
MlMUIiS

of the

COUNCIL OF THE COUNTY OF MAUl

July 28, 2017

THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE COUNCIL OF THE COUNTY OF MAUl, STATE OF
HAWAII, WAS HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER, KALANA O MAUl BUILDING,
WAILUKU, HAWAII, ON FRIDAY, JULY 28, 2017, BEGINNING AT 9:02 A.M., WITH
CHAIR MICHAEL B. WHITE PRESIDING.

CHAIR WHITE: This meeting of the Council of the County of Maui will please come to order.

Mr. Clerk, will you please call the roll.

ROLL CALL

PRESENT: COUNCILMEMBERS ALIKA ATAY, ELEANORA COCHRAN,
S. STACY CRIVELLO, YUKI LEI K. SUGIMURA,
VICE-CHAIR ROBERT CARROLL, AND CHAIR MICHAEL B.
WHITE.

EXCUSED: COUNCILMEMBERS G. RIKI HOKAMA. DONALD S.
GUZMAN. AND KELLY T. KING.

(Councilmember Hokama was not present when the roll was called; however, he arrived at
10:58 a.m.)

COUNTY CLERK DENNIS A. MATEO: Mr. Chair, there is seven Members present, six
Members present-

CHAIR WHITE: Six Members, yea.

COUNTY CLERK: --and three Members excused.

CHAIR WHITE: Thank you, Mr. Clerk.

And for opening remarks this morning, we have Member Cochran.
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22. Vernon and Dawn Malubay;
23. Gabe Manriquez and Family;
24. Noelle Manriquez;
25. Mina Moghadam;
26. Shauna Norris;

27. Tessa and James Parker;
28. Hulali Perreira;

29. Valeria, John, and Lorenzo Pollaccia;
30. Cambria Russell; and

31. Rebecca Winkle.

CHAIR WHITE: Thank you. So ordered. And, without objection, we will close public
testimony for the day.

MEMBERS VOICED NO OBJECTION.

CHAIR WHITE: Thank you. Public testimony is closed.

Mr. Clerk, please proceed with the agenda.

COUNTY CLERK: Mr. Chair, proceeding with the minutes.

MINUTES

The minutes of the Council of the County of Maul's special meeting of May 18, 2017, and
regular meeting of May 30, 2017, was presented at this time.

CHAIR WHITE: Mr. Carroll.

VICE-CHAIR CARROLL: Thank you. Chair.

I MOVE THAT THE MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF

MAY 18, 2017, AND THE REGULAR MEETING OF MAY 30,
2017 BE APPROVED.

COUNCILMEMBER CRIVELLO:

SECOND.
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CHAIR WHITE: Measure passes with seven "ayes", and two "excused".

Mr. Clerk.

COUNTY CLERK: Mr. Chair, proceeding with County Communications for referral. The
following communications are being recommended to be referred to the following
committees.

NO. 17-285 - LYNN A.S. ARAKI-REGAN. BUDGET DIRECTOR

(dated July 18, 2017)

Transmitting a proposed bill entitled "A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE AMENDING
APPENDIX A OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2018 BUDGET FOR THE COUNTY OF MAUI

AS IT PERTAINS TO PART II, SPECIAL PURPOSE REVENUES - SCHEDULE OF
REVOLVING/SPECIAL FUNDS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018, HAWAIIAN CULTURAL
RESTORATION REVOLVING FUND".

The recommended action is that County Communication No. 17-285 be referred to the Budget
and Finance Committee.

NO. 17-286 - DANILO F. AGSALOG. DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

(dated July 18, 2017)

Reporting on transfers/loans from the General Fund and Department of Water Supply
Revenue Fund to the Bond Fund as of June 30, 2017.

The recommended action is that County Communication No. 17-286 be referred to the Budget
and Finance Committee.

NO. 17-287 - DANILO F. AGSALOG. DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

(dated July 19, 2017)

Transmitting a report of short-term investments for the quarter ended June 30, 2017.

The recommended action is that County Communication No. 17-287 be referred to the Budget
and Finance Committee.











































From: Maui Nui Marine Resource Council July 28, 2017

To: Maul County Council

Re: Second and Final Reading BIN 67 (2017) Version: 1 Maklla Kal DBA

Greetings Chair White and Council Members

Maul Nul Marine Resource Council (MNMRC) appreciates the thoughtful consideration
that has been given to the proposed Maklla Kal project during the brief period that the
Council Is allowed to review projects In the "fast-Track" process. MNMRC Is concerned
that In the desire to obtain 24 affordable rural homes, the Council Is willing to
overlook the fact that the Maklla Kal project Is part of an effort to find loopholes and
avoid the disclosure and scrutiny that should be part of any development In a high
Impact area.

The Maklla Kal project area was designated "Agricultural" In the West Maui Community
Plan (1996) and this designation was re-conflrmed during the 2008-2009 GPAC and
Maul Planning Commission review of the Maul Island Plan (MIP). Two former County
Planning Directors also believed the Launiupoko-Maklla area should remain designated
as "AG" In the Maul Island Plan. The area was given last minute re-deslgnatlon as
"Rural" by the County Council In the final adopted 2012 MIP, In spite of the lengthly
public review process not supporting this designation. This should not be viewed as
any entitlement based upon broad public support.

Why did the public and County Planners think higher density (Ag to Rural) land use
designation was not appropriate for this area? There were many reasons, but here are a
few that the Council should carefully consider.

1) Higher density Is not appropriate in a fireprone area with one road In and out.
Adding building density to this high risk area puts more strains on County
emergency response services.

2) Higher density Is not appropriate In an area with no wastewater treatment faclllty-
thls development proposes the maximum number of lots (49) that can avoid any
sewage treatment facility requirement. The proliferation of an even larger un-
sewered area above popular ocean recreational areas Is not sound planning.

3) Higher density is not appropriate In an area with severe traffic congestion. Earlier
completed segments of the Lahaina Bypass Road have not alleviated the overall
traffic mess on HonoaplllanI Hwy and the Launlupoko segment will be the same. It
should not be seen as "mitigation" for the 49 new lots or future "rural lots" on the
additional 200 acres of lands In Launlupoko likely to be presented to the council for
similar "fast track" developments.

4) Higher density Is not appropriate In a coastal area with erosion prone slopes and no
master plan to Implement Low Impact Design or other effective mitigation












































































