0.21 

0.63 
13.8 
1.00 
2.5 

16.3 
B 

15.7 
B 

15 
1900 

0.92 
16 
0 
0 

16.1 
0.53 
50.0 

54.4% 
15 

10 675 230 
1900 1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
1.00 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 1.00 
1770 3539 1583 
0.27 1.00 1.00 
495 3539 1583 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
11 734 250 
0 0 170 

11 734 80 
pm+pt NA Perm 

3 8 
8 8 

20.0 16.0 16.0 
20.0 16.0 16.0 
0.40 0.32 0.32 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

300 1132 507 
0.00 0.21 
0.01 0.05 
0.04 0.65 0.16 

9.2 14.6 12.2 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.2 2.9 0.7 
9.5 17.5 12.8 

A B B 
16.2 

B 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

10 
1900 

0.92 
11 
0 
0 

Perm 

2 

4 
10 20 240 

1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.98 1.00 
1817 1583 
0.86 1.00 
1606 1583 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

11 22 261 
0 15 0 

22 7 0 
NA Perm Perm 

2 
2 6 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 

4.0 4.0 
546 538 

0.01 0.00 
0.04 0.01 
11.0 10.9 
1.00 1.00 
0.1 0.0 

11 .2 11.0 
B B 

11.1 
B 

B 

8.0 
A 

4/17/2012 

4 
15 105 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
0.96 1.00 
1779 1583 
0.72 1.00 
1346 1583 
0.92 0.92 

16 114 
0 75 

277 39 
NA Perm 

6 
6 

17.0 17.0 
17.0 17.0 
0.34 0.34 

4.0 4.0 
458 538 

c0.21 0.02 
0.60 0.07 
13.7 11.2 
1.00 1.00 
5.8 0.3 

19.5 11.4 
B B 

17.2 
B 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
3: Liloa St/Liloa & Driveway 

Lane Configurations 'i t. 4' 
Volume (veh/h) 5 5 5 35 5 
Sign Control Stop Stop 
Grade 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 5 5 5 38 5 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (fUs) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 457 459 177 367 451 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 457 459 177 367 451 
tC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 
pO queue free % 99 99 99 93 99 
eM capacity (veh/h) 472 485 866 568 490 

Volume Total 5 11 43 49 212 
Volume Left 5 0 38 0 5 
Volume Right 0 5 0 49 109 
cSH 472 622 557 894 1346 
Volume to Capacity 0.01 0.02 0.08 0.05 0.00 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 1 1 6 4 0 
Control Delay (s) 12.7 10.9 12.0 9.3 0.2 
Lane LOS 8 8 8 A A 
Approach Delay (s) 11 .5 10.6 0.2 
Approach LOS 8 8 

Average Delay 

7' 
45 

0.92 
49 

152 

152 
6.2 

3.3 
95 

894 

33 
33 
0 

1365 
0.02 

2 
7.7 

A 
1.0 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

2.5 
33.5% 

15 
ICU Level of Service 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

t 
~ 

5 90 100 
Free 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

5 98 109 

None 

223 

223 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1346 

223 
0 

92 
1700 
0.13 

0 
0.0 

A 

'i 
30 

0.92 
33 

207 

207 
4.1 

2.2 
98 

1365 

4/17/2012 

t. 
120 85 

Free 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
130 92 

None 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
4: Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations tt tit 
Volume (veh/h) 0 780 790 15 0 
Sign Control Free Free Yield 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 848 859 16 0 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 290 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.83 0.83 
vC, conflicting volume 859 1291 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 409 932 
tC, single (s) 4.1 6.8 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 3.5 
pO queue free % 100 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 947 219 

Volume Total 424 424 572 303 54 
Volume Left 0 0 0 0 0 
Volume Right 0 0 0 16 54 
cSH 1700 1700 1700 1700 896 
Volume to Capacity 0.25 0.25 0.34 0.18 0.06 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 0 0 5 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.3 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 9.3 
Approach LOS A 

mm 
Average Delay 0.3 

'(' 
50 

0.92 
54 

0.83 
438 

0 
6.9 

3.3 
94 

896 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 32.3% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

A 

4/17/2012 
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RODEL Roundabout Analysis 
5: Liloa St & Piikea Avenue Future Year 2015 Sat MD 

·t.mt ·1.~H1 ·t.ml <t.m1 'HI 
·Ht.ml ·HLlHt <tu.mt ·W.mt 15 

:1 . (, •, :1.65 J . 6 •; ]. (,!; 15 '?') 
:w.~m ?.~1. mt ?.~1-~Hi ?.~t. mt 1!1 .m1 
?.',. ~H1 ?.! •. mt ?.!, - ~m ?.!, . ~u 1 !. '/!, 
·1'· .• JH1 ·15- uu ·15 - uu ·15 . ~HI UEII 

u u u ~~ 01' 

\Ill 1. HI ·tu 'JU JU u 1 . m1 'dl 1.m1 1. ~mu LUU 1'-. ) 4') 'I'> 
~;II I . 111 ]!, (,H!} (,') 11 1 . m1 !, 11 1. m1 1 . ~H1U 1.110 15 1'-, ) '15 
1·.11 1 . 1 ~~ !i [1 55 !)5 11 1. ~IH 'iU 1.m1 1. mm 1. ~HI 15 1'-. ) '15 
Hll 1. HI ?.U fiH5 ?H H 1 .IIH •;u I. .IIH t .1-HiU 1 . ~HI 15 4!) '/5 

160 ?85 u.t-t '/'/!. t:l.] 
6 H ~~ UH~i (,'}(, l 1-1/. ·1 II 
6.9 15.1 6.'1 1 ·1. I B 
6.9 15.1 6.'1 l ·1. I 
n.J J.J U.:J :J • 1 (,-? 
U.:J :JA H.:J I . 1 1U1 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
6: Azeka Mauka /Azeka Mauka & Piikea Ave 

~ ..... .. .,. .... ' 
Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 5 5 60 0 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 5 549 5 65 543 0 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 529 757 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.87 
vC, conflicting volume 543 554 
vC1, stage 1 conf val 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked val 406 554 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 99 94 
eM capacity (veh/h) 1008 1016 

iJctlon 
Volume Total 71 5 
Volume Left 16 5 
Volume Right 54 0 
cSH 317 109 
Volume to Capacity 0.22 0.05 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 21 4 
Control Delay (s) 19.6 39.6 
Lane LOS c E 
Approach Delay (s) 19.6 39.6 
Approach LOS c E 

Average Delay 2.2 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 70.4% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

"\ t ~ 

15 50 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

16 0 54 

0.87 0.87 
1236 1236 552 

1199 1199 552 . 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
88 100 90 

134 151 534 

c 

'.. 

5 

0.92 
5 

0.87 
1291 

1261 
7.1 

3.5 
95 

109 

4/17/2012 

~ ~ 

0 
Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 0 

0.87 0.87 
1239 543 

1202 406 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 100 
150 564 
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Timings 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 4/17/2012 

t 
b \ . ' I •• r ~ r, ', ... 1 • ' ; 1: t I ', r I ' I I I, . ·. I r . ~ 

Lane Configurations 4 '{' 'I + '{' 
Volume (vph) 50 155 25 610 395 
Turn Type NA Perm pm+pt NA Perm 
Protected Phases 8 5 2 
Permitted Phases 8 2 2 
Detector Phase 8 8 5 2 2 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 35.0 35.0 13.0 30.0 30.0 
Total Split (s) 35.0 35.0 13.0 30.0 30.0 
Total Split(%) 43.8% 43.8% 16.3% 37.5% 37.5% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 80 
Actuated Cycle Length: 80 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBTL and 6:SBTL, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 80 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

and Phases: 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

'I 
135 

pm+pt 
1 
6 
1 

4.0 
13.0 
13.0 

16.3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Lead 

None 

+t. 
540 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
30.0 
32.0 

40.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 

C-Max 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: S. Kihei Rd & Piikea Ave 

~ __. • .f +- ' ~ 

Lane Configurations 4' ., .., 
Volume (vph) 0 0 0 350 50 155 25 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 1.00 0.85 1.00 
Fit Protected 0.96 1.00 0.95 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1785 1583 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.96 1.00 0.41 
Satd. Flow {~erm} 1785 1583 773 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 0 0 0 380 54 168 27 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 0 116 0 
Lane Grou~ Flow {v~h} 0 0 0 0 434 53 27 
Turn Type Perm NA Perm pm+pt 
Protected Phases 8 5 
Permitted Phases 8 8 2 
Actuated Green, G (s) 25.0 25.0 37.5 
Effective Green, g (s) 25.0 25.0 37.5 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.31 0.31 0.47 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Vehicle Extension {s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 558 495 396 
v/s Ratio Prot 0.00 
v/s Ratio Perm 0.24 0.03 0.03 
v/c Ratio 0.78 0.11 O.D7 
Uniform Delay, d1 25.0 19.6 11.5 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 6.7 0.1 0.1 
Delay (s) 31 .7 19.6 11.5 
Level of Service c 8 8 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 28.4 
Approach LOS A c 
n umm 

HCM Average Control Delay 21 .3 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.77 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 80.0 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 71.6% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

t ~ 

t ., 
610 395 

1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
1.00 1.00 

1863 1583 
0.92 0.92 
663 429 

0 242 
663 187 
NA Perm 

2 
2 

34.8 34.8 
34.8 34.8 
0.43 0.43 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 

810 689 
c0.36 

0.12 
0.82 0.27 
19.8 14.5 
1.00 1.00 
9.0 1.0 

28.9 15.4 
c 8 

23.3 
c 

c 

12.0 
c 

'. 

'I 
135 

1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.13 
247 
0.92 
147 

0 
147 

pm+pt 
1 
6 

47.0 
47.0 
0.59 

4.0 
3.0 

301 
c0.05 
0.24 
0.49 
12.8 
1.00 
1.2 

14.0 
8 

4/17/2012 

~ ~ 

540 35 
1900 1900 

4.0 
0.95 
0.99 
1.00 

3507 
1.00 

3507 
0.92 0.92 
587 38 

4 0 
621 0 
NA 

6 

40.3 
40.3 
0.50 
4.0 
3.0 

1767 
0.18 

0.35 
12.0 
1.00 
0.6 

12.5 
8 

12.8 
8 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
8: Project Drivewa:t 'B' & Piikea Ave 

~ -+ " .f -4-- ' ovement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR 
Lane Configurations 'i t 'f' 'i .,. 'f' 
Volume (veh/h) 55 475 30 65 680 55 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 60 516 33 71 739 60 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 1125 161 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.67 
vC, conflicting volume 799 549 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 455 549 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 92 93 
eM capacity (veh/h) 742 1021 

irection, Lane# EB 1 EB2 EB3 WB1 WB2 WB3 
Volume Total 60 516 33 71 739 60 
Volume Left 60 0 0 71 0 0 
Volume Right 0 0 33 0 0 60 
cSH 742 1700 1700 1021 1700 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.08 0.30 0.02 0.07 0.43 0.04 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 7 0 0 6 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 10.3 0.0 0.0 8.8 0.0 0.0 
Lane LOS B A 
Approach Delay (s) 1.0 0.7 
Approach LOS 

ntersection Summa 
Average Delay 2.8 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 53.5% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 Sat MD with mitigation 

"" 
t ~ 

NBL NBT NBR 

4t 
15 0 45 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
16 0 49 

0.67 0.67 
1527 1576 516 

1540 1613 516 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
70 100 91 
55 60 559 

NB 1 SB 1 
65 16 
16 5 
49 11 

169 116 
0.39 0.14 

42 12 
39.0 40.9 

E E 
39.0 40.9 

E E 

A 

4/23/2012 

\. + "" SB[ SBT SB 

5 

0.92 
5 

0.67 
1565 

1597 
7.1 

3.5 
88 
47 

• 0 10 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 

0 11 

0.67 0.67 
1549 739 

1573 366 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 98 
63 456 
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Timings 
9: 'C' Street & Piikea Ave 

~ ....... .,. .f 
EBL EBT EBR WBL 

Lane Configurations ~ t ., 
~ 

Volume (vph) 55 430 45 170 
Turn Type Perm NA Perm Perm 
Protected Phases 4 
Permitted Phases 4 4 8 
Detector Phase 4 4 4 8 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 
Total Split(%) 60.0% 60.0% 60.0% 60.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode None None None None 

ntersection Sum 
Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 44.3 
Natural Cycle: 50 
Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated 

!Spt :d Phases 9: 'C' Street & Piikea Ave 

1=: ~ 06 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

+- ' ~ 
WBT WBR NBL 
+ ., 

685 40 65 
NA Perm Perm 

8 
8 2 

8 8 2 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 20.0 
30.0 30.0 20.0 

60.0% 60.0% 40.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 
0.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

None None Min 

t \.. 
NBT SBL 
~ 

5 215 
NA Perm 

2 
6 

2 6 

4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 
20.0 20.0 

40.0% 40.0% 
3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Min Min 

~ 
SBT 
~ 

0 
NA 

6 

6 

4.0 
20.0 
20.0 

40.0% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 

Min 

4/17/2012 

l 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
9: 'C' Street & Piikea Ave 4/17/2012 

t 
~,. ' I 4- , . I •;--_:~~. ,~r • ... "' .. r, - ' ·~I' ·'.r ·'· ' •• •• ~-.t ~· ,i' ::;·~ 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Said. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow {eerm} 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane Groue Flow {veh) 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension {s) 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

'I 
55 

1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1752 
0.18 
341 
0.92 

60 
0 

60 
Perm 

4 
22.2 
22.2 
0.50 
4.0 
3.0 
172 

0.18 
0.35 

6.6 
1.00 

1.2 
7.8 
A 

t 
430 

1900 
2% 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

1844 
1.00 
1844 
0.92 
467 

0 
467 
NA 

4 

22.2 
22.2 
0.50 
4.0 
3.0 
928 
0.25 

0.50 
7.3 

1.00 
0.4 
7.7 

A 
7.5 

A 

7' 
45 

1900 

4.0 
1.00 
0.85 
1.00 
1567 
1.00 

1567 
0.92 

49 
23 
26 

Perm 

4 
22.2 
22.2 
0.50 
4.0 
3.0 

789 

0.02 
0.03 

5.5 
1.00 
0.0 
5.5 

A 

12.1 
0.77 
44.1 

80.2% 
15 

'I t 7' 
170 685 40 

1900 1900 1900 
0% 

4.0 4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
0.95 1.00 1.00 
1770 1863 1583 
0.41 1.00 1.00 
770 1863 1583 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
185 745 43 

0 0 13 
185 745 30 

Perm NA Perm 
8 

8 8 
22.2 22.2 22.2 
22.2 22.2 22.2 
0.50 0.50 0.50 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

388 938 797 
c0.40 

0.24 0.02 
0.48 0.79 0.04 

7.2 9.1 5.5 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.9 4.7 0.0 
8.1 13.8 5.6 

A 8 A 
12.3 

8 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

4t 
65 5 

1900 1900 
0% 
4.0 

1.00 
0.91 
0.98 
1669 
0.86 
1452 

0.92 0.92 
71 5 
0 104 
0 124 

Perm NA 
2 

2 
13.9 
13.9 
0.32 
4.0 
3.0 
458 

0.09 
0.27 
11.3 
1.00 
0.3 

11.6 
8 

11.6 
8 

140 
1900 

0.92 
152 

0 
0 

8 

8.0 
D 

215 
1900 

0.92 
234 

0 
0 

Perm 

6 

.;. 
0 50 

1900 1900 
0% 
4.0 

1.00 
0.97 
0.96 
1745 
0.65 
1175 
0.92 0.92 

0 54 
16 0 

272 0 
NA 

6 

13.9 
13.9 
0.32 
4.0 
3.0 

370 

c0.23 
0.73 
13.5 
1.00 
7.4 

20.8 
c 

20.8 
c 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
10: 'D' Street & Piikea Ave 

..,}- __. .. .f +- ' 
Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 0 750 30 0 700 40 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 815 33 0 761 43 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 191 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.83 
vC, conflicting volume 761 815 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 761 677 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 100 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 851 761 

Volume Total 815 761 43 27 27 
Volume Left 0 0 0 0 0 
Volume Right 0 0 43 27 27 
cSH 1700 1700 1700 377 405 
Volume to Capacity 0.48 0.45 0.03 0.07 0.07 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 0 6 5 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.3 14.5 
Lane LOS c 8 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 15.3 14.5 
Approach LOS c 8 

Average Delay 0.5 
Intersection Capacity Util ization 49.5% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

~ t ~ 

0 0 25 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

0 0 27 

0.83 0.83 0.83 
1576 1576 815 

1591 1591 677 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
100 100 93 
67 89 377 

A 

'. 

0 

0.92 
0 

0.83 
1576 

1591 
7.1 

3.5 
100 
67 

4/17/2012 

~ ~ 

0 25 
Stop 

0% 
0.92 0.92 

0 27 

0.83 
1576 761 

1591 761 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 93 
89 405 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
11: 'E' Street/'E' Street & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations + l' + 
Volume (veh/h) 0 765 10 0 740 
Sign Control Free Free 
Grade 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 832 11 0 804 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 371 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.85 
vC, conflicting volume 804 832 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 804 710 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 
pO queue free % 100 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 820 752 

Volume Total 832 11 804 27 16 
Volume Left 0 0 0 0 0 
Volume Right 0 11 0 27 16 
cSH 1700 1700 1700 1700 367 
Volume to Capacity 0.49 0.01 0.47 0.02 0.04 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 0 0 3 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.3 
Lane LOS c 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 15.3 
Approach LOS c 

Average Delay 

l' 
25 

0.92 
27 

16 
0 

16 
383 
0.04 

3 
14.8 

8 
14.8 

8 

Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

0.3 
50.3% 

15 
ICU Level of Service 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

., 
0 0 15 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
0 0 16 

0.85 0.85 0.85 
1636 1636 832 

1661 1661 710 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
100 100 96 
63 82 367 

A 

0 

0.92 
0 

0.85 
1636 

1661 
7.1 

3.5 
100 
63 

4/17/2012 

l' 
0 15 

Stop 
0% 

0.92 0.92 
0 16 

0.85 
1636 804 

1661 804 
6.5 6.2 

4.0 3.3 
100 96 
82 383 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
12: Liloa St 

~ .. "\ t ~ ..; 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (veh/h) 0 15 0 160 5 
Sign Control Stop Free Free 
Grade 0% 2% 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 16 0 174 147 5 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 465 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 323 149 152 
vC1, stage 1 confvol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 323 149 152 
tC, single (s) 6.4 6.2 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 3.5 3.3 2.2 
pO queue free % 100 98 100 
eM capacity (veh/h) 670 897 1429 

Volume Total 16 
Volume Left 0 
Volume Right 16 
cSH 897 
Volume to Capacity 0.02 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 1 
Control Delay (s) 9.1 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.1 0.0 0.0 
Approach LOS A 

Average Delay 0.4 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 17.4% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Future 2015 Sat MD 

A 

4/17/2012 
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iTi AUSTIN. TSUTSUMI & ASSOCIATES. INC. 

!"\',.., CIVIL GNGINf:'t:nS ~ SURV~YCIRS 

APPENDIX C 
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Future Year 2015 AM With Mitigation 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hwl: & Piikea Ave 

~ • ~ t ~ 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph} 300 220 205 1315 1465 
Turn Type NA Perm Prot NA NA 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 
Detector Phase 4 4 5 2 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 43.0 43.0 33.0 107.0 74.0 
Total Split (%) 28.7% 28.7% 22.0% 71.3% 49.3% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max · C-Max 

Cycle Length: 150 
Actuated Cycle Length: 150 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 75 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

1: Piilani & PiikeaAve 

Future 2015 AM with mitigation 

345 
Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
74.0 

49.3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 

Synchro 8 Report 
Page 1 



HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Pii lani Hw~ & Piikea Ave 

~ .. ~ t ~ 
t 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 0% 0% 2% 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 0.97 1.00 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00 
Frt 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.85 
Fit Protected 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Satd. Flow (prot) 3433 1583 1770 3539 3504 1567 
Fit Permitted 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Satd. Flow {~erm} 3433 1583 1770 3539 3504 1567 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 326 239 223 1429 1592 375 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 207 0 0 0 83 
Lane Grou~ Flow {v~h} 326 32 223 1429 1592 292 
Turn Type NA Perm Prot NA NA Perm 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 6 
Actuated Green, G (s) 19.8 19.8 24.0 122.2 94.2 94.2 
Effective Green, g (s) 19.8 19.8 24.0 122.2 94.2 94.2 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.13 0.13 0.16 0.81 0.63 0.63 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Vehicle Extension {s} 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 453 209 283 2883 2201 984 
v/s Ratio Prot c0.09 c0.13 0.40 c0.45 
v/s Ratio Perm 0.02 0.19 
v/c Ratio 0.72 0.15 0.79 0.50 0.72 0.30 
Uniform Delay, d1 62.4 57.7 60.6 4.3 19.0 12.8 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 5.4 0.3 13.5 0.6 2.1 0.8 
Delay (s) . 67.9 58.0 74.1 4.9 21.1 13.5 
Level of Service E E E A c 8 
Approach Delay (s) 63.7 14.3 19.7 
Approach LOS E 8 8 

HCM Average Control Delay 23.5 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.73 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 150.0 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 70.4% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 AM with mitigation 

c 

12.0 
c 

4/17/2012 
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.& T .& AUSTIN. TsuTsu_~~~--As~.o_c,_AT~~~~~.:~ 

"''"' CIVIL GNG1NE£1RS • SURVEYO~S 

APPENDIX C 
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Future Year 2015 PM With Mitigation 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

t 
Lane Configurations 'I 'I ., 'I tt tt 
Volume (vph) 470 460 420 1365 1405 
Turn Type NA Perm Prot NA NA 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 
Detector Phase 4 4 5 2 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 40.0 40.0 48.0 137.0 92.0 
Total Split(%) 22.2% 22.2% 26.7% 76.1% 51.1% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cycle Length: 180 
Actuated Cycle Length: 180 
Offset: 43 (24%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 90 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

& PiikeaAve 

Future 2015 PM with mitigation 

7' 
590 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
92.0 

51.1% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hw~ & Piikea Ave .,. .. "\ t ~ 

Lane Configurations 'f~ 7' ~ ++ tt 
Volume (vph) 470 460 420 1365 1405 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Grade(%) 0% 0% 2% 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 0.97 1.00 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00 
Frt 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.85 
Fit Protected 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Satd. Flow (prot) 3433 1583 1770 3539 3504 1567 
Fit Permitted 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Satd. Flow {~erm} 3433 1583 1770 3539 3504 1567 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Adj. Flow (vph) 511 500 457 1484 1527 641 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 307 0 0 0 175 
Lane Grou~ Flow {v~h} 511 193 457 1484 1527 466 
Tum Type NA Perm Prot NA NA Perm 
Protected Phases 4 5 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 6 
Actuated Green, G (s) 32.4 32.4 47.6 139.6 88.0 88.0 
Effective Green, g (s) 32.4 32.4 47.6 139.6 88.0 88.0 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.18 0.18 0.26 0.78 0.49 0.49 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Vehicle Extension {s} 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 618 285 468 2745 1713 766 
v/s Ratio Prot c0.15 c0.26 0.42 c0.44 
v/s Ratio Perm 0.12 0.30 
v/c Ratio 0.83 0.68 0.98 0.54 0.89 0.61 
Uniform Delay, d1 71 .1 68.9 65.6 7.8 41.7 33.5 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 8.9 6.3 35.2 0.8 7.5 3.6 
Delay (s) 80.0 75.2 100.8 8.6 49.2 37.0 
Level of Service E E F A D D 
Approach Delay (s) 77.6 30.3 45.6 
Approach LOS E c D 

Sum 
HCM Average Control Delay 46.1 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.90 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 180.0 Sum of lost time (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 85.5% ICU Level of Service 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Future 2015 PM with mitigation 

D 

12.0 
E 

4/17/2012 
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AT! _AUST_IN, T~_SUMI & ASSOCIATES, INC 

'J !'\, CIVIL GNGINEEf'19 ~ SU~~VEYOI=tS 

APPENDIX C 
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS 

• Future Year 2015 Saturday Mid-day With Mitigation 



Timings 
1: Piilani Hwy & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Turn Type Perm Prot 
Protected Phases 5 
Permitted Phases 4 
Detector Phase 4 4 5 2 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 59.0 59.0 43.0 121.0 78.0 
Total Split(%) 32.8% 32.8% 23.9% 67.2% 43.3% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lead/Lag Lead Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes 
Recall Mode None None None C-Max C-Max 

Cyde Length: 180 
Actuated Cycle Length: 180 
Offset: 43 (24%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Green 
Natural Cycle: 90 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

& Piikea Ave 

Future 2015 Sat MD with mitigation 

Perm 

6 
6 

4.0 
20.0 
78.0 

43.3% 
3.5 
0.5 
0.0 
4.0 
Lag 
Yes 

C-Max 

4/17/2012 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Piilani Hw~ & Piikea Ave 

Lane Configurations 
Volume (vph) 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 
Grade(%) 
Total Lost time (s) 
Lane Util. Factor 
Frt 
Fit Protected 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Fit Permitted 
Satd. Flow (~erm} 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 
Lane GrouE Flow (vEh} 
Tum Type 
Protected Phases 
Permitted Phases 
Actuated Green, G (s) 
Effective Green, g (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
Clearance Time (s) 
Vehicle Extension (s} 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/s Ratio Prot 
v/s Ratio Perm 
v/c Ratio 
Uniform Delay, d1 
Progression Factor 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Delay (s) 
Level of Service 
Approach Delay (s) 
Approach LOS 

HCM Average Control Delay 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 
c Critical Lane Group 

.,}-

560 
1900 

0% 
4.0 

0.97 
1.00 
0.95 
3433 
0.95 
3433 
0.92 
609 

0 
609 
NA 

4 

39.0 
39.0 
0.22 
4.0 
3.0 
744 

c0.18 

0.82 
67.1 
1.00 
7.0 

74.1 
E 

68.6 
E 

Future 2015 Sat MD with mitigation 

.. 
4.0 

1.00 
0.85 
1.00 

1583 
1.00 

1583 
0.92 
429 
301 
128 

Perm 

4 
39.0 
39.0 
0.22 
4.0 
3.0 

343 

0.08 
0.37 
60.1 
1.00 
0.7 

60.8 
E 

~ 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0.95 
1770 
0.92 
418 

0 
418 
Prot 

5 

53.6 
53.6 
0.30 
4.0 
3.0 
527 

c0.24 

0.79 
58.1 
1.00 
8.0 

66.1 
E 

46.3 
0.86 

180.0 
81.9% 

15 

t + 

1250 525 
1900 1900 

0% 2% 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

0.95 0.95 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.85 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

3539 3504 1567 
0.92 0.92 0.92 
1435 1359 571 

0 0 173 
1435 1359 398 

NA NA Perm 
2 6 

6 
133.0 75.4 75.4 
133.0 75.4 75.4 
0.74 0.42 0.42 
4.0 4.0 4.0 
3.0 3.0 3.0 

2615 1468 656 
0.41 c0.39 

0.25 
0.55 0.93 0.61 
10.3 49.6 40.7 
1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.8 11.4 4.1 

11.2 61.0 44.9 
B E D 

23.6 56.3 
c E 

HCM Level of Service 

Sum of lost time (s) 
ICU Level of Service 

D 

12.0 
D 

4/17/2012 
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APPENDIXK. 

Kihei Community Association 
Meeting Summary 



MEETING MEMORANDUM 

Date of Meeting: April 21, 2009 

MICHAEL T. MUNEI<IYO 

GWEN OHASHI HIRAGA 

MITSURU "MICH" HIRANO 

KARLYNN FUKUDA 

MARI< ALEXANDER ROY 

Project Te~m: David Pyle and Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. 
Clifford Mukai and Reed Ariyoshi, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, 
Inc. 
Gwen Ohashi Hiraga and Colleen Suyama, Munekiyo & Hiraga, Inc. 

Participants: See Attached Sign-In Sheets 

From: Colleen Suyama, Senior Associate 

Purpose of Meeting: Kihei Community Association Meeting 

Approximately 75 persons, both members and nonmembers, attended the Kihei 
Community Association Meeting. The Krausz Companies, Inc. presented tlieir plans to 
develop vacant land west of the Piilani Shopping Center owned by The Krausz Companies, 
Inc. Jay Krigsman presented an overview of the project. The key points made regarding 
the project include the following: 

1. The project is envisioned as a walkable mixed-use development which will create an 
identifiable downtown for Kihei and include residential housing units integrated 
within the retail/commercial uses. The housing units will meet the County's 
affordable housing criteria for rental units and wi!1 be made available to families 
making between 50 percent to 120 percent of Maui's median income. 

2. The commercial uses will be sited into city blocks between the northern and 
southern portions of the development along both sides of Piikea Avenue. Although·,·'· 
the existing wetlands are owned by the developer, it will be left intact and i~ .not p'art 
of the proposed development. Adequate landscape buffers ~m· b'e' provided 

..... 

between the wetlands and development. . . . .......... , 

3. The developers are coordinating the propos~d .. deve·lopment wi,th' th'~ County of 
Maui, Department of Public Works regarding access from. the Piilani. Shopping" .... ". 
Center and Liloa Drive as well as .from 'Piikea Avenue. The coordin~~h:)ri efforts also 

.""" . . ' . 
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includes the proposed round-about at the intersection of Piikea Avenue and Liloa 
Drive and required right-of-way dedication. 

4. The development will be two-stories for the commercial/retail uses while the 
apartments units are proposed to be four-stories. The project is proposed as a 
sustainable development and is aiming for certification as LEEDS Gold. 

5. Drainage for the development is being planned and consideration is being given t~ 
bio-swales, underground perforated pipes to capture and reuse runoff as well as 
other drainage technology. 

The public asked the following questions: 

1. When do they anticipate breaking ground? 

Response: Hopefully within two (2) years with three' (3) to four (4) years to 
complete. 

2. What is the build-out time? 

Response: Depending on market conditions, Phase 1 within 12 to 18 months and 
Phase 2 within 18-24 months 

3. .Will there be an opportunity for ownership of the commercial space? 

Response: The Krausz Companies, Inc. are fee developers that maintain 
ownersh ip of their projects. The project will be leasehold . 

. , 

4. Where are you getting water? 

Response: The developer is aware of the County's "Show Me the Water" Bill and is 
working towards obtaining water for the project. . The developer is investigating 
options such as reducing the amount of water used onsite and utilizing the R-1 
water from the sewer treatment plant for non-drinking purposes .. 

Page 2 



There being no other comments the meeting adjourned at 7:30p.m. 

CS:Ih 
Enclosure 

Colleen Suyama 
Senior Associate 

Cc: David Pyle, The Krausz Companies, Inc. (w/enclosure) 
Jay Krigsman, The Krausz Companies, Inc. (w/enclosure) 
Clifford Mukai, Warren S. Unemori Engineering, Inc. (w/enclosure) 

F:IDATA\Krausz\Kihel MlxedUse\042109 KCA meeUng memo.doc 
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