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Nov. 12, 2020 
TO: PSLU Committee Members- 

RE: PSLU-54-2: Citizen Presentation on Honua'ula Project 2020 Zoning Compliance 

Please find a summary of the Conditions of Zoning that concern us and are the subject of our 
presentation. 

Condition 2 
Requires various roadway improvements, including a widening of Piilani Hwy to 4 lanes from 
Kilohana St to Wailea Ike Dr. before any construction can begin on Wailea 670 parcel 

This condition complies with Kihei-Makena CP which specifies that the 4-lane capacity needs to 
be available before larger projects from Wailea south are built (ie Wailea 670, Wailea Resort 
Phase II, Makena Resort.) 

This Condition involves widening the Highway for its last 1.44 miles. The HP "compliance 
reports" since 2009 have used a 2009 Draft EA and a 2012 Final EA for the 4- lane widening as 
the "proof" that progress is being made on the condition. This EA was done as a joint effort by 
Makena Resort/ W670 and A&B Wailea Resort who all are required to contribute to funding the 
improvements. 

In reality, in 2014 an agreement was quietly made between A&B Wailea and HDOT to OK a "3 
lane" Piilani Hwy. to meet future traffic impacts to 2035. This means Wailea Resort will 
construct one additional lane on the Maui Meadows /W670 side of the Hwy. 

Maui Meadows residents were never informed of this decision. This option was never  
discussed or evaluated in the 2012 Final EA for Piilani widening that HP refers to in every  
one of its reports.  

HP has never mentioned the existence of this agreement in ANY of their 6 compliance reports 
since 2014, although it is highly unlikely that they knew nothing about it. 

This agreement is based on a traffic consultant's report commissioned by A&B Wailea and sent 
to HDOT in 2014. The report concluded that only one additional lane was needed and it should 
be northbound only. (This ignores the South Maui Community Plan that specifically requires a 4 
lane highway the entire length of Piilani before any large developments approved from Wailea 
south are built.) 

Conveniently, this meant that Wailea resort did not need to relocate utility poles/ water lines etc 
located in what would have been the road ROW on the Wailea side and the entire construction 
impact, blasting blue rock cliffs and modifying nine drainage culverts would be on the Maui 
Meadows side. 

CONCLUSION: The intent of Condition 2, upholding the South Maui Community Plan and 
providing adequate road capacity, appears to be circumvented by a backroom deal. The Council 
appears unaware that this is what is planned. The communities affected by the 'solution" have 
not been informed. The sincere effort for "compliance" on this condition is questionable. It 
appears like a money saving solution that leaves out the impacted neighborhoods; ignores the 
community plan and may not provide necessary road capacity. 
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Condition 20 
requires marine water quality monitoring/testing reports to establish a baseline of existing water 
quality along the Wailea shoreline BEFORE HP/Wailea 670 project construction, during, and 
after construction. 

The idea was to have this water quality monitoring/testing provide useful info to the DOH who 
does not have the resources to test the Wailea area and has vary little info in their federal water 
quality reports on the area. The Compliance report states that Marine Research Consultants 
(MRC) was hired and the testing is done annually and reports sent to HIDOH. The reports, it 
turns out were never submitted to Dept of Health as required in Condition 20, therefore, that 
information has not been utilized in any way for the past 12 years since the Condition was 
agreed to. The State Land Use Commission required a similar, but less specific condition in 
1993. The reports required by Maui County are cited as compliance with that condition. 

CONCLUSION: it doesn't appear HP or their consultants takes these "conditions" seriously. 
There is clear lack of compliance with the specifics and the intent of this condition for the past 
12 years since NO DATA is getting to HIDOT to help create a long term baseline of the area's 
marine water quality. 

Condition 13 and 26: 
26 requires a Historic Preservation Plan approved by BOTH SHPD and OHA. 
13 requires a "Cultural Resources Preservation Plan" (CRPP) reviewed by SHPD and OHA and 
reviewed and "adopted" by the Maui Cultural Resources Commission. 

This was because the rezoning application did not meet Title 19 Zoning: Chapter 19.510 
APPLICATION AND PROCEDURES standards: 

D. Content of Application. All applications shall provide the following information: 

9. Preliminary archaeological and historical data and comments from the department of land and 
natural resources and office of Hawaiian affairs of the State, and if applicable, a 
preservation/mitigation plan which has been reviewed and approved by the department of land 
and natural resources and office of Hawaiian affairs of the State; 

The language of Condition 26 came from this CIZ Application requirement. 

Wailea 670 rezoning was approved in 2008 without any complete arch survey or Preservation 
Plan. In fact, it is fair to say, that the project's archaeologist had overlooked the majority of 
historic sites on the land, including a number of ceremonial sites and rare traditional stepping 
stone trails. SHPD had sent back the Draft Arch Survey (AIS) reports numerous times to fix lack 
of information, and citizens had brought forth proof of many more arch sites than the few shown 
in the Draft AIS report. Condition 26 gave HP the chance to move forward, with its next 
approvals, but required that they go back and really have good archaeological review before the 
Project District Phase II approval from the Maui Planning Commission. 

This proved to be important, because while the project told the council in 2008 that the whole 
670 acre site had just 28 arch sites with 40 features, the truth is it it a very important cultural 
landscape with over 200 sites and thousands of archaeological features. 

Many arch reports later, the project pressured SHPD to accept arch reports and "Preservation 
Plans" that are missing important sites. An AIS was accepted by SHPD in 2015 after 2 years of 
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revisions, even though it left out around 50 known arch sites that were recorded so poorly that 
they couldn't be relocated to be included in the AIS report. Many of these are very culturally 
important sites, whose true significance has not been fully evaluated, since the comments of 
cultural users were not sought and when offered, not valued. instead, HP held a number of 
meetings where archaeologists gave their opinions. 

Citizens and cultural users of the land, relocated and documented dozens of these "missing" 
arch sites and included their mapping and protection in the 2016 EIS Challenge Settlement 
agreement between Sierra Club, Maui Unite! and HPLLC and Maui County. HP consultants 
referred to them as "decommissioned" sites- a term that does not exist among archaeological 
reviewers. 

Even though HP had a signed settlement agreement with citizen groups that specifically 
protected around 50 "missing" arch sites, all of these important archaeological resources were 
left out of the HP 2017 "Preservation Plan" that was accepted by SHPD. Since this is the 
"document of record" that other studies will use for decades to come, this is a serious gap in 
archaeological reporting. 

The same deeply flawed maps used in the HP Preservation Plan were used in the HP "Cultural 
Resources Preservation Plan" (CRPP) a document that sounds impressive, but actually has no 
legal definition, guidelines or review standards. Condition of Zoning 13 requires that this CRPP 
be reviewed and "adopted" by the Maui Cultural Resources Commission (CRC.) This 
happened in March, 2018, even though the CRPP left out scores of cultural sites that are in 
plain view on the property, and now are at risk of destruction, because arch maps show a blank 
spot where a historic site is actually located 

Citizens are still trying to get an adequate review done of the thousands of archaeological sites 
and features on the land. Our slide show will illustrate those efforts. 

OHA beneficiaries have asked the agency to not accept a substandard HP Preservation Plan 
and want the job done right: starting with an updated AIS survey that actually includes all the 
sites on the land and a two way consultation process. 

CONCLUSION: HP has consistently tried to avoid preservation of the important cultural 
landscape on their lands for nearly 20 years. The intent of Condition 26 is to have the area 
receive proper review and protection. The Council should recommend that the County 
Archaeologist review citizen concerns and the existing reports and recommend to State Historic 
Division whether updated survey work is needed to truly fulfill condition 26. 

Condition 13 was "satisfied: in 2018 by presenting a deeply flawed document to the CRC and 
then not providing truthful information to CRC questions. The CRC has no standards by which 
to "adopt" a CRPP, yet this decision was made. We hope the Committee will recommend that 
the decision be revisited since it was made based on false information. 

Condition 27 is a bit complicated. 

Title 19. Zoning: Chapter 19.510 APPLICATION AND PROCEDURES 
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Requires various studies and plans that were not done in Wailea 670's rezoning application, so 
the equivalent conditions were put into the rezoning conditions. Condition 27 is based upon this 
language in Title 19: 

"16. Identification of environmentally sensitive areas, habitat and botanical features which include, 
but which are not limited to, wetlands, streams, rock outcroppings, endangered plants and animals, 
and exceptional trees, if applicable, a baseline study and preservation/mitigation plan, and 
comments, if applicable, from the department of land and natural resources of the State, the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service, and the United States Corps of Engineers;" 

Condition 27 requires a Preserve area for native plants and Arch sites to be established in the 
project. This was proposed to be 22-acres when the rezoning was discussed in 2008. Condition 
27 specified a larger preserve if USFWS and DLNR felt that the presence of native species 
merited such protection. They did, but HP LLC resisted creating the larger preserve until the 
Sierra Club/ Maui Unite! EIS challenge entered settlement negotiations. HP began work on a 
Federal Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) and a "takings permit" . The HCP draft was presented 
to Maui Planning Commission in 2018 to satisfy that portion of Condition 27. Suffice it to say, 
HP appears to have used the USFWS reviewed (but not yet approved) HCP to satisfy part of 
Condition 27, then, last month, HP withdrew from the voluntary Habitat Conservation Plan 
process. 

This makes it unlikely that HP will ever have a Conservation Plan reviewed and approved by 
DLNR or USFWS, since these agencies only review plans that follow specific guidelines to 
achieve accountability. The new claim that the endangered Blackburn Sphinx moth no longer 
occupies the site is also questionable, since the survey was conducted in April, May and June 
2020 during drought-like conditions. Creatures trying to stay alive do not breed during such 
conditions, so it is not surprising none were seen. 

For many years HP has told the Council during compliance reports that they are meeting this 
condition by working with USFWS on their Habitat Conservation Plan. Without USFWS to 
oversee compliance, it is unlikely that any effort to establish a preserve, maintain a preserve 
and enhance conditions for the thousands of native plants will be sincerely implemented. 

CONCLUSION: Since the intention of Condition 27 is to create and effectively maintain a 
preserve for native plants and animals on the Wailea 670 lands, the Council and the County 
should question whether HP's switch to a plan that may appear to be similar to a HCP, but will 
have no accountability or guidelines for State or federal review, is truly in compliance with 
Condition 27? 
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Honua’ula Compliance
2008- 2020
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Honua’ula Project was reviewed from 2002 to 2008

Citizens and Council Members asked for a “Complete” 
Change in Zoning Application, but were told info would 
be given later, on some key topics, after zoning change 
approved.

The project was approved without a complete 
Archaeological Survey or Preservation Plan; a complete 
Botanical Survey; and missing other important data.

As a result, the project had 30 conditions of zoning to 
help “fill in the gaps”, some “standard,” some 
specifically to ensure that the landowners actually 
provided adequate information and plans to mitigate the 
project’s impacts.

WHY DOES HONUA’ULA HAVE CONDITIONS of ZONING?
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Wailea 670/Honua’ula made many, many “promises” to the 
Council members, and still only passed by a vote of 5 to 4.

voting to deny the rezoning for the 670 acres were Council 
Chair Hokama, and South Maui councilmember anderson. 
East Maui and West Maui Council members also voted to 
deny rezoning.

Council member Victorino, voted “yes” & told the public 
that the 30 conditions meant the public could hold the 
project “accountable.”

REMEMBER: Conditions of zoning were 
supposed to “FIX” a controversial project 

and make it “PONO.”
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Kihei-Makena community plan requires a 4-lane Pi’ilani Hwy all the 
way to Wailea iki dr BEFORE any new large developments are built 
south of Kilohana Dr. (Maui Meadows)

Condition 2 requires the Honua’ula project to: “Upgrade Piilani 
Highway, from Kilohana Drive to Wailea Ike Drive, to four lanes of traffic. The 
improvements shall be completed prior to the commencement of any construction on the 
site, with the exception of grading. “

Makena Resort and Wailea Resort also have zoning conditions that 
require a four lane Pi’ilani Hwy before certain permits are issued.

HP compliance reports refer to a draft and Final EA on the widening 
project completed in 2012 and a vague reference to a “draft Project 
Development Agreement” being reviewed by stakeholders.

CONDITION 2 COMPLIANCE
Piilani Hwy Improvements
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1.44 miles of Pi’ilani hwy would be widened. 

A 2014 Wailea/HDOT agreement would have all construction on mauka side 
of hwy which is 75% fronting existing neighborhoods. 

HP compliance reports do not mention that this is current plan, or 
describe HP role in the plan.
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HP Compliance reports act as if the Final EA for Pi’ilani 
Widening is currently all that is needed for satisfactory 
compliance for the condition.

HP does not reveal that another Piilani widening plan 
already has been “approved” by HDOT- an option for one 
additional lane instead of two, that was NEVER evaluated in 
the Final EA.

HP does not reveal if the company intends to ask that 
Condition 2 be modified to allow the “one lane solution” to 
fulfill condition 2, thereby bypassing the specific 
requirement of the Kihei-Makena Community plan

CONCLUSION: There is not clear and 
updated information being provided by 

HP re: condition 2.
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Wailea 670 was required by its 1993 Land Use Commission 
Reclassification conditions (LUC docket 93-689 D&O, cond.11) to 
contribute to near shore water quality monitoring programs and 
the coordinate with DOH, DAR and DLNR

Condition 20 built on this requirement.  Very little information 
was available on the results of these required monitoring 
efforts during the 2004-2008 Council rezoning review. 
Condition 20 required testing and reports for the Wailea 
shoreline waters and reefs.

Condition 20 required that testing follow DOH methodology and 
be submitted annually to DOH to be used in their Clean water 
Act compliance reports. 

It also required a survey of Wailea area reef health, with 
results submitted to state agencies

CONDITION 20 COMPLIANCE
marine water quality testing baseline
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Compliance: every year HP reports that the testing has 
been done and annual reports updated and sent to DOH.

DOH reports no data from MRC, HP consultants, 
 for Wailea waters in their Clean water Act reports, 

from 2010 to the present

*Watershed Assessment Unit with 
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Table 13. MAUI Marine Waters

Most marine water bodies are located (*) within their respective watershed assessment unit. The watershed assessment unit provides a holistic view of waters within the State. 

*Kihei Coast-Mokulele HIW00042 C Dry - N N - - N N 3,5 L
WAHIKULI WATERSHED TBD C Wet A A N A A N A 2,5 M
*Hanaka'o'o Beach Co. Park HI797917 C Wet N A N N A N A 2,5 M
*Kaanapali (Kahekili Beach) HI643627 C Wet A A N A A N A 2,5 M
*Kaanapali (Sheraton Kaanapali 
Shoreline) HIW00022 C Wet A A N N A N A 2,5 M

WAIEHU WATERSHED TBD C Wet - - - - - - - 3
*Waiehu Beach Co. Park HI916183 C Wet A - - - - N - 2,3,5 L
WAIHEE WATERSHED TBD C Wet - - - - - - - 3
*Waihee HI343702 C Wet A - - - - - - 2,3
WAILEA WATERSHED TBD C Dry A - - - - N - 2,3,5 L
*Kamaole Beach 1 HI761092 C Dry A A N N A N N 2,5 L
*Kamaole Beach 2 HI097179 C Dry A - - - - N N 2,3,5 L
*Kamaole Beach 3 HI496115 C Dry A - - - - N N 2,3,5 L
*Keawakapu Beach HI607763 C Dry A - - - - N N 2,3,5 L
*Kihei Coast-Cove Park* HIW00167 C Dry - N N - - N N 3,5 L
*Kihei Coast-Estuary Boat Ramp HIW00166 C Dry - N N - - N - 3,5 L
*Kihei Coast-Keawakapu* HIW00074 C Dry - - N - - - N 3,5 L
*Kihei Coast-Maui Coast HIW00073 C Dry - - N - - N N 3,5 L
*Kihei Coast-South Kamaole II HIW00071 C Dry - - N - - - N 3,5 L
*Makena Landing Beach HI245556 C Dry A - - - - - - 2,3
*Malu'aka Beach HI847607 C Dry A - - - - - - 2,3
*Mokapu Beach Park HI861961 C Dry A - - - - - - 2,3
*Palauea Beach Park HI997014 C Dry A - - - - - - 2,3
*Polo Beach Park HI339656 C Dry A - - - - - - 2,3
*Poolenalena Beach HI684864 C Dry A - - - - - - 2,3
*Pu'u ola'i (Small Beach) HI157533 C Dry A - - - - - - 2,3

Appendix B - 42      
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Council Condition 20 and the LUC condition 
11 intended to make sure the popular wailea 
coastal areas and marine habitats were not 

impacted by upslope developments
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CONCLUSION: 
condition 20 is not being met 

• DOH does not report having any data from the 
HP consultants, nor is any HP data used in the 

DOH reports.

• DAR does not report receiving any Wailea reef 
data from HP consultants

• HP tells the LUC &Maui County there is 
compliance, but it does not appear that the 

testing data that may have been generated finds 
its way to any agency that could use it.
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CONDITION 27 COMPLIANCE
130 acre Native Plant and Historic Site 

Preservation area and Conservation Plan

• South Honua’ula Lava flow is Unique 
Biological area, with Maui’s rarest 
native ecosystem- low elevation 
dryland forest.  

• Other dryland preserves exist on 
maui, in remote locations. Wailea 670 
site is accessible for use in 
environmental education and 
community restoration 

During council review of HP lands no 
complete flora and fauna survey was 
done. That’s why Condition 27 was 
adopted.

HP Landowners tried to convince the Council and agencies that no 
endangered plants or animals used the land for habitat, and downplay 
the botanical importance of the land, but that simply was not true, 
and proof was found of habitat use.
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• These science based agencies only 
have standards to approve Habitat 
Conservation Plans that have a long 
term commitment to care for and 
improve conditions for rare and 
endangered native species survival.

 Without USFWS oversight, who 
will be responsible to make sure 
the preserve is really helping the 
unique plants and animals and 
their connection to the Hawaiian 
culture and cultural users.

Condition 27 requires HP to have an up to 
130 acre Preserve and Conservation plan

APPROVED by DLNR, USGS & USFWS 

Honua’ula Partners 2012 FEIS committed to preserving manduca moth 
habitat, not eliminate it.  the only way HP could remove the moth’s 
tobacco plant host, as it now proposes to do, is through successful 
propagation of the native ‘aiea plant as moth host, which is not 
Planned.
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Condition 27 was intended to create in perpetuity a significant preserve area in W670 
that is managed and maintained, and to have a conservation plan that is approved by 
USFWS and DLNR.

HP has been working with USFWS and DOFAW (DLNR) since 2010 to obtain a federal 
“takings permit” and create a Habitat Conservation Plan that would be approved by 
the DLNR Endangered Species Recovery Committee and USFWS. 

The Habitat plan also triggered a federal section 106 consultation, which HP tried 
to tell State Historic and the Feds was already completed. OHA beneficiaries, who 
should have been  properly “consulted” asked OHA to speak for them, and request a 
genuine consultation process, since they had not been informed about any 106 
consultation in the past. 

One Section 106 meeting was held in Nov 2019 (HP compliance report has wrong year 
in date). A letter was recently issued announcing HP was not pursuing a federal 
Takings permit and no 106 process would be needed.  

This was based on a new 2020 survey, taken during a period of drought, which 
concluded the endangered Blackburn Sphinx moth no longer lived on the land and 
its host, wild tobacco plants, could be removed outside the preserve. HP did a 
Conservation and Stewardship Plan (2015) that was REQUIRED by condition 27. this 
plan committed to a “net conservation benefit” mitigation commitment for the 
endangered native manduca moth. 

CONDITION 27 COMPLIANCE: 
CURRENT STATUS
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 HP has been telling the Council and the public and the Maui 
Planning commission etc that they are in the process of creating a 
USFWS  approved Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) for years. Maui 
Planing Commission “approved” a draft version of the HCP to 
Satisfy a part of Condition 27.

 now HP LLC are pulling out of the HCP agreement based on one 
survey taken during a drought. They claim the non-native tobacco 
plants the moth uses to reproduce will no longer grow on the 
site. Cultural users find the tobacco is seasonal and prolific. 

Condition 27 part a.  REQUIRES: A "Conservation Plan for the 
Easement developed by Honua'ula Partners, LLC and approved by 
the State Department of Land and Natural Resources, the United 
States Geological Survey and the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service”  By withdrawing from the USFWS HCP process, there is 
no way that the HP can have a plan Approved by either state DLNR 
or USFWS. The agencies have no procedure for “approving” any 
plans that have no accountability built into them. This is not real 
compliance with Condition 27. A HCP is voluntary, but it is 
necessary.

CONCLUSIONS: 
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Project re-zone approved in 2008 saying 28 Arch sites were known 
and “all sites had been found.”  6 were to be preserved in 22 ac. 
area.

Citizens brought photos of dozens of additional sites. Project 
archaeologists told County officials that citizens were mistaken. 
citizens were proven to be correct, but not until late 2012. 

2012 Final EIS had 40 Arch sites known. 16 were to be preserved. 
Citizens brought photos of many more sites. ignored. Challenged 
EIS.

Dec 2012 SHPD staff toured site with citizens and HP. SHPD 
informed HP owners that their 2012 AIS was missing numerous 
visible arch sites, just as citizens had been saying for 5 years. new 
survey was begun in 2013 as part of settlement of EIS challenge.

CONDITION 13 & 26 COMPLIANCE: 
PRESERVATION of HISTORIC SITES

Honua’ula’s Archaeological Resources are very Significant
but have been undercounted over last 30 years of review 
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2012  W670 EIS Map: 
40 arch sites. total of 60 fea.

2013  W670 Map after new survey: 
200 arch sites. several thousand fea.

Accepted W670 AIS (2015) has 
omitted 50 or more of these 

documented archaeological sites. 
It needs to be updated.  
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Honua’ula Project lands are viewed by Kanaka as 
a “Cultural Landscape” not just a collection of 

unconnected historic sites.  One of Maui’s 
original “Sustainable developments.”  
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Hundreds of Maui students have accessed Honua’ula 
Preserve. It offers a premier hands-on location for 

environmental and cultural education

Kihei Charter H.S. students 
clean off invasive weeds & offer 

a chant to the ‘aina
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Young archaeological explorers  from a local 
elementary school learn from kupuna like Uncle 

Ashford De Lima, whose ancestors claimed 
sections of paeahu during the mahele. They are 

thrilled to uncover portions of previously 
unknown historic site on the land.

accurate AIS and 
PP are needed 

for future 
generations.

We need to get it 
right! Now!
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Honua’ula Lands have separate arch studies for South and North parts of 
land- this is confusing and cultural users feel the north (Paeahu) lands did 

not get enough careful review

South- 192 acres
135 recorded 

sites with several 
thousand featuresNorth - 478 acres

75 recorded arch sites 

IMPACTS COULD COME SOON: Paeahu Solar Farm access road passes through 
north HP lands (red). Their archaeologists could not relocate sites from HP AIS 
maps and GPS points. Had to re-survey. Road could impact sites, due to deficient 

HP AIS (accepted by SHPD in 2015) & Preservation Plan (2017)  being the “maps of 
record”
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Sept 2013 a new survey was begun. About 170 new Arch sites 
were recorded and most, but not all, of 2012 sites found. 
hundreds of new Arch “AG features” recorded. Many later 
not relocated and considered “decommissioned”

Honua’ula conditions require a Arch Preservation Plan (PP) 
approved by SHPD & OHA- but plans “approved” by SHPD were 
“missing” dozens of important Arch sites & TRUE 
CONSULTATION has not occurred. OHA has not approved PP.

OHA beneficiaries want an updated Honua’ula/Wailea 670 AIS 
and Preservation Plan before further project approvals, not 
AFTER Planning Commission Phase II permit. Project needs to 
know where sites are located.

“New” Archaeological Review began in 2013. numerous 
sites not accurately located or described. some were 

completely overlooked and never mapped. The HP AIS was 
“accepted” by SHPD in 2015 and the “accepted” 

preservation plan (2017) was based on the inaccurate AIS
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the 2010-12 HP Arch Survey (AIS) found only ONE arch site in the 
northern 478 acres of the land (Paeahu Ahupua’a) 

the New 2013 HP Arch survey (after citizen EIS challenge) found 74 
more sites in the northern 478 acres, including some that citizens 
had earlier photographed. Citizens know that many more sites have 
not been documented. 2015 “accepted” HP AIS preserved NO sites.

Paeahu is what is now known as “wailea.” majority of Paeahu’s  
hawaiian history has been obliterated by Wailea resort. HP lands 
could protect some of the last the Hawaiian remains of Paeahu. 
protected. 

   What’s Missing? 

North 478 acres: Ahupua’a of Paeahu
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HP “accepted” preservation plan (2017) was required by SHPD to 

preserve 6 Paeahu arch sites. HP did not inform SHPD that its 2016 

settlement agreement with citizen groups required 18 northern sites to be preserved. 

They were left off the PP maps.

HP “accepted” preservation 

Preservation plan (2017) 
was required by SHPD  to 
preserve 6 Paeahu arch 
sites. 

 Sierra Club & Maui Unite 
2016 EIS settlement with 
HP included a precise map 
showing the location of 15 
north preservation sites, 
along many of the area’s 
substantial gulches. 
Another map showed 3 
preserve sites in the Maui 
Meadows-W670 buffer.

HP did not inform SHPD 
that its 2016 settlement 
agreement with citizen 
groups required 18 
northern sites to be 
preserved. 

They were left off the PP 
maps. An updated AIS and PP 
is needed to be compliant 
with Condition 26
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2016 EIS settlement Map showing 15 W670 sites in North 478 acres to 
be preserved along gulches. “Accepted” 2017 Preservation Plan, 

required by Condition 26, omits 14 of these sites and three additional 
ones on another EIS Settlement map.
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Only one short site visit was offered to the north 
lands in 2014, where cultural users could visit sites 
and offer views to archaeologists. it covered 8 of 75 

sites and was limited to 4 people
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North 478 acres
Unrecorded Site   

Stacked area with 
upright stones on long 

ridge.  Aligns with 
Palau’ea-Paeahu 

ahupua’a Boundary on 
USGS map

Status: Located in proposed development area

Site should be cleaned, evaluated,  recorded and preserved.

What’s Missing?
 Important sites in 

Northern 478 acres have 
never been recorded.
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North 478 acres

GPS track for 
undocumented site- 

aligns with Palau’ea-
Paeahu ahupua’a 

Boundary on USGS map
Paeahu-Palau’ea Ahupua’a Boundary
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GPS points of undocumented 
potential sites in north 478 

acres W670. made by Dr. 
Jeanne Schaaf in 2019 during 
cultural accesses with lineal 
descendants concerned sites 

would be destroyed.
several sites align with 

Ahupua’a boundary
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WHAT’S MISSING?  
CONSULTATION is required in the State Historic review process. 

HP held many “meetings.” attendees were told that “archaeologist’s 
knew best which sites were important.” Input about the cultural 

significance of sites seen was offered, but ignored. 
NO sincere Consultation on Wailea 670 AIS or PP has occurred.
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North 478 acres

Site 7998/TS64
Cave shelter w/ 
hearth; terrace 
and traditional 

artifacts.

Status: in development area
Cleared for destruction

Site has cultural use for gathering, seasonal 
observations and educational  activities. 
Pueo nesting area nearby.  Site Significance 
should be re- evaluated in consultation with 
OHA beneficiaries,  additional artifacts 
recorded and preserved as excellent 
example of type.

important sites in Northern lands have not been given 
proper significance, and will be destroyed. in spite of 
cultural users speaking to their importance. 
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OVERLOOKED SITES.

“DECOMMISSIONED”/ ENDANGERED SITES. (“BULLDOZER BAIT”)

MIS-LOCATED SITES. 

“INSIGNIFICANT” SITES. 

What’s Missing?

 
 
 

south 192 acres: Palau’ea and Keauhou ahupua’a
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Site 380

Site 382

Site 412

Site 404

Site381

Site378

Site 403

“DECOMMISSIONED” SITES:  Seven of the recorded sites missing from 
“APPROVED” AIS AND PP maps, in just one area outside 134 ac preserve. GPS 

coordinates incorrect for most. many are in proposed house lots. PP maps don’t 
show house lots. more missing sites in other areas.

INSIGNIFICANT SITES: green circles show site complexes cleared for 
destruction in future house lots because the “significant parts” of the site were 

never seen or mapped during AIS.

134 acre Preserve required by Condition 27
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“Decommissioned” Site H380- rock platform. recorded 2013. not 
on AIS Map. Not in Preserve. In settlement agreement. Location 

does not match AIS GPS points. could be destroyed. 
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2019 Wailea 670 
preserve Boundary 

walks identified 
many undocumented 

sites
(16 Blue dots on surveyor’s map 

to L) 

It was promised that the 
Boundary would move to 

avoid these new sites,
but the “official record” 
will not show that they 
exist nor the area they 

cover- they are at risk of 
destruction.

OVERLOOKED SITES: important arch sites, outside of any proposed 
preserve, have never been recorded. 
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“INSIGNIFICANT” SITES: Site H429-on APPROVED AIS Map as “ag feature.” no 
consultation with cultural users was done. Most of site never 
documented. Several important features including a shrine (below L.) and 
large terrace (R.) were not seen during AIS field work.  site H429 is now 
cleared for destruction in “ACCEPTED” AIS and Preservation Plan, 
unless updated study is done. 
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MIS-LOCATED SITES: important sites within preserve areas are not not recorded at 
the correct location. Example: substantial platform, site 5111, is shown in 
completely wrong location on current AIS and preservation plan maps. Green 
circle=correct location. Requests to change location on maps were ignored.
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Cultural Resources Preservation Plan 

Proposed Honua`ula Development  PRESERVATION  

TMK: (2) 2-1-08: por. 56 and 71 42 Scientific Consultant Services, Inc. 

 

Figure 5: Sites and features outside of the NPPA that will be preserved.

Condition 13 required a Cultural Resource Preservation Plan to be 
prepared and reviewed by SHPD and OHA and “adopted” by Maui CRC.

This map, missing dozens of “decommissioned” sites was “adopted” in 
March 2018. CRC members were also informed that no ceremonial 

sites were located outside the Preserve, which is not true. 
Condition 13 was not fulfilled honestly at CRC and should be 

revisited.

actual Map from CRPP
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CONCLUSIONS: 

• Reports required by Conditions 13 and 26 are all based on 
the flawed and inaccurate 2015 AIS. Therefore, they have the 
same missing, mislocated and overlooked archaeological sites.

•  The lack of information about these sites puts them at risk 
and cannot be “made right” by some future promised arch 

report for each future development action. 

• The intention of conditions 13 and 26 was to have accurate 
complete arch reports BEFORE project design was finalized 

at the Phase II Project District approval.
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CONCLUSIONS

•   conditions 13 and 26  should be fulfilled by complete 
and accurate arch reports that involve good faith 

consultation. 

• We strongly feel that the PLSU committee should make sure the 
project does not “skip” a complete Archaeological review yet again. 

• Please ask the County archaeologist to review the accepted HP 
reports and citizen concerns, and recommend to State Historic if 

updated AIS and PP should be requested by SHPD before the project 
succeeds.

 
• Council should also request the Planning Department consider 

asking the CRC to revisit their 2018 decision to “adopt” the HP 
Cultural Resources Protection Plan (CRPP) due to 

misrepresentations made during CRPP review, which materially 
changed the CRPP content.
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from ho’oponopono O Makena

Sierra Club Maui

Maui Unite!

Malama Kalanilua

other Oha Beneficiaries

other community groups

Mahalo!
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