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ROADWA Y IMPROVEMENTS IN THE COUNTY OF MAUl
(C.C. No. 05-33

CHAIR PONTANILLA: ... (gavel) . "
Good morning. The Public Works
Committee will come to order. At this time, I'd like to introduce the
Committee Members that are present this morning with us. We do have
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Danny Mateo, Councilperson Danny Mateo, as well as Councilperson Riki
Hokama.
Joining us later this morning would be Councilmember
Robert Callor[sic}, Carroll. Sorry.

From the Council staff, we do have Lance Taguchi and Yvette Bantilan.
And representing the Administration, we do have Milton Arakawa, the

Director for Public Works and Cindy Young from the Corporation
Counsel's office.
Also with us this morning are Joe Krueger, who is the Design Engineer for
Public Works, as well as Mr. Cajigal from the State Department of
Transportation. Also this morning, I'd like to recognize Kyle Ginoza,
Director for Department of Transportation.
Yvette, do we have anybody for public testimony? Okay, although there is
no one here for public testimony, I'd just like to say that I'll give, I'll leave it
open, and if anyone want to testify later, you know, you have three
minutes to do your testimony, one minute to conclude.
At this time I'd like to ask everyone in this Chambers to turn off your, or
put your cell phone in the silent mode, as well as your pager in the silent
mode. Thank you.
Members, we have three items on the agenda, and I'm going to take or go
agenda, on the agenda, go subject by subject. So the first thing, then,
we'll take up on our agenda this morning is the presentation of the

roadway improvements in the County of Maui. We do have, again,
representative from the Public Works, as well as the Department of
Transportation here with us this morning who will do the presentation. So,
at this time, I'd like to call a short recess to prepare for this presentation.
Thank you ... (gavel) ...

RECESS:
RECONVENE:

9:08 a.m.
9:10 a.m.

CHAIR PONTANILLA: . . . (gavel)
Members, at this time I'd like to
reconvene the meeting with the presentation from Public Works in regards
to road improvements for the County of MauL So, Public Works ...
MR. KRUEGER: Yes.
CHAIR PONTAN/LLA: Joe Krueger.
MR. KRUEGER: Thank you. My name is Joe Krueger. I'm in the Engineering
Division of Public Works, and these are the road projects that we're

PW0210SI05

Page 3

working on. We're going to cover West Maui, South Maui and Central
MauL
In West Maui we have two major projects. The Lower Honoapiilani Road
improvements, Phase IV, and Keawe Street extension. I'm referring to
maps from the report titled, "The Joint State/County Maui Interim
Transportation Plan". A copy of this report has been handed out. You will
see later on that the maps aren't that clear on the screen, but if you look
through that report, it's more clear and it's labeled.
Okay, the first map, this is West MauL Trying to get my laser to go. My
laser not working. Back up laser coming on. Here we go.
This is Lahaina town itself. This is Lahainaluna Road, projected Lahaina
bypass, Honokowai, Kahana. This is Hoohui Road right here, and this is
Napilihau Road.
This is the Lower Honoapiilani Road Phase IV
improvements that we're designing right now. The design is 99 percent
complete. This is Phase III that's been completed and Phase II and I is,
go all the way up to the beginning of Lower Honoapiilani Road. Phase IV
is the last phase that we're doing on a Federal aid, mostly because this
were the, the Federal functional classification ends on the lower road is at
Napilihau. This is a $7 million job. The outstanding items are our land
acquisitions.
The other project is our Keawe Street extension. This is Lahainaluna
Road. This is the bypass. This is Lahaina town, and this is the Lahaina
business subdivision with a light industrial. Well, here's the Cannery, and
right across the Cannery is Keawe Street. And Keawe Street is right now
improved up to, through that subdivision, and we plan to extend that to the
bypass. It's about a 2 1/2 million, 3 million project. We're installing
streetlights, paved shoulders and two 12-foot lanes. Our design is
approximately 60 percent complete, and we're in the middle of the draft

Environmental Assessment. Are there any questions so far?
Okay, next is South MauL We have the North-South Collector Road,
South Kihei Road, and there's a couple bikeway projects. There are two
phases of the North-South Collector Road that we're doing. This is Upoa
Street. This is Waipuilani. Okay, the first phase on the North-South
Collector that we're working on that's for Fiscal Year '05 starts from Upoa
Street and goes south to Kanani Street, right there. We're planning on full
improvements--curb and gutter, sidewalks, two lanes and a bicycle path.
Estimated cost is approximately $12 million.
The other phase is from Waipuilani to Kaonoulu. This is the Upcountry
highway that's being planned by the State. We plan to connect from the
existing Kenolio where it ends and continue on to Waipuilani. That's
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scheduled for Fiscal Year '06. The portion of the North-South Collector
Road from Waipuilani to Lipoa Street is already in and that's where we're
planning a bikeway, bike path project.

Bike path greenway from

Waipuilani to Lipoa Street. And we plan to go in construction this month.
Bids already been awarded.
We also have another bikeway project along the ocean from Kulanihakoi
to Waipuilani State Park. There is a beach reserve along there, and we
plan to build a bike path right in there.
We also have projects on South Kihei Road--from Lipoa Street to
Kulanihako; is Phase IV, from Kulanihakoi to Ohukai is Phase V, and the
last phase from Ohukai to the northern section of the South Kihei Road.
This will probably be all redone when they do, finish Mokulele. Are there
any questions?
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Members, questions? Joe, you can go right through the
presentation, and at the end of the presentations, we'll have Q & A.
MR. KRUEGER: Okay. Central Maui, we're working on three roads. We're
working on Hansen Road, Waiko Road and Waiale Road. The map I have
for Central Maui from the booklet doesn't show Waiko very well. This is
Waikapu over here.
This is Wailuku town, Honoapiilani Highway,
Waikapu. And Waiko Road goes down from the middle of Waikapu to
Waiale. We plan to seek Federal funding to improve that section, and
then extend Waiko Road to Kuihelani. Kuihelani comes out. So we hope

to have Waiko Road from Honoapiilani to Kuihelani.
The other project is Hansen Road.
Here's Puunene Avenue and
Mokulele, and you realize they redid that intersection to make it a nice
curve and there's a traffic signal in there. But right after the post office on
Hansen Road, there's a bad curve, and there's a lot more people using

this, so we're redesigning this curve to make it flatter to, so make it easier
to travel. And we're trying to seek Federal funding on that, too. That
might be kind of hard. But we're doing the design in-house, and the
approximate cost about $1 112 million.
The other project is our Waiale Road. Waiale Road is an extension of
Lower Main. We're already in design from Mill Street to Papohaku Park.
Waena Road is Lower Main Phase II, and Lower Main Waiale Road from
Mill Street to Mahalani is also under design. Our next phase is to improve
Waiale Road from Kuikahi that goes to Wailuku Heights to Waikapu and
eventually come out to Honoapiilani Highway by the Maui Tropical
Garden. But that's like five, six years from now. Approximate cost may be
4 to 5 million for this section, from Kuikahi to Waiko Road. That, I believe
that covers Central MauL
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For your information, we're also looking at Lower Main Street. Imi Kala,
from Mill Street to Lower Main, we're looking at the, trying to improve that.
Right now that's the cane haul road, that's the old cane haul road that
went to the old mill. But it would be an extension of the Imi Kala that goes
through Maui Industrial Park. Hopefully, by the time this road gets built
from Kahekili Highway to Eha Street ... well, Eha and Imi Kala, that is
being built by a private concern. We'd like to extend Imi Kala to
Lower Main to ease that traffic over there at Mill Street.
These are all our projects that are listed on the current STIP. Included in
your packet is a STIP program for Maui County, and all these roads are
listed from Fiscal Year '04, '05, and '06. The STIP I believe is going to be
upgraded some time in . . . starting in March, there will, since '04 is
completed, they will start from '05 and they plan to add, I believe, two
more years. So it'll go from '05 to '08, and we'll, this will probably be
rehashed.
The Federal highway bill has not been reauthorized as of this time. So
we're not sure how much money we have to do all these projects. This
concludes my report.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Krueger. At this time, we'll take a short
recess ... (gavel) ...
RECESS:
RECONVENE:

9:21 s.m.
9:22 a.m.

CHAIR PONTANILLA: ... (gavel) ... Reconvene the meeting. At this time I'd
like to call on Fred Cajigal from the State Department of Transportation.
Fred will also do a presentation regards to road projects that are geared
for Maui County. Fred.
MR. CAJIGAL: Good morning. Yeah, my presentation this morning is a little bit
different. I categorized these projects into three categories, and I call it
current projects, projects that's coming in 2005, and future projects.
Current Projects, the first one is traffic operation improvements at various
locations and that's the one that you guys seen in town, basically, actually,
we turned in the last traffic signals couple of weeks, last week. That
project is, also includes the Signals at Puunene and Papa, Kaahumanu,
Lunalilo and the sight distance improvements at Waiko Road. That's
about $940,000.
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And the other projects is the, the big one at Mokulele Highway, which
starts at the cane haul road crossing to the vicinity of the Maui Humane
Society. That's about 85 percent complete. It's about $14.3 million.
We also have another project out in Waihee. It's the Kahekili Highway
repairs and maintenance, from Waiehu Beach Road to Camp Maluhia.
That project involves upgrading with all the sidewalks and ADA ramps,
culvert cleaning, guardrail upgrades and shoulder improvements. Cost is

$972,000.
Out in Molokai, we're in the process of, right now we're currently replacing
Kawaikapu Bridge. That bridge was damaged in the 2000 storm. On top
of that, that bridge was sort of labeled as functionally obsolete. Cost of
that project is about $3.9 million and about 25 percent complete.
Right in the same vicinity we're also resurfacing the highway from Pukoo
to Wailua.
Basically, it's a typical resurfacing project--reconstruct,
resurface the road, reconstruct the pavement, upgrade the guardrails,
improve culverts, repair drainage structures, grade shoulders, replace the
signs. Cost is about $1.5 million.
Lanai, we are improving the highway, Manele Highway from the Bay to
town. Again, this is a typical resurfacing project. We're stabilizing slopes,
we're repairing and installing drainage structures, shoulder grading,
reconstruct the existing pavement. Cost is about $2.9 million, and we're
about one-third complete.
Some of the projects that's coming up in 2005, which is this year, is the
widening of Piilani Highway rrurn two lanes to four lanes, which is that
section between the National Guard and the Kealia Pond driveway. We
have a contractor, and we're going to start some time in June. Cost is
about $13.13 million.
We also have a Hana Highway rockfall mitigation out in Keanae. This one
involves installation of rockfall netting, and roadside grading, and clearing
of the slopes. Notice to proceed is about March this year at one point, and
the cost is about $1.3 million.
Pedestrian facilities and ADA compliance at various locations, we just
opened the bids. __ $2.3 million, and we'd like to start next month. We
have to finish up this project by June 30, and for us to do it, we gotta start
some time soon, which actually March.
Out in Waiehu, we have Waiehu Beach Road drainage improvements,
between Lower Main and Eha Street. We'll be installing some drain inlets,
culverts, relocation of waterline, and improving the waterline at the same
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time because the waterline is in the way of the culverts. Cost is about
$580,000, and we're going to start next month.
In Hana, Hana Highway repairs and maintenance at various locations.
This is the third phase of our repairs and maintenance projects. This one
is just one location, which is right about Milepost 11. Thero's a landslide
that occurred there about a year and a half ago, and what's going to
happen is we're going to drill, install some drill shaft, put in some
cantilevered structure to repair that. It's a pretty expensive deal. It's
$2.1 million, and we hope to start the end of this year.
Hana Highway resurfacing projects. That is from Haleakala Highway to
Hookipa Park. That also includes ... well, actually this project will be
broken down into two phases. One project is from Haleakala Highway to
Paia town. We're going to skip the town and the other half of that project
is from the town to Hookipa Park. There's also another project that's
being designed right now, which is just Paia town section. That Paia town
section is going to be, it's going to go out to bid some time in June. But
this project that I have on this screen is already out to, for construction.
It's about $1.9 million, and we want to start in June of this year.
Haleakala Crater Road resurfacing. This is one, again, typical resurfacing
project from Kekaulike Avenue to Haleakala National Park. Cost is about
$3.9 million.
Traffic operational improvements at various locations. This project
includes the construction of a signal at Kanani and Piilani and
improvements to Kahului Beach Road at the Small Boat Harbor. Cost is
al:JOul $982,000. We hope to start in June. We do have a contractor
already for this project.
Projects under design is Mokulele Highway widening, which, this is the
last phase of a five-phase project. This is the area where we're tying into
existing Piilani Highway. What's going to happen over there is we're going
to connect the, reconfigure Piilani ... actually, we're going to reconfigure
Mokulele to meet Piilani similar to what we did at Mokulele and Hansen.
The project is about $20 million. We're going to complete land acquisition
by June, so hopefully we can start this project in late this year or early next
year.
Haleakala Highway widening, Phase II. The project is ready to go. We
have 100 percent design. Highway acquisition is probably going to be
completed in June or July of this year. This is one of those projects where
we COUldn't get it ready last year. Right now we're hoping that a lot of
these projects will be, the bids for a lot of the statewide projects will be low
so that we could get funds for this project. But right now it's still begging
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for funding, additional funding, because we, it jumped from $18 million to a
$37 million project.
Honoapiilani Highway widening, Aholo Road to Lahainaluna. This is
the ... scope of work involves construction of a pedestrian facility, the
improved intersection, and a traffic signal system at Shaw and
Honoapiilani Highway. It's going to cost about $4.5 million, and also that
this project is subject availability to funds.
Lahaina Bypass Phase I-A. This is the design-build project. It starts from
Lahainaluna Road and ends in the vicini..., actually it ends at Keawe
Street ... Keawe Street and ties in with the Keawe Street project that Joe
was talking about earlier. There is going to be two major structures. One
of 'em is the one, is the big bridge over Kahoma Stream and a grade
separation structure at Lahainaluna and the Bypass road.
We have three design-build teams. They are in the process of preparing
what we call a design concept documents and their proposal. They're
going to be submitting the, this proposal shortly, and we hope to award
this project by April. From there, once it's awarded, the contractor can
start designing and construction to follow, which we think, we think it's
going to be about December of this year, and it will take about 13 to 16
months. This project will cost about $45 million.
Kihei-Upcountry Highway. It's the construction of a two-lane highway from
Kihei to Haliimaile. It starts at Kaonoulu Road and ends at the intersection
of Haleakala and Haliimaile Road. It's about 85 to $86 million. We have a
consultant on board. We have selected a consultant, but we're still in the
process of negotiating fees and contracllerrns.
Next project is the Paia Bypass. This is the project that's, that's ... been
talking for quite some time now. It's plans to, for the selection of an
alternative route from Central Maui through Paia. It cost about $37.5
million. We have a consultant. We're in the process of negotiation.
These are the late numbers and dates that I got from my Planning Office
on Oahu. If everything goes well, we should start construction by 2014.
The other planning project that we have is the Honoapiilani Highway
realignment and widening from Maalaea to Launi. .. , what's
that?--Puamana. This project examine alternatives to ... well, not ... to
realign, realignment corridors and widening alternatives for Honoapiilani
Highway project. Cost about $135 million. That's just an estimate.
Ballpark estimate hopefully, because we don't really know which way
we're going to do with the Pali, whether we're going to widen the existing
right-of-way or we're going up the hill. I don't know. We have a
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consultant. We are in the process of negotiation. These are the projected
timelines. That's it.
CHAIR PONTANILLA:
Thank
recess ... (gavel) ...
RECESS:
RECONVENE:

you,

Fred.

We'll

take

a

short

9:37 a.m.
9:39 a.m.

CHAIR PONTANILLA: '" (gavel) . .. Meeting will reconvene. I want to thank
Mr.... (CHANGE TAPE) ... for presenting us the projects that are
currently being constructed here on Maui and the proposed, proposed
planning and construction of future projects here in Maui County. I think
they're touching all of the islands in regards to STIP road improvements.
At this time, Members ... and I'd like to, before I go on, welcome Member
Carroll for being here with us this morning. Members, at this time, if you
have any questions, I'll open up the questioning to all of you Members this
morning.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Question.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Member Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA:
Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
Gentlemen, thank you very much. I thought your presentation this
morning was very helpful to specifically myself. One thing I want to state
up front, I can tell you that there were some, four of us, I believe, listening
to the Joint State House Finance Committee and Senate Ways and
Means Committee meeting approximately a month ago. And in that
meeting, I believe it was Senator Mercado Kim specifically asked the
question to our Mayor regarding $26 million of loss of funds. So what is
the Senator talking about, and what funds are we talking about? What
projects are we talking about in regards to our road system--County or
State?
MR. KRUEGER: I think they're referring to projects that were deferred or taken
off the STIP. The STIP being the Federal list of projects. One is
Dickenson Street. We had started the project and during the planning
process, when we take it to the public for hearings and discussions, it was
determined that the best route or the best way to relieve traffic on
Lahainaluna Road was to use the bypass and Keawe Street.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: How much money was expended on that
Dickenson project? One million dollars, half a million dollars, two million
dollars?

PW0210SI05

Page 10

MR. KRUEGER: Oh, we were only in the planning stage, so it was less than
$100,000. I forget how much the contract was. The contract was for, was
to take it through the planning and design phase, but we didn't get through
the design phase. We only got through the planning phase, and we
determined to make that a shelf project.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA:
project?

What does that mean, Mr. Krueger?

Shelf

MR. KRUEGER: Shelf project, you complete the design and if there's Federal
fundings available, then you can take a shelf project and put it out to bid.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So you're telling me the funds that were utilized
are, is not wasted?
MR. KRUEGER: Correct. Correct.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: What about the Federal funds that was assigned
to that project?
MR. KRUEGER: Right. We took it off the STIP because we felt it was not time
to do Dickenson Street. The public was not ready for that. When the
Lahaina Bypass continues, we may want Dickenson Street to go in if, if
they-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So the money is still there?
MR. KRUEGER: The Federal funds has been reallocated because when we
switched it, when we took it off the STIP, they reallocate the funds to
different projects.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So where did the money go?
MR. KRUEGER: The money went to other projects.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Such as?
MR. KRUEGER: Keawe Street is now on the STIP. I mean for County projects,
you know, because we got more County projects on the STIP than we had
before. Keawe Street is one we added on because it's, it's needed to
complete the Lahaina Bypass, and it sort of replaces Dickenson Street.
They added Mokulele. They have highways on, on the other islands that's
funded by the State and County.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So the 26 ... you mean, it stayed in the County?
The $26 million stayed in the County?
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MR. KRUEGER: No. No. I'm not sure where it all went, but some of it went to
our projects. Other projects that got taken off the STIP was the South
Kihei Road project. It, the community had a problem with a four-lane,
future four-lane project, so it was taken off the STIP. We plan to put it
back on when we solve that problem with South Kihei Road. The
North-South Collector Road was delayed from like '04 to '05.
Lower Honoapiilani was delayed from Fiscal Year '04 to '05, so, but it's
still on the STIP. I believe the only ones that were actually taken off was
South Kihei Road and Dickenson.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So was the Senator incorrect in her statement?
MR. KRUEGER: No, but her view of it is very narrow. Of course, you know, we
lost the money, sure. But we have gotten back the money from other
projects, and we can get it back when we put it back on the STIP.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: And when is that going to occur?
MR. KRUEGER: On Dickenson Street, I understand that the Lahaina Bypass,
they're looking at doing more in the future than just that from Lahainaluna
Road to Keawe Street. But I don't know which way they're going to go.
Whether they're going to go north or south. So whichever way they do go,
we have to put up the connector road.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So you're talking between Keawe Stroet and the
Pali? Is that what you're talking about?
MR. KRUEGER: Yeah, that's a possibility. Or they might go towards Napili.
That hasn't been determined yet, but whichever way they do go, we have
to install a connector road. Okay. And we plan to do South Kihei Road
eventually. It's just a matter of getting us, and the public, and the
community together on what we want. And then we, we're wanting to add
Waiko Road, from Waikapu to Kuihelani. That's not on the STIP yet. And
the-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Well, we'll reach Waiko Road when we hit
Central. I just was very concerned because there are Members of both
the House Finance and Senate Ways and Means that are not thrilled with
the County of Maui regarding the $26 million. And that's just a fact.
Mr. Caj ... , ... Chairman, if I can ask Mr. Cajigal if he has any comments
regarding the $26 million.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Yes, you could. Continue.
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MR. CAJIGAL: Thank you, thank you. Projects go off the STIP if they don't, if
they're not ready to go. But what happened I believe with the projects that
Joe was talking about, they were just not ready to go. And for that fiscal
year that it was scheduled for, it so happened that one phase of Mokulele
where we were short of money at that time, too, so most of that--I don't
know about the 26, if it's the $26 million--but most of the projects that, or
most of the monies that the County could not encumber stayed with
roadway improvements in Maui because some projects in the State, State
Highways that weren't, that just didn't have enough funding. And so what
I believe what our Planning people did was just, okay, then, we just fund
Mokulele Highway, so we could encumber some of these monies. Most of
those monies actually. I just don't know the bottom numbers, the bottom
line.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: I would ask a written request be sent, Chairman,
to both our Department and the State Department for a written response.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: We'll do that, Member Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Thank you, Chairman. I'll yield the floor.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Member Mateo.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Chairman, thank you very much. Good morning,
gentlemen. I just wanted to follow up with Mr. Cajigal in reference to the
Paia Bypass. I guess the date you gave us was if everything goes well,
construction should begin in 2014. Can you expand on that insofar as
where you're at at this particular point because in your hard copy of the
presentation, it references plans so at this particular point, are plans
already set or are plans yet to be done?
MR. CAJIGAL: Plans mean planning, the planning process. That's what I meant
by plans to . .. Basically at this point, what we need to do is we gotta go
through a route selection process, and when that is done, we gotta go
through an environmental, an environmental document. And, of course,
the environmental ... that process could take anywhere from two to three
years to four years, depending on the problems or what have you that we
going encounter.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: But as, as, as you prepare to do improvements to
the roadways leading to Paia, you know, from Haleakala Highway to Paia
town, and then you stated that you also going be doing improvements in
Paia and then after Paia-MR. CAJIGAL: Okay--
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COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: So it just seems that we spending money to ... I
mean, you know, , no like use the word waste because at one point along
the linc, there's going to be another need to improve that part of the
highway that you're going be improving within the next few years.
MR. CAJIGAL: Thank you. These projects that I mentioned earlier, those are
routine maintenance we have to do to keep up with the road.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay.
MR. CAJIGAL: That includes--I don't know if you guys have driven through Kuau
recently. We going to reconstruct the pavement through Kuau because
there's a lot of pukas ... pavement on the road. That includes that.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay.
MR. CAJIGAL: Those are just routine maintenance.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay, thank you. I guess what I really would like
to say and hadn't is, what can the State do to help initiate this process so
we don't have to wait until 2014 because, personally, I'd tell you, that's not
acceptable? Not for a highway that continues to be overwhelmed and but,
you know, in nine more years, we're compounding, you know, "x" amount
more vehicles to this particular area. And that area is just so landlocked at
this point, so, you know, what can you do to help, to help speed up this
process so that we don't have to wait until 2014 to go through the
processes that you need to complete.
MR. CAJIGAL: We probably could compress that. Those are just the dates that
I didn't myself work on those dates. It's the dates that I got from our
Planning branch. But, sure, there's a lot of things that we can do. That
includes doing a design-build. If you do a design-build, you can compress

a lot of that effort. But, again, if like anything else, if the planning process
gets stalled, you know, just the route selection or ... just the planning
phase got stalled, then that could take, like I said, anywhere from two,
three, four, five years. I don't know at this time, until we actually go out
there and start looking at all those so-called ... those routes that we're
going to study.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay. Okay, I'm going to just, you know, end with
a comment on that, on that particular item because I think this is a priority
area that we need to look at a lot closer and a fixed time certain on it, you
know, a lot sooner than 2014.
MR. CAJIGAL: I understand.
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COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Because we're already, you know, to the date
2014, you add another 10, 12 years, the wait still, you know-MR. CAJIGAL: No, no, I understand.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay. Thank you. So I just leave that with you.
The other item was I guess to Mr. Krueger with the STIP. The listing that
you show right now--and it may be just for my own clarification--the hard
copy that you did the presentation to us on, the date of that hard copy
report is 2002. So three years, you know, can you tell me if three years
information and updates had been incorporated because I know your map
is kind of like not really updated as well.
MR. KRUEGER: Correct.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay.
MR. KRUEGER: There has not been an update since this January 2 [sic} on this
report. But this was, this was basically the plan for relieving traffic
congestion on Maui County. This is transportation plan that the State and
the County got together on. That's why I referred to the maps on here
because they're labeled and most of the projects are shown on this and
they're labeled on the maps. Some of them have been completed, and
some of them are in construction, and some of them are still being
planned out.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay, thank you. And then to follow up, on the
STIP, the projects that you identify in Fiscal Year 2005, as the gentleman
frorn the Slale referenced, if projects are not ready to go, then obviously
it's replaced another project. That is because I don't understand the
whole STIP process. In Fiscal Year 205 [sic}, the projects that you show,
in the event, say, for example, Lower Honoapiilani Road improvement is
not ready to go, do we go down to the next one, or is there a State listing?
I don't understand how the priorities of projects are listed.
MR. KRUEGER: The sheet that I gave you that list all Maui County projects, is
only what?--4 of 39 pages--and it's, the total report, it covers the entire
State, all the islands, all our County projects and the State projects that
are seeking Federal funds. And what happens if we can't make our, meet
our deadlines is they just take it off that year. they can either put it on the
following year or leave it off entirely. And then they'll have extra money,
and they'll look for shelf projects.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Oh, okay. Okay. So, if for, if then, a project is not
ready to go, monies would not necessarily go to the next Maui project on
the STIP? The monies could go--
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MR. KRUEGER: It could go. It could go, if the next Maui project, say on Fiscal
Year '06 is ready or is on the shelf project.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay. Okay.
MR. KRUEGER: It could go.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay. So the projects that you list right now for
2005, are all these projects ready to go?
MR. KRUEGER: No.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO:
ready to go?

Is there a percentage of the projects that are

MR. KRUEGER: Most of them are ready. The Baldwin Avenue bikeway, I'm
pretty sure that won't make the deadlines. All the other projects are on
schedule.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay. Okay. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chair.
I'll yield the floor.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: On that line, when you talk about the STIP funding,
whenever we have future projects that are on line, is there any guarantee
that we're going to get the funding or the funding will be there?
MR. KRUEGER: No. What happened in 204 [sic], the projects that didn't make
204 [sic] were pUl on the 205 [sic]. There's not enough money in 20G [sic]
to do all the projects statewide. But they know that. But they also know
that most, some of the projects are going to fall off. Some of the projects
won't make it, so it's like when they know what projects made it, they'll see
how many funds, if they have enough funds for it.
Right now, we don't have enough funds to do all the projects on the 'OS,
so projects that are maybe little bit behind deadline, they'll say, okay, we'll
have to put you on next year because there's not enough funds this year
for that. And, plus, the highway bill has not been reauthorized, so we
don't know if they're going to give us more money, where we can do all
the projects, or less money, where we would have to cut back on the
projects, or the same amount.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay, the other question I have is that I know there's a
matching in regards to County as well as State monies, so when a project
is Federally funded, I understand that the money doesn't go to any other
project except for that particular project.
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MR. KRUEGER: Correct.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: So when we say that we lose State monies, it's not
necessarily that ... well, we can't move the funding from the Federal
government. Am I right?
MR. KRUEGER: Correct. It's assigned to that project, but when that project falls
behind, they'll say, well, okay, we cannot do this project in Fiscal Year '05.
We'll have to put it in '06 or a future year. Now this money becomes
available, then they look for where to put that money. Either on another
project or on a shelf project or a future project.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay, question on the Keawe Street extension. I know
there's been a lot of discussion in the past in regards to trying to relieve
the traffic going up Lahainaluna Road, and part of the plan was to extend
Dickenson Street until that thing got halted. And now we're talking about
Keawe Street extension. And, at that time when we looked at the project,
you know, we were saying two, three years down the line that this road
would be built. But now we're looking at least five to seven years before
this road is built. And we're talking about $45 million just to do the bridge.
You know, it seems like Keawe Street extension to relieve the congestion
on Lahainaluna Road would not be completed until probably six, seven
years from now. And, you know, it gives me a false sense of, I'd like to
say security, but it's not security. But a false sense of, you know, what we
can do in a short period of timc and what we cannot do. So I think this is
one of the projects that we promise people that we're just not coming
through on it. And we still have that congestion on Lahainaluna Road. I
don'l know what you guys can do to expedite, you know, something
temporarily that would probably give us some relief on Keawe Street. You
guys got any ideas as far as alternate routes that can be taken so that,
you know, we at least alleviate the congestion right now on Lahainaluna
Road?
MR. KRUEGER: Let me make a slight correction on that ... to facilitate the
design and construction of the Lahaina Bypass, the State has gone into a
design-build mode, and they expect to award a contract in April. And they
expect to break ground either by the end of the year or early next year.
So they've cut the time in half, so it's like two or three years that the
project will be almost finished. So it's not like six or seven years for this
Lahaina Bypass Keawe Street.
MR. ARAKAWA: Mr. Chairman, can ... maybe I can try and-CHAIR PONTANILLA: Go ahead.
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MR. ARAKAWA: --clarify that. Phase I-A of the Lahaina Bypass is just going to
extend from Keawe Street to Lahainaluna Road. And there's going to be
a connection to Lahainaluna Road. I think the confusion might be on
future phases of the Lahaina Bypass, which may take five to seven years
into the future. But the Phase I-A of the Bypass, which is going to be
issued through the design-build contract and the Keawe Street extension,
once those two projects are implemented, it should go a long way to
alleviate much of the traffic congestion that currently occurs at the
Lahainaluna Road and Honoapiilani Highway intersection. Because you
have a lot of traffic, which actually comes and goes from the north of the
Honoapiilani-Lahainaluna intersection. And Keawe Street and Phase I-A
of the Bypass will provide additional capacity and, you know, and
additional transportation alternatives for those travelers. So I think once
those two routes are completed, hopefully construction will be completed
within couple years-UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Thirteen to sixteen months.
MR. ARAKAWA: Thirteen to sixteen months from the time they start construction.
So it should help significantly.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Thank you for that piece of information. I
have a question for Mr. Cajigal in regards to the four-lane extension from
Lahainaluna Road to Aholo Road.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Chairman, we can finish Keawe Street?
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Oh, sure.
Hokama? Gu at1t:H::I.d.

Want to talk about Keawe Street, Mr.

COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Yes, please. Keawe Street, what is the normal
matching percentages for this type of project?
MR. KRUEGER:
match.

On construction, it's 80 percent Federal, 20 percent local

COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: On construction only?
MR. KRUEGER: Uh-huh. If we go through-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Everything else is our burden?
MR. KRUEGER: That's the way we've been-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Planning, designing?
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MR. KRUEGER: Yes. If you want to go Federal fundings for that, you can. But
the procurement process is very intense on that, so we had decided to do
local funding on the planning and design.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: . When you say, we have decided, the
Department made that call?
MR. KRUEGER: Correct.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So for $3.3 million, the County of Maui is going
to ante up $1.2 million, is you folks' plan?
MR. KRUEGER: The problem with . . . the Keawe Street, funding for
construction, had we come to Council on that yet?
MR. ARAKAWA: Actually, if I could add something to your question. There is a
supplemental budget amendment which was just transmitted up to the
Council relating to Keawe Street. There was a Special Management Area
condition levied upon the North Beach developments a number of years
ago and the development of one of the lots. Their condition to satisfy
regional traffic mitigation was to basically propose to donate to the County
$1.5 million, which we are proposing to use as a local match for the
Keawe Street extension project. So we do have an existing one million
appropriation in Fiscal Year '05 budget as a local match for Keawe Street
right now. And for that we are proposing to use or cha ... , to relocate that
appropriation to our Lahaina flood control project. And we arc hoping to
encumber those funds by the end of March because our financial partner
on the Lahaina flood control project, Natural Resource Conservation
Service, also has lh~ir runds that they need to encumber. And they need
to have some showing from the local government body that we have a
commitment to participate. So the funding on the Natural Resource
Conservation Service for that first phase was about $2.4-MR. KRUEGER: .. , (inaudible) ... million.
MR. ARAKAWA:
So $2.4 million contribution from Natural Resource
Conservation Service, of which, you know, we're going to contribute a
million.
So, by this, we're hoping to leverage to the maximum extent possible. our
County funds.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Which has yet to receive Council approval?
MR. ARAKAWA: That's correct. It has yet to receive Council approval.
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COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: The reason I bring this up and after listening to
you, why Dickenson got flushed down the toilet and we're going with
Kcawe, you know, we authorized about a half million-dollar bond for that
initial portion. You guys used 110, according to Mr. Krueger, so where's
the balance of that money?
MR. KRUEGER: It's encumbered by the contract for the design consultant for
Dickenson Street.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Right, but Dickenson is not going to move
forward. So I would consider that to be pretty much close in the category
of lapsed bond funds, and why aren't the Department asking us to
reauthorize and rededicate the money to another project that can go
forward?
MR. KRUEGER: We could do that.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Like one of these projects. You know, I don't
want ... I'm tired of seeing things encumbered and not utilized and asking
us for more money, more money all the time. And I think you need to be
aware, the Councils have pretty good memories.
MR. ARAKAWA: Let me ... I see your point, Councilmember Hokama. But let
me just clarify one item. The Keawe Street extension is actually on the
north side of Lahainaluna Road, and there's a need for a connector in that
general vicinity. But Dickenson is on the south side of Lahainaluna Road,
and there is a need for some sort of a connector road to the future bypass
there once the State goes in and puts in the Lahaina Bypass. So I guess
as Mr. Krueger mentioned, al this fJoint, we're not sure if we're going to
proceed with Dickenson or get some sort of another alternative. But the
Kaanapali Development Corp. folks have been doing some community
planning efforts for their Wainee Village lands that they own. And one of
the alternatives, alternatives they're looking at is a connector at
Shaw Street to the future bypass, instead of Dickenson. So, if that's the
case, that would be a replacement for Dickenson, whereas the Keawe
Street extension, of course, is on the north side. And, you know, that
satisfies another group of commuters.
But, as for your, as far as your point as far as encumbering money, that's
a good point. We'll t8ke that into consideration.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay, thank you, Chairman.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you, Member Hokama. But before we go any
further, I'd like to ... (CHANGE TAPE) ... our newest Member on the
Council, Michelle Anderson. Welcome. You know, in line in questioning
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of, you know, Member Hokama, what I'd like to ask the Department is that,
you know, it seems like, you know, we do have a lot of major projects that,
you know, we've been missing timelines. And at this time, I'd like to
request from the Department a listing of the major projects that are
presently under construction, future projects in '04 and '05 with timelines
on 'em.
Meaning design completion, bid date, construction date,
completion date. And, if possible, you know, how we're going to be
spending our monies. In other words, if we're going to have a timeline in
regards to constructing something, I'm sure there's a way that we can
segregate dollars for various years, if it's going to go mUlti-years as far as
the construction. So if, I'm requesting that the Department provide this
Committee, you know, on the major projects, a project time/ine, as well as,
as well as the cost on the per yearly basis.
I have one question for Mr. Cajigal in regards to the Lahainaluna Road to
Aholo Road, four-lane extension. Now I understand that, you know, after
your presentation that you're not going to go through that unless there's
funding. Year and a half ago, we said that we were going to do it. So
what caused the delay?
MR. CAJIGAL: Well, the delay is that we're still in design. We're proceeding
with the design of the project. When I say availability of funding . .. you
see, the State is fiscally constrained to so many million dollars per year,
and if that project is not included in that, within that year, then it's going to
have to be bumped off to a future year or something. But right now, I don't
see it in our three-year STIP, that's what I'm saying. So it's ... but that
doesn't mean that it couldn't, wouldn't be brought forward because every
year we go through this STIP amendment process. If there's a lot of
projects that will be bumped off or it's not ready to go, that can always
come forward-MR. CAJIGAL: Yeah. That's a very dynamic process. It could go ... but if the

project is not originally in the, like say the three-year STIP, then to get on,
it has to be included in the public hearing process. It has to be included in
there. And then trom there, you can slide it to future years or bring it
forward if you want. However you want it.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay, thank you, Mr. Cajigal.
questions? Member Carroll. Member Anderson.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON:
gent/emen--

Members, any more

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Good morning.

Good morning,
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COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: --and lady. I wanted to go back to the Paia
Bypass if I could. Mr. Cajigal, is it correct that there, there's no planning
begun yet on this?
MR. CAJIGAL: Yes, there's no planning. We just still in the process of bringing
the consultant on board.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON:
Well, it's my understand that the
Administration and the major landowner in the area have floated a plan
through the community and that there's a consensus among members of
the Administration, the landowner, and various community entities to a
specific route.
MR. CAJIGAL: I personally have not seen that plan. But if the landowners did
that, it's fine. But the, the process gotta go through the Federal, Federal
process, in terms of route selection and go through to the regular EIS
process.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: What is the Federal process for selection,
other than the EIS? I mean what precedes that?
MR. CAJIGAL: It'll probably be included in the EIS, but I've seen doc ... , I've seen
projects where they actually went through, say, come out with a ten
alignment and then they go through the selection, then they narrow it
down to three. And then from there, they go, they'll do the EIS for those
three.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: When you say "they", you mean the Federal
government?
MR. CAJIGAL: I mean, we do. That's what we do. We did that for
Kihei-Upcountry route. We had something like a ten, we selected ten
routes, maybe more. And then from there we looked at every one of 'em,
and then ultimately it was narrowed down. During route selection process,
it was narrowed down to three, to three, to three routes. And then from
there, we did the EIS for those three routes, rather than doing EIS for ten
routes.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: So you're saying that DOT has not been
involved in these route selections to date?
MR. CAJIGAL: I said, personally I have not seen the, the plans that you're
referring to, and I don't know if, like you said, if they've been talking to
Administration. I don't know. They may have been, but I have not seen it.
But, of course, that will be considered when we go through the whole
process.
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COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: I don't think I got an answer to my question.
What process does the Federal government have that precedes the EIS
process in regards to selecting a route? Is there a specific Federal
process for that?
MR. CAJIGAL: No, that would be, that would be, that would be in the
environmental select, Environmental Impact Statement process. When
we-COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: So the State makes the determination of the
routes, presents it to the Feds., and then they do an EIS?
MR. CAJIGAL: Well, they will be with us. All along, they will be with us. When
we say "we", we, the Feds. and the State because this is a Federal-aid
project. So from day one, we're going to be partners together, and ...
through the, through the, like I said, through the route selection process
we'll be together, and when we narrow it down, when it's finally narrowed
down to three, then we'll do, we'll probably, we'll do the EIS or EA or what
have you.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Okay, another question, Mr. Chair. If I may?
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Go ahead, Member John ... , Anderson.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: In regards to thc STIP, is there a specific, is
there any emphasis made on, in the criteria for selecting what's going to
be on the STIP and where it is on that priority? Is there a criteria for
determining level of service? In other words, if a roadway has a very low
level of service, does that give it a priority over other projects?
MR. CAJIGAL: I'm sure it will be considered in there because what we do is in
the, when we go, when we call for projects, everybody turn their projects,
and from there we go, we have what we call an unconfined, unconstrained
list of projects. Like, you know, it could be half a million, I mean
$500 million. And then when we go to public hearing process, when we
go through all this other, to the other islands, then that's when it gets really
constrained into that amount that we're looking for. And, of course, a lot of
projects will be bumped off.
Now, we could have a level of service "F" here on the, a bad level of
service here and you go to another island and it's probably even, it's
worse, then that will kick out, kick our project out. I mean, that's-COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: So they do consider the level of service?
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MR. CAJIGAL: It's a statewide priority process. I mean, we go through the
statewide process that's why. It's not only, we're not only looking at Maui
County. When we start competing for all these projects, we go on a
statewide basis.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Well, I'm just curious because I can't imagine
a roadway having a worse level of service than going into Paia. And it's
only getting worse by the day. And how it's so low on the list is very
confusing.
MR. CAJIGAL: I don't think it's low on the list because it's there. It's in the STIP.
It's in our schedule. It's just that it's, I guess the delivery is just long
because the process.
It's a planning-design, land acquisition, and
construction. It's a lengthy process.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Do you have any dates certain to begin the
planning?
MR. CAJIGAL: I don't have the dates. I think in there it said something like June

2005.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Planning is early 2006, Michelle.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: 2006?
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Yes, planning-MR. CAJIGAL: Yes. Yeah.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Could I ask the Department a question? In
regards to the, the preliminary planning that's going on right now for the
Bypass through Paia, is the Department involved in that?
MR. ARAKAWA:
Bypass.

No, we're not involved in the planning for the permanent

COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Are you aware of the planning that's going on
outside of government obviously?
MR. ARAKAWA: We have, of course, we're involved in dOing the mini-bypass.
There have been some statements made that supposedly an alternative
has been agreed upon by a segment of the community. But, as
Mr. Cajigal mentioned, I mean the proof of the pudding is that you have to
go through the EIS process and get everything approved. And that has
not been done yet.
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COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Well, I'm a little disturbed, Mr. Chair, that
there is a planning process going on for the larger Lahaina or Paia Bypass
that none of our government agencies seem to be involved in. This
doesn't seem to be the proper way to go about planning for our roadways.
I myself will be looking into it, and I wish the Committee would.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you, Member Anderson. Any more questions for
the Department? Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Chairman, I ... that want to be in the area, I'd
like to move to Central Maui, with your permission.
One question before we move forward,
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Let's see. "
Mr. Hokama. In regards to projects not ready or projects that need to be
redesigned, do the other counties have a problem in that regards also? In
other words, is it only Maui County or does Kauai County, City and
County, as well as Big Island?
MR. CAJIGAL: From what I gather in these monthly status meetings that we do
with the County of Maui is involved with, yes, it's a statewide.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Statewide problem?
MR. CAJIGAL: Statewide problem.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: 80-MR. CAJIGAL: I mean, we had projects in Kona that let go $45 million Alii Drive
improvements.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: So as projects get delayed, redesigned, and projects,
tuture projects are being put in, so the 8TIP get larger and larger?
MR. CAJIGAL: No, actually the STIP is constrained as far as the bottom
number. Let's see, I'm just taking a figure like $150 million. That
$150 million is usually constant throughout, but the projects move to
account for that $150 million. Say if one project doesn't make it, it goes to
the future years, and then some projects in the future years can make it
earlier, they'll move it up forward.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Thank you, Chairman. First, I want to thank
Mr. Cajigal for that Manele Road project on Lanai. I can tell you, the
community been very patient, and we appreciate your efforts to get that
completed, including the stabilization of the shoulder area. So, thank you.
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Chairman, regarding the Central Maui projects as presented by our
Department, the, couple of interesting ones. The Waiko project, can you
tell us how that is being funded, and is it from Honoapiilani Highway down
to--which is the other connect?--Kuihelani Highway?
MR. KRUEGER: Right now, we have County funds for design for Waiko Road,
240,000. Appropriation of 340,000 was for immediate improvements,
which was, well, which we used a 100,000. The 240,000 was to begin the
process for designing Waiko Road from Honoapiilani to originally
Kuihelani. Our Highways Division has suggested we go to, all the way to
Kuihelani. From, extend it from Kuihelani to Mokulele. The State, in their
Environmental Assessment of Mokulele, included Waiko Road from
Honoapiilani to Mokulele. I mean, from Kuihelani to Mokulele, Mokulele.
That's why we thought it was a good project to extend Waiko Road all the
way to Mokulele. Right now we're in the negotiating process with a
consultant for the desiQn of Waiko Road.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Well, let me just say that I find it interesting that
a major new extension of Waiko, I cannot recall in my seven years it being
discussed with the Council regarding right-of-way acquisitions, funding.
Let me just stay within Honoapiilani to Kuihelani. Why are we putting up
County funds for that project?
MR. KRUEGER: We would like to improve Waiko Road.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So why are we paying for the-MR. KRUEGER: We plan Lo seek Federal funding-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay.
MR. KRUEGER: To help us in the construction.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: No, my concern is, does your Department check
with Planning regarding conditions of approval? This Council, well, the
previous Councils have given land use approvals whereby, in my opinion,
we should be paying almost minimum for Waiko improvement from
Honoapiilani to Kuihelani. Whether it be the Fong project. Whether it be
Brewer Chemical project. Including the improvement at that Waiko
intersection, which I believe the State is working on. That was all
conditions that we placed on the applicants, so my question is why are we
paying?
MR. ARAKAWA: Well, Councilmember Hokama, actually during the last washout
of Waiko Road, we did look at all of the various conditions that were
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imposed on land use approvals for properties that abut Waiko Road. And
so we did enter into an agreement with the various parties, so that they
would either pay monies or in-kind contributions to do the resurfacing of
the road. And that was basically in partial fulfillment of those conditions.
And so we are looking to collect on the remainder of those conditions,
hopefully when we do the permanent fix to Waiko Road.
One other thing I do want to mention regarding Waiko is that, you know,
the County owns Waiko from Kuihelani to about the stop sign, where
Waiale Road connects. And from that stop sign up to about Punawai
spillway is owned by Wailuku Ag. And then it becomes County again from
that spillway to Honoapiilani. So we need to enter into discussions.
Actually, we have discussed it, but we need to conclude the discussions
with Wailuku Agribusiness on either purchase or some sort of dedication
of that segment of Waiko Road, which is not ours. And that may be also
in fulfillment of some of the conditions, as far as, you know, either giving
us the land or, you know. purchasing in some fashion. And those details
still need to be worked out with Wailuku Ag.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: And thank you for your comments, Director
Arakawa. Because I believe that we had put conditions where they would
be paying for the safety improvements by the ball, Brewer Ballpark,
around the cemetery area. But I think to be fair, so that we are informed, I
think you need to share that information when property owners, through
conditions of approval, have complied and have performed. Because
other than that, we have no idea whether or not there's compliance to our
conditions. And, in the past, there's been too many conditions that have
gone unfulfilled and then the general taxpayer pays for someone else's
agreement. That I consider unfair. Chairman, I'm done with Waiko and I'll
allow other Members. I want to move on to Waiale after, please.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Members, any questions on Waiko Road? Since there's
no question, continue, Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Waiale Road, again, we deal with the, maybe
the same entity, C. Brewer. I saw, Mr. Krueger, you showed the bridge
way across lao, Imi Kala connection, improvements down Waiale. Again,
I think I'm the only guy that was around during some of the discussion.
Conditions of approval, including subsurface, sewer, water improvements.
I see that's part of your project. Why isn't the landowner who asked for
land use approval doing their job in compliance, or is this part of the
compliance?
MR. ARAKAWA: Councilman Hokama, as far as the ... are you referring to the
Imi Kala portion of the--
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COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: I'm talking from the bridge that was, Mr. Krueger
showed us in the presentation.
MR. ARAKAWA: Okay.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: And take Waiale as far as you want to go, to the
very end.
MR. ARAKAWA: Okay. Well, I can mention that Hale Mua project, which is
being proposed by Sterling Kim, as you probably are aware. Mr. Kim
wants to do a 201 G approval for his affordable housing project along
Kahekili Highway, and it's a mix of affordable and market units. And he is
proposing to build a new roadway from, which would connect from
Kahekili and go over lao Stream Bridge and connect up to Imi Kala. And
it's great because it'll provide an additional route to Wailuku town.
The other segment that's needed is the segment that would connect and
extend Imi Kala right behind Saint Anthony School up to Lower Main. And
that roadway, as I understand it, was required to be done by the
developers of the Piihana Project District, which was approved by this
Council in early 1990s. That Project District, of course, still has not started
construction, so we can either wait for that Project District to start
construction or we can opt to try to do that ourselves. And we have
discussed the matter with Saint Anthony School, and you mentioned that
you were around when the Piihana district was discussed and you may
recall that during that time when the Council was considering both the
Piihana Project District and the Wailuku Project District, there was a
discussion about the need for this road behind Saint Anthony School as
well. And the discussion at that time was whether or not Saint Anthony
School should be, perhaps, relocated to a site outside of Wailuku town on
the Waikapu side of Kuikahi Drive.
Apparently, in recently talking with Saint Anthony School, though, they
have really had some financial constraints to actually try to implement that.
So their deSire is basically to remain at their present Site. So, you know,
we need to negotiate and get basically a 40-foot right-of-way, 40-foot wide
right-of-way from Wailuku Ag that runs, it was basically an old cane haul
road right-of-way. But to bring it up to collector road standards, we would
need an additional 20 feet or so from Saint Anthony School. However,
that additional 20 feet would impact some of their eXisting buildings. So
that's basically the situation that we're faced with today.
We have to decide whether we're going to be waiting for the developers of
Piihana Project District or basically to do it ourselves and at least do some
sort, a local road connection, a two-lane connection, or wait until we can
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include it on the STIP and try to obtain Federal participation. So, I mean,
that's basically where we are.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Is your Department planning to ask Council for a
revision in policy regarding that project? Have you folks internally made a
decision for the County?
MR. ARAKAWA: In terms of the road behind Saint Anthony?
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Yes. And whether or not to wait or not to wait.
MR. ARAKAWA: We have not made any kind of decision on it at this point.
We've just been discussing it internally, and there is going to be some
discussions that will have to take place with Saint Anthony.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: What about the Waiale Road portion?
MR. ARAKAWA: If you continue on to Waiale, Waiale Road is a part of the
Federal aid system, which we want to do a Federal aid project on. And
you may recall some years ago, the Department had wanted to widen that
to four lanes. We ran into some issues, historic preservation issues with
regard to the bridge. And those are still outstanding issues. You know,
we realize that Waiale will become more important as far as a connector
road within Wailuku town, but there are these outstanding historic
preservation issues which, you know, still have not been resolved.
There still is, however, two lanes, which still, of course, can be used. As
you proceed out to Mahalani, it's been improved with shoulders up to
Kulkahi. And once the Spencer uevelopment gets going, one of their
conditions is actually to put in a two-lane road from Kuikahi to Waiko. And
that fits in with the overall thought to include Waiko as part of a Federal
aid project so that we can have additional connections at that point.
And in longer-term, of course, as Mr. Krueger mentioned, we'd like to
extend Waiale to the, to existing cane fields so it connects up to
Honoapiilani in the vicinity of the Maui Tropical Plantation. The exact
alignment for that last segment, though, is, well, hasn't been formalized.
We need to formalize that alignment also with Wailuku Agribusiness.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So conditions of approval as relating to Waiale
Road, completed, complied, no compliance?
MR. ARAKAWA: No, they are actually in partial compliance right now. They've
contributed a portion to actually repair the washout, the previous washout
of Waiko Road. However--
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COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA:
Weren't they required to do subsurface
improvements? Weren't they required to do subsurface improvements?
MR. ARAKAWA: In terms of the base, yes. The sub-base for the road because
that was damaged with the storm.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA:
zoning.

No, for land use approval, as a condition of

MR. ARAKAWA: Yes, you're correct.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: And that's complied, partial complied?
MR. ARAKAWA: We took basically a dollar value, you know, in terms of the, the
conditions that were imposed and figured out how much it would cost to
actually redo Waiko Road after it was washed out and just applied that
dollar amount in partial fulfillment, based on how much work they did on
the road itself. So on, I believe all of those conditions, there were just a, it
was just a partial fulfillment of the condition. And so we would need to
collect on that once we do our Federal aid project on Waiko Road in the
future.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So, if I understand you correct and you folks
have determined to receive monies to be used on a project associated
with, I guess you've tied into Waiale, have you sought Council approval to
get that project on the books as a CIP item?
MR. KRUEGER: We already have funding from, for '05. There was 340,000
appropriated, a 100,000 to the immediate improvements, and 240,000 to
the design for the improvement for Waiko Road.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Wasn't your request General Funds?

MR. KRUEGER: No, I believe it was the Highway Funds.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: And you use zoning compliance money, as
special, I mean you earmarked it as Special Funds?
MR. KRUEGER: I believe so.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Under whose authorization?
MR. KRUEGER: I don't know.
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MR. ARAKAWA: I'm sorry. I need to get back to you, the Committee on that.
I'm not familiar with whether it was under Highway Funds, Special Funds
or General Funds.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay, to be fair to the Department, if we can
send a request, Chairman, of how they determined the formula of what is
an in-lieu contribution in cash and under what authorization they get to
place it within a ... (CHANGE TAPE) ... to be earmarked for a CIP
project without Council approval.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: We'll do that.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Corporation Counsel, do you have a comment?
MS. YOUNG: Well, I just WOUld, would add that typically these conditions, the
compliance thereof with the cash contribution, usually goes through
General Funds and would be accepted by the Council as a donation as,
as, to, to satis ... , as satisfaction of their condition.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay, I'll yield the floor, Chairman.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Hokama. Members, any question on
Waiale Road? If not, I have a general question for either the Department
or the Department of State Transportation. This is in regards to Kahekili
Highway. Where does the State and County jurisdiction ends and start on
Kahekili Highway going towards-MR. KRUEGER: The-CHAIR PONTANILLA: --Waihee School?
MR. KRUEGER: Right at the Boy Scout Camp is where the SLaLe jurisdiction
ends. The driveway up to the Boy Scout Camp and then that's where the
County's jurisdiction begins, towards Kahakuloa Village.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: So Kahekili going from-MR. KRUEGER: Waihee.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Waihee, it's State?
MR. KRUEGER: It's State until you get to the Boy Scout Camp driveway.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Members, any more questions on Central
Maui? Member Hokama.
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COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: ... Happy Valley you folks, you know, I know we
doing our Market Street improvement. Okay, Piihana Road, which is the
base of that slope that comes down from Waihee, Waiehu, where is the
division line for the State and County, please?
MR. KRUEGER: On Kahekili Highway?
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Yeah.
MR. KRUEGER: It's on this side of Waiehu Beach Road. There's a sign there.
On Wailuku, on the Happy Valley side-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Yeah, Happy Valley side.
MR. KRUEGER: --of Waiehu Beach Road is like 50 or 100 feet, that says State
highway ends. Something like that. And then Waiehu Beach Road is a
State Road.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay.
MR. KRUEGER: So it continues. Waiehu Beach Road and Kahekili to the Boy
Scout driveway is all State.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay. No, I'm ... concerned. So Piihana Road,
Market Street, that is all under County of Maui and Public Works
Department's jurisdiction?
MR. KRUEGER: Correct.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay, thank you.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Mr. Chair.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Member Anderson.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Thank you. I just wanted to follow up on this
last discussion with a question for Director Arakawa. You mentioned the
Piihana project that was approved in 1990. Can you give me, elaborate a
little bit on what that project is, and what their condition for traffic mitigation
is?
MR. ARAKAWA: The Piihana Project District and, actually, the Wailuku Project
District were both proposed by C. Brewer. And I couldn't go over all of
those conditions there. The conditions for both of those Project Districts
were quite numerous, but the condition that I did mention was relating to
the roadway that would be built behind Saint Anthony School. I'm almost
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certain that that condition was attached to the Piihana Project District and
not Wailuku.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON:
And was that a condition for them to
contribute to the roadway or to actually build it in totality?
MR. ARAKAWA: I believe it was to build it.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: And so now we are faced with having the
taxpayers pay to build it because they haven't gone forward with their
project.
MR. ARAKAWA: That's the decision that needs to be made, whether or not
we're going to wait for them to proceed to construction, in which case we
can enforce the condition, or whether or not we're going to try to proceed
and pay for it out of County funds.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Director Arakawa, are you aware that in our
Conditional Zoning Ordinance, there is a requirement that all conditions be
fulfilled within five years or the Director of Public Works has the option of
reverting the zoning back to its original category? And I believe this
condition is there to force developers to expedite the request that they've
brought before the Council for conditional zoning. So I think that that's an
option that you can use in requiring them to fulfill that condition, whether
they've begun the project or not. And maybe that would force them to
begin the project or abandon it.
MR. ARAKAWA: Okay, I'm not personally aware of that particular provision.
What section are you referring to?
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Could you look in 19.510 under Conditional
Zoning? I'm sorry I don't have the Code with me. But it requires all
conditional zoning projects and their conditions to be fulfilled within five
years or at a term specified by the Council. And if no term limit is
specified by the Council, there's a five-year limit. And this is what's
mucking up our planning process, when people get entitlements to land
and then they have conditions that they feel are too onerous for them to
fulfill, they just-UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Don't do it
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: --don't do it.
taxpayer liability.
MR. ARAKAWA: Mr. Chair, if you can--

And then it ends up being a
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CHAIR PONTANILLA: Mr. Arakawa:
MR. ARAKAWA: --if the Committee would, wouldn't mind writing us a specific
letter to that effect, I'll give you a response.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Lance, got that? Okay. Thank you. Any
more questions for the Department as well as Department of
Transportation? If not, I'd like to thank the Department and Mr. Cajigal
from the-COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Excuse me, Mr. Chair.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Ms. Anderson.
COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: I would just like to follow through with what I
just brought up so we can get it on the record. Under Conditional Zoning,
19.510.050, under "C". "The conditions to be imposed must have been
performed prior to ... ", oh, I'm sorry. "The conditions shall be fulfilled
within the time limitation set by the Council, or if no time limitation is set,
within a maximum of five years from the date the ordinance is in effect."
And then it goes on to talk about the conditions must be set in a unilateral
agreement. "The agreement shall be enforceable by the County by
appropriate action at law or suit in equity against the parties, their heirs,
personal representatives, successors and assignees." In other words,
these conditions just don't languish with the title. "Failure to fulfill any
conditions on a zone change within the specified time limitations may be
grounds for the enactment of ordinances to restore the zoning to the
previous zoning district or initiate a Glairn on the bond." So you have a
bond that you could call forward to get this roadway done.
Have you found that? I'm looking at "F" under 19.510.050. And then go
on to "H", "In reviewing and approving permits, certificates, plans or any
other matter which requires the approval of the Director of Public Works,
the Director of Public Works shall enforce the provisions of the conditions."
Well, if they haven't come forward and asked for any plans to be
approved, they've just let that project languish, you still have the ability to
enforce the conditions through the bond. And if the County is ready to
have that road built, then I would ask that the Department engage this
project owner in getting this condition fulfilled. And if they don't intend to
go forward with the project, then we should, we should revert the zoning
back to its original category.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you, Ms. Anderson. Department?

PW0210SI05

Page 34

MR. ARAKAWA: We'll check on that. One of the issues, of course, that we'll
have to check on, too, is that Piihana Project District was passed in '91. I
don't know the exact date. The provision that Council member Anderson
refers to also was passed in '91. So I don't know which one pre-dated
which, and I'll have to go check.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay. Thank you. If you can answer the Committee in
writing in regards to the questions that Ms. Anderson had asked. Thank
you. If not, Members, we do have some time constraints. I'd like to move
forward on the agenda. Thank you, Department. Thank you, Mr. Cajigal,
for being here this morning. I appreciate the updates.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Mr. Chair.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Member Johnson.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Yes. I just wanted to--and I apologize if I
missed this, if you've already gone through it--on the lower road project, is
that one of them that-CHAIR PONTANILLA: Yes, we disc ... , not discussed, but the Department had
provided us with some updates in regards to Phase IV I think on Lower
H'piilani.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Right, and, and also, how about the deferral
agreements with regard to the collection and have those notices gone out
yet to the individuals in the area to collect the monies that are due?
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Department.
MR. KRUEGER: We have six deferral agreements, and we have not sent them
any notice yet as to how much their share will be.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay. Do you have any idea what their share
might be?
MR. KRUEGER: I can, yeah, I can come up with a round figure. But, see, some
of these were made at different times and the laws were different. So
their, their share computations may be different. So I have to go over that,
but I'll send them a notice and give them an approximate estimate.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay, great, and then if, Mr. Chair, if that could
be transmitted to the Committee, too, so that we have some idea of how
much money would be coming in from those deferral agreements.
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CHAIR PONTANILLA: Yes, we'll do that. Thank you. At this time, the Chair
would like to take a five-minute break. So we'll reconvene at 11 :00.
Recess ... (gavel) ...

RECESS:
RECONVENE:

10:53 a.m.
11:01 a.m.

CHAIR PONTANILLA:
.. (gavel) . .. The Public Works Committee will
reconvene. Members, at this time, in regards to PW 05-33 [sic], the Chair
would recommend to defer if there's no objections.
COUNCIL MEMBERS: No objections.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Uh, let's see.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: It's PW-1.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: I'm sorry PW-1. Correction, PW-1. No objections, we'd
like to defer PW-1. Sorry.
COUNCIL MEMBERS: No objections.
COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICE NO OBJECTIONS (Excused: MM)

ACTION:

DEFER

15

DEDICATION OF ROAD WIDENING LOT FOR LEVAL
TRACT (WAILUKU) (C.C. No. 04-250)

CHAIR PONTANILLA: If there's no one that's here to do public testimony at this
time, the Chair would, without objection, would like to close public
testimony at this time.
COUNCIL MEMBERS: No objections.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you very much. Members, our second item this
morning is PW-15, dedication of road widening lot for Leval Tract
Subdivision in Wailuku. This is a result of County Communication No.
04-250. The purpose of the proposed resolution is to accept the
dedication of a road widening Lot B-4, along Pule Place and
Kahawai Street in Wailuku. Take a look at your maps, or your map in your
book. You can locate Lot B-4 that's going to be dedicated to the County.
Director Arakawa.
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MR. ARAKAWA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The Leval Tract item, which is
before you this morning is for a road widening lot, which is ten feet in width
and covers 2,009 square feet. The Leval Tract Subdivision was granted

final subdivision approval on September 7, 2004.
Subdivision
improvements are complete and were approved by both the Public Works
Department and the Water Department. The acceptance and approval of

the road widening lot by the Council is required, and we have transmitted
the resolution, the warranty deed, the plats and the fact sheet for your
review and appropriate action.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Members, any question to this particular item
in regards to dedication of Lot 8-4 to the County of Maui? If not, the Chair
would recommend to accept the proposal or the resolution to accept the
dedication of Lot 4, Lot B-4, along Pule Place and Kahawai Street in
Wailuku.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: So moved.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Moved by Member Mateo.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Second. Second.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Second by Member Hokama. All in favor say aye. Okay,
motion carried.
VOTE:

AYES:

Councilmember Carroll,

NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
EXC.:

and Chair Pontanilla.
None.
None.
None.
Councilmember Molina.

Hokama,

Mateo,

ACTION:

ADOPTION OF REVISED PROPOSED RESOLUTION

35

NON-EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT ON COUNTY PROPERTY
TO FRONT STREET HOLDINGS LTD. (C.C. No. 04-270)

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Our final item this morning is PW-35, non-exclusive
easement on County property to Front Street Holdings Ltd. This is a result
of County Community 04-270. The purpose of the proposed resolution is
to grant a non-exclusive easement to build, construct, reconstruct, rebuild,
repair, operate, maintain, relocate or remove an underground private
wastewater system through and under a portion of Front Street in Lahaina,
MauL Mr. Director.
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MR. ARAKAWA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. This item pertains to granting of a
non-exclusive easement within the Front Street right-of-way to Front

Street Holdings for the purpose of installing an underground private
grease interceptor. The interceptor system would be located in a 12-foot
by 7-foot space under the oxisting County sidewalk, and it would serve the

Cheeseburger in Paradise establishment. Since this establishment is
located on the makai side of Front Street, near the seawall, there is very
limited space under the Cheeseburger in Paradise establishment to locate
the grease interceptor.
As you know, the construction of the grease interceptor is intended to
comply with the County's mandate to eating and drinking establishments
in order to minimize the possibility of sewage spills. The approval and
acceptance of the non-exclusive easement by the Council is required, and
we have transmitted the resolution, the easement document, and the fact
sheet for your review and appropriate action.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you, Director. At this time, Members, just to let
you know that there are some photographs in your binder in regards to the
proposed location. At this time, I'd like to have Lance Taniguchi [sic]
provide us with some information in regards to the photo that was taking,
that was taken earlier this week. Lance.
MR. TAGUCHI: Thank you, Chair Pontanilla. Basically, the Chair and I went
down to tho location to take some pictures of the area so you'd have a

better understanding where this would be located.
The first picture is of the entrance to Cheeseburger in Paradise, which is

located on Front Street. The, this picture shows a landing area, which is
currently part of the sidewalk, which extends out a little further onto the
roadway.
The next picture shows the backside of the building. Basically, the
building sits on a stonewall and the ocean is directly adjacent to that wall.
So sometimes the water would hit that wall.
The third picture is the same backside, showing where the, I believe the
kitchen areas are. And, once again, showing that rock wall.
The fourth picture is basically the backside where the kitchen is located.
Going to the fifth picture, once again, it shows the entrance to

Cheeseburger in Paradise, and it shows how the walkway extends further
out. And as you move more towards the Kaanapali direction, there is a
loading zone located in front of the facility.
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The next picture is facing back towards Wailuku, just showing that there is
tho loading zone located there.

And the next picture, where the children are standing, is approximately
where the kitchen area is. It's right in front of that van, which is parked in

the loading zone.
Let me know if I'm moving too quickly for you.
The following picture shows the water and sewer I believe. Utility box is
outside of the kitchen.
And the next picture shows the property from looking at the Wailuku
direction. Basically, this picture is to show you that there is a transition
from cement walkways to wooden walkways at that point. Just past the
Cheeseburger in Paradise facility.
And the final picture is, we believe this is the facility that was installed by
Bubba Gumps. As you can see, there's that shoes and the bag, but under
it, there's two manholes. And I think maybe the, the Division Head of the
Wastewater can verity whether or not that is the grease trap interceptor tor
Bubba Gumps.
MR. TAKAMINE:

This is Tracy Takamine, Division Chief for Wastewater.

I

believe that is the grease interceptor. There's two manhole covers and

that might be, the square rectangular one would be the sample box
location.
MR. PONTANILLA: Thank you, Lance. Thank you, Tracy. Members, for your
information, we do have Mr. Freeman from Joslin Service Corporation,
contractor for Front Street Holding. He's in the Chambers if you want lO,
do want to ask him question, questions. So, at this time, Members, I open
up the floor for questioning in regards to the Department. Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: When did Bubba Gumps get their approval?
MR. T AKAMINE: I don't have a date here, but I believe it was before Front
Street had the, you know, when they redid all the sidewalks and the
improvements. I believe it was before then.
COUNC/LMEMBER HOKAMA: Chairman, can you have the staff check on the
date of approval on that request?
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Yes, we can. Staff.
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COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Is this property in fee, or do they have a lease?
Are you aware? Because you're tell, you're saying to us in your proposed
resolution to us that it serves a public interest, and so I'm have yet to
agree that there's a public interest involved.
MR. ARAKAWA: You're referring to the subject request for the easement? I
believe that's a County right-of-way, so, yeah, it would be in, it's
something we own, so we-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: No, no, I'm talking about the business itself. Do
they own their property?
MR. ARAKAWA:
Probably you should address that to the business
representatives themselves. They'd probably have a better idea on that.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Are there systems that can be done internally
within the building and comply with the law?
MR. TAKAMINE: I did not do the engineering work or review the actual
engineering, but from what I understand, the size of the interceptor is
actually supposed to have been a, about 1,125 gallon interceptor. It's now
being proposed at 750 gallons. Depending on the flooring, floor area,
from what I understand, I don't think it would fit in there based on the
location because it's sitting basically off, right on the beach. To put it
inside where it would be I think, number one, in terms of to maintenance, it
would be very hard to do maintenance because you'd have this interceptor
located inside the facility. You'd have to open the manhole covers to
pump it out every so often. You're talking about odors and everything
else. And from the floor plan that I saw, I think it would be very hard for
them to install this inside the facility. So the location, I think is the only
place they could get it into the ground and meet the requirements of the
slope and connecting to the existing sewer.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So, generally, what you're telling us is this site is
not conducive to restaurant business activities then? Not with our
requirements?
MR. TAKAMINE: For installation of grease interceptors we're finding that, yeah,
there's a lot of locations, existing locations that have had a hard time
installinQ our required size of grease interceptors. So, again, in this case
here, we've agreed to go to a lesser size to accommodate the footprint
and location.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Spills and cleanup is required by who? If they
use our property?
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MR. T AKAMINE: Spill ... can you clarify that? What do you mean?
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Let's say the, it overflows?
MR. TAKAMINE: Oh, the maintenance itself is the owner's responsibility. So,
yeah, if they're pumping it out and if there's a backup of any sort or it
spills, that the owner of that property or the grease interceptor is
responsible for any clean up.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So if you would tell us how many businesses
come under this kind of situations where they have to ask for County
property to fulfill their requirements on the FOG?
MR. TAKAMINE: Actually, on Front Street, the only one that I can recall is
Bubba Gumps, that had to come and get an easement. Everybody else, I
believe, on Front Street has installed their interceptors within their
property.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay. My other question to the Department
would be, you're required to get some type of clearance from Cultural
Resources and Whatnot since this is a historic district?
MR. ARAKAWA: I'm not certain. We'd have to go check on that.
interceptor is not in at this point. We, we're asking for the easement.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA:
regarding our program?
MR.

TAKAMINE:
The FOG
December 31, 2003.

COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA:
deadline?

The

When was the due date for compliance

program,

Okay.

the

compliance

deadline

was

And they asked for a waiver of that

MR. T AKAMINE: No, they're right now, this facility was, I believe, issued--wait let
me check here--yeah, they were issued a notice of violation. They have
not paid their initial $500 fine that was due immediately. And they're
currently daily fined, assessed daily fines. Their total is currently $36,300.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So they've showed no good faith attempt to
dealing with this accounts due?
MR. T AKAMINE: No, no. Actually, they did show good faith. They had plans
approved on November 24, 2003. A contractor was ready to install at the
time; however, the issue became the easement. And I guess that's why
it's been stalled, is the easement from the County. So from our side,
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eventually, you know, they'd still have to pay the $500 fine, and we are,
we would look favorably in waiving the daily fines because the delay was
due to this easement issue.

COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: And you think asking us to agree to one $10 fee
to use our property is reasonable?

MR. ARAKAWA: Well, the compensation issue, I mean, it's a policy issue. We
did also check with our Engineering Division as to whether or not the
space that would be occupied with this interceptor would be needed for
some other utility. And they concurred with the use of the space, so that's
how we drafted up the easement documentation. And, as Mr. Takamine
mentioned, most of the establishments have been able to accommodate
the grease interceptors on their property. Just in, I guess Bubba Gump's
case and this particular case, they weren't able to. So, hopefully, we won't
be receiving additional requests for this type of placement of grease
interceptors within County rights-of-way. But those are the only two that
we know of at this point in time.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Thank you for your response.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Members, any more comments in regards to this
particular item? Mr. Mateo.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO:

Chairman, thank you.

Mr. Director, can, you

know, I guess because of the limited space, is that the only reason the

Department is allowing the business to install a smaller grease trap?
MR. TAKAMINE: Yes.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: And say like Bubba Gump, for example, they
installed the size appropriate?
MR. TAKAMINE: I have the size here for Bubba Gump's, but I can't tell you what
their design size was when they came in. But they have a 1,OOO~gallon
interceptor installed. It sounds appropriate.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay, Bubba Gump's one sounds appropriate?
MR. TAKAMINE: Bubba Gump's.
COUNC/LMEMBER MATEO: And this particular business-MR. T AKAMINE: This particular business was, the design calculation came in at
1,125 gallons, but we're approving a 750 gallon.
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COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Your initial recommendation of the size, that was
based on what?
MR. TAKAMINE: Well, we don't do any recommendation. What they do is they
hire a civil engineer or a mechanical engineer and using the formula that
we use, which is the Appendix H of the Uniform Plumbing Code, they
come out with a proposed sizing, and we either concur or don't concur.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: So the initial of over 1,OOO--what is it gallons?
MR. TAKAMINE: Yes.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: That was determined by the engineer?
MR. TAKAMINE: Yes.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: And at this particular point, we are now able to say
that a smaller size of 750?
MR. T AKAMINE: 750.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: 750 capacity would be appropriate?
MR.

T AKAMINE:
Based
on
their
location,
probably it was
the ... (CHANGE TAPE) ... on the location and footprint that they
needed. Whenever we do that, we have them sign a condition of approval
that we will come in and do more inspections, possibly have them do
samples to make sure that the grease interceptor is working appropriately.
And they may have to pump out more often.

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay.
MR. T AKAMINE: If that may be the case.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay, well, okay, I guess that would be, probably
be the only initial concern because we're downsizing it, you know, to be
able to meet the possibility of--I don't know--overflow, spill. I don't know
what it could be with a smaller trap.
MR. TAKAMINE: I mean, in most cases, it won't cause an overflow. It's just that
the grease accumulation inside the grease interceptor will accumulate
faster than what it would be if it was larger. But, then, again, that's why I
say we would go out there at the first, say the first year and inspect it more
often most likely to determine if the current pumping once every three
months or once every month--I don't know what it would be--is sufficient.
If it's not, we would instruct them to pump out more often.
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COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay. With the, the trap for Bubba Gump, has
there been an odor problem?
MR. TAKAMINE: Not that I know of.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: No. So we don't expect any type of odor problem
in this part of town?
MR. TAKAMINE: No, I don't foresee that happening. Actually, with these big
grease interceptors now, you know, they should be working more
efficiently than what they currently have, which are these small 20 gallon
under the sink-COUNCLMEMBER MATEO: Okay.
MR. TAKAMINE: --units.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: And, and just to follow up on a previous question
from Mr. Hokama, then, the other restaurants, you know, along this same
roadway, oceanside, they all have their grease, grease traps already
installed?
MR. TAKAMINE: From what I understand, they do. Yes.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Yeah, okay. Thank you very much. Thank you,
Chair.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Member Johnson.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Yes, Tracy, when they go to do the pump out,
does it generally interrupt traffic or anything of that sort? Or is it usually
done in the evening hours?
MR. TAKAMINE: I don't know what their schedule is, but I believe along Front
Street, or actually any restaurant, they do pump out late at night, during
off-business hours because when you open those things up, you know,
you don't want to do it when your customers are eating. So I would
assume that that owner is going to be doing it late at night when other
businesses are closed down-COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay, because that was my only concern
about, you know, first of all, just the interruption of traffic or, you know,
maybe even potential conflict with individuals coming into the area.
Because there are certain times of the day when that is really crowded
down there, and I'm glad to hear that at least they'll be doing it at a time
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when it's more convenient. Now, how does that impact your inspection?
Like, do you go out when they're doing the pumping?
MR. T AKAMINE: No, usually the requirement for these maintenance of these
grease interceptors, they have a log. The log states when it was pumped
out, who pumped it out, quantity pumped out. And we can take that log
and go back to that pumper and he has a discharge log also. So we can
kind of balance it, you know. And at the same time, they open the
manholes to verify and for a fact it's empty, you know.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Uh-huh.
MR. T AKAMINE: But we don't usually monitor physically when they're out there
because there's just too many.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay.
MR. TAKAMINE: We just check the records.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Now, is there any additional charge? You
know, because obviously you're providing a service more frequently to
their business than you might be providing it to others. Is it a thing that
you just bear the cost of or do they have to pay additional?
MR. TAKAMINE: They pay a fee for the permit. We have a two-year permit, and
I for. .. , I can't recall what it was. I think it was a couple hundred dollars.

But in a special, when they have a condition--maybe they might have one
if they're downsizing, we might require them to do a, up to five laboratory
testing of their interceptors to determine how much grease is coming out
on the tail end. That is their cost. They pay for that cost. In terms of
manpower, if we go out there and inspect more often--our requirement
right now is once a year--if we go out there more often, we absorb the
cost. We do not charge the restaurant owner for more inspections.
COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: And, and apropos of what Mr. Hokama was
saying, you know, because we are making allowances, there is the use of
County property. And because other people do have all the compliance
issues, you know, I just, we want to be fair and equitable to all people. So
whatever you pay for, you basically pay for the impact. So if there is a
greater impact. because they can't be accommodated, you know, then I
don't know that it's really equitable in terms of what other people are
paying. f don't want people on Front Street to all of a sudden complain,
well, gee, you know, you guys go out there and, you know, you have to do
this five times or four times a year. And, you know, obviously, it's to
protect the public's interest, so I can see why we WOUld, you know, do
that. But it is a greater demand on personnel.
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So I just wondered, you know. I don't think anybody is going to complain,
but if they do, I just want us to have a good rationale for not charging them
additional for those services that they will then be needing. Thank you.
CHAIR PONTANILLA:
Members, any more questions in regard to this
application here? If not, the Chair would like to make our recommendation
to adopt the proposed resolution and filing of County Communication
No. 04-270.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: So move.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Moved by Member Mateo, and second?
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Second for discussion.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Second by Mr. Hokama. Members, discussion.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Recess.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Short recess ... (gavel) ...
RECESS:
RECONVENE:

11:26 a.m.
11:40 a.m.

CHAIR PONTANILLA: '" (gavel) ... The Public Works Committee meeting will
come to order. Okay, Members, at this time, is there any more discussion
in regards to this particular project? If not, at this time I'd like to defer this
matter until our February 28 meeting, and if Member Mateo can withdraw
his motion and Member Hokama withdraw his second. And then we'll
move forward from here.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: No objections.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: No objections, Chairman. I will withdraw.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Because of the project being in the historical
district, and right now we don't know if the Cultural Resource Committee
from Lahaina has been informed in regards to this particular project, we'd
like to defer this matter to our February 28 meeting. We've also asked the
Department to do some research in regards to the application that was
presented from Bubba Gump __ of ... we just want to ensure that
we're taking the right direction in approving this particular application here.
Any more discussion, Members? If not, the Chair would recommend, if
there's no objection, to defer PW-35.
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COUNCIL MEMBERS: No objections.
ACTION:

DEFER

15

DEDICATION OF ROAD WIDENING LOT FOR LEVAL
TRACT (WAILUKU) (C.C. No. 04-250)

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay. One final thing, on PW-15, the Chair inadvertently
didn't mention about the filing of this County Communication No. 04-250.
At this time, if there's no objection, the Chair would like to also file County
Communication 04-250.
COUNCIL MEMBERS: No objections.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: No objections. Thank you very much.
ACTION:

FILING OF COMMUNICA T/ON

CHAIR PONTANILLA:
adjourned.

ADJOURNED:

Members, any comments?

If not, this meeting is

11:42 a.m.
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