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CHAPTER 1 
INTRODUCTION 

 
1.1 PROJECT SUMMARY INFORMATION 

Table 1  Summary Information 

Applicant/Owner: Mr. Joseph Meyer 
P.O. Box 1325 
Kāne‘ohe, HI 96744 

Approving Agency: City and County of Honolulu 
Department of Planning and Permitting (DPP) 
Land Use Approval Branch 

Agent/ EA Preparation: SSFM International 
501 Sumner Street 
Honolulu, HI  96817 
Contact: Mr. Jared Chang 
Phone: 531-1308 

Project Description: The project involves the construction of structures 
within the Shoreline Setback Area associated with 
residential use of the property. 

Location: The parcel is situated along Kāne‘ohe Bay’s shoreline 
at 47-83 Kamehameha Highway, Kahalu‘u, O‘ahu, 
Hawai‘i. Figure 1.1 shows the projects general 
location. 

Tax Map Key: (1) 4-7-019: 082 

Land Area: 0.6 acre 

State Land Use Designation: Urban 

Ko‘olaupoko Sustainable 
Communities Plan:

Low Density Residential and within Rural Community 
Boundary 

Zoning: R-10 Residential 

Special Management Area: Within SMA 

40-Foot Shoreline Setback Area: A copy of the certified shoreline map is included in  
Appendix F. 

Lot Buildable Area 43,560 SF (0.34 acres) 



0 250 500 750 1,000125
Feet

$

A E R I A L  P H O T OA E R I A L  P H O T O

F I G U R E  1 . 1F I G U R E  1 . 1
P r o j e c t  S i t eP r o j e c t  S i t e

P R O J E C T  S I T EP R O J E C T  S I T E

 M A P  K E Y M A P  K E Y A E R I A L  P H O T O

F I G U R E  1 . 1
P r o j e c t  S i t e

P R O J E C T  S I T E

 M A P  K E Y A E R I A L  P H O T O

F I G U R E  1 . 1
P r o j e c t  S i t e

P R O J E C T  S I T E

 M A P  K E Y

-2-



Meyer Residence Shoreline Improvements  Chapter 1 
Draft Environmental Assessment  Introduction 

 

- 3 - 
 

1.2 PURPOSE FOR ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

This Draft Environmental Assessment (Draft EA) was prepared in conformance to the 
regulatory requirements prescribed under Chapter 343, Environmental Impact Statements, Hawai‘i 
Revised Statutes (HRS), and Title 11, Chapter 200 (Environmental Impact Statement Rules) of the 
State Department of Health’s Administrative Rules (HAR). 

Actions which “trigger” the requirement for environmental review of a project are prescribed 
by State law.  This project triggers the State environmental review process because it proposes a 
use within the City’s shoreline setback area.  Subsequently, the Final EA will be included with an 
Application for a Shoreline Setback Variance in accordance with the Revised Ordinances of Honolulu 
(ROH), Chapter 23, Shoreline Setbacks. 

1.3 PROJECT LOCATION AND OWNER 

The project is located at 47-83 Kamehameha Highway in the Kahalu‘u community on the 
Island of O‘ahu.  The 0.6 acre property is owned by Joseph Meyer and identified as Tax Map Key 
(TMK) (1) 4-7-019: 082.  Figure 1.2 below ( ) shows the TMK boundaries for the site and 
surrounding parcels. 
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1.4 EXISTING LAND USE DESIGNATIONS 

State Land Use District 

Under Chapter 205, HRS, all lands in the State of Hawai‘i are classified into four major land use 
districts (State Land Use Districts) which are Urban, Rural, Agricultural, and Conservation districts 
(State of Hawai‘i, 2000).  The project site is classified as “Urban District” on the State’s Land Use 
District Boundary Map.  Figure 1.3 shows the project area’s State Land Use designation. 

Jurisdiction over land uses and activities conducted within the O‘ahu’s State Urban District 
generally falls under the City and County of Honolulu.  The coastal waters adjacent to the project are 
located within the Conservation District.  A certified shoreline map has been completed for the 
property and all proposed improvements will be located mauka (landward) of the certified shoreline.  
Thus, there are no improvements or uses being proposed within the State Conservation District. 

City and County Development/Sustainable Communities Plans 

The City’s Development or Sustainable Communities Plans (SCP), consists of conceptual 
schemes for implementing the development or sustainable objectives and policies of the City’s 
General Plan.  The project site is designated “Low Density Residential” on the Ko‘olaupoko 
Sustainable Communities Plan’s Urban Land Use Map (City, 2000).  Surrounding areas immediately 
are also designated “Low Density Residential.”  The project site is also located within the plan’s 
“Rural Community Boundary.”  These communities consist of smaller, more dispersed, less 
intensively developed residential communities and towns than those of Ko‘olaupoko’s urban fringe 
areas.  Figure 1.4 shows the project site in relation to the plan’s land use map. 

City and County Zoning Districts 

All lands within the City are categorized, or zoned, into specific districts.  The uses permitted 
within these districts are described under the City’s Land Use Ordinance (Chapter 21, ROH), and are 
shown on zoning maps.  The purpose of the Land Use Ordinance is to regulate land use in a manner 
which encourages orderly development in accordance with adopted land use policies, to protect and 
promote public, health, and safety.  The project site and surrounding properties are zoned R-10, 
Residential.  This classification is intended to provide areas for large lot developments typically 
located at outskirts of urban development and where residential use is desirable.  Figure 1.5 shows 
the zoning associated with the project site and surrounding areas. 

Special Management Area 

Under Chapter 205a (Coastal Zone Management) of HRS, the City and County of Honolulu is 
given authorization to regulate land uses located within the established Special Management Area 
(SMA) for the Island of O‘ahu.  Figure 1.6 graphically presents the proposed project area in relation 
to the SMA boundaries.  Review of the City’s SMA Map determined that the entire project site is 
within the City’s SMA.  Therefore, project is subject to regulatory procedures, permit requirements, 
and review under the City’s SMA regulations described in Chapter 245, ROH. 
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1.5 EXISTING SURROUNDING LAND USES 

This section describes the surrounding land uses and public facilities.  Figure 1.7 shows the 
general vicinity of the project site. 

He‘eia Kea Small Boat Harbor 

He‘eia Kea Small Boat Harbor is located at 46-499 Kamehameha Highway about one mile 
southeast of the project site.  This public facility is managed and operated by the State Department 
of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR), Division of Boating and Ocean Recreation (DOBOR).  It has 21 
boat slips, 54 moorings, 3 boat launching ramps, and a fish hoist, restrooms, and showers. 

Kāne‘ohe Bay is a sheltered body of water composed of a barrier reef with two navigable 
channels at its north and south ends.  This is one of Hawai‘i’s most important marine resources 
supporting various commercial, recreational, and subsistence uses.  Kāne‘ohe Bay is classified as a 
Class AA marine resource defined by Title 11, Chapter 54 HAR.  It is the State’s objective that these 
waters remain in their natural pristine state as nearly as possible with an absolute minimum of 
pollution or alteration of water quality from any human-caused source or actions. 

He‘eia and Kahalu‘u Fishponds 

There are two fishponds located within the vicinity of the project site.  They are He‘eia 
Fishpond and Kahalu‘u Fishpond.  Each is historically and culturally significant and both are listed on 
National and State Registers of Historic Places.   

He‘eia fishpond is located approximately 1.5 miles southeast of the project site.  This is an 
ancient fishpond originally established over 600 years ago by He‘eia ahupuaa residents as a stocking 
pond to cultivate fish and provide easy access to fishing during winter months.  He‘eia fishpond is 
maintained and managed thru a partnership between Paepae o He‘eia, a private non-profit 
organization, and the landowner, Kamehameha Schools. 

Kahalu‘u fishpond, also known as Kahouna fishpond, is located approximately 1.5 miles 
northwest of the project site.  This fishpond was also used by ancient He‘eia ahupuaa residents to 
trap and cultivate fish.  There are currently two rental facilities located on the fishpond property, 
the Aloha Ke Akua Wedding Chapel and Pohai Ke Aloha Pavilion. 

Adjacent Land Use Designations 

As shown in the land use maps, the majority of immediately adjacent land uses are designated 
as residential.  There are also State Conservation District lands abutting much of the residences on 
the mauka (inland) side of Kamehameha Highway.  Marine areas makai (seaward) of the shoreline 
are also within the State Conservation District.  As shown in the State and City land use designation 
maps, low-density residential uses are located adjacent to the mauka and makai sides  
Kamehameha Highway through this particular segment centered at the project site. 
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CHAPTER 2 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 
2.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

The applicant will construct a new single-family dwelling at 13-13 Kamehameha Highway along 
the coastline bordering Kāne‘ohe Bay.  The home’s design is being prepared in conformance with 
the requirements for single-family residences in the R-10 zoning designation for the City and County 
of Honolulu.  The entire dwelling footprint will be situated in accordance with R-10 zoning setback 
requirements and height restrictions.   

Construction of the single-family dwelling is being delayed pending the approval of proposed 
improvements within the Shoreline Setback Area.  The construction of these shoreline 
improvements, if approved, would need to occur before construction of the house because of 
access restrictions.  The preferred construction methods for the shoreline improvements would 
require access and staging areas to be located on-site and outside of the shoreline setback area.  
This method is not possible with the house erected.  The use of any Conservation District lands for 
construction staging or site access was dismissed due to the potential for adverse impacts to 
applicable marine and coastal resources. 

Low –density residential use of the property has remained unchanged for at least 30 years as 
shown in a comparison of aerial photos taken in 1975 and 2005 ( ).  A photograph from 1975 
shows a home that was once located on the parcel.  This home has since been demolished and 
removed by the previous owner.  However, three (3) broken concrete sections of debris associated 
with previous home remain on the property.  A section of the concrete debris is located within the 
property’s Shoreline Setback and should be properly removed.  These broken structures consist of 
the building footing, a portion of stairs and some low hollow-tile walls. 

Photo taken in 1975 Photo taken in 2005 
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2.2 EXISTING SHORELINE CONDITIONS 

A Coastal Engineers Report was prepared for the project by Sea Engineering, Inc and is 
included in Appendix C of this document.  The function of this coastal engineering evaluation was to 
conduct site visits to document and measure shoreline profiles, describing the coastal setting, 
evaluating coastal hazards, describing the shoreline and shoreline processes, and performing 
historical erosion analysis.  A discussion of the evaluation’s findings are presented below. 

Shoreline Type 

The shoreline consists of a narrow, 15 to 30 foot wide, beach composed of rock, cobbles, 
compact sediment, and silty sand.  The shoreline is fronted by a 500 to 800 foot wide reef flat which 
varies in depth from 1 to 3 feet.  The reef flat is covered with silty sand, sand, seaweed, coral, and 
coral rubble.  A steep earthen bank abuts the shoreline at the project site.  The west end of the 
property consists of a steep bank which varies from near vertical to overhanging.  The mid-section 
of this property is an exposed point with an exposed basalt bench.  The east end of the property is 
an exposed dirt bank sloping to the cobble beach.  The property’s bank slope varies from vertical to 
45-degree slopes (1H:1V).  Due to the undercutting of the west end, unsafe conditions exist and the 
risk of slope failure is high. 

Historical Shoreline Analysis 

Photographs from 1975 and 2005 were utilized for the purpose of analyzing shoreline erosion.  
The image from 1975 was digitally overlaid and scaled over the 2005 image allowing Sea 
Engineering to visually analyze erosion impacts over a 30-year horizon.  No significant difference in 
the overhanging vegetation line was noted, indicating that significant recession of the vegetation 
line has not occurred.  However, the site visit revealed some evidence of shoreline erosion, 
including segments of bare earthen bank, some sections where the bank was undercut, turbid 
brown water nearshore, and toppled shrubs. 

Sediment Movement 

Kāne‘ohe Bay is a reef sheltered lagoon with a total bay front exposure of 4.6 miles between 
Kualoa Point to the northwest and Mōkapu Peninsula on the southeast.  This opening is mostly reef 
with only two navigable channels, which limits the wave energy entering the bay.  During the site 
visit, there was little evidence of sand transport.  Rock outcrops and seawalls bound the property on 
either side. 

Beach Profiles 

Beach profiles were prepared that extend offshore from the project site.  Three (3) profiles 
were created along the beach indicating the width and slope of both the submerged and dry 
portions of the beach and showing major features of the beach.  Figure 2.1 on the next page shows 
the three beach profile sections prepared for this project by Sea Engineering, Inc. 
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Waves and Currents 

The general Hawaiian wave climate can be described by five primary wave types: 1) northeast 
tradewind waves generated by the prevailing northeast winds, 2) north Pacific swell generated by 
mid-latitude low pressure systems, 3) southern swell generated by mid-latitude storms of the 
southern hemisphere, 4) Kona storm waves generated by local low pressure storm systems, and 5) 
hurricane waves generated by nearby tropical storms and hurricanes.  Northeast tradewind waves 
occur throughout the year, but the other wave types have seasonal distributions.  North Pacific 
swell and Kona storm waves typically occur from October through March during the northern 
hemisphere winter.  Conversely, southern swells typically occur from April through September 
during the southern hemisphere winter.  Hurricanes and tropical storms are also summer and fall 
phenomena. 

The southwestern shore of Kāne‘ohe Bay is sheltered from wave attack from the east by the 
Mōkapu Peninsula and by the Island of O‘ahu from waves from the south and west.  Waves that 
enter the bay from the north and northeast are greatly reduced by the wide and shallow reef 
protecting Kāne‘ohe Bay.  Analysis of the bathymetry of Kāne‘ohe Bay shows that the maximum 
wind fetch distance for the project site is 5,250 feet to the east (70 degrees) with an average depth 
of 43 feet.  Utilizing Automated Coastal Engineering Software (ACES) waves generated by maximum 
27 knot tradewinds blowing across the bay would be 1.1 feet high.  These wind waves would break 
in water of 1.4 to 1.8 feet deep.  The height of larger storm waves would be limited by the depth of 
water on the reef flat.   

During 50 years of tidal measurements in Kāne‘ohe Bay, the mean higher high water (MHHW) 
level in the bay has been 1.07 feet above mean sea level (MSL).  Assuming an average reef elevation 
of 1.5 feet near the shoreline, this maximum water level would have allowed a maximum wave 
height of about 1.5 feet at the project site. 

During the moderate trade wind conditions prevailing during the site visit, small, 0.5 foot 
waves occurred at the shoreline.  Although this section of Kāne‘ohe Bay is generally protected from 
significant wave and currents action, high tides and storm surges from Kāne‘ohe Bay can submerge 
most, if not all, of the shoreline and reach the base of the property cliff.  “Flanking erosion” is a 
coastal process that occurs at the ends of seawalls where wave energy is typically reflected from a 
seawall sideways along the shore.  This can cause adjacent coastal bluffs without shoreline 
hardening protection to erode faster because of the increase energy received from waves reflecting 
from a seawall. 

Coastal Hazard History 

The Windward O‘ahu Hurricane Vulnerability Study (Sea Engineering, 1990) describes the 
winds produced by a hypothetical worse-case scenario hurricane which could occur in Hawai‘i.  
Maximum wind speeds of 100 knots would be generated by the scenario.  The study calculated that 
the approach of such a hypothetical hurricane at Kāne‘ohe could generate wave run-up heights 
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within the bay of 10.4 feet at a profile 1,200 feet to the west of the site and 11.9 feet at a profile 
8,000 feet to the south of the site.  However, a hurricane has not impacted Kaneohe Bay during 
recorded history. 

The National Flood Insurance Program’s Flood Inundation Rate Map (FIRM) assigns this area of 
Kahalu’u a zone D rating which means the flood hazard is undetermined.  Loomis (1976) list tsunami 
wave run up heights of 2 feet for the 1946 tsunami and 1 foot for the 1952 tsunami. 

Existing Seawalls Nearby 

A 2-foot high seawall exists on the adjacent property to the west.  The adjacent property 
immediately to the east does not have a seawall but a massive basalt outcrop extending into the 
water.  Along this coastal stretch of privately owned residential properties, the majority of shoreline 
properties to the east and west beyond the project site are protected by seawalls, some of which 
extend out into the water.  This property and neighboring property to the east are the only two 
residential properties without a seawall.  Based on discussions held with the adjacent landowner, 
they are also currently seeking a shoreline setback variance approval for improvements within their 
shoreline setback area.  Their preliminary plans propose a seawall or similar structure. 

Since these two properties are the last remaining properties along this coastline without a 
seawall, it is likely they are more susceptible to flanking erosion.  The photo below views the project 
site from north ( ). 

Photo (2004) showing project site in relation to neighboring seawalls. 
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2.3 PROJECT NEED AND OBJECTIVE 

A geotechnical engineering report prepared by Applied Geosciences detailing their soils 
investigation was completed on April 26, 2007.  This report presents an assessment of the surface 
and subsurface soil conditions and provides geotechnical counsel on construction of shoreline 
improvements associated with residential use of the property.  Drilling and sampling of soil borings 
was conducted, followed by laboratory testing and analysis.  A copy of the geotechnical report is 
provided in Appendix D of this document. 

In summary, hard rock was encountered in the majority of the borings at relatively shallow 
depths.  However, hard rock was not encountered in all the borings and it cannot be assumed to 
underlay the entire property.  At the surface, predominantly silt and clay soils were present, namely 
moist plastic clayey silt (MH) serving as the topsoil combined with red clayey silt (MH) beneath it.  
According to the United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service’s soil survey 
report for the Island of Oahu, characteristics of the existing soils on the parcel consists of slow to 
moderately slow permeability, slight to moderate erosion hazard, and runoff is medium. 

The eastern portion of the property has low probability of a significant head cut into the slope 
resulting from deep-seated slope failures.  The western portion of the shoreline is a vertical cliff and 
unstable.  If left in its present condition and no slope stabilization measures are implemented, it will 
result in additional erosion and shallow sliding of soil and rock material into the ocean.  
Consequently, the owner wishes to stabilize the existing shoreline slope and implement minimal 
improvements in order to establish a safe shoreline environment which protects the residential 
structures and uses of the property. 

2.4 DESCRIPTION OF SHORELINE IMPROVEMENTS 

The project will consist of implementing improvements within the City’s 40-foot Shoreline 
Setback Area to stabilize the property’s slope.  The improvements consist of an 18-inch rock wall, 
concrete stairs, and erosion control mesh system.  Other accessory improvements within the 
shoreline setback area include demolition and removal of concrete debris, landscaping, and a 4-inch 
drainage line.  Figure 2.2 includes a Conceptual Site Plan for these shoreline improvements, Figure 
2.3 includes a preliminary Grading Plan and Figure 2.4 includes a demolition and erosion control 
plan. 

Conceptual Site Plan 

The 18-inch wall is located at the top of the existing slope and will not permanently establish 
the property’s shoreline because of its location which is setback away from the shoreline.  From a 
break in this wall, the stairs will begin and lead down to the ocean.  The stairs start from the top of 
slope to an unpaved level landing.  The landing would be approximately 30 feet by 6 feet and 
landscaped.  The staircase then turns and goes to the shoreline and ends before reaching the 
certified shoreline.  This conceptual plan minimizes the amount of grading and walls within the 
shoreline setback area as well as providing safe access to the ocean.  With the exception of the 
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stairs and landing area, the existing slope will remain undisturbed and an anchored wire mesh 
erosion control blanket will be installed to stabilize the area.  Also within the shoreline setback area, 
a 6-foot-high fence along the west and east property boundaries will be built extending mauka from 
the 18-inch wall to connect with the property fence.  

The stairs will have 7-inch risers and 11-inch treads.  The first set of stairs would lead to a level 
landscaped landing with a finish grade of approximately 11-feet above MSL.  The second set of 
stairs will depart from the landing to an approximately 7.50-foot elevation towards the bottom of 
the existing slope.  Based on this layout, the entire footprint of the stairs and landing would be 
located mauka of the certified shoreline. 

Grading Concept 

The amount of grading required would be limited to the staircase and rock wall within the 
shoreline setback.  With the exception of these areas, the existing slope will be cleared of excess 
debris and loose materials.  The remaining slope will remain undisturbed.  An anchored wire mesh 
erosion control blanket will be installed to stabilize the existing slope. 

The anchored erosion control mesh system will be used to control erosion of soil from 
embankment and steep slopes.  The proposed system consists of a high-tensile steel wire mesh to 
be used in combination with soil nails.  The mesh is fastened by soil nails to the slope and presses 
against the slope surface.  The wire mesh prevents material in loose or weathered slopes from 
slipping.  It will serve to stabilize the unconsolidated material and soils of the steep slopes within 
the property’s shoreline setback area.    The “open” structure of this system allows greening to 
surface through the mesh and is suitable for planting.  The proper design and installation of this 
system, in addition to proper landscaping, will help to ease the visual impacts of the project.  The 
end product would result in a landscaped slope with vegetation covering the underlying erosion 
control mesh system. 

Drainage Concept 

To mitigate the potential increased risk of slope instability due to soil saturation from the 
rainfall runoff from the house roof and deck area, 4-inch drain pipes connected to the roof 
downspouts and deck trench drains would be provided.  These drain lines would connect near the 
top of the existing slope, run below the proposed stairs, and will terminate at the bottom of the 
existing slope to allow the discharge into the ocean. 

Since the conceptual development plan primarily consists of replacing “natural” vegetation 
with landscape material, there is no significant difference in runoff quantities from the runoff 
quantities generated from within the shoreline setback area.  
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Erosion Control Measures 

Runoff from the residential dwelling, driveway, patios, and impervious portions of the 
property was calculated.  A 10-year storm has the potential to discharge a total of approximately 
2.31 cubic feet per second (cfs) from the entire developed drainage areas.  This developed condition 
would increase the total runoff from the project area by approximately 1.38 cfs (from 0.93 cfs). 
Similar to the existing conditions, the proposed runoff will continue to flow towards the Pacific 
Ocean and Kamehameha Highway.  Of the 2.31 cfs total discharge, 0.04 cfs will be directed towards 
Kamehameha Highway while 2.27 cfs will flow towards the Pacific Ocean.  

The existing slopes within the project site are moderate and extremely steep near the 
shoreline area.  Therefore temporary and permanent erosion control measures need to be 
implemented as best management practices (BMP’s) during construction.  An additional BMP 
recommended would be to begin construction during dry months of the year and during low tide 
levels throughout the day.  Temporary erosion control measures to be followed include using silt 
fences, stabilized construction entrances, turbidity curtains, and erosion control blankets.  
Permanent erosion control measures include some grading to provide proper drainage and utilizing 
an anchor wire mesh erosion control blanket upon the face of the existing slope fronting the 
shoreline.  Exposed areas will be grassed and/or landscaped to match the rest of the property.  
Landscaping using native plants, such as Naupaka, will be planted as soon as these areas are 
completed to minimize erosion.  Thus, proper grading, and immediate grassing and landscaping 
over all open areas created by the grading operations will minimize soil loss from the site to 
acceptable levels.  

The above mentioned erosion control measures will minimize potential sediment runoff to 
existing discharge points, reducing the amount of soil loss to acceptable levels.  During construction, 
the contractor will also use mulching to provide the additional erosion control.  The permanent 
erosion control measures proposed will protect the site against future soil erosion.  

As this project is located along the shoreline, careful and cautious measures must be taken 
when carrying out the above erosion control measures.  By not following the above measures, 
further sediment may be discharged into Kāne‘ohe Bay that may adversely affect the surrounding 
aquatic life (fish, reef, coral, etc.).  Lastly, the City and County of Honolulu has special requirements 
for all projects that discharge into Class I or Class AA waters.  Kāne‘ohe Bay is considered Class AA 
waters and this project will fall under these requirements.  As a result, additional BMP measures 
shall be considered to mitigate the potential impacts of any discharge. 
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2.5 LISTING OF REQUIRED PERMITS 

The following permits would be required for this project. 

Federal 

Department of Army Permit 

State 

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit 

City and County of Honolulu Permits 

Shoreline Setback Variance 

Minor Shoreline Structure Permit 

Building Permit 

2.6 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

Based upon early consultation and meetings with public agencies, a few concepts for the 
shoreline improvements were considered throughout the progression of this project.  The preferred 
alternative was selected and discussed in the previous section. 

No Action Alternative 

This alternative focuses on not implementing the proposed project and leaving the project 
area as is.  This alternative was dismissed from consideration because of the current conditions of 
the shoreline area.  The existing conditions would remain hazardous and the shoreline slopes would 
continue to erode as indicated in the coastal engineering report and geotechnical engineering 
report found in Appendices C and D, respectively. 

Delayed Action Alternative 

This alternative looks at delaying the proposed shoreline improvements to a later date.  
Similar to the no action alternative this alternative does not adequately address the project needs 
and has been dismissed from further consideration.  Furthermore, the preferred construction 
method for the shoreline improvements would require access and staging areas to be located on-
site and outside of the shoreline setback area which is not possible with the delayed action 
alternative. 

Alternative Concepts: Shoreline Improvements 

During the early consultation process conducted for this project.  A few alternatives to satisfy 
the project needs were identified.  The following concepts were developed and dismisses based on 
various reasons described below.  The main reason why these alternatives were eliminated is due to 
the potential for adverse impacts to the shoreline and coastal resources.  Conceptual site plans for 
alternatives considered are included in Appendix E. 
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Option 1: Terracing (3 Walls) 

Since moderate to severe slopes are present near the shoreline, the use of terracing and 
installing retaining walls was considered in this option.  A proposed three (3) level terrace system 
would be divided by three (3) sets of retaining walls. The proposed seawall located at the toe of the 
slope would be approximately 6 feet high.  A ramp would be located within this wall for access to 
the beach.  A 15 foot wide “flat” area would be directly mauka of the proposed 6 foot high retaining 
wall.  A secondary 8 foot high wall would be located along the middle of the existing slope.  Finally, a 
third wall would be placed along the existing top of slope.  An access stairway would run through 
each level for access to and from the three (3) levels.  Also, shotcrete would be used to stabilize the 
undermined cliff located at the west corner of the property,  

Option 2: Stabilize Existing Slope and Shoreline Retention Wall 

This option minimizes the use of retaining walls and incorporates only one (1) seawall at the 
toe of the existing slope.  A 10 foot wide landscaped area would be located directly mauka of the 
proposed retaining seawall.  The location of the existing undermined cliff located near the west 
corner of the property would not have this 10 foot wide area because field conditions prevent the 
installation of a retaining wall along the area of the existing undermined cliff.  Revetment would be 
installed in lieu of a seawall.  A pathway resembling stairs and consisting of railroad ties would be 
incorporated to provide access to and from the top and bottom levels. 

Option 3: Stabilize Existing Slope, Shoreline Retention Wall, and 2’ High Intermediate Wall 

This option is identical to Option 2 but includes a 2’ high intermediate wall within the existing 
slope. This option would have a total of two (2) walls in addition to the features mentioned in 
Option 2.  This includes a seawall at the toe of the slope and the 10 foot wide landscaped area. 
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CHAPTER 3 
PHYSICAL AND BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT 

 

This chapter discusses the existing physical and biological environment in the project area, and 
the probable impacts resulting from the Meyer Residence Shoreline Improvement Project.  
Mitigative measures, if necessary, are also discussed. 

3.1 CLIMATE, TOPOGRAPHY, AND SOILS 

O‘ahu’s climate is relatively moderate, although moderate differences may occur from one 
location to another due to mountainous topography.  Annual and daily variation in temperature 
depends to a large degree on elevation above sea level, distance inland, and exposure to the trade 
winds.  On O‘ahu, the Koolau and Wai‘anae mountain ranges are oriented almost perpendicular to 
the trade winds which account for much of the variation in local climatology. 

Temperatures in the Kahalu‘u area are very moderate with average monthly minimum and 
maximum temperatures ranging from 72 degrees to 83 degrees Fahrenheit (F).  Winds are 
predominantly “trade winds” from the east-northeast, except for occasional periods when “Kona” 
storms generate strong winds from the south, or when the trade winds are week and land breeze to 
sea breeze circulations develop.  Trade wind speeds average between 5 and 15 miles per hour 
providing relatively good ventilation throughout the island. 

3.1.1 Topography 

The project site is located within the shoreline setback area of a coastal property along 
Kāne‘ohe Bay.  Elevations on the property range from approximately 50 feet above mean sea level 
(msl) at Kamehameha Highway to sea level at its boundary abutting the shoreline.  A steep earthen 
bank abuts the shoreline which varies from near vertical to overhanging.  Photos showing the 
topography of the shoreline have been included in Appendix A of this Draft EA. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3.1 ( )  3-D rendering of property topography. 
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3.1.2 Soils 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service’s Soil Survey of Islands Kaua‘i, 
O‘ahu, Maui, Moloka‘i, and Lāna‘i, State of Hawai‘i includes general soil maps developed for these 
islands based upon soil surveys.  As indicated by the soil maps, the project site is situated within the 
Kaena-Waialua Association.  This association occurs as a narrow band along the northern and 
eastern coastline on the Island of O‘ahu.  The specific soil type present within the project site is 
found in the Kokokahi Series.  A brief description of this soil type is included below.  Figure 3.1 
shows the soil types in the project area and vicinity. 

Kokokahi clay, 6 to12 percent slopes (KtC).  For Kokokahi clay, permeability is slow to 
moderately slow and runoff is medium with a moderate to slight water erosion hazard.  This soil is 
generally used for pasture and homesites. 

Probable Soils Impacts 

Short-term impacts to soils would be related with construction of the shoreline 
improvements described in Chapter 2.  These improvements would occur in a relatively small 
area within the property and would not require work to be conducted outside of the shoreline 
setback area or makai of the certified shoreline.  Careful consideration would be made to 
control erosion during construction.   

In addition to the proposed erosion control system, long-term erosion control measures 
such as planting and landscaping would be implemented as soon as finished grades have been 
completed.  In addition, various applicable mitigative measures will be incorporated into the 
project’s design to minimize potential short-term erosion impacts during construction 
activities.  As described in Chapter 2, erosion control measures may include: use of temporary 
silt fencing, sand bags, or screens; minimizing areas disturbed during construction; or the 
sodding of affected areas immediately after work has been completed. 

The actual erosion measures to be implemented would be developed during the final 
design of this project.  Design plans containing these measures would be submitted to 
pertinent agencies for their ministerial review and approval.  These plans would comply with 
the City’s erosion and sedimentation control regulations, State Department of Health NPDES 
permit requirements, and other applicable governmental permits or regulatory requirements. 
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3.2 AIR QUALITY 

National ambient air quality standards (AAQS) have been established by the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for six criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide, nitrogen 
dioxide, sulfur dioxide, lead, ozone, and concentrations of particulate matter less than 10 microns 
(PM10) and 2.5 microns (PM2.5).  Since 2003, the State of Hawai‘i began participating in the National 
PM2.5 speciation monitoring program.  Additionally, a State standard has been established for 
hydrogen sulfide.  Hawai‘i air quality standards are more stringent than national standards, except 
for those pertaining to sulfur dioxide and particulate matter.  A summary of both State and Federal 
AAQS is presented below: 

Table 2  Summary of Federal and State Ambient Air Quality Standards 

 Sampling Federal Federal State 
Pollutant Period Primary Secondary Standards 

Carbon Monoxide 1-Hour 40 40 10 
 8-Hour 10 10 5 

Nitrogen Dioxide Annual 100 100 70 
Sulfur Dioxide 3-Hour n/a 1,300 1,300 24-Hour
 365 n/a 365 Annual 80 n/a 80 

Lead Quarter 1.5 1.5 1.5 

Ozone 1-Hour 235 235 n/a 
 8-Hour 157 157 157 

PM10 Annual 50 50 50 24-Hour 150
 150 150 

PM2.5 Annual 15 15 n/a 24-Hour 65
 65 n/a 
Hydrogen Sulfide 1-Hour n/a n/a 35 
 
Note: All concentrations in micrograms per cubic meter (µg/m3) except for carbon monoxide which is 

in milligrams per cubic meter (mg/m3) 

Air quality in Hawai‘i is generally characterized as relatively clean and low in pollution, and 
continues to be one of the best in the nation.  The State DOH operates a network of air quality 
monitoring stations located in a number of areas across O‘ahu.  Based upon available annual 
emissions data reported for O‘ahu between 2001 and 2005 by the State DOH, all emissions 
associated with pollutant criteria monitored are well below both State and National AAQS (DOH 
2005).  Northeast trade winds that are predominant throughout the year typically carry 
emissions and other pollutants from inland areas toward the ocean. 

Probable Impacts on Air Quality 

Impacts on ambient air quality associated with this project would primarily be limited to 
short-term construction activities including exhaust emissions form construction vehicles and 
dust generated by short-term, construction-related activities.  Grading of the project area 
could generate airborne dust particles.  All work shall be in conformance with State air 
pollution controls prescribed under the DOH rules contained in Hawai‘i Administrative Rules, 
Title 11, Chapters 59, “Ambient Air Quality Standards,” and Chapter 60, “Air Pollution Control.”  
A dust control plan would be prepared and implemented to have the contractor comply with 
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DOH rules and regulations.  Some measures that could be considered during the project’s 
design for implementation by the contactor may include: 

1. Limiting areas that are disturbed at any given time. 

2. Applying chemical soil stabilizers, mulching, or using wind screens. 

3. Establishing landscaping early in the construction schedule to control dust. 

Once the project is completed, there would be no continuing activities occurring at the 
project site that would generate significant amounts of air pollution which exceeds State or 
National standards.  Therefore, this project would not have a significant impact on air quality. 

3.3 NOISE 

Since the project is located in a residential area, existing ambient noise levels in the vicinity of 
the project site could be considered relatively low.  The existing primary noise source through this 
project area can be attributed to vehicular traffic traveling on Kamehameha Highway. 

Probable Noise Impacts 

The only project related improvements that would have the potential to increase 
existing ambient noise levels are those associated with short-term and temporary 
construction activities.  Once completed, the residential site and accessory improvements 
planned would not be a source of significant long-term noise.   

Improvements constructed are expected to temporarily increase ambient noise levels 
within the vicinity of the project site.  Potential noise sources would include construction 
vehicles, minor grading work, and other power equipment.  However, the additional noise 
generated is not expected to have a significant impact on noise sensitive resources, such as 
the surrounding residential uses, because the work is temporary and will be conducted during 
the daytime. 

Under the DOH’s Community Noise Control regulations (Title 11, Chapter 46, HAR), the 
proposed residential site is situated within Class A zoning district.  Therefore, the maximum 
permissible sound levels for construction activities is 55 dBA during daytime (7:00 a.m. to 
10:00 p.m.) hours and 45 dBA during nighttime hours (10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.).  These levels 
should not be exceeded at or beyond the property line for more than 10 percent of any 
continuous 20-minute period.  If necessary, a permit would be obtained by the contractor 
from the DOH to allow construction activities exceeding these noise levels.  Specific permit 
restrictions for construction activities are: 

1. No permit shall allow construction activities creating excessive noise before 
7:00 a.m. and after 6:00 p.m. of the same day. 

2. No permit shall allow construction activities that create excessive noise before 
9:00 a.m. and after 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays.  
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3. No permit shall allow construction activities which exceed the allowable noise 
levels on Sundays and on holidays.   

Therefore, short-term construction activities associated with implementing proposed 
project improvements are not expected to have a significant impact on noise.   

3.4 VISUAL RESOURCES 

This section addresses the project’s effects on the visual resources associate with the project 
site and Kahalu‘u community.  In order to assess the possible impacts, information associated with 
existing important visual resources in the areas was gathered.  These visual resources consist of 
scenic resources such as major landforms, open spaces, viewing points, scenic drives, and other 
physical features that create the visual quality of the area.  The framework also consists of City 
policies, guidelines, and regulations established to protect scenic resources that are of value and 
importance.  Various references were researched to assist with identifying visual resources of the 
Kahalu‘u area.  Sources identified consisted of the Ko‘olaupoko Sustainable Communities Plan (SCP) 
and a Coastal View Study. 

Ko‘olaupoko Sustainable Communities Plan 

The 2000 Koolaupoko Sustainable Communities Plan identified important visual resources 
within the Ko‘olaupoko District.  This plan has policies and guidelines in place to maintain and 
preserve the areas significant visual resources such as those from coastal roadways.  In Map A-1, 
the plan identifies a significant “continuous” view plane along Kamehameha Highway directly 
adjacent to the project site which includes important mauka and makai corridor views of shoreline 
areas and coastal waters.  The east O‘ahu coastline is recognized as one of the primary natural 
scenic resources in Ko‘olaupoko.  

Coastal View Study 

A Coastal View Study was completed for the City’s Department of Land Utilization (now known 
as the Department of Planning and Permitting) that inventoried significant coastal views and coastal 
land forms which together make up the scenic shoreline resources on O‘ahu.  The study identified 
views from public viewing points and coastal roadways within the City’s Special Management Area.  
The visual quality of an area was also characterized using three concepts which were: 1) vividness, 
2) unity, and 3) intactness (Chu, 1987).   

In Chu’s study, the project site was identified being situated within the “Kāne‘ohe Bay 
Viewshed” of the Ko‘olaupoko area.  This viewshed consists of two sections which are: 1) Kahaluu, 
and 2) He‘eia.  The project site is situated within the Kahalu‘u section which ranges from Kaoio Point 
to He‘eia.   

This section’s most significant roadway views are identified at the Kualoa Regional Park and 
near Kahalu‘u Pond.  Coastal views from roadways in the vicinity of the project site is limited to only 
Kamehameha Highway as it travels along the coastline.  At the project site, this road was identified 
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as a coastal roadway having intermittent coastal views in the vicinity of Kahalu‘u due to the 
established residential community.  The only significant pedestrian viewing points identified within 
this section are from Kualoa Park (Chu, 1987). 

Probable Impacts On Visual Resources 

Development of the project is not expected to have significant impacts on existing visual 
resources, nor negatively affect the visual character of surroundings.  The project would 
primarily consist of the shoreline improvements to support the residential use and protection 
of the property. 

The 18-inch wall within the shoreline setback area would be the only improvement 
potentially visible from Kamehameha Highway. The structure would be appropriately design 
that it will be visually compatible with the environment. 

3.5 NATURAL HAZARDS 

This section addresses natural hazards applicable to the shoreline improvement project.  Of 
the potential natural hazards, only earthquakes, hurricane, and flooding hazards are applicable to 
the project site.  There are no other known potential urban-related hazards near the project site 
such as airport clear zones, nuisances, or hazardous waste issues. 

Earthquake Hazards 

Earthquakes in the Hawaiian Islands are primarily associated with volcanic eruptions resulting 
from the inflation or shrinkage of magma reservoirs beneath which shift segments of the volcano 
(Macdonald et al., 1983).  Earthquakes may occur before or during an eruption or from the 
underground movement of magma that moves to the surface.  However, earthquakes also occur 
due to the shifting of tectonic plates.   

Except for the Island of Hawai‘i, the Hawaiian Islands are generally not situated in a high 
seismic area subject to numerous large earthquakes (Macdonald et al. 1983).  Most of the 
earthquakes that have occurred in the past have been volcanic earthquakes causing little or no 
damage to the other islands.  Available historical data indicates that the number of major 
earthquakes occurring have generally been fewer and of lower magnitude than those on other 
islands such as Hawai‘i.  Strong earthquakes of magnitude 5 or higher, based on the Richter Scale, 
can cause property damage and endanger lives (USGS 2002).   

Volcanism is the source of energy for approximately 95 percent of the earthquakes on the 
Island of Hawaii.  However, the area encompassing Maui and Oahu is identified as a “central region” 
where seismicity is generally related to tectonic activity on the seafloor near the Hawaiian Islands 
(USGS 2002).  Tectonic activity capable of generating hazardous earthquakes in the central region is 
related to seafloor fractures and suspected faults around the islands.  The largest of these are the 
Molokai Seismic Zone and the Diamond Head Fault.   

The U.S. Geological Survey’s Atlas of Natural Hazards in the Hawaiian Coastal Zone (USGS, 
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2002) assigned seismic hazard intensity ratings for all islands in the State of Hawai‘i.  This report 
assigned a relative ranking scale based upon a hazard intensity scale from 1 to 5 with 1 representing 
lowest hazard and 5 the highest.  The southern half of O‘ahu extending from Makaha around 
Diamond Head and Makapuu Head up to Kaneohe Bay was assigned a volcanic/seismic risk ranking 
of 3 due to the proximity to the Moloka‘i Seismic Zone.  The remainder of the island is ranked a 2 
with respect to the volcanic/seismic hazard (USGS 2002). 

Probable Earthquake Effects On Project 

Although difficult to predict, an earthquake of sufficient magnitude causing structural or 
other damage to the project’s facilities or infrastructure could occur in the future.  However, 
most of the earthquakes that have occurred in the State were volcanic earthquakes causing 
little or no damage on the Island of Oahu.   

Oahu is periodically subject to episodes of seismic activity of varying intensity due to its 
proximity to the Moloka‘i Seismic Zone and the Diamond Head Fault.  However, earthquakes 
cannot be avoided or predicted with any degree of certainty, and an earthquake of sufficient 
magnitude (greater than 5 on the Richter Scale) may cause damage to the proposed 
improvements.  However, damages to the project should be minimal, as appropriate building 
code standards will be followed.  Thus, the risk of potential damage to this project will be no 
greater than that of other residences or infrastructure facilities existing on the Island of O‘ahu.   

Hurricane Hazards 

Hurricanes are tropical storms with winds equal to or greater than 74 miles per hour that 
develop as brewing storms gain energy from warm (>26.5 C) ocean waters.  Hurricanes have 
affected every island in the State and can cause major damage and injury usually resulting from high 
winds, marine over-wash, heavy rains, tornadoes, and other intense small-scale winds and high 
waves.   

Hurricanes are one type of tropical cyclones affecting the State which also include tropical 
storms and tropical depressions.  Between 1970 and 1992, 105 tropical cyclones have been 
identified in the central Pacific region resulting in an average of 4.5 storms per year.  Not all of these 
storms directly pass thru the State, and actual hurricane strikes on the Hawaiian Islands are 
relatively rare in the modern record.  More commonly, near-misses that generate large swells and 
moderately high winds causing varying degrees of damage are the result of hurricanes passing close 
to the islands (USGS 2002).   

The three major elements that make a hurricane hazardous are: 1) strong winds and gusts, 2) 
large waves and storm surge, and 3) heavy rainfall (FEMA 1993).  Impacts from hurricanes can thus 
be severe and lead to beach erosion, large waves, high winds, and marine over-wash despite the 
fact that the hurricane may have missed a particular island (USGS 2002). 

A hazard mitigation report prepared by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 
after Hurricane Iniki in 1992 determined that nine hurricanes approached within 300 nautical miles 
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(about one day’s travel time) of the Hawaiian Islands’ coastlines between 1970 and 1992 (FEMA 
1993).  Most hurricanes affecting the islands have focused on Kaua‘i.  Based upon a tracking of 
hurricanes since 1950, there appears to be no geographical or meteorological reasons why 
hurricanes miss other islands and tend to steer toward Kaua‘i (FEMA 1993). 

Probable Hurricane Effects on Project 

A hurricane of significant strength and high winds passing directly over or close to the 
Island of O‘ahu could cause damage to the proposed improvements.  The main element of a 
hurricane that may cause damages to the project improvements are strong winds and gusts 
and large waves or other coastal water effects. 

To minimize potential hurricane damages, the shoreline improvements would be 
designed and constructed in conformance to applicable building codes.  Therefore, the risk of 
potential damage from high winds and waves should be minimized. 

Flooding and Tsunami Inundation 

Tsunamis are caused by a sudden movement of the seafloor that generates a series of waves 
which travel across the ocean until they reach a coastline.  Seafloor movements may include 
faulting, landslides, or submarine volcanic eruptions.  Landslides originating either under the sea or 
above sea level and then sliding into the water may also generate a tsunami.  Tsunamis manifest 
themselves as either large breaking waves, often largest around headlands where they are 
concentrated by wave refraction, or as rapidly rising sea level like a flooding tide. 

The high degree of volcanism and seismic instability in and around the Pacific Ocean has 
contributed to a history of tsunami occurrences.  The coastline of the Hawaiian Islands is thus under 
the continuous threat of tsunami inundation because this region is one of the most geologically 
active regions on Earth.  The geography of the shoreline often plays an important role in the form of 
the tsunami.  Tsunami waves may be very large in an embayment, actually experiencing 
amplification in long funnel-shaped bays.  Fringing and barrier reefs appear to have a mitigating 
influence on tsunamis by dispersing the wave energy (USGS 2002). 

Floods caused by heavy rainfall and strong winds normally occur during the winter months 
with January typically being the most frequent flood period.  Heavy rainfall can also be associated 
with the tropical storm and hurricane season between the months of June and October.  Areas 
subject to recurrent rainstorm floods are generally the coastal plains and flood plains (USGS 2002). 

Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) prepared by FEMA identifies flood areas on the Island of 
O‘ahu.  Based upon the FIRM No. 15003C0260F (revised September 30, 2004), the project site falls 
entirely within Zone D.  Zone D represents an area in which flood hazards are undetermined but 
possible.  Figure 3.3 shows the FIRM designations.  Accordingly, the project site appears to be 
situated outside of any flood designated boundaries.  Although the project site is situated along the 
shoreline, it is not subject to coastal flooding. 
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Probable Flood Effects on Project 

Based upon the FIRM, the project site where the proposed shoreline improvements are 
planned is situated within Zone D.  This area is also not subject to hazards associated with 
potential tsunami inundation that may occur along the coastline.  Therefore, proposed 
improvements should not be subject to the effects and potential damages associated with 
these hazards.  The improvements planned would also not significantly alter the existing 
character of the site making it more susceptible to damages from flooding or tsunami 
inundation.  Therefore, this project should have no affect on these hazards or be significantly 
affected by these hazards.   

To minimize potential damages, shoreline improvements would be designed and 
constructed in conformance to applicable building codes.  Therefore, the risk of potential 
damage from flooding should be further minimized. 

3.6 BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT 

3.6.1 Botanical Resources 

Existing vegetation of the property mostly consists of low laying grasses and weeds.  The 
following botanical species can also be found on the property: Monkey Pod (Samanea saman), 
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Avocado (Persea americana), Croton (Croton sp.), Ti leaf (Cordyline fruticosa), Coconut Palm (Cocos 
nucifera), False Kamani (Calophyllum inophyllum), Chinese Hibiscus (Hibiscus rosa-sinensis), and 
various alien grass species.  There are no known rare, threatened, or endangered plant species in 
the vicinity of the project site. 

The State Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR), Division of Forestry and Wildlife 
created maps showing the concentrations of threatened and endangered plant species throughout 
the major islands of the State.  On these maps, each island is divided into distinct zones of 
threatened and endangered species concentrations, ranging from low to very high concentrations, 
and identifies area of little to no concentration.  Based upon review of these maps, the project site 
is located on an area considered to have little to no threatened or endangered species. 

Probable Effects on Botanical Resources 

The project is not expected to have a significant negative impact on the botanical 
resources present on the site.  None of the vegetation identified within this project site or 
immediate vicinity is known to be Federal- or State-listed threatened or endangered, or 
candidate threatened or endangered species.  All of the plants can be found in similar 
vegetation types throughout the Kahalu’u and Kāne‘ohe areas of the island.  Also, there are 
no known natural or historic wetlands within the project site or immediate area.  Therefore, 
the project is not expected to have a significant impact on existing botanical resources. 

The long-term (post-construction) effects on botanical resources at shoreline in the 
project site is expected to have a generally beneficial impact on botanical resources along 
with the overall resource value Kāne‘ohe Bay.  This is due to the planned landscaping of the 
shoreline setback area utilizing native Hawaiian plants, such as Hawaiian Naupaka Kahakai, to 
eventually cover the entire mesh system. 

3.6.2 Avifauna and Fauna 

Due to the size and location of the property, the project site does not represent an area where 
avifauna or fauna would nest or forage for subsistence.  Furthermore, there are no wetlands being 
impacted as part of this project. 

Effects on Avifauna and Fauna 

The shoreline improvements are expected to have no long-term (post-construction) 
effects on mammalian and avifaunal resources at the project site and surrounding areas.  Such 
improvements would not affect any wetland habitats that fauna would potentially use; 
therefore, the proposed project would not present a threat to their presence.  Short-term 
construction activities are also not expected to have a significant negative impact on existing 
mammals or avifauna that may be present in the project area.   
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3.7 HISTORIC, ARCHAEOLOGICAL, AND CULTURAL RESOURCES 

3.7.1 Historical and Archaeological Resources 

Northeast O`ahu (Windward side) is made up of the Ko`olauloa (north) and Ko`olaupoko 
(south) districts bordered on the west by the Ko`olau Mountain Range.  Within each district are land 
divisions called ahupua`a, which extend from the mountain ridges to beyond the reefs offshore.  
From north to south the nine ahupua`a within the Ko‘olaupoko District are Kualoa, Hakipu`u, 
Waikane, Waiahole, Ka`alaea, Waihe`e, Kahalu`u, He`eia, and Kane`ohe.  The project site is located 
within the Kahalu‘u ahupua’a. 

Prior to the arrival of Captain James Cook (1776), Ko`olaupoko is known to have supported 
one of the largest populations in the islands.  These lands were highly prized for their agricultural 
productivity.  In becoming a highly productive area for growing subsistence, large freshwater 
streams were diverted to form ̀ auwai (irrigation ditches) for cultivation of crops consisting of kalo 
(taro), `uala (sweet potato), `ulu (breadfruit), and mai`a (banana).  Coastal resources were also 
important and at least 30 fishponds along the bay were constructed by ancient Hawaiians for 
marine resource cultivation, mainly fish. 

In 1795, Kamehameha the Great conquered O`ahu, and because of Ko`olaupoko’s beauty and 
riches, he chose to keep the ahupua`a of Kane`ohe and He`eia as his personal property, while 
apportioning the other parts of O`ahu to his warrior chiefs and counselors.  Later, most of the 
ahupua’a of Kāne‘ohe, all of Kahalu‘u, and Kualoa were eventually inherited by Kamehameha’s sons, 
Liloliho (Kamehameha II) and Kauikeaouli (Kamehameha III).  The Reverend Benjamin Parker is one 
of the earliest foreigners to acquire land in Ko‘olaupoko.  In 1834, Reverend Parker and his family 
settled in Kāne‘ohe to open up the Kāne‘ohe Mission Station.   

Sugarcane cultivation in Ko‘olaupoko was introduced around 1865.  However, the five major 
sugar plantations closed by 1903 after almost four decades of sugar business in Ko`olaupoko.  
Around the time sugar growers were leaving Ko‘olaupoko, farmers started growing rice and 
pineapples.  Between the 1880’s to the 1920’s, Waihe`e, Waiahole, Waikane, Kahalu`u, He`eia, and 
Kane`ohe all had intensive rice fields, along with several rice mills.  Pineapple cultivation emerged 
throughout Ko`olaupoko in the early 1900’s as sugar and rice cultivation declined. 

Probable Impacts on Historic  and Archaeological Resources 

It is not anticipated that the proposed project would any have significant impacts on 
cultural, historical, and/or archaeological resources. The project site has been significantly 
disturbed previously for residential uses, and is not expected to contain any historical, 
archaeological or Native Hawaiian cultural remains.  However, in the event that iwi kupuna or 
native Hawaiian cultural deposits, cultural artifacts, subsurface human remains, or other 
indications of human activity 50 years or older are inadvertently discovered during the course 
of the project, work would cease immediately until the State Historic Preservation Division, 
and other appropriate government agencies have been contacted for further instruction.  The 
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treatment of any human remains encountered would be determined, and conducted in 
accordance with the applicable requirements of Chapter 6E, Hawai‘i Revised Statutes, and 
Chapter 13-300, Hawai‘i Administrative Rules. 

3.7.2 Cultural Resources 

Traditional cultural practices are based on a profound awareness concerning the harmony 
between man and his surrounding natural resources.  Early native Hawaiian populations depended 
on these cultural practices for their survival.  A familiarity of with these specific environments 
afforded Hawaiian populations to derive systems that fostered sustainable uses for resources.  
Many of these cultural practices have been passed down from generation to generation.  Many 
Hawaiian communities continue to observe these traditions and preserve their culture to maintain 
the continuity of these practices. 

There are no known cultural practices which currently occur at the project site.  The project 
site is not located in or adjacent to any heiau, fishponds, wetlands or traditional gathering areas.  
However, there are numerous cultural resources located in the Ko‘olaupoko District located in the 
vicinity of the project site.  These mainly consist of two major fishponds; He‘eia Fishpond and 
Kahalu‘u Fishpond.  Each is historically and culturally significant and both are listed on National and 
State Registers of Historic Places (Source).   

He‘eia fishpond is located approximately 1.5 miles southeast of the project site.  This is an 
ancient fishpond originally established over 600 years ago by He‘eia ahupuaa residents as a stocking 
pond to cultivate fish and provide easy access to fishing during winter months.  The fishpond is 
maintained and managed thru a partnership between Paepae o He‘eia, a private non-profit 
organization, and the landowner, Kamehameha Schools. 

Kahalu‘u fishpond, also known as Kahouna fishpond, is located approximately 1.5 miles 
northwest of the project site.  This fishpond was used by He‘eia ahupuaa residents to trap and 
cultivate fish.  There are currently two rental facilities located on the fishpond property, the Aloha 
Ke Akua Wedding Chapel and Pohai Ke Aloha Pavilion. 

Probable Effects on Cultural Resources 

In terms of cultural resources, the project is not expected to significantly affect 
traditional native Hawaiian cultural practices occurring within the Kahalu‘u ahupua’a, 
Ko‘olaupoko District.  There are no known cultural practices currently occurring within the 
project site.  There are no heiau known to exisit on the project site or immediate areas. 

This project would not restrict access to other surrounding areas that may be used for 
cultural practices because the project is limited to the property and shoreline setback area.  
This project would not prevent access to shoreline areas or surrounding mauka areas that may 
be used for traditional gathering or other cultural practices.  Furthermore, the property is 
currently surrounded by other residential lots.  Temporary construction activities would not 
prohibit access to other land areas that may be considered significant for cultural purposes. 
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CHAPTER 4 
ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL FACTORS 

 

This chapter discusses the project’s probable impact on economic and fiscal factors associated 
with the State and County, as well as social factors such as changes in resident population, housing, 
and character of the community. 

4.1 EXISTING SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CONTEXT 

This section discusses the effects of the project on both the County and State’s economic and 
fiscal factors.  Project improvements will have different effects in relation to the City and the State 
of Hawai‘i.  Improvements proposed by this project should have a small minor positive economic 
impact mainly associated with the creation of short-term construction related jobs and increase in 
revenues of City property taxes. 

Short-Term Construction Related Jobs 

The projected construction cost for the shoreline improvements are conservatively estimated 
to be $587,000.  This project would create several construction jobs over the anticipated 5 month 
construction period.  In discussions of jobs and income, three broad types are distinguished: 

● Direct jobs are immediately involved with construction of a project or with its 
operations.  

● Indirect jobs are created as businesses directly involved with a project purchase goods 
and services in the local economy. 

● Induced jobs are created as workers spend their income for goods and services. 

Construction of the project improvements should have a minor short-term positive economic 
impact associated with the creation of short-term construction related jobs.  Direct construction 
jobs would typically consist of on-site laborers, tradesmen, mechanical operators, supervisors, etc.  
These new jobs created would also generate additional personal income for construction workers.  
Personal income is defined as the wages paid to the direct construction workers.  These 
construction jobs would likely be filled by residents from the Island of Oahu already employed 
within the construction industry. 

Direct construction jobs created would also stimulate indirect and induced employment within 
other industries on the island such as retail, restaurants, material distributors, and other related 
businesses supporting the construction industry.  These new jobs would generate additional 
personal income for construction workers of approximately $235,000.  Personal income is defined 
as the wages paid to the direct construction workers or operational employees associated with a 
development.  Indirect and induced income would also be generated from this project. 
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Fiscal Factors 

Fiscal impacts associated with this project would primarily involve some additional tax 
revenue generated to the State due to construction costs expended for this project.  Tax revenue 
sources for State government are composed primarily of general excise taxes (GET) on development 
costs and construction materials, along with corporate income tax, and personal income tax from 
construction workers.  Construction related tax revenues would be one-time or short-term 
increases in revenue since they are only associated with construction activities.   

In addition, GET taxes on indirect and induced income spent stimulated by the spending of 
direct income would also contribute new revenues to the State.  The approximately $587,000 
expended for renovation of the proposed project improvements was estimated to generate 
increased tax revenue of approximately $27,000 to the State.   

The improvements planned for the project should contribute to the increased property value 
of residential site.  Since City revenues are primarily derived from property tax revenues, there 
should be a small increase to the City revenues from this project.  The project site is a privately-
owned property that is not exempt from paying City property tax.  Therefore, with the project 
improvements, there would be slight increases to the City property tax revenues. 

4.2 SOCIAL IMPACT FACTORS 

The shoreline improvement project is not expected to significantly change the existing 
resident population in the Kahalu‘u community or surrounding region.  This project consists of 
construction of residential ancillary structures within the shoreline setback area of a privately-
owned property.  Implementation of the project would not displace any residents or businesses 
since construction would be limited to the project site already designated for residential use.  As a 
result, there would be no significant impacts on the existing resident population. 

This project would also not change or alter the character of the Kahalu‘u community because 
this project does not propose changes in conflict with existing uses in the surrounding area or have 
a significant impact on surrounding land uses.   

Implementation of this project is expected to generate short-term construction jobs 
associated with construction activities.  However, the creation of short-term construction jobs is not 
expected to generate any in-migration of workers to the Island of O‘ahu to fill these jobs.  It is 
anticipated that qualified local contractors on the island or within the State of Hawai‘i would likely 
be used for the project’s construction.  Consequently, the construction of this project would not 
have any long-term or permanent secondary effects on the number of resident construction 
workers in the City or State.  Thus, the proposed project is not expected to change the social 
context of the area. 
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4.3 CUMULATIVE AND SECONDARY IMPACTS 

Cumulative Impacts 

Cumulative impacts are effects on the environment which result from the incremental impact 
of a project when added to past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions.  The 
cumulative impacts associated with this project includes assessing the implementation of the 
shoreline improvements to evaluate it, and incorporating other known planned improvements 
within the area and study year that would effect or be affected by the project. 

The discussion of impacts presented within this document addresses the cumulative impacts 
associated with the project and other reasonably foreseeable future actions being implemented.  
There are no major cumulative impacts associated with this project. 

Secondary Impacts 

Secondary impacts, or indirect effects, are effects which are caused by an action and are later 
in time or farther removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable.  Such effects may 
include growth-inducing impacts and other effects related to changes in land use patterns, 
population density or growth rate, and related effects on air, water, and other natural systems.   

The proposed shoreline improvements are associated with residential use of a property within 
an established rural neighborhood within Kahalu‘u.  The current condition of population and 
demography is not expected to be significantly affected by the minor nature of the project.  This 
project is not expected to significantly affect the City’s resident population growth for the 
Ko‘olaupoko community and surrounding region, and thus would not generate the associated 
secondary effects on infrastructure, public facilities, and housing. 

The proposed project is not expected to have any secondary impacts on land use patterns, 
public facilities and infrastructure, or the natural environment.  The impacts of this project on the 
physical and biological environment, as described in Chapter 3, will be either totally unrelated to 
these areas of potential impact – as in the case of land use patterns – or will be at a very minor and 
generally beneficial level – as in the case of the natural environment.  As such, there is no 
reasonable basis to expect that adverse secondary impacts could occur.   
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CHAPTER 5 
PUBLIC AND INFRASTRUCTURE FACILITIES 

 

This chapter discusses the project’s probable impact on public and infrastructure facilities 
serving the Kahalu‘u community.  Due to the nature of improvements proposed for this project, 
most of the impacts would be associated with construction-related activities.  As a result, there 
should be minimal, if any, changes to infrastructure demands resulting from this project. 

5.1 PUBLIC FACILITIES 

The project site is located in a fully developed urban area with current access to all necessary 
residential services.  This section discusses the project’s impact on facilities or services available to 
the community within the vicinity of the project site.  The public facilities available within the 
project area include recreation, medical, fire and police services, in addition to cable, television, and 
electric services. 

Probable Impacts on Public Facilities 

The proposed project would not require the extension of electrical or communication 
facilities to the shoreline setback area.  Similarly, the proposed improvements would not 
result in a significant increase in service demands from police and fire protection or other 
public services.  Since the project is consistent with the existing land use of the project site, no 
new major utility systems will be required to serve the property.  Therefore, this project is not 
expected to have a significant impact on public facilities. 

5.2 PUBLIC UTILITIES 

This section discusses the utility facilities or services available within the project area which 
includes domestic water, wastewater, drainage, and solid waste facilities. 

5.2.1 Domestic Water, Irrigation, and Fire Protection 

Existing water service to the Kahalu‘u District is provided by the City & County of Honolulu, 
Board of Water Supply (BWS).  There is no existing water facilities present within the project site.  
However, there is an existing 8-inch waterline serving the residences situated along Kamehameha 
Highway.  There is currently no water service to the property. However, the property has water 
service assigned to it, but it is currently ordered “off” according to BWS.  There is an existing meter 
box fronting property, but the previous ⅝-inch water meter (capacity of 20 gallons per minute 
(gpm)) was removed in 1980.  The size of the existing water lateral is 1¼-inch.  According to BWS, 
the smallest meter that would be currently required is a ¾-inch meter with a capacity of 30 gpm and 
a pressure of 100 pounds per square inch (psi). 

Domestic water will serve the single-family dwelling.  According to BWS Water System 
Standards, a single-family unit is projected to generate a proposed maximum daily demand of 1,500 
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gpd and a peak hour demand of 30,000 gpd.  The fire demand is expected to be 1,000 gpm for the 
duration of one hour.  According to the owner’s landscape architect, the irrigation demand is 
anticipated to be 20 gpm.  A sub-meter will be installed for dedicated irrigation use.  The owner will 
pay the BWS for the installation of a new meter and water service lateral to serve the development. 

Probable Impacts on Water Facilities 

Completion of this project would likely result in a small increase in water demand 
associated with irrigation water demands for landscaping in the shoreline setback.  However, 
this increase is not expected to have a significant impact on the BWS water system or source 
capacity.  Construction plans will be appropriately coordinated with the BWS during the 
design phase of this project, and the availability of water will be confirmed when ministerial 
permits are applied for.  Therefore this project is not expected to have a significant impact on 
water facilities. 

5.2.2 Wastewater Facilities 

Although the project site is currently undeveloped, the project site is equipped with a 6-inch 
sewer lateral that connects to the 8-inch sewer line along Kamehameha Highway.  The sewer lateral 
is located on the southeast corner of property. 

The property’s dwelling consists of structures and activities which will generate wastewater.  
A 6-inch sewer lateral will travel along the property’s driveway towards Kamehameha Highway and 
connect to the existing sewer lateral serving the property located near the southeast corner of the 
property. 

Probable Impacts on Wastewater Facilities 

There will be no improvements within the shoreline setback area requiring connection to 
the wastewater system.  Therefore, this project is not expected to have a significant impact 
on wastewater facilities. 

5.2.3 Drainage Facilities 

There are no known existing drainage facilities within the project site or Kamehameha 
Highway.  Due to the existing slopes and low soil permeability associated with the project site, the 
majority of storm water runoff does not infiltrate into the soil but discharges from the site as 
surface runoff.  The majority of the existing storm water runoff from the project site sheet flows in 
the northern (makai) direction following the existing property topography.  This runoff eventually 
leads into Kāne‘ohe Bay.  The remaining portion of the existing runoff sheet flows towards 
Kamehameha Highway. 

The existing undeveloped conditions produce a runoff of approximately 0.93 cubic feet per 
second (cfs) based on a 10-year storm.  Approximately 0.02 cfs discharges towards Kamehameha 
Highway while 0.91 cfs sheet flows towards the ocean. 

Based on a site plan of the dwelling, the runoff from impervious surfaces was calculated and 
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found that a 10-year storm could potentially discharge approximately 2.31 cfs from the entire 
developed drainage areas.  This results in an increase of about 1.38 cfs from existing conditions.  
Similar to the existing conditions, the proposed runoff will continue to flow towards the Pacific 
Ocean and Kamehameha Highway, respectively. 

Probable Impacts on Drainage Facilities 

As required by the City, a drainage plan and report has been prepared for the proposed 
project and dwelling in conformance with the City’s “Rules Relating to Storm Drainage 
Standards.” 

As this project is located along the shoreline, careful and cautious measures must be 
taken when carrying out the erosion control measures described in Chapter 2.  By not 
following those measures, further sediment may be discharged into Kāne‘ohe  Bay that may 
adversely affect the surrounding aquatic life and water quality.  The City has special 
requirements for all projects that discharge into Class I or Class AA waters.  As Kāne‘ohe  Bay 
is classified as a Class AA waters, this project will fall under these requirements.  As a result, 
additional BMP measures will be considered to mitigate the potential impacts of any 
discharge.  A site specific construction BMP plan will be submitted to the State Department of 
Health (DOH) prior to grading commencement.  All construction related discharges will comply 
with the State’s Water Quality Standards.  Drainage plans will also be reviewed and approved 
by the City, and necessary improvements implemented. 

As stated previously, the existing slopes within the project site are moderate and 
extremely steep near the shoreline area.  During construction of the shoreline improvements, 
special attention is needed to control runoff of the project site into Kāne‘ohe Bay.  Therefore, 
temporary and permanent erosion control measures need to be implemented as best 
management practices (BMP’s) during construction.  An additional BMP would be to begin 
construction during dry months of the year and during low tide levels throughout the day.  
Temporary erosion control measures include using silt fences, stabilized construction 
entrances, turbidity curtains, and erosion control blankets.  Permanent erosion control 
measures include grading to provide proper drainage and utilizing an anchor wire mesh 
erosion control blanket upon the face of the existing slope fronting the shoreline.  Areas 
covered by the anchor wire mesh will be landscaped to further minimize erosion and 
maximize soil retention. 

5.2.4 Solid Waste 

Solid waste collection and disposal operations serving the Kahalu‘u District is provided by the 
City’s Department of Environmental Services, Division of Refuse Collection and Disposal.  A private 
contractor would be responsible to properly dispose of all construction-related debris in 
conformance with City regulations. 
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Probable Impacts to Solid Waste Facilities 

Construction of the proposed improvements will generate some solid waste typical of 
construction activities.  The volume of solid waste is expected to be minor due to the limited 
area will be developed.  Construction-related waste generation will be a short-term impact, 
and consist primarily of vegetation, rocks, and other debris created from clearing,excavation, 
grading, demolition, and construction activities.  The contactor will be required to properly 
dispose of all solid waste in conformance with City regulations. 

5.3 TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES 

Current access to the project site is off Kamehameha Highway.  However, there is no existing 
driveway or other private road facilities serving the project area from Kamehameha Highway.  In 
this vicinity, Kamehameha Highway is an asphalt paved two-lane, two-way roadway under the 
jurisdiction of the City and County of Honolulu.  This facility has a 50-foot wide right-of-way.  There 
are no sidewalks or curb and gutters adjacent to the roadway, just landscaping and bare soil.  

Property Roadway Access 

There is also an existing bend in the roadway west of the project site that may result in sight 
distance issues from the subject property.  A driveway coming off of Kamehameha Highway would 
be provided for access to the residence and would connect to the edge of the existing asphalt 
pavement.  Due to the short sight distance caused by the curve in the alignment of Kamehameha 
Highway, the residential driveway would be located near the southeast corner of the site to provide 
the longest site distance along both directions of Kamehameha Highway. 

Probable Impacts on Transportation Facilities 

The proposed project could have short-term temporary impacts on the circulation on 
Kamehameha Highway due increases in construction traffic for the project.  This may result in 
temporary delays, however because all construction would occur on the owner’s property, 
such disruptions to traffic is expected to be minimal.  With the project, there should be no 
long-term adverse effects on existing transportation facilities serving the surrounding area. 
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CHAPTER 6 
CONFORMANCE WITH PLANS AND POLICIES 

 

This chapter discusses the project’s conformance with the State Land Use District regulations, 
the State Environmental Policy, the City’s General Plan goals and policies, Zoning District Standards, 
and the Ko‘olaupoko Sustainable Communities Plan. 

6.1 STATE LAND USE DISTRICT 

The State Land Use Boundary Map for the Kahalu‘u region indicated that the project site is 
located within the State’s Urban District, as previously shown on Figure 1.3 in Chapter 1. 

State Urban District 

Permitted uses or activities within the Urban District are provided by ordinances or regulations 
of the county within which the Urban District is situated.  Thus, Urban District lands on the Island of 
O‘ahu are regulated by the ordinances and regulations of the City and County of Honolulu.  The 
single-family residential use of the project site is a permitted land use in the Urban District.  Thus, 
the proposed shoreline improvements are also permitted as ancillary uses of the residential 
dwelling. 

6.2 CHAPTER 344, STATE ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 

Adopted in 1974, Chapter 344 established the State Environmental Policy to encourage the 
enjoyable harmony between people and their environment, conservation natural resources and the 
enhancement of quality of life.  This section discusses the project’s conformance and consistency 
with the pertinent policies and guidelines described under Chapter 344, HRS. 

Environmental Policy 

1. Conserve the natural resources, so that land, water, mineral, visual, air and other natural 
resources are protected by controlling pollution, by preserving or augmenting natural 
resources, and by safeguarding the State’s unique natural environmental characteristics in a 
manner which will foster and promote the general welfare, create and maintain conditions 
under which humanity and nature can exist in productive harmony, and fulfill the social, 
economic, and other requirements of the people of Hawaii. 

The project would be consistent with this environmental policy because the improvements 
would utilize existing land and open space area within the owner’s property.  These improvements 
will be designed and constructed to minimize effects on natural resources, control pollutants 
discharge during construction by implementing best management practices, and include review and 
approval by pertinent regulatory agencies.  This project would not have an adverse impact on 
natural resources or the environment as discussed in the various sections of this document. 

The conceptual site plan requires minimal grading by maintaining the existing slopes and 
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eliminates the need for extensive grading.  Design of this project will protect and safeguard the 
unique natural environment and characteristics associated with this project area.  The shoreline 
structures would meet all applicable Federal, State and City building requirements and regulations 
to protect the environment.  Best management practices would be implemented during 
construction to minimize runoff and other short-term impacts such as fugitive dust and noise.  
Therefore, this project will conserve natural resources such as open space lands, and is not 
anticipated to significantly impact the shoreline and the ocean waters beyond. 

Guidelines 

(2) Land, water, mineral, visual, air, and other natural resources 

(A) Encourage management practices which conserve and fully utilize all natural resources; 

(E) Establish and maintain natural area preserves, wildlife preserves, forest preserves, 
marine preserves, and unique ecological preserves. 

The shoreline project will be consistent with these guidelines because the improvements 
would not impact those natural resources identified such as watersheds, forest preserves, wildlife 
preserves, or unique ecological preserves.  The project would not have an adverse impact on areas 
that are valuable open spaces since the property is located in an existing residential community.  
Appropriate measures would be incorporated into the project’s design to minimize erosion and 
address appropriate drainage requirements to help conserve and protect natural resources. 

(3) Flora and fauna 

(A) Protect endangered species of indigenous plants and animals and introduce new plants 
or animals only upon assurance of negligible ecological hazard. 

B. Foster the planting of native as well as other trees, shrubs, and flowering plants 
compatible to the enhancement of our environment. 

As discussed in Chapter 3 of this document, no known endangered plant species have been 
identified in or near the project site.  Birds, mammals, reptiles, and amphibians that may frequent 
the project site are expected to be alien or indigenous species that are commonly found in urban 
residential environments.  Fauna species present within the project site are not expected to be 
negatively affected since development of this project should not drastically alter the existing 
environment.  Input received as part of the consultation process will help identify any protective 
practices to be implemented.  This project will not introduce new plants or animals to the area, 
which may have an ecological hazard.   

 (4) Parks, recreation, and open space 

(A) Establish, preserve and maintain scenic, historic, cultural, park and recreation areas, 
including the shorelines, for public recreational, educational, and scientific uses. 

(B) Protect the shorelines of the State from encroachment of manmade improvements, 
structures, and activities. 
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(C) Promote open space in view of its natural beauty not only as a natural resource but as 
an ennobling, living environment for its people. 

The project is not expected to impact significant historic properties or cultural resources and 
practices as discussed in Chapter 3 since there are no known sites present or traditional cultural 
practices affected by the project.  The project site is located within a residential lot, and will have a 
positive impact on existing public and recreational uses within the crater.  Based on the alternatives 
considered by the owner, the project provides the most protection of the shoreline from 
encroachment of manmade improvements, structures and activities.  The project will improve 
accessibility and enjoyment of the open space and natural environment of the area by allowing the 
owner safe access to Kāne‘ohe Bay.  The proposed shoreline improvements would not adversely 
impact any recreational area or scenic visual resources along the shoreline due to the topography of 
the site. 

5. Citizen participation 

(A) Provide for expanding citizen participation in the decision making process so it 
continually embraces more citizens and more issues. 

The environmental review process undertaken for this project allows for public and 
government agency input of concerns and comments associated with the project.  Such 
opportunities include pre-assessment consultation and review of the Draft EA.  Thus, the public 
consultation process incorporated within this environmental review process provides decision-
makers with a diverse array of information to consider in evaluating this project. 

6.3 CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU GENERAL PLAN 

This section discusses the projects conformant with pertinent objectives and policies form the 
City and County of Honolulu General Plan.  The Plan is a comprehensive statement of objectives and 
policies which sets forth the long-range aspirations of O‘ahu’s residents and the strategies of 
actions to achieve them. 

Population 

1. Objectives 

C. To establish a pattern of population distribution that will allow the people of O‘ahu to 
live and work in harmony. 

2. Policies 

A. Manage physical growth and development in the urban-fringe and rural areas so that: 
a) An undesirable spreading of development is prevented; and 2) Their population 
densities are consistent with the character of development and the environmental 
qualities desired for such areas. 

The project would be consistent with these objectives and policies since it would not increase 
the resident population in the Ko‘olaupoko District or affect the island-wide resident population 
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distribution percentages.  Implementation of the proposed improvements will simply provide better 
permanent protection of the property’s shoreline and allow the owner safety access the ocean. 

Natural Environment 

1. Objectives 

A. To protect and preserve the natural environment. 

B. To preserve and enhance the natural monuments and scenic views of Oahu for the 
benefit of both residents and visitors. 

2. Policies 

A. Protect Oahu’s natural environment, especially the shoreline, valleys, and ridges, from 
incompatible development. 

B. Require development projects to give due consideration to natural features such as 
slope, flood and erosion hazards, water-recharge areas, distinctive land forms, and 
existing vegetation. 

C. Design surface drainage and flood-control systems in a manner which will help preserve 
their natural settings. 

D. Protect the natural environment from damaging levels of air, water, and noise pollution. 

E. Protect plants, birds, and other animals that are unique to the State of Hawaii and the 
Island of Oahu. 

F. Protect the Island’s well-known resources: its mountains and craters; forests and 
watershed areas; marshes, rivers, and streams, shoreline, fishponds, and bays; and reefs 
and offshore islands. 

G. Protect Oahu’s scenic views, especially those seen from highly developed and heavily 
traveled areas. 

J. Locate roads, highways, and other public facilities and utilities in areas where they will 
least obstruct important views of the mountains and the sea. 

The project will comply with all of these objectives and policies.  The impact of the proposed 
improvements on the surrounding natural environment would be positive in general.   Scenic views 
associated with the Ko‘olaupoko District would not be affected.  Except for minimal construction-
related impacts, there will be no air, water or noise impacts from this project. 

As discussed in Chapter 3, construction-related disturbances to the environment will be 
minimal and short-term.  Virtually all areas that will be disturbed would be located within the 
shoreline setback area, thus ensuring minimal if any impact on natural areas and important 
habitats.  This project is not an incompatible development with the surrounding natural 
environment since it only involves minimal improvements to the shoreline area.  The site is absent 
of distinctive land forms, does not involve a water recharge area, and absent of significant or 
important vegetation.   
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The project will be designed to comply with all pertinent flood requirements.  Minimal 
improvements are needed to address surface drainage at the site.  However, this change would not 
cause significant changes to surface drainage in the area and existing drainage patterns will be 
maintained.   

As discussed in the various sections of this document, the project is not expected to have a 
significant impact on the natural environment or plants, birds, or other animals unique to the island 
and State.  No mature trees would be affected by this project and well-known resources will be 
affected.  The main effects associated with this project would be construction related.  However, 
best management practices and other design measures will be incorporated to mitigate the short-
term nuisances caused by construction activities.  Scenic views would not be adversely impacted by 
the project since there are no scenic resources or landmarks on the project site nor are there any 
significantly important viewing locations along the highway affected by this project as discussed in 
Chapter 3.   

Culture and Recreation 

1. Objectives 

A. To protect Oahu’s cultural, historic, architectural, and archaeological resources. 

D. To provide a wide range of recreational facilities and services that are readily available 
to all residents of O‘ahu. 

2. Policies 

A. Encourage the restoration and preservation of early Hawaiian structures, artifacts, and 
landmarks. 

B. Identify, and to the extent possible, preserve and restore buildings, sites, and areas of 
social, cultural, historic, architectural, and archaeological significance. 

C. Provide convient access to all beaches and inland recreation areas. 

D. Provide for safe and secure use of public parks, beaches, and recreation facilities. 

E. Encourage the safe use of O‘ahu’s ocean environments. 

As discussed in Chapter 3, the project is not expected to impact cultural, historic, architectural, 
or archaeological resources.  Coordination with State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD) will be 
conducted through this environmental assessment process.  In the event of a burial encounter 
during construction, all work would stop and SHPD would be notified.   

The project will not significantly impact coastal resources having recreational value in a 
negative manner as documented in this document.  The proposed improvements would not restrict 
lateral access of the shoreline nor would it eliminate public access to the shoreline fronting the 
property, and would not prevent or adversely affect current public recreational activities occurring 
along this shoreline.   
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6.4 CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU LAND USE ORDINANCE, ROH CHAPTER 21 

Since the project is within the State Urban District, it is under the jurisdiction of the City and 
therefore subject to the rules and regulations of the City’s Land Use Ordinance (LUO).  The project 
site is zoned R-10, Residential, by the City and County of Honolulu. 

According to the LUO, the purpose of the residential district is to allow for a range of 
residential densities.  The intent of R-10 districts is to provide areas for large lot developments 
typically located at the outskirts of urban development requiring a minimal lot area of 10,000 
square feet.  Permitted uses and development standards within the R-10, Residential District are 
provided in Table 21-3, and Table 21-3.2, LUO, respectively.  Design of the single-family dwelling and 
shoreline improvements is being prepared in accordance will the rules set forth for the R-10, 
Residential District. 

6.5 KO‘OLAUPOKO SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES PLAN 

This section discusses the project’s conformance with key elements of the vision and land use 
policies, and guidelines for the Ko‘olaupoko Sustainable Communities Plan (DPP, 2000).  The plan 
was adopted by the City Council to provide conceptual, long-range guidance for decision-makers 
through the year 2020.  The vision of the Ko‘olaupoko Sustainable Communities Plan is oriented 
toward maintaining and enhancing the region’s ability to sustain its unique character and lifestyle. 

The Plan’s vision is formed around two principal concepts.  First, it is the Plan’s vision to 
protect the communities’ natural, scenic, cultural, historic, and agricultural resources.  And second, 
to address the need to improve and replace, as necessary, the region’s aging infrastructure system.  
Furthermore, the Plan provides general policies related to land use concerns and goals for the 
region.  The general policies applicable to this project are provided below along with a discussion of 
the project’s consistency with each policy. 

As discussed in Chapter 1, the proposed project is located within the Rural Community 
Boundary with a Low-Density Residential land use designation.  The proposed project and single-
family residence would be consistent with this designation. 

General Policies 

1. Open Space Preservation 

1. Protect scenic views, provide recreation and promote access to shoreline and mountain 
areas. 

2. Define the boundaries of communities and provide buffers between agricultural uses, 
residential neighborhoods and other uses. 

3. Create a system of linear greenways along roadways and drainage ways. 

4. Prevent development in areas susceptible to landslides and similar hazards. 

Because the property is already situated along the shoreline, this development cannot avoid 
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being located within a coastal area.  However, appropriate design measures will be implemented to 
allow the proposed shoreline improvements to be sensitive and compatible with the shoreline 
environment.  The project would not adversely impact areas of scenic beauty and will not impact 
open space.  Chapter 3 of this document discusses the project’s effect on open space and scenic 
beauty in more detail. 

2. Historic and Cultural Resources 

1. Emphasize physical references to Koolaupoko's history and cultural roots. 

2. Protect existing visual landmarks and support creation of new, culturally appropriate 
landmarks. 

3. Preserve significant historic features. 

4. Retain significant vistas associated with archaeological features. 

The project is not expected to impact significant historic properties or cultural resources and 
practices as discussed in Chapter 3 of this document.  Thus, restoration of sites would not apply 
since there are no known to be affected.  However, in the event subsurface historic sites such as 
cultural layers or human burial are encountered during construction, all work would stop and the 
SHPD would be notified.  Furthermore, the project site has been previously disturbed from 
construction of a previous residential structure.  Therefore, the project would be consistent with 
these policies addressing historic and cultural resources.   

6.6 SHORELINE SETBACK ORDINANCE, ROH CHAPTER 23 

The proposed project requires compliance with the City’s Shoreline Setback Ordinance 
(Chapter 23, ROH).  The purpose of the ordinance is “to protect and preserve the natural shoreline, 
especially sandy beaches; to protect and preserve public pedestrian access laterally along the 
shoreline and to the sea; and to protect and preserve open space along the shoreline.”  The 
shoreline setback area is defined as all the land area between the certified shoreline and shoreline 
setback line.  The shoreline setback line is established 40-feet inland from the certified shoreline.  
Structures are not permitted in the shoreline setback area without a variance, and approved 
variances must meet the following conditions (ROH §23-1.9): 

(a) To maintain safe access to and along the shoreline or adequately compensate for its 
loss; 

(b) To minimize risk of adverse impacts on beach processes; 

(c) To minimize risk of existing legal or proposed structures falling and becoming loose 
rocks or rubble on public property; and 

(d) To minimize adverse impacts on public views to, from and along the shoreline. 

Per Ordinance requirements, the City requires that new subdivisions must accommodate a 60-
foot shoreline setback; however, the project parcel has not been recently subdivided.  Therefore, a 
60-foot shoreline setback would not be required. 
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Hardship Standards 

According to ROH §23-1.8(b)(3)(A), the proposed improvements within the shoreline setback 
area must be necessary to provide “reasonable use of the land” before a “hardship” variance can be 
granted.  The proposed improvements would be required to meet the following “hardship 
standards.”  Application of these hardship standards to the project will be addressed in the owner’s 
ensuing application for a Shoreline Setback Variance. 

i) The applicant would be deprived of reasonable use of the land if required to comply fully 
with the shoreline setback ordinance and the shoreline setback rules; 

(ii) The applicant's proposal is due to unique circumstances and does not draw into 
question the reasonableness of this chapter and the shoreline setback rules; and 

(iii) The proposal is the practicable alternative which best conforms to the purpose of this 
chapter and the shoreline setback rules. 

The Ordinance identifies prohibited structures and activities within the shoreline setback area 
with exceptions including “minor structures and activities” allowed by the department which do not 
affect beach processes or artificially fix the shoreline and do not interfere with public access, public 
views or open space along the shoreline.  If necessary, a Minor Shoreline Structure Permit will be 
pursued by the applicant. 

6.7 COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM, HRS 205A 

The entire property and project area is located within the City and County of Honolulu’s 
Special Management Area (SMA).  The intent of the SMA Permit is to regulate any use, activity or 
operation that is defined as a “development” within the SMA.  According to HRS §205A-22 and ROH 
§25-1.3(2)(N), the definition of “development” does not include construction of a single family 
residences and ancillary structures.  Therefore, this project is exempt from the requirement to 
obtain a SMA development permit. 

As discussed below, the proposed project will be consistent with the following objectives, 
policies, and guidelines of the Special Management Area, set forth in Chapter 205A-2, HRS.  A 
discussion of this project’s conformance and consistency with the various applicable policies 
developed for each objective is provided. 

A. Objectives: 

1. Provide coastal recreational opportunities accessible to the public. 

2. Protect, preserve, and where desirable, restore those natural and man-made historic 
and pre-historic resources in the coastal zone management area that are significant in 
Hawaiian and American history and culture. 

3. Protect, preserve, and where desirable, restore or improve the quality of coastal scenic 
and open space resources. 
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4. Protect valuable coastal ecosystems from disruption and minimize adverse impacts on 
all coastal ecosystems. 

5. Provide public or private facilities and improvements important to the State's economy 
in suitable locations. 

6. Reduce hazard to life and property from tsunami, storm waves, stream flooding, 
erosion, and subsidence. 

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

8. Protect beaches for public use and recreation. 

The project would be consistent with these objectives.  The proposed shoreline improvements 
would not restrict public access to the shoreline from mauka areas nor would it restrict lateral 
shoreline access.  Implementation of these improvements are expected to have an overall positive 
impact on the quality of coastal and open space resources by reducing the amount of erosion and 
sediment entering Kāne‘ohe Bay which is one of the State’s most valuable marine resources.  
Furthermore, implementation of these improvements would reduce the hazard risk to life and 
property from tsunami, erosion and ground subsidence. 

B. Policies 

1. Recreational resources: 

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

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

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

v. Ensuring public recreational use 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 regulating point and non-point sources of 
pollution to protect, and where feasible, restore the recreational value of coastal 
waters. 

The project will not significantly impact coastal resources having recreational value, 
specifically Kāne‘ohe Bay and its recreational uses.  The project would be located on already 
designated residential lot and limited to the shoreline setback area within the property boundaries.  
Therefore, it would not eliminate public access to the shoreline fronting the property, and would 
not prevent or adversely affect current public recreational activities occurring along this shoreline.   
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Construction of the project will not involve extensive land disturbance activities since grading 
activities should be minimal due to selection of the preferred alternative.  Construction activities 
will be short-term, and appropriate best management practices developed to address surface water 
runoff.  Construction plans would be coordinated with pertinent State and City agencies for review 
and approval.  As a result, construction is not expected to generate significant amounts of 
pollutants which may affect the water quality of the surrounding shoreline area.   

2. Historic Resources: 

a. Identify and analyze significant archaeological resources; 

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

As discussed in this Chapter 3, the project will not have an adverse impact on historic 
properties or significant cultural resources since there are none known to be present on the project 
site and immediate area.  Furthermore, the project site has been previously disturbed from 
construction of a previous residential structure.  Appropriate coordination will be conducted with 
the State Historic Preservation Division to address the potential impacts on historic properties and 
implement appropriate mitigative measures, if necessary. 

Further, there are no known significant cultural resources on the project site or immediate 
areas, and the project will not restrict access to adjacent areas that may be used for traditional 
native Hawaiian practices or cultural activities.  Therefore, the project would be consistent with 
these policies addressing historic resources.   

3. Scenic and Open Space Resources: 

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. 

There are no significant visual resources situated on the project site that would be affected by 
the project nor are anticipated negative impacts to significant coastal views from Kamehameha 
Highway.  This project would not alter any significant natural landforms or obstruct existing public 
views of the shoreline and scenic resources.  Thus, the project would not impact the visual character 
of the development or affect open space and scenic resources.   

4. Coastal Ecosystems: 

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

d. Promote water quantity and quality planning and management practices which reflect 
the tolerance of fresh water and marine ecosystems and prohibit land and water uses 
which violate State water quality standards. 

The project would not adversely impact valuable coastal ecosystems since it would only be 
limited to construction of the proposed shoreline improvements on the relatively small site within 
residential lot.  It would not involve stream diversions, channelization, or other similar alterations to 
existing water uses or coastal ecosystems.  During construction, disruption or degradation of coastal 
waters will be minimal or non-existent as contractors will be required to follow applicable rules and 
regulations governing erosion and runoff.  Best management practices will be implemented by the 
contractor, and design plans will be submitted to State and City agencies for review and approval.  
Consequently, the proposed project will not negatively impact water quality or marine ecosystems 
in the immediate vicinity.   

5. Economic Uses: 

The policies pertaining to Economic Uses are not applicable for this project since the building is 
not a coastal dependent development.   

6. Coastal Hazards: 

b. Control development in areas subject to storm wave, tsunami, flood, erosion, hurricane, 
wind, subsidence, and point and non-point pollution hazards; 

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

d. Prevent coastal flooding from inland projects. 

Construction of the proposed project will not result in any disruption to existing stream flows 
or activities within existing flood hazard areas.  The project’s design will comply with flood district 
requirements specified under the LUO. 

7. Managing Development: 

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

b. Facilitate timely processing of application 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 general 
public to facilitate public participation in the planning and review process. 
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The owner will comply with City regulations and requirements by submitting a Shoreline 
Setback Variance application to the City with supporting documentation.  This application will 
include information addressing the proposed project’s potential impact on the environment, which 
should be minimal and consist mainly of short-term construction related effects due to the nature 
of this project.  This Environmental Assessment document provides more detailed discussion 
addressing the project’s impact on the environment.   

8. Public Participation: 

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

The owner is complying with this policy through the publication and distribution of this 
Environmental Assessment document.  The processing of this document allows for public 
participation to address comments and concerns associated with the project.  The owner will also 
comply with this policy through submittal of an application for Shoreline Setback Variance for the 
proposed project.  This application would allow the City’s Department of Planning and Permitting to 
review the project’s consistency with coastal management policies. 

9. Beach Protection: 

a. Locate new structures inland from the shoreline setback to conserve open space and to 

minimize loss of improvements due to erosion. 

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; 

The preferred alternative was selected based upon its minimal impacts to the shoreline.  The 
proposed improvements do not include the development of any erosion protection structures to be 
located seaward of the shoreline.  Thus, the project would not interfere with existing recreational 
and waterline activities conducted in Kāne‘ohe Bay.  The proposed project promotes an overall 
conservation ethic since it will eliminate erosion and sediment from entering the shoreline and bay.  
Further, the project will not involve the use or development of marine and coastal resources.  
Therefore, the project is not expected to have a negative impact on marine and coastal resources 
and would thus be consistent with these policies.   
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CHAPTER 7 
CONSULTATION EFFORTS 

 
Consultation with various government agencies has been conducted for this project as part of 

the pre-assessment consultation process in preparing this document.  Such efforts consisted of 
distributing solicitation letters to several agencies to obtain their input and comments on the 
project identifying issues which should be addressed.  These consultation efforts are discussed in 
this Chapter, and copies of comments received are included in Appendix B of this document.   

7.1 DRAFT EA PRE-ASSESSMENT CONSULTATION 

Consultation with various Federal, State, and County government agencies was conducted to 
obtain their comments and concerns associated with the project as part of the environmental 
assessment process.  Letters providing project information along with a location map was sent to 
these parties in June 2008 for their review. 

A listing of agencies and organizations for which consultation letters were sent is provided 
below.  Those providing written response are identified with a “»” symbol.  Copies of their written 
comments received along with responses are included in Appendix B.   

Federal Agencies 

» Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service 
» Department of the Army, U.S. Army Engineer Division, Honolulu 
• Department of the Army, U.S. Army Support Command Hawai‘i  
• Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service, Pacific Islands Region 
• Department of the Interior, Water Resources Division, U.S. Geological Survey 
 

State of Hawai‘i Agencies 

» Department of Accounting and General Services 
• Department of Business, Economic Development & Tourism 
» Department of Education 
• Department of Hawaiian Home Lands 
• Department of Health, Environmental Planning Office 
» Department of Land and Natural Resources 
• Department of Land and Natural Resources, State Historic Preservation Division 
• Dept. of Business, Economic Development & Tourism, Coastal Zone Management 
• Dept. of Business, Economic Development & Tourism, Land Use Commission  
• Dept. of Business, Economic Development & Tourism, Office of Planning 
» Office of Hawaiian Affairs 
» Department of Transportation 
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City and County of Honolulu Agencies 

» Department of Community Services 
» Department of Design and Construction 
• Department of Environmental Services 
» Department of Facility Maintenance 
» Department of Parks and Recreation 
» Department of Planning and Permitting 
» Department of Transportation Services 
» Honolulu Fire Department 
» Honolulu Police Department 
» Board of Water Supply 

Community Groups 

• Council Member Todd Apo, City Council 
» Kahalu‘u Neigborhood Board No. 29 

Early Consultation meeting with Department of Planning and Permitting 

An early consultation meeting was held with planners of DPP’s Land Use Permits Division.  A 
preliminary site plan showing a terracing of three retention walls and seawall was presented for 
discussion and comment.  In summary, the meeting prompted the owner to consider additional 
alternatives which would have less impact on the shoreline. 

Kahalu‘u Neighborhood Board Meeting 

A presentation on the proposed shoreline improvements was made to the Kahalu‘u 
Neighborhood Board No. 29 on August 13, 2008 as part of the early consultation efforts.  A 
summary of the meeting and comments received is provided.  A short briefing on the purpose for 
the presentation and background of the project was made to the Board.  Presentation boards were 
used to describe the project and proposed improvements.  After this presentation, questions from 
the Board and the general public were taken. 

1) A Board member asked whether the seawall would follow the pre-erosion topography. It was 
explained that the proposed improvements would not attempt to recapture land already lost 
to erosion. 

2) A Board member asked what the effects were on the neighboring residents.  The owner has 
consulted with the adjacent property owner who is considering a seawall.  And the home on 
the other side already has a seawall. 

3) A Board member noted that the project area has cultural significance as a lawai‘a (fishing) ahu 
and also has mo‘olelo associated with it.  She suggested a Hawaiian blessing should be 
considered prior to construction.  Owner will continue to follow up with the Board member to 
ensure cultural issues are addressed in the EA process. 
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3) A Board member noted that constructing a seawall would reduce the amount of sediment 
entering near shore waters, increasing wave energy. 

4) A Board member asked about reef protection while Chair Henkin read a Hawaii Revised 
Statutes section pertaining to shoreline variance.  J. Chang said the wall will change the 
shoreline; however, the EA will address why the wall was needed. 

5) A Board member noted the property is often referred to as Butler’s Corner or Perry’s Point. 
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CHAPTER 8 
FINDINGS AND ANTICIPATED DETERMINATION 

 

To determine whether a proposed action may have a significant effect on the environment, 
the Approving Agency needs to consider every phase of the action, the expected primary and 
secondary consequences, cumulative effect, and the short- and long-term effects.  The Approving 
Agency’s review and evaluation of the proposed action’s effect on the environment would result in 
a determination either: 1) the action would have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice should be issued, or 2) the action would not 
have a significant effect warranting a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).   

8.1 PRELIMINARY FINDINGS  

This section discusses the results of the assessment conducted for the project in relation to 
the 13 Significance Criteria prescribed under the State Department of Health’s Administrative Rules 
Title 11, Chapter 200.  The purpose of this assessment was to consider the “significance” of 
potential environmental effects which includes the sum of effects on the quality of the environment 
along with the overall and cumulative effects.”  The resulting findings are discussed below for each 
criterion. 

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

The proposed improvements would not result in the irrevocable commitment to loss or 
destruction of any natural or cultural resource.  As discussed in Chapter 2 of this Draft EA, the 
improvements are intended to provide protect the owner’s life and property.  The proposed 
improvements would be constructed on an previously developed residential lot.  Thus, there 
would be no destruction or loss of any significant, endangered, or threatened botanical, 
faunal, geological, or other natural resources.   

In terms of archaeological and historic resources, there are no known historic or 
culturally significant sites within or surrounding the project site.  In the event subsurface 
human remains or other indications of human activity older than 50 years are encountered 
during construction activities, all work would stop immediately and the SHPD notified.  The 
treatment of human remains encountered would be determined and conducted in accordance 
with the applicable requirements of Chapter 6E, HRS, and Chapter 13-300, Hawaii 
Administrative Rules. 

The project would also not restrict access to surrounding areas that may be potentially 
used for traditional native Hawaiian cultural practices.  This project would not prevent access 
to shoreline areas or surrounding mauka areas that may be used for traditional gathering or 
other cultural practices. 
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2. Curtails the range of beneficial uses of the environment. 

The project would not curtail the range of beneficial uses of the environment at the 
project site.  The area is designated for residential use by State and City land use policy 
guidelines and has been used for as a residential lot for many years.  Therefore, the 
improvements planned would not change the existing uses of such lands or surrounding lands 
and will not limit or significantly impact existing uses or the surrounding environment. 

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 improvements proposed under this project would not conflict with the State’s long-
term environmental policies or goals and guidelines as expressed in Chapter 344, HRS.  This 
Draft EA addressed the probable environmental impacts associated with the project, which 
would be primarily associated with short-term construction activities.   

4. Substantially affects the economic or social welfare, cultural practices of the 
community or State.   

As discussed under Chapter 4, the project would not have any significant negative 
impacts on the economic structure of the Ko‘olaupoko District, or the social welfare of the 
Kahalu‘u community.  The project would create a short-term, minor economic benefit 
generating construction jobs and personal income for local construction workers.  As a result, 
there should be no negative impact or change to the overall character of the community.  In 
terms of cultural practices, there are no known cultural resources at the project site or 
traditional native Hawaiian cultural practices occurring within the project area.  Consequently, 
the proposed project is not expected to have an impact on the social welfare, cultural 
resources or traditional cultural practices of the Kahalu‘u community or State. 

5. Substantially affects public health. 

The project is not expected to substantially affect public health since it would involve 
improvements to the residential lot.  The proposed project would address public health by 
implementing applicable mitigation measures to curtail the impacts of noise, dust, and 
construction activities in the shoreline area.   

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

The project should not have any secondary impacts on the social environment or 
infrastructure and public facilities.  The project strictly involves only construction of accessory 
shoreline improvements, and does not include the addition of new residential housing or 
visitor accommodations.  Therefore, there would not be any elements of the project 
contributing to in-migration of residents or additional visitors to the island.  The project would 
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also not significantly impact other existing infrastructure facilities or public facilities in the 
immediate area due to the type of improvements being proposed as discussed under Chapter 
2 of this Draft EA.   

7. Involves a substantial degradation of environmental quality. 

The proposed project would not involve a substantial degradation to the quality of the 
surrounding environment.  As proposed, construction activities would be performed on 
already urbanized areas, and necessary measures would be implemented during construction 
to minimize erosion and other short-term impacts.  An overall positive impact is expected to 
result from this project due to the reduction of erosion occurring at the project site and 
entering Kāne‘ohe Bay. 

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

Environmental impacts associated with these improvements were addressed in this 
document, and are mainly associated with construction activities.  Thus, the cumulative 
impacts of these improvements were considered in assessing environmental impacts, and it 
was determined that the project would not have a significant effect on the environment.  This 
project does not involve the commitment for larger actions in the Kahalu‘u community. 

9. Substantially affects a rare, threatened, or endangered species, or its habitat. 

There are no known endangered, threatened, or rare botanical resources on the project 
site, or faunal and avifaunal species inhabiting the area which may be affected by construction 
activities or the completion of the proposed improvements.  Necessary control measures and 
best management practices would be implemented to minimize runoff and other potential 
short-term impacts associated with construction activity.  Thus, the project is not expected to 
substantially affect rare, threatened, or endangered species or potential habitat for such 
species.   

10. Detrimentally affects air or water quality or ambient noise levels. 

The project should not have a detrimentally significant impact on air, water quality, or 
ambient noise levels.  Impacts associated with these factors would be limited to short-term 
construction activities.  However, such impacts are expected to be minor due to the relatively 
minor amount of grading proposed.  To further minimize impacts, construction activities 
would be subject to applicable State regulations as discussed under Chapter 3.   
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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 project site is not located within an environmentally sensitive flood plain nor is it 
situated within a tsunami inundation zone, erosion-prone area or geologically hazardous area.  
However, the project area is subject to increased erosion due to its location within a shoreline 
almost completely armored by seawalls. 

12. Substantially affects scenic vistas and viewplanes identified in county or state plans or 
studies. 

As discussed in Chapter 3, the proposed shoreline improvements would not have a 
significant negative impact on affect scenic vistas or viewplanes.  Construction of this project 
is thus expected to have minimal or no effect on visual resources or public viewing points. 

13. Requires substantial energy consumption. 

The project would not require electrical facilities.  Thus, the proposed action does not 
require consumption of energy. 

8.2 ANTICIPATED DETERMINATION 

Based upon the result of the environmental assessment documented in this Draft EA, a 
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) determination is anticipated for this Project.  The findings 
supporting this anticipated determination are based upon the previous discussion of the project’s 
affect on the environment in relation to the 13 Significance Criteria. 
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Photos of Project Site and Surrounding Areas 
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Photo 1-Northeast view.  Concrete debris 
visible on left side. 

Photo 2-East view.  Concrete debris (stairs 
and wall) visible in center. 

Photo 3-Southwest view.  Portion of 
concrete debris visible. 

Photo 4- Northwest view of adjacent 
property. 

Photo 5-West view along Kamehameha 
Highway.  Property fence visible on right. 

Photo 6-East view along Kamehameha 
Highway from edge of property. 
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Photo 7-North view from top of bank within 
40- shoreline setback area. 

Photo 9-East view of top of bank and 
concrete debris. 

Photo 10-View from sea level showing 
shoreline conditions during low tide. 

Photo 11-Shoreline conditions fronting 
property during low tide. 

Photo 12-View of slope leading to shoreline. 

Photo 8- Close-up view of concrete debris 
located in shoreline setback area. 
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Photo 13-East view along shoreline. Photo 14- View of slope conditions. 

Photo 15-East view of erosion and soil 
slippage at top of bank. 

Photo 16-West view of erosion and soil 
slippage at top of bank. 

Photo 17-East view showing end of adjacent 
property’s seawall. 

Photo 18-View of seawall at adjacent 
property. 
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Photo 19-East view along shoreline and 
neighboring properties. 

Photo 20-View of slope erosion from sea 
level. 

Photo 21- Neighboring property seawall and 
structures. 

Photo 23-Neighboring property seawalls and 
structures. 

Photo 24-East view of shoreline areas 
immediately south of project site. 

Photo 22-North view of project site from 
across Kamehameha Highway. 
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Early Consultation Comments 

And Responses 
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 t
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 c
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